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HYPERCONTRACTIVITY OF THE HEAT FLOW ON RCD(0,N) SPACES:
SHARPNESS AND EQUALITY

ALEXANDRU KRISTALY AND ALEXANDRU PIRVUCEANU

ABSTRACT. Inspired by Bakry [Lecture Notes in Math., 1994], we prove sharp hypercontractivity
bounds of the heat flow (H:):>o on RCD(0, N) metric measure spaces. The best constant in this
estimate involves the asymptotic volume ratio, and its optimality is obtained by means of the sharp
L?-logarithmic Sobolev inequality on RCD(0, N) spaces. If equality holds in this sharp estimate
for a prescribed time o > 0 and a non-zero extremizer f, it turns out that the RCD(0, N) space
has an N-Euclidean cone structure and Hy, f is a Gaussian whose dilation factor is reciprocal to to
up to a multiplicative constant. Our results are new even on complete Riemannian manifolds with
non-negative Ricci curvature, where a full characterization is provided for the equality case in the
sharp hypercontractivity estimate of the heat flow.

1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

The heat flow describes the evolution of temperature in the space-time within an object immersed
in an ambient space. It is well-known that the heat kernel/flow is strongly influenced by the
dimension of the ambient space and volume growth, encoding information on the curvature, see e.g.
Grigor’yan [13, 14, 15], Li [23], Ni [28], Saloff-Coste [32, 34], etc. Such problems are mostly studied
on complete Riemannian manifolds and, more widely, on Markovian triplets, providing various
asymptotic behaviors and hypercontractivity /ultracontractivity estimates for the heat kernel/flow,
see e.g. Bakry [2], Ledoux [22], Bakry, Concordet, and Ledoux [3], Bakry, Gentil, and Ledoux [4].

Given a metric measure space (X,d, m), a central question is to provide a hypercontractivity
estimate of the heat flow (H;);>p on X: if 1 < p < ¢ < oo, find a non-increasing, possibly optimal,
function ¢ — my, 4(t) such that

[Hellp,q < ™) >0, (1.1)
where
[Hellpg = sup  [HefllLacxm)
IfllLe (x,my<1

stands for the operator norm of H; from LP(X, m) to L4(X,m).

The first estimates of the type (1.1) were established by Glimm [12] and Simon and Hoegh-Krohn
[35], as well as by Nelson [26, 27] for Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroups. Shortly after these results,
a systematic study was initiated by Gross [16, 17, 18], who proved the equivalence between the
hypercontractivity estimate (1.1) (for a suitable function m,, ;) and the classical logarithmic Sobolev
inequality. After Gross’ work, a kind of symbiosis arose between hypercontractivity and logarithmic
Sobolev inequalities, see e.g. Bobkov, Gentil, and Ledoux [7], Eldredge, Gross, and Saloff-Coste [9],
Saloff-Coste [33]. In this way, Bakry [2] and Bakry, Concordet, and Ledoux [3], provided a general
criterion to establish (1.1) on Markov triplets satisfying a general Entropy-Energy inequality, i.e.,
a generalized logarithmic Sobolev inequality.
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In order to take a glance at these results, we recall the main hypercontractivity estimate from
Bakry, Gentil, and Ledoux [4]; namely, once an Euclidean-type logarithmic Sobolev inequality
holds with the optimal Euclidean constant, involving n € N as a dimension (even for a generator L
associated to a carré du champ T'), one has for every 1 < p < ¢ < oo that

M(p,q)%
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IHe ] pq < vt > 0, (1.2)
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with the usual limiting conventions, i.e., M(p,p) = 1, M(1,q) = ¢ 7, M(p,0) = <1 — %) ” and
M(1,00) = 1. By using the semigroup property of the heat flow (H;);>0, one can prove that the

bound (1.2) is optimal. In particular, by (1.2) one has the ultracontractivity estimate

1
[Hell1,00 < GrE vt > 0. (1.3)
By using a deep result of Li [23] — who established the sharp asymptotic behavior of the heat kernel —
inequality (1.3) holds on an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold (M, g) with non-negative
Ricci curvature if and only if M is isometric to the Euclidean space R"; for details, see Bakry,
Concordet, and Ledoux [3, p. 399]. The latter rigidity clearly shows the subtle interconnection
between the heat kernel/flow and the curvature of the ambient space, as we have already noticed.
Having these facts in mind, the purpose of the present paper is to establish sharp hypercon-
tractivity estimates on RCD(0, N) spaces, N > 1, and to study their equality cases; in fact, we
expect that the geometry of such objects is reflected in the sharp hypercontractivity estimates. The
RCD(0, V) spaces are the celebrated metric measure spaces verifying the curvature-dimension con-
dition CD(0, N) in the sense of Lott—Sturm—Villani and having infinitesimal Hilbertian structures,
and they include complete Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature (having at
most dimension N), their Gromov-Hausdorff limits with possible singularities, Alexandrov spaces
with non-negative curvature, etc. We emphasize that the theory of heat flows on RCD(0, N) spaces
is well understood due to the seminal work of Ambrosio, Gigli, and Savaré [1] and the subsequent
references.
In order to state our results, let (X,d, m) be an RCD(0, N) metric measure space, N > 1, and let
(H¢)e>0 be the heat flow on (X,d, m), see Ambrosio, Gigli, and Savaré [1]. Due to the generalized
Bishop—Gromov principle, see Sturm [36], the asymptotic volume ratio, given by

AVR(X) = lim M
r—oo  WNT
is well-defined (i.e., does not depend on the point z € X), where wy = 7™/2/T'(N/2 + 1) and
B(z,r) ={y € X : d(x,y) < r} is the metric ball with origin € X and radius r > 0.
By using the above notation, our first result states a sharp hypercontractivity estimate of the
heat flow on RCD(0, N) spaces, comparable to (1.2), where the celebrated asymptotic volume ratio
plays a crucial role:
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Theorem 1.1. (Sharp hypercontractivity estimate) Given N > 1, let (X,d,m) be an RCD(0, N)
metric measure space with AVR(X) > 0, and let 1 < p < g < oo. Then

Q=

N 1
M(p,q) 2 AVR(X )4 » 0o
H sy < (4) t)%(_lf im0 0, f € LG NL¥(Xm). (14)
T P g

Moreover, the constant in (1.4) is optimal, i.e., if there exists C' > 0 such that for every 1 < p <
q<o0,t>0,and f € L'(X,m) N L>®(X,m) one has

N 1 1
M(p,q)2Ca »
M lzecemy < DT T g
(4rt) 563

then C < AVR(X).

The proof of (1.4) can be directly deduced from Bakry [2], see also Bakry, Gentil, and Ledoux [4,
Theorem 7.1.2], combined with the sharp L?-logarithmic Sobolev inequality on RCD(0, N) metric
measure spaces recently established by Balogh, Kristdly, and Tripaldi [5]. However, since we are
mainly interested in studying the equality in (1.4), we reconstruct its whole proof in order to trace
back the estimates. Note that the sharpness of (1.4) is another consequence of the latter logarithmic
Sobolev inequality by taking a suitable limit.

Accordingly, our second main result deals with the equality case in (1.4):

Theorem 1.2. (Equality in the hypercontractivity estimate) Given N > 1, let (X,d,m) be an
RCD(0, N) metric measure space with AVR(X) > 0. If equality holds in (1.4) for some 1 <p < q <
00, tg > 0, and non-negative f € L' (X, m) N L>(X,m), then the following properties hold:

(i) X is an N-Euclidean cone with a tip x9 € X;

—apd?(zo,")

(ii) up to a multiplicative factor, Hy, f = e m-a.e. on X, where

1 q 1 1
Z . 1.
Qq fog—1 < q> >0 ( 5)

The equality in the hypercontractivity estimate (1.4) implies a rigidity not only on the structure
of the metric space (X, d, m) but also on the profile of the heat flow at the time ty > 0. In addition,
it is worth noticing that for any time ¢y > 0 where equality holds in (1.4) and its corresponding
dilation factor oy > 0 in the Gaussian Hy, f = e‘a0d2(m0"), the pair (¢g, ag) belongs to the hyperbola
given by (1.5).

Having the explicit Gaussian profile of Hy, f in Theorem 1.2/(ii), it is expected to provide the
shape of the extremizer f as well. However, in spite of the fact that X is an N-Euclidean cone
with a tip 9 € X and the heat kernel (at xg) is given by

AVR(X)_l _d2(zgyy)
(4mt)N/2 ‘ '

see Honda and Peng [19], it is not possible to 'reverse’ the heat flow to obtain the explicit form of
f; the technical problem we face is that (1.6) is valid only for the tip(s) g € X of the N-Euclidean
cone.

On the other hand, in the case when (X, d, m) is an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, d,, v)
with non-negative Ricci curvature — endowed with its natural distance function d, and canonical
measure vg, — a full characterization of the equality in (1.4) can be provided, with the explicit form
of the extremizer f, which seems to be new even in the Euclidean setting:

pt(x07y) = t> 07 Yy e X7 (16)
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Theorem 1.3. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with non-negative
Ricci curvature and AVR(M) > 0. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) Equality holds in (1.4) for some 1 < p < q < 00, ty > 0, and non-negative f € L'(M,v,) N
LOO(M7 Ug)?
(ii) (M,g) is isometric to the Euclidean space R™ and for some C > 0 and xo € R", f(z) =
C e Pole—wol? for a.e. x € R™, where

Note that Theorem 1.3 is in perfect concordance with the celebrated result of Lieb [24, Theorem
4.5], where the equality case in certain operator norm estimates (involving degenerate kernels) is
characterized, the extremals being the Gaussians; for a recent development, see Barthe and Wolff
[6]. The proof of Theorem 1.3 is based on Theorem 1.2 together with the fact that any point
xg € M ~ R™is a tip, thus (1.6) is valid on M x M. Moreover, by using basic results from Fourier
analysis, we obtain the explicit shape of the extremizer f, see Theorem 1.3/(ii).

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we collect those notions and results that are indispensable in our further study.

2.1. Sobolev spaces on metric measure spaces. Let (X,d, m) be a metric measure space, i.e.,
(X,d) is a complete separable metric space and m is a locally finite measure on X endowed with
its Borel o-algebra. Throughout the paper, we assume that supp(m) = X and m(X) = +o0.

For every p > 1 we denote by

LP(X,m) = {u: X — R : u is measurable, / [ulP dm < oo}
X

the set of p-integrable functions on X; this space is endowed with the norm || || z» (x,m)- For p = oo,
the supremum-norm || - || oo (x,m) applies.

Let Lip(X) (resp. Lip},.(€2)) be the space of real-valued Lipschitz (resp. locally Lipschitz) func-
tions over X. If u € Lipy,.(X), the local Lipschitz constant |lipgu|(x) of u at x € X is

. b |u(y) — u(z)|
lipgul(z) = hgljglclp W

The Cheeger energy Ch : L*(X, m) — [0, 00] is defined as the convex functional

n—o0

Ch(u) = inf {liminf/ lipgte,|2dm : (u,) C Lip(X) N L*(X, m), u, — u in L*(X, m)} , (2.1
X

see Cheeger [8] and Ambrosio, Gigli, and Savaré [1]. The natural Sobolev space over the metric
measure space (X, d, m) is defined as

Wh2(X,d,m) = {u € L*(X,m) : Ch(u) < oo},

1/2
endowed with the norm ||u||y12 = (HuH%z(Xm) + Ch(u)> . In general, W12(X,d, m) is a Banach

space. For u € W'2(X,d, m), one may take a minimizing sequence {u,} in (2.1), obtaining an
optimal L?-function, denoted by |Vu|, which is the minimal relaxed slope of u, such that

Ch(u):/ |Vu|* dm.
X
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2.2. RCD(0,N) spaces. Let (X,d,m) be a metric measure space, and let P(X,d) be the
L2-Wasserstein space of probability measures on X, while P(X, d, m) is the subspace of m-absolutely
continuous measures on X. For N > 1, we consider Enty(:|m) : P(X,d) — R, the Rényi entropy
functional with respect to the measure m, defined by

Enty(v|m) :—/ p_lifdu:—/ pl_%dm, (2.2)
X X

where p is the density function of v®¢ in v = v + ¥ = pm + v*, while v* and ® represent the
absolutely continuous and singular parts of v € P(X,d), respectively.

According to Lott and Villani [25] and Sturm [36], the curvature-dimension condition CD(0, N)
states that for all N’ > N the functional Enty/(-|u) is convex on the L2-Wasserstein space
P(X,d,m), i.e., for each mg,m; € P(X,d, m) there exists a geodesic I : [0,1] — P(X,d, m) joining
mp and m; such that for every s € [0, 1] one has

EntNr(F(s)|m) < (1 — s)EntNr(m0|m) + sEntN/(m1|m).

If (X,d,m) is a metric measure space satisfying the CD(0, N) condition for some N > 1, the
Bishop-Gromov volume comparison principle states that

m(B(z, )

T N s

r >0,
,

is non-increasing on [0, 00) for every x € X, see Sturm [36], where B(z,r) = {y € X : d(z,y) < r}
is the ball with center x € X and radius » > 0. This monotonicity property implies that the
asymptotic volume ratio

AVR(X) = lim M
r—00 WNT
is well-defined, i.e., it is independent of the choice of x € X.

We say that a metric measure space (X,d, m) satisfies the Riemannian curvature-dimension
condition RCD(0, N) for N > 1 if it is a CD(0, V) space and it is infinitesimally Hilbertian, i.e., the
Banach space W2(X,d, m) is Hilbertian (or, equivalently, the Cheeger energy Ch is a quadratic
form). Typical examples of RCD(0, N) spaces include measured Gromov-Hausdorff limit spaces of
Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature. Having an RCD(0, N) space (X, d, m),
we consider the symmetric and bilinear form defined by

|V (u+ tw)|? — |Vul?

5 € LY(X,m), Yu,w e Wh?(X,d,m)

(Vu,Vw) = lim
t—0

in m-a.e. sense, where |V - | is the optimal L2-function in the minimal relaxed slope. Having
this object, we may define the linear Laplacian as follows: let D(A) be the set of all functions
u € WH2(X,d, m) such that there exists h € L?(X, m) with the property that

/ hi) dm = —/ (Vu, Vep) dm, Vip € WH3(X,d, m). (2.3)
X X

Since such an h is unique whenever it exists, this function will be the Laplacian of u, denoted by
Awu. The infinitesimally Hilbertian structure of (X,d, m) implies that u — Aw is linear; the set
D(A) is the domain of A.
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2.3. Heat flows on RCD(0, N) spaces. Let (X,d,m) be an RCD(0, V) space for some N > 1.
Given f € L?(X,m), there exists a unique locally absolute continuous curve ¢ — H;f € L?(X, m),
t > 0, called the heat flow with initial datum f, such that H;f — f in L?(X, m) whenever ¢ — 0,
H.f € D(A) for any ¢t > 0, and verifying the equation

d
gt = AR, (2.4)

see Ambrosio, Gigli, and Savaré [1] and Gigli [11]. Since (X,d, m) is an RCD(0, V) space, both the
doubling property and the (1, 1)-Poincaré inequality hold, see Rajala [30]; as a consequence, the heat
flow H; f has an integral representation with a unique continuous Markov kernel p; : X x X — (0, 00),

which is the heat kernel on (X,d,m). More precisely, for every f € L?(X,m), it turns out that
H.f € C(X) and

Hof () = /X P, y) () dm(y). (2.5)

We notice that for the heat semigroup (H¢)¢>o the domain D(A) of the Laplacian A is the space
of functions f € L?(X, m) such that the limit

o Hef = f
im
t—0 t

(2.6)

exists in L?(X, m); this limit is nothing but Af, which is the infinitesimal Markov generator A.
The domain D(A) of the Laplacian is a dense subset of L?(X,m).
We now prove a basic property of the heat flow.

Proposition 2.1. Let (X,d,m) be an RCD(0, N) space for some N > 1. Then for every non-
negative f € LY(X,m)NL*>®(X,m), t >0, and a > 1, one has that (H,f)* € WH2(X,d, m).

Proof. Fix a non-negative function f € LY(X,m) N L>®(X,m), t > 0, and o« > 1, and let M :=
esssupy f < oo. By (2.5), it follows that 0 < H;f < M, thus (H:f)* < M?, ie., (Hif)* €
L>(X,m). In a similar way, it follows that

[ tupyram <ot [ dpam = st [ e sam)ant)
S ( / pt@:,y)dm(x)) F)dm() =317 [ figamy)

= Ma_leHLl(X,m) < 00,

hence (H.f)® € L'(X,m).

It remains to prove that (H;f)® € W12(X,d, m). First, by the above properties and interpolation,
we deduce that (H;f)® € L?(X,m). Moreover, by Jiang [20, Theorem 3.3], one has that |VH;f| €
LP(X,m) for every p € [1,00) and t > 0; thus, by a non-smooth chain rule and o > 1, it follows
that

Ch((Htf)a) = /X ’V((Htf)a)Pdm = a2 /X ’VHtf’2(Htf)2a_2 dm
S C)Z2M2a_2/ |VHtf|2dm < 00,
X

which concludes the proof. O
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2.4. Sharp logarithmic-Sobolev inequality on RCD(0, N) spaces. In the sequel, let (X,d, m)
be an RCD(0, N) metric measure space with N > 1 and AVR(X) > 0. According to Balogh,
Kristaly, and Tripaldi [5], one has the L?-logarithmic-Sobolev inequality

/uQIOguzdm < Elog iAVR(X)_I%/ |Vu|2 dm |, VuGWl’Q(X,d,m),/ w?dm =1,
X 2 Nme X X

and the constant ﬁAVR(X )_% is sharp. In the non-normalized form, the latter inequality reads
as
Em(u?)

Hu||%2(x,m)

2/ IVau|? dm
AVR(X) V&

||UH%2(X7m)

5m(u):/xulogudm— (/Xudm> log (/Xudm>, uwe LY(X,m), u>0,

is the entropy of u with respect to the measure m. Due to Nobili and Violo [29] (see also Kristaly
[21]), equality holds in (2.7) for some ug € W12(X,d,m) \ {0} if and only if (X,d,m) is an N-
Fuclidean cone with a tip zg € X and u is a Gaussian-type function of the form

N
<
- 2

log . Yue Wh(X,d,m)\ {0}, (2.7)

Nme

where

—cod?(z0,x)

up(z) = cre form—a.ez € X,

where ¢; € R, ¢y > 0. Here, (X,d, m) is an N-Euclidean cone if there exists a compact RCD(N —
2, N — 1) metric measure space (Z,dz, myz) such that (X,d, m) is isometric to the metric measure
cone (C(Z),d., N ~tdt®@my), where C(Z) = Z x [0,00)/(Z x {0}) and d. is the usual cone distance
from d.

Remark 2.1. We can replace W12(X,d, m) by
Ax ={f: X = [0,00) : f € WH(X,d,m) N L} (X, m) N L®(X,m)} (2.8)

in the above statements. Indeed, inequality (2.7) trivially holds for every u € Ax as Ax C

W2(X,d,m). In addition, a closer inspection of the argument in [21] shows the sharpness of

N%reAVR(X )_% on the space Ax (this holds because the key test-function belongs in fact to Ax),

while the above characterization of the equality also holds on Ax as ug € Ax.

3. PROOF OoF THEOREM 1.1

3.1. Proof of the hypercontractivity bound (1.4). The proof of (1.4) can be obtained directly
from Bakry, Gentil, and Ledoux [4, Theorem 7.1.2]; however, in order to describe the equality case
in (1.4), we recall the main steps of the proof in our setting.

Let us first treat the case when 2 < p < ¢ < oo; in fact, we shall consider the case 2 < p < g < o0,
the limit cases p = ¢ and ¢ = co being obtained after a limiting argument. Let @ : (0,00) — R be
the function given by

N 2
®(s) = 5 log (NMAVR(X)—%S> . s>0.
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With this notation, (2.7) reads equivalently as

/|Vu| dm
ol

e . Yue WhH(X,d,m)\ {0}, (3.1)
L2(X,m)

Em(W?) < [|ullZ2(xm)
Since ® is a concave function of class C', we have
P(s) < P(v) + ¥’ (v)(s —v), Vs,v>0. (3.2)
Combining (3.1) with the latter relation for the choice

/ IVu|? dm

Tl

with uw € WH2(X,d, m) \ {0}, it turns out that for every v > 0 one has

N N
Em(u?) < [lullZ2(xm) <‘I>(U) - 5) t5, /X [Vul* dm. (3.3)

Now let us fix a non-negative function f € L'(X,m) N L>(X,m) (the proof of (1.4) for an
arbitrary function f € L'(X,m) N L>®(X,m) will follow by a straightforward density argument).
Consider the heat flow with initial datum f, i.e.,

ft = Htf, t > 0.

For some T := T, > 0 — which will depend on a parameter A > 0 with T\ — coas A — 0
and will be determined later — let us consider a continuously differentiable, increasing function
[0,7) > ¢t — p(t) € [2,00) such that p(0) = p. Let m:[0,7) — R be another continuously
differentiable function such that m(0) = 0. We define the function V : [0,7) — R by

V(t)=e "m0 1L fell Loce) (3 m) -

Our general goal is to show that for certain choices of p and m, the function V is nonincreasing on
the interval [0,7).
According to Proposition 2.1, since p(t) > 2 for t € [0,T), it turns out that

wi= 9% e WH2(X,d, m).
In particular, this function can be used in (3.3), obtaining that

Em (179) < IR0 (@(v)——) Np /fp“ IVAP dm, Yo >0, te[0,T). (3.4)

By using the heat equation (2.4) and relation (2. d) one has that

HftHifm(Xm dt/ Y / PO (5 (1) fylog fi + p(£) f]) dm
/ft (t)felog fr + p(t )Aft)dm
Dlog 7V dm — p(t _1/ OV dm.
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Therefore, the latter relation and the chain rule give

d
Sl = S Uy (e (70) - ORI [ 02972 am) . (35)

Using (3.5) together with (3.4) for v := v(p(t)), where v : [2, oo) — (0, 00) will also be determined
later, we obtain

. d
V/(t) =m0 <—m/(t) 1Fell oo xxomy + HftHLp(t)(x,m)> (3.6)

<em® { (=) + 5 (2000 - 5 ) ) Wdlsisxm +

0 (5o~ Pt ) Ity [ 20719507 am

If we choose the functions p, m, and v such that

iy = PO (50, N N  p(t)-1
0= By (200 - 7). iey =T MebD -7

then V'(t) < 0 for every ¢t € [0,T), i.e. V is nonincreasing on [0, 7). In particular, under (3.7), it
follows that V(t) < lim,_,o+ V(s) for every t € [0,T), i.e

IHef oo xmy < €O N Flpogxcmy s ¥E € [0,7). (3.8)
In the sequel, we focus on the ODEs in (3.7). The second equation from (3.7) is equivalent to
Np'(t
1= PO e,

8(p(t) — Du(p(t))

An integration from 0 to t and a change of variables yield

N /W ds
t=— — Vte[0,T). (3.9)
8 Jp, (s—1)u(s)
In the same way, from the first equation of (3.7) we obtain
p(t) N\ ds
m(t) = / (@(U(s)) _ 5) ds (3.10)
» s
According to Bakry [2], the optimal choice of the function v is
2
= > 2 A1
s = A", 522 (3.11)

where A > 0 is a parameter (that we have already mentioned in the definition of 7" := T)).
Coming back to (3.9), an elementary computation gives us

N (1 1
— (), teo, ). 3.12
8A <p p(ﬂ) o1 (312
If A > 0is fixed, by (3.12) it is clear that the admissible range for ¢ is the interval [0,7"), where
N
T:=T,=—.

8Ap
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Now, (3.12) can be transformed into

Np
f)=—"1__
By (3.10) and (3.11), we also obtain

Vi € [0, T)\).

2l

1 -1

11 pr (1 - zla) ’

> <— - ﬁ) +10g 0 — |- (313)
rr P00 (1-55) "

Let us observe that ¢t — p(t), t € [0,T)), is indeed an increasing continuous function and its range

is the interval [p,o00) as p(0) = p and lim, L1 p(t) = oco. Consequently, for every A > 0 there is a

point ¢(\) € (0,T)) such that p(t(\)) = q.
Therefore, if we take t := ¢(\) in (3.12), we have

ity (-0

so if we substitute this expression for A into (3.13), we obtain

N 1_
mit(v) _ M, @) AVR(X)s
(4mt(\) 2 a)

N 2

D =

where

Now, relation (3.8) for t = t(\) reads as
HHt(A)fHLq()gm) < ) 1Nl e m) - (3.15)

Finally, due to (3.14), one has that t(\) = &% (% - %), thus limy_,g+ t(A) = oo and limy o, t(A) = 0,
which shows that the continuous mapping (0,00) 3 A — t(A) € (0,00) is surjective. In this way,
we can replace t(A) in (3.15) by any ¢ > 0, obtaining

N 1
M(p. ¢) > AVR(X) 7~
Hef], < M2 0= AVRED)

(47Tt)7(11’ 7

B =

11, vt >0, (3.16)

which is the required inequality (1.4) for 2 < p < ¢ < 0.
If 1 <p<qg <2, we consider the case 1 < p < ¢ < 2, the borderline cases p = 1 and p = ¢

being obtained by a limiting argument. Let p’ = 1% and ¢ = q_il be the conjugates of p and g,
respectively. The symmetry of the heat semigroup (H;):>o implies that ||H;||,, = ||H¢|ly 7, Where
[Hellpg = sup  [[Hef[lLa(x,m)

If e (x,m) <1

stands for the operator norm from LP(X,m) to L?(X, m). Therefore, this property together with
the previous step applied for 2 < ¢’ < p’ < oo implies (1.4) since M(¢/,p") = M(p, q).

Finally, if p < 2 < ¢, by using the property [y o Hyllp < [HellllHollg for every £,s > 0 and
p < r < ¢, we apply the previous steps for the pairs (p,2) and (2, q), respectively.
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3.2. Sharpness of the hypercontractivity bound. In this section we prove that the estimate
(1.4) is sharp. To this end, we assume by contradiction that there exists some C' > 0 such that
AVR(X) < C and for every 1 <p < qg<oo,t>0and f € Ax one has

M Cap
HHtfHLq(X,m) < —( )N — [ ll» (X,m) (3.17)
(4mt)2'» —3)

we recall that Ax was introduced in (2.8). Let us choose p := 2 and ¢ := ¢, (t) = 2+1ty for t,y > 0.
With these choices, let

(3.18)

m(t) := mcy n(t) = log

According to (3.17), we have that

Let us fix f € Ax \ {0} and y > 0, and let f; := H;f. We consider the function V := V¢, y given
by

V) =™ | fill oy 0.
Note that (3.19) implies

V(1) < V(O0) = Il aiem s V>0

Thus, in particular,

V'(0) = lim V() = vi0) <0. (3.20)
t—0t t
Similarly to (3.6), one has
—m d

where, & 1 fell paw 0 (xmy 18 known from (3.5).
We are going to compute the limit lim+ V'(t) in (3.21). First, it is clear that li%n+ e~ = 1.
t—0 t—
Second, taking (3.18) into account, a straightforward computation shows that

Ny log Ame2C?/IN

li '"(t) = 3.22
S = (322)
Next, note that

Tim il = 172 xm) - (3.23)

Finally, a computation similar to (3.5) combined with (2.6) implies

. d _ 9, 4

i S Ul = 211 |ent) 45 [ fazam)
4
- 2 2

N1 [emt) =2 [ sam). (3.21)

Putting together relations (3.20)—(3.24), we obtain
_ 471'6202/N
172, [Em(r2) =3 [ 19 4Ram] 4 S0 T <0, (325)

L2(X,m) Y
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Since this inequality is valid for every y > 0 (and f € Ax), we can maximize the left hand side
w.r.t. y > 0, the maximum point being
/ V£ dm

NI

L2(X,m)
Substituting this value into (3.25), we deduce that
V£[2dm
2 N / ‘
.. " 7Py

Since this relation is valid for every f € Ax, then due to the sharpness of (2.7) over the space of

functions Ay (see Remark 2.1), it turns out that t2-AVR(X )_3 ﬁ(}_%, which implies that
C < AVR(X). But this inequality contradicts our 1n1t1al assumption AVR(X) < C, which concludes
the proof of the sharpness.

4. EQUALITY CASE: PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.2 AND 1.3

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Assume that equality holds in (1.4) for some 1 < p < ¢ < o0, tg > 0,
and non-negative f € L'(X,m) N L>®(X, m). We are going to trace back the estimates in the proof
of (1.4), identifying the equalities.

Keeping the notation as before, there exists a unique A9 > 0 such that ¢(\g) = tg, and according

o (3.14), it follows that
N /1 1
A - — - 4.1
0 — 8t0 < q) ) ( )
Moreover, ¢ = p(t(Ag)) = p(to) and the function v in (3.11) is with the parameter A\, i.e., v(s) =
)\OSSTZI, s > 1. The crucial point is that the equality should hold in (3.3) for the function

u = ftlz)(to)/2 — Q/2' (42)

to
In fact, this requires the following simultaneous equalities:

e in the concavity inequality (3.2) for the corresponding choices. Since @ is strictly concave,
we necessarily have

/ [Vu|* dm
g = v(p(t0)); (4.3)

HUH%Z(XJ“)
e in the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (3.1) for the function u from (4.2).
According to the equality case in the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (3.1) (see §2.4), the latter
statement implies that (X,d, m) is an N-Euclidean cone with a tip g € X and for some ¢; € R
and ¢y > 0 one has
fQ/z( ) =u(x) = cre= 0 @02) for m —aex € X. (4.4)
On the other hand, by using the fact that on the N-Euclidean cone (X,d, m) with the tip g € X

one has that
m(B(zo,7))

— R = AVR(X), Vr > 0, (4.5)
N
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the layer cake representation implies

2 _ 2 _ 2 2 2 —2¢od? (20,
HUHLZ(X’m) = /XU dm = Cl/XU dm = Cl/)(e ( )dm

! 0
d
C%/ m({z € X : e 20 @02) 5 1))t = C%/ m(B (o, 7)) et dr
0

oo

(@) d 00
= —AwnAVR(X) / PN e 4y = & NwyAVR(X) / PN =20 g
0 0

N/2
= ANwyAVR(X) = 2 (21> AVR(X).
co
Since
Vu = —cocle_codz(xo’x)d(azo, x)Vd(zo, x),

the eikonal equation |Vd(zg,z)| = 1 for m-a.e. z € X together with a similar argument as above
shows that

N/2
/ |Vul* dm = C%C%/ e_2cod2(m°’m)d2(x0,:1:)dm = Neoe? T AVR(X).
X X 2¢o

Therefore, combining these facts with (4.3), it follows that

q2

g—1

Neg =v(p(to)) = v(g) = Ao

Accordingly, combining (4.4), (4.1), and the latter relation, it follows that, up to a multiplicative
constant,

He, f(z) = fi,(z) = e~ @02) for m—ae x € X, (4.6)
where
2¢q 1 q <1 1)
= —=———| - —— |, 4.7
T ¢ T Mtoq—1\p ¢ 1)

which concludes the proof.

4.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Assume that we have equality in (1.4) for some 1 < p < ¢ < o0,

top > 0, and non-negative f € L'(M, vg) N L>®(M,vg). According to Theorem 1.2, (M,d,,vy) is an

n-Euclidean cone (with a tip z9 € M) and Hy, f = fi, is given by (4.6). Due to (4.5) and Gallot,

Hulin, and Lafontaine [10, Theorem 3.98], it follows that

V,(B V,(B
AVR(M) = lim YeBE0r) oy Va(Blo.r)
T—00 W™ r—0 wpr™
i.e., AVR(M) = 1, which implies that (M, g) is isometric to R™. In particular, the heat kernel on
(M, g) — up to isometry — has the form

1 _le—yl? n
We a t>0, IE,yEMﬁR, (48)

Relation (4.8) and (2.5) imply that

o f@) = [ (o) )y = (Py * (@), o R (1.9

pi(z,y) =
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where Py, (2) = pi,(2,0), 2 € R, and '+’ stands for the convolution. By using the Fourier transform

1 ,
- —ifx
)T /Rn e " Th(r)dx

for a Schwartz-type function h : R™ — R (where - stands for the usual inner product in R"), the
convolution (4.9) is transformed into the multiplicative relation

F(Hio £)(€) = @m)"2F Py () F f(€), £€R™,

see Reed and Simon [31, Theorem IX.3]. If h(z) = e~¢==20l* for some ¢ > 0 and ¢ € R, it is
standard to show that

Fh(&) =

Fh(€) = L e £ER?
= (2C)TL/2 e 5 .
This relation and (4.6) show that
1 —ﬁ—iﬁ'xo
— ey n
F(Hyo f)(E) = (2%)“/26 0 , §eRY,

where ap > 0 is given by (4.7). In a similar manner, one has that

L —tolel”

]:Pto(g) = (271')”/2 )

£ e R™

Combining these expressions, it turns out that

1

—(—1 —to)\S\Q—iS'SBO n
4o
oS  feR"

FfE) =

Note that = — ¢y > 0 as p > 1, see (4.7). Now, using the inverse Fourier transform, we obtain
4o

1

.+ _—PBolz—=zl?
(1 — dagto)/2* e,z eRY (4.10)

f(z) =
where
ag 1 »p 1 1
o= =L _(-__)
1—4dapty 4top—1\p ¢

Conversely, a straightforward computation shows that for any zg € R™ and f(x) = 6_50‘9”_1’0‘2,
x € R™, one has

™ % ™ 2%1 2(1_1)
ny = | — and ||H apn)y = | — 4t +1)2%a 7,
I £1l o (e <pﬁ0> [[Heo f1l La(rn) <q50> (4t0fo + 1)

Thus, if By = ﬁzﬁ (% — %) , replacing the above expressions into (1.4) and taking into account
that AVR(R™) = 1, we obtain equality, which concludes the proof.
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