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THE SHARP σ2-CURVATURE INEQUALITY ON THE SPHERE

IN QUANTITATIVE FORM

RUPERT L. FRANK AND JONAS W. PETERANDERL

Abstract. Among all metrics on Sd with d > 4 that are conformal to the standard metric and

have positive scalar curvature, the total σ2-curvature, normalized by the volume, is uniquely

(up to Möbius transformations) minimized by the standard metric. We show that if a metric

almost minimizes, then it is almost the standard metric (up to Möbius transformations). This

closeness is measured in terms of Sobolev norms of the conformal factor, and we obtain the

optimal stability exponents for two different notions of closeness. This is a stability result for

an optimization problem whose Euler–Lagrange equation is fully nonlinear.

1. Introduction and main result

1.1. The sharp σ2-curvature inequality of Guan–Viaclovsky–Wang. We consider Rie-

mannian metrics g on the d-dimensional unit sphere Sd, d ≥ 5, that are conformally equivalent

to the standard metric g∗ of constant sectional curvature one. We are interested in their σ1-

and σ2-curvatures, which are defined, in terms of their Ricci curvature Ricg and their scalar

curvature Rg, by

σg
1 :=

1

2(d− 1)
Rg and σg

2 :=
1

2(d− 2)2

(

d

4(d− 1)
(Rg)2 − |Ricg |2

)

.

These are particular cases of σk-curvatures, k = 1, . . . , d, which were introduced by Viaclovsky

[Via00] via elementary symmetric functions of the Schouten tensor.

Of fundamental importance in conformal geometry is the Yamabe (or Einstein–Hilbert) func-

tional

F1[g] :=
1

vol(g)
d−2
d

∫

Sd

σg
1 d volg .

In the present paper we study the σ2-analogue of the Yamabe functional, given by

F2[g] :=
1

vol(g)
d−4
d

∫

Sd

σg
2 d volg .

An important feature of both functionals is their conformal invariance. That is, if Ψ is a

Möbius transformation (that is, a conformal diffeomorphism of (Sd, g∗)), then

F1[Ψ
∗g] = F1[g] and F2[Ψ

∗g] = F2[g] .
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We are interested in minimizing the functionals F1 and F2 over certain classes of metrics on

Sd. A well-known result, due to Rodemich [Rod66], Aubin [Aub76], and Talenti [Tal76] (and,

up to the existence of an optimizer, also Obata [Oba71]), states that among all metrics on Sd

that are conformal to g∗ the functional F1 attains its minimum precisely at those metrics that

are obtained from g∗ by a Möbius transformation. In particular, we have the sharp inequality

1

vol(g)
d−2
d

∫

Sd

σg
1 d volg ≥ S

(1)
d (1.1)

for any metric g on Sd that is conformally equivalent to g∗, where

S
(1)
d :=

1

vol(g∗)
d−2
d

∫

Sd

σg∗
1 d volg∗ =

d

2
|Sd|

2
d

with vol(g∗) = |Sd| and σg∗
1 = d/2. It is well known and often referred to as Yamabe inequality.

As will be recalled below, (1.1) is in fact a restatement of the sharp Sobolev inequality.

The corresponding result is valid for F2 as well and is due to Guan, Viaclovsky, and Wang

[GVW03]. Namely, among all metrics on Sd that are conformally equivalent to g∗ and have

positive scalar curvature the functional F2 attains its minimum precisely at those metrics that

are obtained from g∗ by a Möbius transformation. In particular, we have the sharp inequality

1

vol(g)
d−4
d

∫

Sd

σg
2 d volg ≥ S

(2)
d (1.2)

for any metric g on Sd that is conformally equivalent to g∗ and has positive scalar curvature,

where

S
(2)
d :=

1

vol(g∗)
d−4
d

∫

Sd

σg∗
2 d volg∗ =

d(d− 1)

8
|Sd|

4
d

with σg∗
2 = d(d − 1)/8. Originally, this theorem was proved for metrics having, in addition,

positive σ2-curvature, but using a result of Ge and Wang [GW13] (see inequality (2.1) below)

this additional constraint can be omitted. We also refer to the recent proof of the sharp σ2-

curvature inequality due to Case [Cas20], which extends a method of [FL12a, FL12b] to the

fully nonlinear setting; see also [CW20].

In the present paper we are interested in the stability of the sharp inequality (1.2). That is,

we consider positive scalar curvature metrics g on Sd that are conformally equivalent to g∗ and

investigate to which extent closeness of F2[g] to S
(2)
d implies closeness of g to Ψ∗g∗ for some

Möbius transformation Ψ. Of course, we still need to specify the notion of closeness that we

are using.

The corresponding question for the F1-minimization problem has been asked, in an equivalent

form, by Brezis and Lieb [BL85] and was answered in a celebrated paper of Bianchi and Egnell

[BE91].

In order to formulate the stability result of Bianchi and Egnell, and ours as well, we phrase the

optimization problems for F1 and F2 in an analytic manner. The metric g that is conformally

equivalent to g∗ can be written as a positive, smooth function times g∗. We choose two different
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parametrizations in the two different cases, namely,

g = w
4

d−2g∗ and g = u
8

d−4g∗

in the F1- and F2-problems, respectively. Here w and u are smooth, positive functions on Sd.

Then

vol
(

w
4

d−2 g∗

)

=

∫

Sd

w
2d
d−2 dω and vol

(

u
4

d−4g∗

)

=

∫

Sd

u
4d
d−4 dω ,

where dω denotes the volume form on Sd with respect to the standard metric g∗. Moreover, it

is well known that
∫

Sd

σw
4

d−2 g∗
1 d vol

w
4

d−2 g∗
=

2

d− 2

∫

Sd

(

|∇w|2 +
d(d− 2)

4
w2

)

dω ,

where ∇ denotes covariant differentiation. Thus,

F1[w
4

d−2g∗] =
2

d− 2

∫

Sd

(

|∇w|2 + d(d−2)
4

w2
)

dω

(

∫

Sd
w

2d
d−2 dω

)
d−2
d

=: F1[w] ,

and (1.1) is equivalent to the sharp Sobolev inequality

F1[w] ≥ S
(1)
d .

The conformal invariance of the F1-minimization problem means that, if for a function w on

Sd and a Möbius transformation Ψ with Jacobian denoted by JΨ we set

[w]Ψ := J
d−2
2d

Ψ w ◦Ψ , (1.3)

then

F1[[w]Ψ] = F1[w] .

The stability theorem of Bianchi and Egnell [BE91] states that there is a constant cd > 0 such

that

F1[w]− S
(1)
d ≥ cd inf

λ,Ψ
‖λ[w]Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2(Sd) , (1.4)

where the infimum is taken over all λ ∈ R and all Möbius transformations Ψ. Note that

λ[w]Ψ = 1 for some λ and Ψ if and only if F1[w] = S
(1)
d . In this sense, inequality (1.4) gives

a quantitative form of the sharp Sobolev inequality. Moreover, the right side shares the same

conformal invariance as the left side. (A translation to S
d of the inequality in [BE91] gives a

slightly different but equivalent inequality. For our discussion here, the above form seems more

natural.)

The right side of inequality (1.4) is optimal with respect to the exponent 2, in the sense that

the inequality does not hold with an exponent that is smaller than 2.

Our main result in this paper is an analogue of inequality (1.4) for the F2-minimization

problem. We first express the total σ2-curvature of g in terms of the function u such that

g = u
8

d−4g∗. We define

σ1(u) := −
d− 4

8
∆(u2)− |∇u|2 +

d

2

(

d− 4

4

)2

u2
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and note that, by a short computation,

σ1(u) =

(

d− 4

4

)2

u
2d
d−4 σu

8
d−4 g∗

1 .

Next, we set

e2(u) :=

(

4

d− 4

)3
(

σ1(u) +
1

2
|∇u|2 +

d− 2

2

(

d− 4

4

)2

u2

)

|∇u|2 +
d(d− 1)

8
u4 . (1.5)

It was observed by Case [Cas20] that
∫

Sd

σu
8

d−4 g∗
2 d vol

u
8

d−4 g∗
=

∫

Sd

e2(u) dω .

We emphasize that we do not claim that e2(u) is equal to u− 4d
d−4 σu

8
d−4 g∗

2 . This identity holds

only up to terms that vanish when integrated over Sd. The advantage of the ‘energy density’

e2(u) is that it is a sum of nonnegative terms.

This discussion shows that

F2[u
8

d−4 g∗] =

∫

Sd
e2(u) dω

(

∫

Sd
u

4d
d−4 dω

)
d−4
d

=: F2[u] ,

and that the sharp inequality (1.2) is equivalent to the sharp Sobolev-type inequality

F2[u] ≥ S
(2)
d , (1.6)

valid for all positive, smooth functions u on Sd with σ1(u) > 0.

As a final preliminary, for a Möbius transformation Ψ of Sd we set

(u)Ψ := J
d−4
4d

Ψ u ◦Ψ .

This is similar but different from definition (1.3). Then the conformal invariance of the F2-

minimization problem implies that

F2[(u)Ψ] = F2[u] .

Moreover, the assertion that equality in (1.2) holds precisely for metrics that are obtained from

g∗ by Möbius transformations is equivalent to the assertion that equality in (1.6) holds if and

only if λ(u)Ψ = 1 for some λ ∈ R and some Möbius transformation Ψ.

1.2. Our main stability result. We are now ready to formulate our main result, which states

that if g is a positive scalar curvature metric on Sd that is conformal to g∗ and has F2[g] close

to F2[g∗], then g or a Möbius transformation thereof is close to g∗ in a quantitative sense. We

phrase this in the functional reformulation (1.6) of (1.2).

Theorem 1 (Quantitative stability). Let d > 4. Then there is a constant cd > 0 such that for

all u ∈ C∞(Sd) with u > 0 and σ1(u) > 0 we have

F2[u]− S
(2)
d ≥ cd inf

λ,Ψ

(

‖λ (u)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2(Sd) + ‖λ (u)Ψ − 1‖4W 1,4(Sd)

)

, (1.7)
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where the infimum is taken over all λ ∈ R and Möbius transformations Ψ : Sd → Sd.

Here W 1,p = W 1,p(Sd) denotes the Sobolev space with norm ‖ · ‖W 1,p := (‖∇ · ‖pp + ‖ · ‖pp)
1/p.

Remarks 2. We make a number of short remarks, which will be substantiated later.

(a) As far as we know, this is the first stability result for a functional whose corresponding

Euler–Lagrange equation is fully nonlinear. This should be contrasted with the stability for

F1, whose Euler–Lagrange equation is semilinear, and the stability for the p-Sobolev inequality,

whose Euler–Lagrange equation is quasilinear. The fully nonlinear nature is reflected in the

appearance of the term involving σ1(u) in the energy density e2(u) in (1.5), which involves

the Laplacian of u and cannot be controlled by first derivatives. Also the appearance of the

pointwise constraint σ1(u) > 0, involving again the Laplacian, makes (1.7) rather different from

other existing stability inequalities.

(b) On the right side of (1.7) two different norms appear, namely that in W 1,2 and that in

W 1,4. Of course, W 1,4-stability is stronger than W 1,2-stability, but this stronger norm comes at

the expense of a weaker power, namely, 4 instead of 2. Our result is optimal in the sense that

W 1,4-stability does not hold with a smaller exponent than 4, and W 1,2-stability does not hold

with a smaller exponent than 2. We emphasize that the two norms capture different notions

of ‘small perturbations’ of an optimizer. In particular, the scenarios showing optimality of the

exponents 2 and 4 of the W 1,2 and W 1,4 are distinct. This will be further discussed in Section 5.

(c) The appearance of the exponent 4 in the W 1,4 distance shares some similarities with the

Sobolev inequality in the homogeneous Sobolev space Ẇ 1,4(Rd) in quantitative form, due to

Figalli and Zhang [FZ22]. This is not a coincidence, given that the energy density e2(u) involves

the term |∇u|4. This resemblance becomes even clearer when the sharp σ2-curvature inequality

is written via stereographic projection on Rd, where it becomes

(

4

d− 4

)3 ∫

Rd

(

I(u)|∇u|2 +
1

2
|∇u|4

)

dx ≥ S
(2)
d

(
∫

Rd

u
4d
d−4 dx

)
d−4
d

for 0 < u ∈ C∞(Rd) ∩ Ẇ 1,4(Rd) such that I(u) > 0 with

I(u) := −
d− 4

8
∆(u2)− |∇u|2 ;

see [Cas20, Remark 2.5]. However, the latter inequality is conformally invariant, like the Sobolev

inequality in Ẇ 1,2(Rd) and unlike the Sobolev inequality in Ẇ 1,4(Rd). Our proof uses some

ideas from [FN19, FZ22], but at the same time we observe that the result in these papers can

be strengthened; see Appendix 5.2. This answers a question that Robin Neumayer, to whom

we are grateful, asked after a conference talk on the results in the present paper.

(d) As we have noted before, the sharp σ2-curvature inequality (1.6) is conformally invariant.

The right side of (1.7) shares the same conformal invariance. This dictates our choice of the

notion of distance to the family of optimizers. Among other variants that suggest themselves,

the quantity infλ,Ψ ‖u− λ(1)Ψ‖W 1,k with k = 2, 4 does not share the conformal invariance, and

the quantity infλ,Ψ F2[u− λ(1)Ψ] is not necessarily nonnegative.

(e) Our proof follows the Bianchi–Egnell strategy, that is, it consists in two steps, namely, in
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a global-to-local reduction and in a local analysis close to the set of optimizers. Both steps

are somewhat different from other applications of this strategy. We discuss this further in

Subsection 1.4.

1.3. Relation to other works. Our analysis lies at the intersection of conformal geometry

and the stability theory of functional inequalities. Let us provide some background and give

some references.

Background from conformal geometry. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension d ≥ 3

with Schouten tensor

Ag :=
1

d− 2

(

Ricg −
1

2(d− 1)
Rgg

)

.

The σg
k-curvature is defined as the k-th elementary symmetric polynomial of the eigenvalues of

Ag with respect to the metric g. In particular, for k = 1 and k = 2, this leads to the same

formulas as at the beginning of the introduction. In the special case of M = Sd, we have

Ag∗ = g∗/2, giving the values of σg∗
1 and σg∗

2 mentioned above.

Due to its connection to the celebrated Chern–Gauss–Bonnet formula in dimension d = 4

[CGY02b] and its conformal properties [Via00, LL03], the σg
k-curvature has been the subject of

many studies over the last quarter century, in particular, in form of the σk-Yamabe problem,

which can be formulated as follows. Find a metric g conformal to a given metric g0 such that

the equation

σg
k = c (1.8)

holds for some constant c > 0. In case k ≥ 2, this is a fully nonlinear equation for the conformal

factor. As is common practice, (1.8) is considered under the constraints σg
1 , σ

g
2 > 0, which assure

ellipticity of the resulting equation; we refer to [Via00] for more details.

For k = 1 this is the famous Yamabe problem (in the positive case), which was solved

in [Yam60, Tru68, Aub76, Sch84]; see also the review [LP87]. The σ2-Yamabe problem was

completely solved; see [GV07] for d = 3, [CGY02a, CGY02b] for d = 4, and [STW07] for d ≥ 5;

see also the preliminary results in [LL03, GW05]. Some of these works also contain results

about the σk-Yamabe problem, in particular when it is variational. For a review, we refer to

[STW12].

Analogously as for the usual Yamabe problem, in the resolution of the σ2-Yamabe problem

an important role is played by the functional F2[g], defined for metrics g on M similarly as in

the special case M = Sd, and its infimum Y2(M, [g0]) over all metrics g in the conformal class

[g0] satisfying σg
1 > 0 and σg

2 > 0. In [STW07], concerning d ≥ 5, it is shown that the strict

inequality Y2(M, [g0]) < Y2(S
d, [g∗]) implies the solvability of the σ2-Yamabe problem, and then

the strict inequality is shown whenever (M, g0) is not conformal to (Sd, g∗).

Background from stability of functional inequalities. In recent years, there has been a huge

interest in the problem of establishing stability estimates for functional and geometric inequal-

ities. In the context of the Sobolev inequality in the homogeneous Sobolev space Ẇ 1,2(Rd),

the question for quantitative stability was first raised by Brezis and Lieb [BL85]. They were

looking for a ‘natural’ way to bound the distance to the set of optimizers from above by the
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nonnegative difference between both sides of the Sobolev inequality. Bianchi and Egnell [BE91]

gave an affirmative answer to this problem by showing that the Ẇ 1,2(Rd)-norm can be taken

as the notion of distance and that the square of this distance can be controlled by the deficit

in the Sobolev inequality. Their strategy is quite robust and has been applied to many other

functional inequalities, including for instance the Sobolev inequality in Ẇ s,2(Rd), s < d/2; see

[CFW13].

This result has been extended to the Sobolev inequality in Ẇ 1,p(Rd). The final answer, with

the distance in Ẇ 1,p(Rd) and with the optimal stability exponent, was obtained by Figalli and

Zhang [FZ22], following earlier work in [CFMP09, FN19, Neu20]. Interestingly, Figalli and

Zhang found that the optimal stability exponent depends on p and is given by max{2, p}. This

has the same reason as the appearance of the power 4 of the W 1,4-norm in Theorem 1.

Returning to the case p = 2, we recall that the corresponding Sobolev inequality has the

geometric meaning that among all unit-volume metrics on Sd that are conformal to the standard

metric, the latter and its conformal images minimize the total scalar curvature. Stability for

the corresponding Yamabe inequality on general closed Riemannian manifolds was shown by

Engelstein, Neumayer, and Spolaor [ENS22]. Interestingly, they also showed the appearance

of a stability exponent strictly larger than 2. In the special case of M = S(R) × Sd−1, the

sharp stability exponent was found in [Fra22] to be 4 for the critical value of R; see also [Fra24]

and, for another related model, [FP24]. We emphasize that the reason for the appearance of

a stability exponent different from 2 in these cases is different from its appearance in the p-

Sobolev inequality. In the setting of [Fra22] the quartic behavior can be upgraded to a quadratic

behavior away from a finite-dimensional subspace, as pointed out in [BDS24].

We think it would be interesting to investigate to which extent the stability for the Yamabe

functional in [ENS22] has an analogue for the σ2-curvature inequality on general closed Rie-

mannian manifolds. This question might be related to studying the convergence rates of the

σ2-Yamabe flow. For the usual Yamabe flow, see [Bre05, Bre07, CCR15].

1.4. Strategy of the proof. In this subsection we will describe our strategy and reduce the

proof of Theorem 1 to the proof of two results, Propositions 3 and 4 below.

Our overall strategy follows that of Bianchi and Egnell [BE91] and consists of two steps. The

first one is a global-to-local reduction, meaning that the inequality is valid for general functions,

once it has been proved for functions close to the set of optimizers. This is the content of the

upcoming Proposition 3. The second step then is the proof of the inequality for functions close

to the set of optimizers. This is accomplished in Proposition 4.

The precise formulation of these results is the following.

Proposition 3. Let (uj) ⊂ C∞(Sd) be a sequence of positive functions with σ1(uj) > 0 for all

j and satisfying, as j → ∞,

F2[uj] → S
(2)
d and ‖uj‖ 4d

d−4
→ ‖1‖ 4d

d−4
.

Then

inf
Ψ

‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,4(Sd) → 0 as j → ∞ .
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Proposition 4. There is a constant cd > 0 with the following property: Let (uj) ⊂ C∞(Sd) be

a sequence of positive functions with σ1(uj) > 0 for all j, with ‖uj‖ 4d
d−4

= ‖1‖ 4d
d−4

for all j and

with infΨ ‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,4(Sd) → 0 as j → ∞. Then

lim inf
j→∞

F2[uj]− S
(2)
d

infΨ

(

‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖2
W 1,2(Sd)

+ ‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖4
W 1,4(Sd)

) ≥ cd .

Before discussing the difficulties in proving these two propositions, let us give the brief argu-

ment that shows that they imply our main stability theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1. We argue by contradiction, assuming there is a sequence (uj) ⊂ C∞(Sd)

of positive functions with σ1(uj) > 0 for all j and

F2[uj]− S
(2)
d

infλ,Ψ

(

‖λ (uj)Ψ − 1‖2
W 1,2(Sd)

+ ‖λ (uj)Ψ − 1‖4
W 1,4(Sd)

) → 0 . (1.9)

By homogeneity we may assume that ‖uj‖ 4d
d−4

= ‖1‖ 4d
d−4

for all j. Since

inf
λ,Ψ

(

‖λ (uj)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2(Sd) + ‖λ (uj)Ψ − 1‖4W 1,4(Sd)

)

≤ ‖1‖2W 1,2(Sd) + ‖1‖4W 1,4(Sd) ,

we deduce from (1.9) that F2[uj ] → S
(2)
d as j → ∞. Thus, infΨ ‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,4(Sd) → 0 as

j → ∞ by Proposition 3. Therefore, we can apply Proposition 4, and, since

inf
λ,Ψ

(

‖λ (uj)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2(Sd) + ‖λ (uj)Ψ − 1‖4W 1,4(Sd)

)

≤ inf
Ψ

(

‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2(Sd) + ‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖4W 1,4(Sd)

)

,

we obtain a contradiction to (1.9). �

Propositions 3 and 4 will be proved in Sections 2 and 4, respectively. Let us explain some of

the ingredients that go into these proofs.

The global-to-local reduction in Proposition 3 is a compactness theorem for optimizing

sequences. Bianchi and Egnell [BE91], as well as essentially all follow-up works, have de-

duced corresponding compactness theorems using Lions’s method of concentration compactness

[Lio85a, Lio85b] or variants thereof. We are not aware of any application of this method to F2-

or related minimization problems. The obstacles we face are on the one hand the pointwise

constraint σ1(u) > 0, which seems difficult to localize, and, on the other hand, the noncontrol-

lability of σ1(u) through energy norms.

Our way of circumventing this problem is the use of the monotonicity of quotient functionals,

due to Ge and Wang [GW13]. This inequality essentially allows us to reduce the compactness

for minimizers for F2 to the compactness of minimizers for F1, that is, for the usual Yamabe

functional, to which Lions’s method is applicable. This necessitates some technical work due to

the different parametrizations g = w4/(d−2)g∗ and g = u8/(d−4)g∗ in the F1- and F2-minimization

problems, respectively. We hope that this way of obtaining a compactness theorem is useful in

other problems as well.
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The local stability result in Proposition 4 involves different notions of smallness, namely, in

W 1,2 and W 1,4, and reflects a different behavior of the functional on functions that are small in

either of the two senses. Bianchi and Egnell [BE91], and many derivative works, obtained their

local stability theorems by a rather straightforward Taylor expansion. The works [FN19, FZ22]

concerning the Sobolev inequality in Ẇ 1,p(Rd) presented a breakthrough, where much more

subtle Taylor expansions are used. However, in contrast to our work, they only consider one

notion of smallness, namely, in Ẇ 1,p(Rd).

The way we capture simultaneously both notions of smallness is through a decomposition into

spherical harmonics. They are commonly used to effectively exploit orthogonality conditions

[FN19, GLZ23, FP24], to facilitate a higher order expansion [Fra24, FP24, Kön24] on the

sphere, or to make use of improved regularity for finite-dimensional projections [DEF+23]. In

our context it is crucial that for spherical harmonics of a bounded degree the W 1,2- and W 1,4-

norms are equivalent, while for spherical harmonics of diverging degree terms that are naively

quartic can, in fact, behave like quadratic terms and are therefore relevant for the stability

functional.

Finally, we mention that recently there have been attempts to obtain explicit constants for

functional inequalities in quantitative form; see, for instance, [BDNS25, BDNS23, DEF+23,

BDS24]. It is conceivable that a modification of our proof also leads to an explicit stability

constant, possibly even with the optimal dependence on the dimension as in [DEF+23]. We

have refrained from exploring this since the necessary additional work would overshadow the

conceptual ideas that are needed to deal with the new fully nonlinear setting.

2. Global-to-local reduction

Our goal in this section is to prove Proposition 3. That is, we want to show that if F2[u] is close

to S
(2)
d , then λ(u)Ψ is close to 1 in W 1,4(Sd) for some λ ∈ R and some Möbius transformation

Ψ. (In fact, we will restrict ourselves to appropriately normalized u’s and show that we may

take λ = 1.) We emphasize that this is a qualitative assertion, as opposed to the quantitative

assertion in our main theorem, Theorem 1.

The key ingredient in the proof of Proposition 3 will be the fact that for any metric g that

is conformally equivalent to g∗ and has σg
1 > 0, one has

(

F2[g]

S
(2)
d

)
1

d−4

≥

(

F1[g]

S
(1)
d

)
1

d−2

≥ 1 . (2.1)

Let us show how the inequality between F1 and F2 can be deduced from the works of Guan

and Wang [GW04] and Ge and Wang [GW13]. Indeed, the above inequality appears in [GW04,

Theorem 1] under the additional assumption σg
2 > 0. Thus,

inf
σ1(g)>0, σ2(g)>0

F2[g]

(F1[g])
d−4
d−2

=
S
(2)
d

(

S
(1)
d

)
d−4
d−2

.
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Meanwhile, it follows from [GW13, Theorem 1] that

inf
σ1(g)>0, σ2(g)>0

F2[g]

(F1[g])
d−4
d−2

= inf
σ1(g)>0

F2[g]

(F1[g])
d−4
d−2

.

Combining these two facts, we arrive at (2.1).

Proof of Proposition 3. Let (uj) ⊂ C∞(Sd) be a sequence of positive functions with σ1(uj) > 0

for all j and satisfying, as j → ∞,

F2[uj] → F2[1] and ‖uj‖ 4d
d−4

→ ‖1‖ 4d
d−4

.

Our goal is to show that there is a sequence (Ψj) of Möbius transformations such that

(uj)Ψj
→ 1 in W 1,4(Sd) . (2.2)

This will clearly imply the proposition. Also note that it suffices to prove this convergence

for a subsequence (because if every subsequence has a further subsequence along which this

convergence holds, then it holds for the full sequence). Moreover, by passing to normalized

uj/‖uj‖ 4d
d−4

, we may assume ‖uj‖ 4d
d−4

= ‖1‖ 4d
d−4

without loss of generality.

Applying inequality (2.1) to the metrics gj := u
8

d−4

j g∗ and noting that F2[gj] = F2[uj] → S
(2)
d ,

we deduce that F1[gj] → S
(1)
d . Thus, if we define the positive functions wj on Sd by

w
4

d−2

j = u
8

d−4

j ,

then F1[wj ] = F1[gj] → S
(1)
d . Moreover, note that
∫

Sd

w
2d
d−2

j dω =

∫

Sd

u
4d
d−4

j dω = |Sd| for all j .

It follows from Lions’s theorem [Lio85a, Lio85b], translated from Rd to Sd, that, after passing

to a subsequence, there is a sequence of Möbius transformations (Ψj) such that [wj]Ψj
→ 1 in

W 1,2(Sd). Let us set

sj := [wj ]Ψj
− 1 and rj := (sj + 1)

d−4
2(d−2) − 1 .

Note that rj is well-defined since sj + 1 = [wj ]Ψj
> 0. It follows that

(uj)Ψj
=
(

[wj]Ψj

)
d−4

2(d−2) = (1 + sj)
d−4

2(d−2) = 1 + rj .

We know that sj → 0 in W 1,2(Sd) and need to show that rj → 0 in W 1,4(Sd). To do so, we

note that, by conformal invariance,

S
(2)
d + o(1) = F2[uj ] = F2[(uj)Ψj

] = |Sd|−
d−4
d

∫

Sd

e2(1 + rj) dω . (2.3)

We have

e2(1 + rj) = fj +
d(d− 1)

8
(1 + rj)

4 .

with

fj :=

(

4

d− 4

)3
(

σ1(1 + rj) +
1

2
|∇rj|

2 +
d− 2

2

(

d− 4

4

)2

(1 + rj)
2

)

|∇rj|
2 .
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By the Sobolev inequality, we have sj → 0 in L
2d
d−2 (Sd) and therefore also rj → 0 in L

4d
d−4 (Sd).

In particular, we have (1 + rj)
4 → 1 in L1(Sd) and, consequently, by the explicit expression for

S
(2)
d ,

|Sd|−
d−4
d

∫

Sd

d(d− 1)

8
(1 + rj)

4 dω = S
(2)
d + o(1) .

Combined with (2.3), we find that
∫

Sd

fj dω = o(1) .

Since fj is a sum of nonnegative terms, we deduce that |∇rj| → 0 in L4(Sd), which proves (2.2)

along a subsequence, as desired. �

3. Closeness in W 1,2(Sd) vs. closeness in W 1,4(Sd)

In the previous section we have shown that normalized optimizing sequences (uj) are relatively

compact in W 1,4(Sd) up to Möbius transformations. In this section we would like to bring them

into a canonical form (uj)Ψj
= 1+rj , where the remainders rj not only tend to zero in W 1,4(Sd)

but also satisfy some (almost-)orthogonality conditions. The latter come from the normalization

and an optimal choice of Ψj .

More precisely, our goal in this section is to prove the following result.

Proposition 5. Let (uj) ⊂ W 1,4(Sd) with ‖uj‖ 4d
d−4

= ‖1‖ 4d
d−4

for all j and infΨ ‖(uj)Ψ−1‖W 1,4 →

0 as j → ∞. Then there is a sequence (Ψj) of Möbius transformations such that

rj := (uj)Ψj
− 1

satisfies, for all sufficiently large j,

‖rj‖W 1,2 = inf
Ψ

‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,2 and ‖rj‖W 1,4 . inf
Ψ

‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,4 (3.1)

as well as
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sd

rj dω

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖rj‖
2
2 + ‖rj‖

4d
d−4
4d
d−4

and

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sd

ωi rj dω

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 , i = 1, . . . , d+ 1 . (3.2)

Here and below we use the symbol . to denote that the left side is bounded by the right side

times a constant that only depends on d.

Note that in the almost-orthogonality conditions (3.2) we bound linear forms of rj in terms

of norms that vanish faster than linearly. This should be interpreted as saying that the linear

forms are ‘almost’ zero.

The proof of Proposition 5 will be given in Subsection 3.4, after we have established some

auxiliary results in Subsections 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3. The discussion in this section is valid for

general functions in W 1,4(Sd), not necessarily smooth nor positive.
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3.1. Preliminaries about Möbius transformations. This subsection contains some prepa-

rations for the proof of Proposition 5. The first result says that, while the W 1,4-norm is not

invariant under Möbius transformations, it is so up to a constant that only depends on d.

Lemma 6. There is a constant C such that for all u ∈ W 1,4(Sd),

sup
Ψ

‖(u)Ψ‖W 1,4 ≤ C‖u‖W 1,4 .

For the proof of this lemma, we will use an explicit parametrization of Möbius transformations

by elements ξ in B1(0), the unit ball in R
d+1. This is well known. One way of obtaining this is

through the image under stereographic projection of the transformations on Rd∪{∞} generated

by the Euclidean group, scaling, and inversion; see, e.g., [Fra24, Proof of Lemma 8] or [GLZ23,

Subsection 2.2]. More specifically, we set

Ψξ(ω) :=
(1− |ξ|2)ω − 2(1− ξ · ω)ξ

1− 2ξ · ω + |ξ|2
, ω ∈ S

d .

A short computation shows that

(JΨξ
(ω))

1
d =

1− |ξ|2

1− 2ξ · ω + |ξ|2
(3.3)

as well as

Ψ−1
ξ (ω) = Ψ−ξ(ω) =

(1− |ξ|2)ω + 2(1 + ξ · ω)ξ

1 + 2ξ · ω + |ξ|2
, ω ∈ S

d .

We note that the above expressions are slightly different from those in [Fra24]. Setting ζ =

2ξ/(1 + |ξ|2) in our formulas, we obtain those in [Fra24], where ζ plays the role of what is

denoted ξ there. Note that ξ 7→ ζ is a bijection of B1(0).

Proof. We note that

‖(u)Ψ‖4 . ‖(u)Ψ‖ 4d
d−4

= ‖u‖ 4d
d−4

. ‖u‖W 1,4 ,

so we only need to show that

sup
Ψ

‖∇(u)Ψ‖4 . ‖u‖W 1,4 .

We write (u)Ψ = J
d−4
4d

Ψ (u ◦Ψ) and bound

‖∇(u)Ψ‖4 ≤
∥

∥

∥

(

∇J
d−4
4d

Ψ

)

(u ◦Ψ)
∥

∥

∥

4
+
∥

∥

∥
J

d−4
4d

Ψ (dΨ)T((∇u) ◦Ψ)
∥

∥

∥

4
.

(Here (dΨω)
T : TΨ(ω)S

d → TωS
d is the adjoint of the map dΨω : TωS

d → TΨ(ω)S
d with respect

to the given inner products on these spaces.) It follows from the fact that Ψ is a conformal

transformation that

|(dΨ)T((∇u) ◦Ψξ)| = J
1
d

Ψ |(∇u) ◦Ψξ| ,

and therefore, by a change of variables,
∥

∥

∥
J

d−4
4d

Ψ (dΨ)T((∇u) ◦Ψξ)
∥

∥

∥

4
=
∥

∥

∥
J

1
4
Ψ |(∇u) ◦Ψξ|

∥

∥

∥

4
= ‖∇u‖4 .
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Thus, to complete the proof of the lemma, it remains to prove

sup
Ψ

∥

∥

∥

(

∇J
d−4
4d

Ψ

)

(u ◦Ψ)
∥

∥

∥

4
. ‖u‖W 1,4 .

To this end, we parametrize Ψ as Ψξ, so by (3.3),
∣

∣

∣
∇J

d−4
4d

Ψ (ω)
∣

∣

∣
=

d− 4

2
(1− |ξ|2)

d−4
4 (1− 2ξ · ω + |ξ|2)−

d
4

√

|ξ|2 − (ξ · ω)2

=
d− 4

2

√

|ξ|2 − (ξ · ω)2

1− |ξ|2
J

1
4
Ψ(ω) .

By a change of variables,

∥

∥

∥

(

∇J
d−4
4d

Ψ

)

(u ◦Ψξ)
∥

∥

∥

4
=

d− 4

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

|ξ|2 − (ξ · ω)2

1− |ξ|2
J

1
4
Ψ (u ◦Ψξ)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

4

=
d− 4

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

√

|ξ|2 − (ξ ·Ψ−1
ξ (ω))2

1− |ξ|2
u

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

4

.

Using the explicit form of Ψ−1
ξ , we find

√

|ξ|2 − (ξ ·Ψ−1
ξ (ω))2

1− |ξ|2
=

√

|ξ|2 − (ξ · ω)2

1 + 2ω · ξ + |ξ|2
=

√

|ω + ξ|2 − (1 + ξ · ω)2

|ω + ξ|2
≤

1

|ω + ξ|
≤

1

|ω + ξ/|ξ||
.

Thus,

sup
Ψ

∥

∥

∥

(

∇J
1
4
Ψ

)

(u ◦Ψ)
∥

∥

∥

4
. sup

ω0∈Sd
‖|ω − ω0|

−1u‖4 ,

and consequently the lemma will follow if we prove the bound

sup
ω0∈Sd

‖|ω − ω0|
−1u‖4 . ‖u‖W 1,4 .

To do so, by rotation invariance we may assume that ω0 = ed+1 is the north pole. We choose

smooth functions χ0, χ1 on Sd with χ4
0 +χ4

1 = 1 such that χ0 is equal to 1 in a neighborhood of

ed+1 and vanishes outside another, larger neighborhood of ed+1. We set uj := χju for j = 0, 1.

Since |ω − ed+1|
−1 is nonsingular on the support of χ1, we have

‖|ω − ed+1|
−1u1‖4 . ‖u1‖4 ≤ ‖u1‖W 1,4 .

To control u0, we use Hardy’s inequality on Rd, d > 4, which says that
∫

Rd

|v|4

|x|4
dx .

∫

Rd

|∇v|4 dx .

By going to local coordinates, we deduce that

‖|ω − ed+1|
−1u0‖4 . ‖∇u0‖4 ≤ ‖u0‖W 1,4 .

The claimed bound now follows from the fact that

‖u0‖
4
W 1,4 + ‖u1‖

4
W 1,4 . ‖u‖4W 1,4 ,

which is easy to see. This completes the proof of the lemma. �
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In contrast to the critical case, the singularity of conformal images of u under Ψξ as |ξ| → 1

is negligible for subcritical exponents, which can be observed in the next lemma, at least in the

special case u = 1.

Lemma 7. We have

lim
|ξ|→1

‖(1)Ψξ
‖q = 0 for q <

4d

d− 4
and lim

|ξ|→1
‖∇(1)Ψξ

‖p = 0 for p < 4 .

Proof. Formula (3.3) gives an explicit expression for (1)Ψξ
and its gradient; see also the previous

proof. Given these explicit expressions, the assertion is a consequence of the elementary estimate
∫

Sd

dω

|ω − ξ|α
. (1− |ξ|2)−α+d (3.4)

for α > d. Let us quickly justify this bound. The integral is equal to |Sd−1| times
∫ π

0

sind−1 θ

(1− 2|ξ| cos θ + |ξ|2)α/2
dθ =

∫ 1

−1

(1− t2)(d−2)/2

(1− 2|ξ|t+ |ξ|2)α/2
dt .

We may clearly assume that |ξ| ≥ 1/2. Then we bound 1−2|ξ|t+ |ξ|2 in the denominator from

below by & 1− t if 1− t ≥ (1− |ξ|)2 and by & (1− |ξ|)2 if 1− t < (1− |ξ|)2, and perform the

resulting integrals. This leads to (3.4). �

Lemma 8. Let u ∈ W 1,4(Sd). Then for all p ≤ 4,

lim inf
|ξ|→1

‖(u)Ψξ
− 1‖W 1,p ≥ ‖1‖W 1,p .

Proof. Fix p ≤ 4 and assume to the contrary that there is a sequence (ξj) ⊂ B1(0) such that

|ξj| → 1 and such that

lim
j→∞

‖(u)Ψξj
− 1‖W 1,p exists and is < ‖1‖W 1,p .

Passing to a subsequence, if necessary, we may assume that there is an ω ∈ S
d such that ξj → ω.

Then the computations in the previous proof show that

∇(u)Ψξj
→ 0 and (u)Ψξj

→ 0 pointwise a.e. in S
d \ {ω} .

It follows from Fatou’s lemma that

lim
j→∞

‖(u)Ψξj
− 1‖W 1,p ≥ ‖1‖W 1,p .

This is a contradiction. �

3.2. Comparability of distances. We recall that the goal of this section is to find, for a given

normalized u with infΨ′ ‖(u)Ψ′ − 1‖W 1,4 small, a representation (u)Ψ = 1 + r where r is small

in W 1,4 and satisfies almost-orthogonality conditions. These almost-orthogonality conditions

are relatively easy to derive when Ψ is chosen to minimize not the W 1,4- but the W 1,2-distance

infΨ′′ ‖(u)Ψ′′ − 1‖W 1,2, as shown in the next subsection. However, when Ψ is chosen in this

manner, it is not obvious that the corresponding r is small in W 1,4. That it is small in W 1,4 is

the content of the following result, which has some similarities with [FN19, Proposition 4.1].
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Lemma 9. There is a constant C such that for any u ∈ W 1,4(Sd) with infΨ ‖(u)Ψ − 1‖W 1,2 <

‖1‖W 1,2, there is a Möbius transformation Ψ′ such that

‖(u)Ψ′ − 1‖W 1,2 = inf
Ψ

‖(u)Ψ − 1‖W 1,2

and

‖(u)Ψ′ − 1‖W 1,4 ≤ C inf
Ψ

‖(u)Ψ − 1‖W 1,4 . (3.5)

Proof. Step 1. We begin by proving that for all u ∈ W 1,4(Sd) with infΨ ‖(u)Ψ−1‖W 1,2 < ‖1‖W 1,2,

the latter infimum is attained.

We use the parametrization of Möbius transformations Ψξ with ξ ∈ B1(0) as in Lemma 8.

It is easy to see that ξ 7→ (u)Ψξ
is continuous as a map from B1(0) to W 1,2(Sd). Consequently,

ξ 7→ ‖(u)Ψξ
− 1‖W 1,2 is continuous in B1(0). By Lemma 8 its limit inferior for |ξ| → 1 is

≥ ‖1‖W 1,2, while by assumption it assumes a value < ‖1‖W 1,2 in the interior. Therefore, by

compactness the infimum is attained in B1(0).

Step 2. To prove (3.5), we assume by contradiction that there is a sequence (uj) ⊂ W 1,4(Sd)

with infΨ ‖(uj)Ψ−1‖W 1,2 < ‖1‖W 1,2 for all j as well as a sequence (Ψ′
j) of Möbius transformations

such that

‖(uj)Ψ′

j
− 1‖W 1,2 = inf

Ψ
‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,2 and ‖(uj)Ψ′

j
− 1‖W 1,4 > j inf

Ψ
‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,4 .

By definition of the infimum infΨ ‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,4, there is a sequence (Ψ′′
j ) of Möbius trans-

formations such that

‖(uj)Ψ′

j
− 1‖W 1,4 > j‖(uj)Ψ′′

j
− 1‖W 1,4 . (3.6)

Thanks to the invariance (up to constants) of the W 1,4-norm under Möbius transformations

(Lemma 6), we deduce that

‖(uj)Ψ′

j
− 1‖W 1,4 & j‖(uj)Ψ′

j
− (1)(Ψ′′

j )
−1◦Ψ′

j
‖W 1,4 . (3.7)

Employing (3.7) and the triangle inequality, we observe that

vj :=
(uj)Ψ′

j
− 1

‖(uj)Ψ′

j
− 1‖W 1,4

, ṽj :=
(uj)Ψ′

j
− (1)(Ψ′′

j )
−1◦Ψ′

j

‖(uj)Ψ′

j
− 1‖W 1,4

, ∆j := vj − ṽj

satisfy, as j → ∞,

‖vj‖W 1,4 → 1 , ‖ṽj‖W 1,4 → 0 , ‖∆j‖W 1,4 → 1 . (3.8)

Applying the Sobolev inequality and (3.6), we find

‖vj‖W 1,2 =
infΨ ‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,2

‖(uj)Ψ′

j
− 1‖W 1,4

≤
‖(uj)Ψ′′

j
− 1‖W 1,2

‖(uj)Ψ′

j
− 1‖W 1,4

.
‖(uj)Ψ′′

j
− 1‖W 1,4

‖(uj)Ψ′

j
− 1‖W 1,4

≤
1

j
→ 0 ,

and thus

‖ṽj‖
2
W 1,2 + 2〈ṽj,∆j〉W 1,2 + ‖∆j‖

2
W 1,2 = ‖vj‖

2
W 1,2 → 0

as j → ∞. By (3.8), we have ‖ṽj‖
2
W 1,2 + 2〈ṽj ,∆j〉W 1,2 → 0 and therefore

‖∆j‖
2
W 1,2 → 0 .
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Up to the factor of ‖(uj)Ψ′

j
−1‖−1

W 1,4, the function ∆j is given by (1)(Ψ′′

j )
−1◦Ψ′

j
−1. We can think

of the latter function as being a function of a variable ξ′′j ∈ B1(0) parametrizing the Möbius

transformation (Ψ′′
j )

−1 ◦Ψ′
j. We distinguish between two behaviors of the sequence (ξ′′j ).

If lim infj→∞ |ξ′′j | < 1, then along the corresponding subsequence all norms of such functions of

ξ′′j are equivalent. As a consequence, the properties ‖∆j‖W 1,4 → 1 and ‖∆j‖
2
W 1,2 → 0 contradict

each other.

If limj→∞ |ξ′′j | = 1, then Lemma 7 implies that

‖(1)Ψξ′′
j

− 1‖W 1,2 → ‖1‖W 1,2 & 1 .

However, we know by Lemma 6 that

‖(1)Ψξ′′
j

− 1‖W 1,4 . 1 ,

which leads to a contradiction as

‖(1)Ψξ′′
j

− 1‖W 1,2

‖(1)Ψξ′′
j

− 1‖W 1,4

=
‖∆j‖W 1,2

‖∆j‖W 1,4

→ 0 .

Both cases together prove the second part of the proposition. �

3.3. Almost-orthogonality conditions. We show that choosing the Möbius transformation

Ψ optimal in the W 1,2-sense yields almost-orthogonality conditions for r = (u)Ψ − 1.

Lemma 10. Let u ∈ W 1,2(Sd) be such that infΨ ‖(u)Ψ − 1‖W 1,2 is attained at Ψ = id. Then

r := u− 1 satisfies
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sd

ωi r dω

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖r‖2W 1,2 , i = 1, . . . , d+ 1 .

Proof. In the proof we may assume that u is smooth (which is the only case needed later in

this paper), for the more general assertion then follows by approximation. By assumption,

ξ 7→ ‖(u)Ψξ
− 1‖2W 1,2

assumes its infimum at ξ = 0. Thus, its gradient with respect to ξ vanishes there, which means

that
〈

r, ∂ξi |ξ=0(u)Ψξ

〉

W 1,2 = 0 , i = 1, . . . , d+ 1 .

In the following we fix i ∈ {1, . . . , d+1} and look for a more explicit form of the corresponding

orthogonality condition. We have (u)Ψξ
= J

d−4
4d

Ψξ
(u ◦Ψξ), so

∂ξi |ξ=0(u)Ψξ
= d−4

4

(

∂ξi |ξ=0J
1
d

Ψξ

)

u+ ∂ξi |ξ=0(u ◦Ψξ) .

Since

JΨξ
(ω)

1
d = 1 + 2ξ · ω +O(|ξ|2) and Ψξ(ω) = ω − 2(ξ − ξ · ω ω) +O(|ξ|2) ,

we find

∂ξi |ξ=0(u)Ψξ
= d−4

2
ωi u− 2(ei − ωi ω) · ∇u = d−4

2
ωi (1 + r)− 2(ei − ωi ω) · ∇r .
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Therefore, the i-th orthogonality condition becomes
〈

r, d−4
2

ωi (1 + r)− 2(ei − ωi ω) · ∇r
〉

W 1,2 = 0 ,

or, equivalently,

〈r, ωi〉W 1,2 =
〈

r, 4
d−4

(ei − ωi ω) · ∇r − ωi r
〉

W 1,2
. (3.9)

Note that the left side is linear in r, while the right side is quadratic in r. Using −∆ωi = dωi

we see that the left side is equal to

〈r, ωi〉W 1,2 = (d+ 1)

∫

Sd

ωi r dω . (3.10)

Thus, the lemma will follow if we can bound the right side of (3.9) by ‖r‖2W 1,2. This is clear for

the term containing ωi r. An argument is needed, however, for the term containing (ei −ωi ω) ·

∇r. Since the W 1,2-norm involves a derivative, it seems like two derivatives of r are needed,

which is why we assumed that u is smooth. We show now, however, that it can be controlled by

a single derivative. The idea will be to integrate by parts. Indeed, the following lemma shows

that
∣

∣∇r · ∇ ((ei − ωi ω) · ∇r)− 1
2
(ei − ωi ω) · ∇(|∇r|2)

∣

∣ . |∇r|2 .

Since
∫

Sd

(ei − ωi ω) · ∇(|∇r|2) dω = d

∫

Sd

ωi|∇r|2 dω ,

which is controlled by ‖∇r‖22, we deduce that
∣

∣

∣

〈

r, 4
d−4

(ei − ωi ω) · ∇r − ωi r
〉

W 1,2

∣

∣

∣
. ‖r‖2W 1,2 .

Therefore, (3.9) and (3.10) imply the assertion of the lemma. �

The following simple observation was used in the proof of the previous lemma.

Lemma 11. Let X and Y be (tangent) vector fields on Sd with X being a gradient field. Then

pointwise on Sd,
∣

∣X · ∇(X · Y )− 1
2
Y · ∇(|X|2)

∣

∣ . |X|2(|∇Y |+ |Y |) .

The main point of this inequality is that on the right side we do not have derivatives of X .

Proof. In a smooth local orthonormal frame (En) we compute, writing Xn := En · X , Yn :=

En · Yn,

X · ∇(X · Y ) =
∑

n

Xn∇En
(X · Y ) =

∑

n

Xn (∇En
X · Y +X · ∇En

Y ) .

Since ∇En
Z =

∑

m(EnZm)Em +
∑

m,k Γ
k
nmZmEk for a vector field Z on Sd with the Christoffel

symbols Γk
nm, we obtain

X · ∇(X · Y ) =
∑

n,m

Xn ((EnXm)Ym + (EnYm)Xm) +
∑

n,m,k

Γk
nmXn (XmYk + YmXk) .
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We now use the assumption thatX = ∇f is a gradient field. Then Xn = Enf , and consequently

Xn(EnXm) = (Enf)(EnEmf) =
1
2
Em((Enf)

2) + (Enf)([En, Em]f)

= 1
2
Em((Enf)

2) +
∑

k

cknm(Enf)(Ekf) ,

where [En, Em] =
∑

k c
k
nmEk for some cknm. To summarize, for gradient fields X we have shown

that

X · ∇(X · Y ) = 1
2
Y · ∇(|X|2) +

∑

n,m

(EnYm)XnXm

+
∑

n,m,k

cknmXnXkYm +
∑

n,m,k

Γk
nmXn (XmYk + YmXk) .

This implies the assertion. �

3.4. Proof of Proposition 5. We are now in position to prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Proposition 5. Since ‖ · ‖W 1,2 . ‖ · ‖W 1,4 and since infΨ ‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,4 → 0, we may

assume, after discarding finitely many j, that infΨ ‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,2 < ‖1‖W 1,2. Consequently,

by Lemma 9, for every j there is a Möbius transformation Ψj such that

‖(uj)Ψj
− 1‖W 1,2 = inf

Ψ
‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,2 .

This proves the equality in (3.1), and the inequality there follows from Lemma 9 as well.

Using the elementary inequality, valid for all ρ ∈ R,
∣

∣

∣

∣

|1 + ρ|
4d
d−4 − 1−

4d

d− 4
ρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ρ2 + |ρ|
4d
d−4 ,

we deduce that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sd

|1 + rj|
4d
d−4 dω − |Sd| −

4d

d− 4

∫

Sd

rj dω

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖rj‖
2
2 + ‖rj‖

4d
d−4
4d
d−4

. (3.11)

Since
∫

Sd

|1 + rj |
4d
d−4 dω =

∫

Sd

|(uj)Ψj
|

4d
d−4 dω =

∫

Sd

|uj|
4d
d−4 dω = |Sd| ,

the first two terms on the left side of (3.11) cancel, and we obtain the first almost-orthogonality

property in (3.2).

The remaining almost-orthogonality properties in (3.2) follow from Lemma 10 applied to

u = (uj)Ψj
. �

4. Local analysis

In this section we shall prove Proposition 4, which states the validity of the stability inequality

for functions close to the set of optimizers.
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4.1. Outline of the proof. Throughout this section we assume that (uj) ⊂ W 1,4(Sd) satisfies

‖uj‖ 4d
d−4

= ‖1‖ 4d
d−4

and infΨ ‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖W 1,4 → 0. According to Proposition 5, there are Möbius

transformations (Ψj) such that we can write

(uj)Ψj
= 1 + rj ,

where rj satisfies

‖rj‖W 1,4 → 0

as well as

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sd

rj dω

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖rj‖
2
2 + ‖rj‖

4d
d−4
4d
d−4

and

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sd

ωi rj dω

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 , i = 1, . . . , d+ 1 . (4.1)

Our goal will be to bound F2[uj]− S
(2)
d from below in terms of ‖rj‖

2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4 .

In order to state our initial remainder bound, we introduce the functionals

E2[u] :=

∫

Sd

e2(u) dω ,

I2[r] :=
4(d− 1)

d− 4

∫

Sd

(

|∇r|2 − d r2
)

dω ,

I3[r] :=

∫

Sd

(

4(d− 2)

d− 4
r|∇r|2 +

d(d− 1)

2
r3
)

dω ,

I4[r] :=

∫

Sd

(

1

2

(

4

d− 4

)3

|∇r|4 +
2(d− 2)

d− 4
r2|∇r|2 +

d(d− 1)

8
r4

)

dω .

In terms of these functions the following bound is valid.

Lemma 12. We have, as j → ∞,

E2[uj]− S
(2)
d ‖uj‖

4
4d
d−4

≥ I2[rj] + I3[rj ] + I4[rj] +

(

4

d− 4

)3 ∫

Sd

(σ1(1 + rj)− σ1(1)) |∇rj|
2 dω

+ o(‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4) .

Note that the functionals Ik are homogeneous of degree k. The integral term in the above

bound is not homogeneous, but since the difference σ1(1+ rj)−σ1(1) vanishes linearly with rj ,

its integrand vanishes cubically with rj .

Proof. By conformal invariance, we have

E2[uj ] = E2[(uj)Ψj
] = E2[1 + rj ] and ‖uj‖

4
4d
d−4

= ‖(uj)Ψj
‖44d

d−4
= ‖1 + rj‖

4
4d
d−4

.
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Concerning the energy function E2, we expand e2(1 + rj) and find after simple computations

E2[1 + rj] =
d(d− 1)

8
|Sd|+

d(d− 1)

2

∫

Sd

rj dω

+
4(d− 1)

d− 4

∫

Sd

(

|∇rj|
2 +

3d(d− 4)

16
r2j

)

dω

+ I3[rj] + I4[rj ]

+

(

4

d− 4

)3 ∫

Sd

(σ1(1 + rj)− σ1(1)) |∇rj|
2 dω . (4.2)

Thus, our task is to find an upper bound on ‖1+rj‖
4
4d
d−4

. For this purpose, we use the elementary

fact that for every κ > 0 there is a constant Cκ such that for all ρ ∈ R one has

|1 + ρ|
4d
d−4 ≤ 1 +

4d

d− 4
ρ+

d

d− 4

(

2(3d+ 4)

d− 4
+ κ

)

ρ2 +
d

d− 4
Cκ|ρ|

4d
d−4 ; (4.3)

see, e.g., [FN19, Lemma 3.2]. In fact, Cκ = C(1 + κ− d+12
d−4 ) can be chosen with a constant C

depending only on d. To see this, we note that there are constants C ′ and C ′′ such that

|1 + ρ|
4d
d−4 ≤ 1 +

4d

d− 4
ρ+

d

d− 4

2(3d+ 4)

d− 4
ρ2 + C ′|ρ|3 + C ′′|ρ|

4d
d−4 ;

The claimed bound (4.3) now follows from

d− 4

d
C ′|ρ|3 ≤ κρ2 + C ′′′κ− d+12

d−4 |ρ|
4d
d−4

for some constant C ′′′.

We take ρ = rj(ω) in (4.3) and integrate the resulting inequality with respect to ω. By

concavity of t 7→ t(d−4)/d, we obtain

‖1 + rj‖
4
4d
d−4

≤ |Sd|
d−4
d

(

1 + |Sd|−1

∫

Sd

(

4rj +

(

2(3d− 4)

d− 4
+ κ

)

r2j + Cκ|rj |
4d
d−4

)

dω

)

. (4.4)

Combining (4.2) and (4.4) and recalling that S
(2)
d = (d(d− 1)/8)|Sd|4/d, we obtain

E2[1 + rj ]− S
(2)
d ‖1 + rj‖

4
4d
d−4

≥ I2[rj] + I3[rj ] + I4[rj]

+

(

4

d− 4

)3 ∫

Sd

(σ1(1 + rj)− σ1(1)) |∇rj|
2 dω

−
d(d− 1)

8
κ

∫

Sd

r2j dω −
d(d− 1)

8
Cκ

∫

Sd

|rj |
4d
d−4 dω .

The assertion of the lemma now follows from the fact that

d(d− 1)

8
κ

∫

Sd

r2j dω +
d(d− 1)

8
Cκ

∫

Sd

|rj |
4d
d−4 dω = o(‖rj‖

2
2 + ‖rj‖

4
4d
d−4

) .

Indeed, since 4d/(d−4) > 4, it is possible to choose a sequence (κj) that tends to zero so slowly

that Cκj
‖rj‖

4d
d−4
4d
d−4

= o(‖rj‖
4
4d
d−4

). �
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To proceed, we will decompose rj into three different pieces, corresponding to spherical

harmonics of certain degrees. We recall that we have an orthogonal decomposition

L2(Sd) =
∞
⊕

ℓ=0

Hℓ ,

where Hℓ is the space of spherical harmonics of degree ℓ. For more details on spherical har-

monics, we refer to [SW90, p. 137–152]. We denote by Πℓ the orthogonal projection in L2(Sd)

onto Hℓ. Given a parameter L ≥ 1, we will decompose

rj = rloj + rmed
j + rhij

with

rloj :=
1
∑

ℓ=0

Πℓrj , rmed
j :=

L
∑

ℓ=2

Πℓrj , rmed
j :=

∞
∑

ℓ=L+1

Πℓrj .

We assume throughout that L is independent of j. It will be chosen in the proof of Proposition 4.

As with all the constants in this paper, its final choice may depend on d.

We now state the key technical ingredient in the proof of Proposition 4. It says that for the

terms on the right side in Lemma 12 that are not quadratic (that is, all terms except for I2[rj ])

only the high frequency component rhij contributes up to the order that we are interested in.

Lemma 13. For every fixed choice of L, we have

‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 = ‖rmed

j ‖2W 1,2 + ‖rhij ‖
2
W 1,2 + o(‖rj‖

2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4) , (4.5)

‖rj‖
4
W 1,4 = ‖rhij ‖

4
W 1,4 + o(‖rj‖

2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4) . (4.6)

Moreover,

I2[rj] = I2[r
med
j ] + I2[r

hi
j ] + o(‖rj‖

2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4) , (4.7)

I3[rj] = I3[r
hi
j ] + o(‖rj‖

2
W 1,2) , (4.8)

I4[rj] = I4[r
hi
j ] + o(‖rj‖

2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4) , (4.9)

and
∫

Sd

(σ1(1 + rj)− σ1(1)) |∇rj|
2 dω

=

∫

Sd

(σ1(1 + rj)− σ1(1)) |∇rhij |
2 dω + o(‖rj‖

2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4) . (4.10)

We will prove this lemma in the following two subsections. Accepting its conclusion for the

moment, we will use it to complete the proof of the local stability result.

Proof of Proposition 4. Let (uj) be as at the beginning of this section. According to Lemma 12,

as well as equations (4.7), (4.8), (4.9), and (4.10) in Lemma 13, we have

E2[uj]− S
(2)
d ‖uj‖

4
4d
d−4

≥ I2[r
med
j ] + I2[r

hi
j ] + I3[r

hi
j ] + I4[r

hi
j ]

−

(

4

d− 4

)3

σ1(1)

∫

Sd

|∇rhij |
2 dω + o(‖rj‖

2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4) . (4.11)
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Note that we dropped the term
∫

Sd
σ1(1 + rj)|∇rhij |

2 dω ≥ 0 using the fact that by assumption

and by conformal invariance σ1(1 + rj) = σ1((uj)Ψj
) = σ1(uj) > 0.

In the following we consider separately the various terms on the right side of (4.11). Since

the quadratic form I2 is positive definite on (H0 ⊕H1)
⊥ and since rmed

j belongs to this space,

we have

I2[r
med
j ] & ‖rmed

j ‖2W 1,2 .

Next, we observe that

I2[r
hi
j ]−

(

4

d− 4

)3

σ1(1)

∫

Sd

|∇rhij |
2 dω & ‖rhij ‖

2
W 1,2 .

Indeed, this is equivalent to the inequality

4(d− 1)

d− 4
(ℓ(ℓ+ d− 1)− d)−

2d

d− 4
ℓ(ℓ+ d− 1) & ℓ(ℓ+ d− 1) + 1 for all ℓ ≥ L+ 1 .

Using the frequency cut-off, we further bound for later purposes

‖rhij ‖
2
W 1,2 ≥

1

2

(

‖rhij ‖
2
W 1,2 + ((L+ 1)(L+ d) + 1) ‖rhij ‖

2
2

)

.

By dropping the middle term in the definition of I4, we find

I4[r
hi
j ] & ‖rhij ‖

4
W 1,4 .

Finally, by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we find

I3[r
hi
j ] & −‖rhij ‖2‖r

hi
j ‖

2
W 1,4 .

Thus, there is a constant C such that for any ε > 0 we have

I3[r
hi
j ] ≥ −ε‖rhij ‖

4
W 1,4 − Cε−1‖rhij ‖

2
2 .

Let us show that here the two negative terms on the right side can be controlled by the positive

terms coming from the other functionals. We choose ε > 0 so small (independent of j) that

the term −ε‖rhij ‖
4
W 1,4 is compensated by half of the term in the lower bound on I4[r

hi
j ]. Then

we choose L so large that the term −Cε−1‖rhij ‖
2
2 is compensated by the term proportional to

((L+ 1)(L+ d) + 1)‖rhij ‖
2
2.

Inserting all these bounds into the right side of (4.11), we arrive at

E2[uj]− S
(2)
d ‖uj‖

4
4d
d−4

& ‖rmed
j ‖2W 1,2 + ‖rhij ‖

2
W 1,2 + ‖rhij ‖

4
W 1,4 + o(‖rj‖

2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4) .

Using (4.5) and (4.6) in Lemma 13, we see that the right side is equal to ‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4 +

o(‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4).

Since

inf
Ψ

(

‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2 + ‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖4W 1,4

)

≤ ‖(uj)Ψj
− 1‖2W 1,2 + ‖(uj)Ψj

− 1‖4W 1,4 = ‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4
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and since ‖uj‖
4d
d−4
4d
d−4

= |Sd|, we have shown that

lim inf
j→∞

F2[uj ]− S
(2)
d

infΨ
(

‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2 + ‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖4W 1,4

) & 1

with an implicit constant depending only on d. This completes the proof of Proposition 4. �

It remains to prove Lemma 13. This will be accomplished in the following two subsections.

4.2. Controlling the low frequency part. Our goal in this subsection is to prove the ‘qua-

dratic’ assertions in Lemma 13, that is, (4.5) and (4.7). In both cases the assertion reduces to

the fact that rloj is ‘essentially zero’. This will be a consequence of the almost-orthogonality

conditions (4.1).

Proof of Lemma 13. Part 1. Step 1. We shall show that

‖rloj ‖W 1,2 . ‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4 .

To prove this, we treat the contributions Π0rj and Π1rj to rloj separately.

Noting that H0 is the space of constant functions, we see that Π0rj is the constant with value

Π0rj = |Sd|−1

∫

Sd

rj dω .

By the almost-orthogonality condition (4.1) and the fact that ‖rj‖W 1,4 → 0, we have

‖Π0rj‖W 1,2 = ‖Π0rj‖2 .

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sd

rj dω

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖rj‖
2
2 + ‖rj‖

4d
d−4
4d
d−4

. ‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4 .

Similarly, H1 is the space of linear functions, and we see that

(Π1rj)(ω) =
d+1
∑

i=1

ωi
d+ 1

|Sd|

∫

Sd

ω′
i rj(ω

′) dω′ .

By the second group of almost-orthogonality conditions (4.1), we have

‖Π1rj‖W 1,2 . ‖Π1rj‖2 .

(

∑

i

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sd

ω′
i rj(ω

′) dω′

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)1/2

. ‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 .

Since ‖rloj ‖
2
W 1,2 = ‖Π0rj‖

2
W 1,2 + ‖Π1rj‖

2
W 1,2, we obtain the claimed bound.

Step 2. Using the bound from Step 1, it is easy to complete the proof. By orthogonality of

spherical harmonics in L2(Sd) and W 1,2(Sd), we have

‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 = ‖rloj ‖

2
W 1,2 + ‖rmed

j ‖2W 1,2 + ‖rhij ‖
2
W 1,2 ,

I2[rj] = I2[r
lo
j ] + I2[r

med
j ] + I2[r

hi
j ] .

The assertion now follows from |I2[r
lo
j ]| . ‖rloj ‖W 1,2 in view of the bound from Step 1. �
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4.3. Controlling the medium frequency part. In the previous subsection we have proved

(4.5) and (4.7) in Lemma 13. Our goal in the present subsection is to prove the remaining

equations in this lemma. Those concern terms that vanish faster than quadratically and the

assertion is that only the contribution rhij is relevant for them. This comes basically from the

fact that in the space of spherical harmonics of degree ≤ L, which is finite-dimensional, the

(stronger) norm W 1,4(Sd) is equivalent to the (weaker) norm W 1,2(Sd).

Proof of Lemma 13. Part 2. In the following proof the distinction between rloj and rmed
j is ir-

relevant, and it is convenient to set

r<j := rloj + rmed
j .

These functions belong to the space
⊕L

ℓ=0Hℓ, so they are smooth as (restrictions to Sd of)

polynomials of degree ≤ L. Moreover, since in this finite-dimensional space all norms are

equivalent, for any k ∈ N0 there is a constant such that for all j we have

‖r<j ‖Ck .k ‖rj‖W 1,2 . (4.12)

The constant in this inequality depends on L, but it is considered fixed in this proof, and its

dependence will not be tracked. In what follows, we will use inequality (4.12) only with k = 1

and k = 2.

Proof of (4.6). By expanding the quartic power and using some elementary estimates, we

find pointwise on Sd,

∣

∣|∇rhij |
4 − |∇rj|

4
∣

∣ .

4
∑

j=1

|∇r<j |
j|∇rhij |

4−j .

4
∑

j=1

|∇r<j |
j|∇rj|

4−j . |∇r<j ||∇rj|
3 + |∇r<j |

4 .

By Hölder’s inequality, this and a similar bound for |(rhij )
4 − r4j | imply that

∣

∣‖rhih ‖
4
W 1,4 − ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4

∣

∣ . ‖r<j ‖W 1,4‖rj‖
3
W 1,4 + ‖r<j ‖

4
W 1,4 .

According to (4.12) with k = 1 (we only use the weaker inequality with a W 1,4-norm on the

left), this term is

. ‖rj‖W 1,2‖rj‖
3
W 1,4 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,2 .

Here the second term is o(‖rj‖
2
W 1,2) and therefore acceptable. For the first term, we bound

‖rj‖W 1,2‖rj‖
3
W 1,4 . εj‖rj‖

2
W 1,2 + ε−1

j ‖rj‖
6
W 1,4 .

Choosing εj = ‖rj‖W 1,4, the right side is o(‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4) as well. This completes the

proof of (4.6).

Proof of (4.9). The terms involving |∇rj|
4 and r4j in I4[rj ] are handled in the exact same

way as in the proof of (4.6). The argument for the remaining term involving r2j |∇rj|
2 follows

along the same lines. We omit the details.
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Proof of (4.8). By expanding the cubic power and using some elementary estimates, we find

pointwise on Sd,
∣

∣rhij |∇rhij |
2 − rj|∇rj|

2
∣

∣ . |r<j ||∇rj|
2 + |rhij |

(

|∇r<j |
2 + |∇r<j ||∇rhij |

)

. |r<j |
(

|∇rj|
2 + |∇r<j |

2
)

+ |rj|
(

|∇r<j |
2 + |∇r<j ||∇rj|

)

.

In view of (4.12) with k = 1, we can write
∣

∣rhij |∇rhij |
2 − rj|∇rj|

2
∣

∣ . ‖rj‖W 1,2

(

|∇rj|
2 + ‖rj‖

2
W 1,2

)

+ |rj|
(

‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖W 1,2|∇rj |

)

.

Integrating this and a similar bound for |(rhij )
3 − r3j | over S

d leads to
∣

∣I3[r
hi
j ]− I3[rj ]

∣

∣ . ‖rj‖
3
W 1,2 .

Clearly, this is o(‖rj‖
2
W 1,2), proving (4.8).

Proof of (4.10). Writing

σ1(1 + rj)− σ1(1) = −
d− 4

8
∆
(

2rj + r2j
)

− |∇rj |
2 +

d

2

(

d− 4

4

)2
(

2rj + r2j
)

and

|∇rj |
2 − |∇rhij |

2 = −|∇r<j |
2 + 2∇r<j · ∇rj ,

we obtain
∫

Sd

(σ1(1 + rj)− σ1(1))
(

|∇rj|
2 − |∇rhij |

2
)

dω = A+B

with

A := −
d− 4

8

∫

Sd

(

∆(2rj + r2j )
) (

−|∇r<j |
2 + 2∇r<j · ∇rj

)

dω ,

B :=

∫

Sd

(

−|∇rj|
2 +

d

2

(

d− 4

4

)2
(

2rj + r2j
)

)

(

−|∇r<j |
2 + 2∇r<j · ∇rj

)

dω .

When we multiply out the terms in the integrand of B, we see that every term contains at

least one factor of r<j or ∇r<j . Therefore, we can treat this term in the same way as in the

proof of (4.6) and (4.9) (for the terms homogeneous of degree four) and of (4.8) (for the terms

homogeneous of degree three). We deduce that B = o(‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4).

The argument for A is more involved. We begin by integrating by parts to write

A = A1 + A2

with

A1 := −
d− 4

4

∫

Sd

(1 + rj)∇rj · ∇
(

|∇r<j |
2
)

dω ,

A2 :=
d− 4

2

∫

Sd

(1 + rj)∇rj · ∇
(

∇r<j · ∇rj
)

dω .

From (4.12) with k = 2, we know that ∇
(

|∇r<j |
2
)

is bounded pointwise by ‖rj‖
2
W 1,2. Thus,

|A1| . (1 + ‖rj‖2)‖rj‖
3
W 1,2 = o(‖rj‖

2
W 1,2) .
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To deal with A2, we apply Lemma 11 with X = ∇rj and Y = ∇r<j . We deduce that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∇rj · ∇
(

∇r<j · ∇rj
)

−
1

2
∇r<j · ∇

(

|∇rj|
2
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

. |∇rj|
2
(

|∇2r<j |+ |∇r<j |
)

.

We multiply this inequality by (1 + rj) and integrate. Using |∇2r<j | + |∇r<j | . ‖rj‖W 1,2 by

(4.12) with k = 2 and applying Hölder’s inequality, we find
∣

∣

∣

∣

A2 −
d− 4

4

∫

Sd

(1 + rj)∇r<j · ∇
(

|∇rj|
2
)

dω

∣

∣

∣

∣

. ‖rj‖W 1,2

(

‖∇rj‖
2
2 + ‖rj‖3‖∇rj‖

2
3

)

.

By Hölder’s inequality ‖f‖3 ≤ ‖f‖
1/3
2 ‖f‖

2/3
4 for f ∈ L4(Sd), so the right side is

. ‖rj‖W 1,2

(

‖∇rj‖
2
2 + ‖rj‖

1/3
2 ‖rj‖

2/3
4 ‖∇rj‖

2/3
2 ‖∇rj‖

4/3
4

)

≤ ‖rj‖W 1,2

(

‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖W 1,2‖rj‖

2
W 1,4

)

.

This is o(‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4), as desired.

Finally, in the remaining integral term, we integrate by parts, which gives
∫

Sd

(1 + rj)∇r<j · ∇
(

|∇rj|
2
)

dω = −

∫

Sd

(1 + rj)(∆r<j )|∇rj|
2 dω −

∫

Sd

∇rj · ∇r<j |∇rj|
2 dω .

Recalling |∆r<j |+ |∇r<j | . ‖rj‖W 1,2 by (4.12) with k = 2, we see that the right side is bounded

by

‖rj‖W 1,2

(

‖∇rj‖
2
2 + ‖rj‖3‖∇rj‖

2
3 + ‖∇rj‖

3
3

)

.

Dealing with the L3-norms as before, we see that this is o(‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4). Thus, we have

shown that A = o(‖rj‖
2
W 1,2 + ‖rj‖

4
W 1,4), which concludes the proof of (4.10). �

5. Sharpness of the results

In this section we prove that our main result, Theorem 1, is optimal in two different respects.

First, the exponent 2 of theW 1,2-norm cannot be decreased. Second, the exponent 4 of theW 1,4-

norm cannot be decreased. Both items are discussed in the next two subsections, respectively.

5.1. Sharpness of the quadratic W 1,2(Sd)-growth. In this subsection, we exhibit a family

(uε) ⊂ C∞(Sd) such that uε > 0 and σ1(uε) > 0 for all sufficiently small ε > 0, as well as

‖uε‖ 4d
d−4

= ‖1‖ 4d
d−4

and

lim
ε→0

inf
Ψ

‖(uε)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2 = 0 and lim sup
ε→0

F2[uε]− S
(2)
d

infΨ ‖(uε)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2

< ∞ . (5.1)

Note that here we do not minimize with respect to λ, but instead we impose the normalization

condition ‖uε‖ 4d
d−4

= ‖1‖ 4d
d−4

. This corresponds to what was actually shown in the proof of

Theorem 1.

To prove (5.1), we fix a function 0 6≡ ϕ ∈ C∞(Sd) with
∫

Sd
ϕ dω = 0 and

∫

Sd
ω ϕ dω = 0 and

consider the family

uε := λε (1 + εϕ) with λε :=
‖1‖ 4d

d−4

‖1 + εϕ‖ 4d
d−4

.
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As ϕ and its derivatives are bounded, we can easily verify that uε > 0 and σ1(uε) > 0 for all

sufficiently small ε > 0. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 12, we find

F2[uε]− S
(2)
d = ‖1 + εϕ‖−4

4d
d−4

(

E2[1 + εϕ]− S
(2)
d ‖1 + εϕ‖44d

d−4

)

= ε2|Sd|−
d−4
d I2[ϕ] + o(ε2) .

The proof of (5.1) will therefore be complete once we have shown

inf
Ψ

‖(uε)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2 = ε2‖ϕ‖2W 1,2 + o(ε2) . (5.2)

Since

‖(uε)Ψ − 1‖W 1,2 = λε

∥

∥(1 + εϕ)Ψ − λ−1
ε

∥

∥

W 1,2

and λ−1
ε = 1 + O(ε2) in view of the assumption

∫

Sd
ϕ dω = 0, the claim (5.2) will follow if we

can prove

inf
Ψ

‖(1 + εϕ)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2 = ε2‖ϕ‖2W 1,2 + o(ε2) . (5.3)

By choosing Ψ as the identity, we see that the left side here is at most ε2‖ϕ‖2W 1,2. On the other

hand, thanks to Lemma 9, we know that for all sufficiently small ε > 0 there are Ψε such that

inf
Ψ

‖(1 + εϕ)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2 = ‖(1 + εϕ)Ψε
− 1‖2W 1,2

= ‖(1)Ψε
− 1‖2W 1,2 + 2ε〈(1)Ψε

− 1, (ϕ)Ψε
〉W 1,2 + ε2‖(ϕ)Ψε

‖2W 1,2 . (5.4)

We can bound the left side from above by ε2‖ϕ‖2W 1,2 and the mixed term on the right from

below by

2ε〈(1)Ψε
− 1, (ϕ)Ψε

〉W 1,2 ≥ −
1

2
‖(1)Ψε

− 1‖2W 1,2 − 2ε2‖(ϕ)Ψε
‖2W 1,2 .

Bounding ‖(ϕ)Ψε
‖W 1,2 . ‖(ϕ)Ψε

‖W 1,4 . ‖ϕ‖W 1,4 by Lemma 6, we deduce from the upper bound

in (5.3) that ‖1− (1)Ψε
‖W 1,2 . ε. Meanwhile, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 10, we see that

‖1− (1)Ψε
‖2W 1,2 = const |ξε|

2+o(|ξε|
2), so we infer that |ξε| . ε. Arguing again as in Lemma 10,

we find ‖(ϕ)Ψε
− ϕ‖W 1,2 . |ξε| . ε. Inserting this into (5.4), we obtain

inf
Ψ

‖(1 + εϕ)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2 = ‖(1)Ψε
− 1‖2W 1,2 + 2ε〈(1)Ψε

− 1, ϕ〉W 1,2 + ε2‖ϕ‖2W 1,2 + o(ε2) .

Looking once again at the proof of Lemma 10, we see that

〈(1)Ψε
− 1, ϕ〉W 1,2 = const

∫

Sd

ξε · ω ϕ dω + o(|ξε|) = o(ε) .

Here we used the orthogonality condition
∫

Sd
ω ϕ dω = 0. Thus,

inf
Ψ

‖(1 + εϕ)Ψ − 1‖2W 1,2 = ‖(1)Ψε
− 1‖2W 1,2 + ε2‖ϕ‖2W 1,2 + o(ε2) .

Dropping the nonnegative first term, we arrive at the claimed identity (5.3).
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5.2. Sharpness of the quartic W 1,4(Sd)-growth. In this subsection we exhibit a sequence

(uj) ⊂ C∞(Sd) such that uj > 0 and σ1(uj) > 0 for all j, as well as ‖uj‖ 4d
d−4

= ‖1‖ 4d
d−4

and

lim
j→∞

inf
Ψ

‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖4W 1,4 = 0 and lim sup
j→∞

F2[uj ]− S
(2)
d

infΨ ‖(uj)Ψ − 1‖4W 1,4

< ∞ . (5.5)

As in (5.1), instead of minimizing with respect to λ, we impose the normalization condition

‖uε‖ 4d
d−4

= ‖1‖ 4d
d−4

.

The elements in the sequence (uj) in (5.5) consist of two bubbles with eventually disjoint

supports on different scales. A similar approach for the sharpness of the p-Sobolev inequality

on Rd can be found in [FZ22].

It is convenient to take (uj) as a subsequence of the two-parameter family of functions

uδ,ξ := λδ,ξ

(

1 + δ(1)Ψξ

)

with λδ,ξ :=
‖1‖ 4d

d−4

‖1 + δ(1)Ψξ
‖ 4d

d−4

,

corresponding to a suitably chosen sequence (δj , ξj) with δj → 0 and |ξj| → 1. We explain this

in Step 4 below, after having established all the necessary facts in the previous three steps.

Step 1. We show that σ1(uδ,ξ) > 0 if |ξ| is sufficiently close to 1, uniformly in δ > 0.

Since u 7→ σ1(u) is homogeneous, it suffices to show the corresponding fact for σ1(1+δ(1)Ψξ
).

We have

σ1(1 + δ(1)Ψ) = σ1(1) + δ2σ1((1)Ψ)− δ
d− 4

4
∆(1)Ψ + δd

(

d− 4

4

)2

(1)Ψ .

Clearly, σ1(1) = (d/2)((d− 4)/4)2 and, by conformality of Ψ and σΨ∗g∗
1 = σg∗

1 = d/2,

σ1((1)Ψ) =

(

d− 4

4

)2

(1)
2d
d−4

Ψ σ
(1)

8
d−4
Ψ g∗

1 =

(

d− 4

4

)2

(1)
2d
d−4

Ψ σΨ∗g∗
1 =

d

2

(

d− 4

4

)2

(1)
2d
d−4

Ψ .

Using the explicit form of JΨξ
in (3.3), we compute

∆(1)Ψξ
=

d(d− 4)

4
(1)Ψξ

|ξ|2 − (ξ · ω)2 − 2(1− 2ξ · ω + |ξ|2)ξ · ω

|ω − ξ|4

and write

−
d− 4

4
∆(1)Ψ + d

(

d− 4

4

)2

(1)Ψ =
d

2

(

d− 4

4

)2

(1)Ψξ

Q|ξ|(ξ · ω)

|ω − ξ|4

with

Q|ξ|(t) := 2(−|ξ|2 + t2 + 2t(1− 2t+ |ξ|2) + (1− 2t+ |ξ|2)2) .

Thus, we arrive at

σ1(1 + δ(1)Ψξ
) =

d

2

(

d− 4

4

)2(

1 + δ2 (1)
2d
d−4

Ψξ
+ δ(1)Ψξ

Q|ξ|(ξ · ω)

|ω − ξ|4

)

.

It turns out that the right side is positive – not only for |ξ| close to 1, but for any |ξ| ∈ [0, 1).

Clearly, the terms of order δ0 and δ2 are positive. Next, we study the term of order δ. Note that

Q|ξ| is a polynomial of degree two with positive leading order coefficient. Moreover, Q|ξ|(|ξ|) > 0
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and Q′
|ξ|(|ξ|) ≤ 0. Thus, we have Q|ξ|(t) > 0 for all t ≤ |ξ| and, since |ξ · ω| ≤ |ξ|, also

Q|ξ|(ξ · ω) > 0 for all ω ∈ Sd. This proves the claimed positivity.

Step 2. We show that as |ξ| → 1 we have, uniformly in 0 < δ ≤ 1,

E2[1 + δ(1)Ψξ
] = (1 + δ4)E2[1] + o|ξ|→1(1) (5.6)

and

‖1 + δ(1)Ψξ
‖

4d
d−4
4d
d−4

= |Sd|
(

1 + δ
4d
d−4

)

+ o|ξ|→∞(1) . (5.7)

For the proof of the latter expansion, we argue similarly as in the proof of Lemma 8. Taking

any sequence (ξj) ⊂ B1(0) with ξj → ω and |ω| = 1 and any bounded sequence (δj) ⊂ (0, 1],

we see that

δj(1)Ψξj
→ 0 pointwise in S

d \ {ω}

and conclude (5.7) using the Brezis–Lieb lemma and the fact that ‖(1)Ψξj
‖

4d
d−4
4d
d−4

= ‖1‖
4d
d−4
4d
d−4

= |Sd|.

To prove (5.6), we expand e2(1 + δj(1)Ψj
) in powers of δj , apply Lemma 7 to the terms of

order one, two, and three, and use the conformal invariance for the term of order four. In this

way we arrive at

E2[1 + δj(1)Ψξj
] = (1 + δ4j )E2[1]− δ3j

(

4

d− 4

)2 ∫

Sd

(∆(1)Ψξj
)|∇(1)Ψξj

|2 dω + oj→∞(1) . (5.8)

To discard the remaining third order term in (5.8), we recall (1)Ψξ
= J

(d−4)/(4d)
Ψξ

with JΨξ
given

in (3.3), which yield

|∇(1)Ψξ
(ω)| .

(1− |ξ|2)
d−4
4

|ω − ξ|
d−2
2

and |∆(1)Ψξ
(ω)| .

(1− |ξ|2)
d−4
4

|ω − ξ|
d
2

.

Thus,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Sd

(∆(1)Ψξj
)|∇(1)Ψξj

|2 dω

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (1− |ξ|2)
3(d−4)

4

∫

Sd

dω

|ω − ξ|
3d−4

2

.

From (3.4) we deduce that the integral in (5.8) is bounded by

(1− |ξ|2)
3(d−4)

4
− 3d−4

2
+d = (1− |ξ|2)

d
4
−1 → 0 ,

which concludes the proof of (5.6).

Step 3. We show that there is a constant c > 0 such that for all δ ∈ (0, c] and all ξ with

1− |ξ| ∈ (0, c] we can bound

δ4 & inf
Ψ

‖(uδ,ξ)Ψ − 1‖4W 1,4 & δ4 , (5.9)

provided that |λδ,ξ − 1| ≤ cδ. Indeed, we shall show that if δ ∈ (0, c] and 1− |ξ| ∈ (0, c], then

δ4 & inf
Ψ

∥

∥(1 + δ(1)Ψξ
)Ψ − 1

∥

∥

4

W 1,4 & δ4 . (5.10)

After possibly decreasing the constant c (depending on the implicit constant in (5.10)), we can

argue as in the previous subsection to see that (5.9) holds under the additional assumption

|λδ,ξ − 1| ≤ cδ.
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Let us turn to the proof of (5.10). The upper bound follows immediately by taking Ψ as the

identity and using Lemma 6. To prove the lower bound, we argue by contradiction, considering

sequences δj → 0 and |ξj| → 1. In view of the upper bound, which we have already proved,

we see as in Step 1 of the proof of Lemma 9 that the infimum in (5.10) for (δ, ξ) = (δj , ξj) is

attained at some Ψ = Ψξ′j
. (In fact, for the proof that follows, it is not necessary to choose ξ′j

as the exact minimizer. It would be sufficient to choose ξ′j so that it attains the infimum in

(5.10) up to an additive error o(δ4j ).) It remains to estimate
∥

∥

∥
(1 + δ(1)Ψξj

)Ψξ′
j

− 1
∥

∥

∥

4

W 1,4
=
∥

∥

∥
(1)Ψξ′

j

− 1 + δj(1)Ψξ′′
j

∥

∥

∥

4

W 1,4
,

where ξ′′j ∈ B1(0) is defined by Ψξ′′j
= Ψξj ◦Ψξ′j

. In fact, we will show that

∥

∥

∥
(1)Ψξ′

j

− 1 + δj(1)Ψξ′′
j

∥

∥

∥

4

W 1,4
≥ δ4j

∥

∥

∥
(1)Ψξ′′

j

∥

∥

∥

4

W 1,4
+ o(δ4j ) . (5.11)

Note that, by Lemma 6, ‖(1)Ψξ′′
j

‖4W 1,4 & 1, so (5.11) contradicts the choice of (δj , ξj). Thus, we

have reduced the proof of the lower bound in (5.10) to the proof of (5.11).

In order to prove (5.11), we first show that

|ξ′j| . δj . (5.12)

To this end, we argue similarly to the case of the W 1,2-norm. Choosing the identity as a

competitor and using the triangle inequality, we find

δj

∥

∥

∥
(1)Ψξj

∥

∥

∥

W 1,4
≥
∥

∥

∥
(1)Ψξ′

j

− 1 + δj(1)Ψξ′′
j

∥

∥

∥

W 1,4
≥
∥

∥

∥
(1)Ψξ′

j

− 1
∥

∥

∥

W 1,4
− δj

∥

∥

∥
(1)Ψξ′′

j

∥

∥

∥

W 1,4
.

From this, we can infer that ‖(1)Ψξ′
j

− 1‖W 1,4 . δj by Lemma 6. Meanwhile, by the same

reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 10, we see that ‖1− (1)Ψj
‖4W 1,4 = const |ξ′j|

4+ o(|ξ′j|
4). This

implies (5.12).

Expanding the fourth power in the integrand on the left side of (5.11) in powers of δj gives

‖(1)Ψξ′
j

− 1‖4W 1,4 + ‖δj(1)Ψξ′′
j

‖4W 1,4 plus some mixed terms that are bounded by

∫

Sd

|∇((1)Ψξ′
j

− 1)|α|δj∇(1)Ψξ′′
j

|4−α dω and

∫

Sd

|(1)Ψξ′
j

− 1|α|δj(1)Ψξ′′
j

|4−α dω (5.13)

for α ∈ {1, 2, 3}. We claim that these mixed terms are o(δ4j ). By dropping the nonnegative

term ‖(1)Ψξ′
j

− 1‖4W 1,4, we will thus arrive at the claimed lower bound (5.11).

To prove that the terms in (5.13) are o(δ4j ), we note that, in view of (3.3),
∣

∣

∣
(1)Ψξ′

j

(ω)− 1
∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣
∇((1)Ψξ′

j

(ω)− 1)
∣

∣

∣
. |ξ′j| , ω ∈ S

d .

This, together with (5.12), implies that the terms in (5.13) are bounded by a constant times

δ4j

∫

Sd

|∇(1)Ψξ′′
j

|4−α dω and δ4j

∫

Sd

|(1)Ψξ′′
j

|4−α dω .

The assertion that these terms are o(δ4j ) follows from the fact that |ξ′′j | → 1 (as a consequence

of (5.12)) together with Lemma 7.
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Step 4. We now complete the proof of (5.5). We take an arbitrary sequence (δj) ∈ (0, 1] with

δj → 0. Then, according to (5.7), for each fixed j, we have

lim
|ξ|→1

λδj ,ξ = (1 + δ
4d
d−4

j )−
d−4
4d .

Thus, after discarding finitely many j if necessary, we can choose a ξj ∈ B1(0) such that

|λδj ,ξj − 1| ≤ cδj with the constant c from Step 3. We can also ensure that the terms o|ξ|→1(1)

in (5.6) and (5.7) with δ = δj are ≤ δ
4d/(d−4)
j , and hence we obtain

E2[1 + δj(1)Ψξj
] ≥ (1 + δ4j )E2[1]− δ

4d
d−4

j (5.14)

and

‖1 + δj(1)Ψξj
‖44d

d−4

≤ |Sd|
d−4
d

(

1 +
d− 4

d

(

1 +
1

|Sd|

)

δ
4d
d−4

j

)

. (5.15)

Clearly, we may also assume that |ξj| → 1.

From the bound |λδj ,ξj−1| ≤ cδj it follows by Step 3 that infΨ ‖(uδj ,ξj)Ψ−1‖4W 1,4 is comparable

to δ4j . In particular, this infimum tends to zero, as required. Next, it follows from the choice of

ξj and the bounds (5.14) and (5.15) that

F2[uδj ,ξj ]− S
(2)
d = S

(2)
d δ4j +O

(

δ
4d
d−4

j

)

.

This, together with the quartic vanishing of infΨ ‖(uδj ,ξj)Ψ − 1‖4W 1,4, completes the proof of

(5.5).

Appendix. A strengthening of the result of Figalli and Zhang

After attending a conference presentation of the main results of this paper, Robin Neumayer

suggested that a similar two-term stability inequality might hold for the Sobolev inequality in

Ẇ 1,p(Rd), p > 2, as well. We are grateful to her for raising this question, and we provide the

details of the argument in this appendix.

The sharp Sobolev inequality on Rd for 1 ≤ p < d reads

∫

Rd

|∇u|p dx ≥ Sd,p

(
∫

Rd

|u|
dp
d−p dx

)
d−p

d

for all u ∈ Ẇ 1,p(Rd) .

Here Ẇ 1,p(Rd) denotes the homogeneous Sobolev space, that is, the space of all u ∈ L1
loc(R

d)

satisfying ∇u ∈ Lp(Rd) (where the gradient is taken in the distributional sense) as well as

|{|u| > τ}| < ∞ for all τ > 0. By definition Sd,p denotes the optimal (that is, largest) constant

for which this inequality is valid. Let M = Md,p denote the set of optimizers in the inequality.

Theorem 14. Let 2 < p < d. Then there is a constant cd,p > 0 such that for all u ∈ Ẇ 1,p(Rd),

‖∇u‖pp − Sp,d‖u‖
p
dp

d−p

≥ cd,p inf
Q∈M

(

‖∇u−∇Q‖pp +

∫

Rd

|∇Q|p−2|∇u−∇Q|2 dx

)

. (A.1)



32 RUPERT L. FRANK AND JONAS W. PETERANDERL

Proof. Recall that by [FN19, Proposition 4.1] there is a δ0 = δ0(d, p) > 0 with the following

property: for all u ∈ Ẇ 1,p(Rd) with

δ(u) := ‖∇u‖pp − Sp,d‖u‖
p
dp

d−p

≤ δ0‖∇u‖pp (A.2)

there is a Q0 ∈ M that attains the infimum in infQ∈M

∫

Rd |∇Q|p−2|∇u − ∇Q|2 dx. (To be

precise, the attainability is stated for a different but equivalent distance; see [FN19, Remark

2.1]. However, the proof of attainability is the same.)

The infimum on the right side of (A.1) is not greater than

‖∇u−∇Q0‖
p
p +

∫

Rd

|∇Q0|
p−2|∇u−∇Q0|

2 dx .

Combining this with [FN19, Proposition 2.4], we obtain for u ∈ W 1,p(Rd) satisfying (A.2),

inf
Q∈M

(

‖∇u−∇Q‖pp +

∫

Rd

|∇Q|p−2|∇u−∇Q|2 dx

)

. δ(u) + ‖∇u−∇Q0‖
p
p .

It remains to prove that the second term on the right side can be bounded by the first term

on the right side. To this end, we use the fact that

‖∇u−∇Q0‖
p
p . inf

Q∈M
‖∇u−∇Q‖pp

with an implied constant depending only on p and d. This is shown in the proof of [FN19,

Proposition 4.1(2)] (see the first displayed equation in their proof of part (2)). Combining this

inequality with the main result from [FZ22], we deduce that indeed ‖∇u−∇Q0‖
p
p . δ(u). This

establishes the inequality in the theorem under the assumption δ(u) ≤ δ0‖∇u‖pp.

In case δ(u) > δ0‖∇u‖pp, the claim follows from the straight-forward estimate

inf
Q∈M

(

‖∇u−∇Q‖pp +

∫

Rd

|∇Q|p−2|∇u−∇Q|2 dx

)

≤ ‖∇u‖pp ,

obtained by taking Q = 0. This completes the proof of the theorem. �
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