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DENSITY AND NON-DENSITY OF C® — W#? ON COMPLETE MANIFOLDS WITH
CURVATURE BOUNDS

SHOUHEI HONDA, LUCIANO MARI, MICHELE RIMOLDI, AND GIONA VERONELLI

ABSTRACT. We investigate the density of compactly supported smooth functions in the Sobolev space WP
on complete Riemannian manifolds. In the first part of the paper, we extend to the full range p € [1, 2] the
most general results known in the Hilbertian case. In particular, we obtain the density under a quadratic
Ricci lower bound (when k = 2) or a suitably controlled growth of the derivatives of the Riemann curvature
tensor only up to order k—3 (when k > 2). To this end, we prove a gradient regularity lemma that might be
of independent interest. In the second part of the paper, for every n > 2 and p > 2 we construct a complete
n-dimensional manifold with sectional curvature bounded from below by a negative constant, for which the
density property in W*? does not hold for any k > 2. We also deduce the existence of a counterexample
to the validity of the Calderén-Zygmund inequality for p > 2 when Sec > 0, and in the compact setting we
show the impossibility to build a Calderén-Zygmund theory for p > 2 with constants only depending on a
bound on the diameter and a lower bound on the sectional curvature.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In the last decades there was a lot of effort put into a better understanding of Sobolev spaces on non-
compact Riemannian manifolds. On the one hand, in the Euclidean spaces one has different equivalent
definitions of Sobolev spaces. Once these definitions are transposed on a Riemannian manifold, one would
like to know if they remain equivalent or not (see the introduction of [39] for a brief survey on this topic).
On the other hand, it is useful to know which of the nice properties enjoyed by Sobolev spaces on R" still
hold in the setting of non-compact manifolds.

Consider a complete, n-dimensional Riemannian manifold without boundary (M, g). Let W*P(M) be
the Sobolev space of functions on M all of whose covariant derivatives of order j (in the distributional
sense) are tensor fields with finite LP-norm, for 0 < j < k. This turns out to be a Banach space, once

endowed with the natural norm
k
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By a generalised Meyers-Serrin-type theorem (see e.g. [21]), the set C°°(M) N W P(M) is dense in
WFP(M). This actually holds without assuming completeness of M. However, it is not a-priori obvious
whether the smaller subset C2°(M) of compactly supported functions is still dense. Having defined the

space Wéf’p(M) C WkP(M) as the closure of C°(M) with respect to the norm [l r.e(ar), OUr Paper gives
a contribution to the following problem:

Problem 1.1. Let k > 0 be an integer and let p € [1,00). Under which assumptions on (M,g), k and p
1s it true that

(1) WP (M) = WEP(M)?

Notation. Hereafter, we fix a function A : [0,00] — (0, 00) for which there exists a constant K € N such
that

K
(2) A=t [[ V),  fort>1,
j=1

where InV! stands for the j-th iterated logarithm (e.g. Inl?(f) = Inlnt, etc.). Hereafter, all manifolds
considered will have no boundary. Moreover, given a Riemannian manifold (M, g), we denote with r(z)
the Riemannian distance from a fixed origin o € M and by Br(x) the geodesic ball of radius R centered at
a point x € M. Also, given real-valued functions f1 and fo, we write f1 < fo to mean that there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that f; < Cfy. With an abuse of notation, we agree that given a tensor 7" the symbol
7| s () will denote the LP norm of the function |T'| on €2; for instance, we will write ||V f]| ) instead

of [[IVf1ll v (q)-

Problem [T has a long history. It is a standard fact that, without assuming completeness, W(? P(M) =
WOP(M) = LP(M), and with a little effort one can also prove that Wol’p(M) = WLHP(M) for all p € [1,00)
on any complete manifold, [2]. Also, it is obvious that Wéc’p(M) = WHP(M) for all k>0 and p € [1,00)
whenever M is compact (see for instance [26]). Concerning the non-trivial case k > 2, several partial

positive results have been proved: a non-exhaustive list of contributions include works by T. Aubin [2],

J. Eichhorn [I7, [I8], E. Hebey [25] 26], L. Bandara [4], B. Giineysu [22], B. Giineysu and S. Pigola [23],
and D. Impera, M. Rimoldi, and G. Veronelli [30, 29]. To the best of our knowledge, the most general and
up-to-date result is the following theorem from [29], which generalizes previously known achievements and
goes far beyond the case of constant bounds on the curvature and the specific second order case (k = 2).

Theorem 1.2 (see Theorem 1.5 and Theorem 1.7 in [29]). Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold,
and define X as in [@). Then,

(i) Whkr(M) = Wf’p(M) for allp € [1,00) and k > 2, if
[ViRicl(@) S Ar(@)FT,  0<j<k-2,

and either
1 2

inj(z) 2 A(r(z)) F71, or  [Riem|(z) < A(r(z))*T;
(i) W22(M) = W*(M) if
Ric(z) 2 —A(r(z))
in the sense of quadratic forms, and W*2(M) = Wg’z(M) for k> 2 if
IViRiem|(z) < A(r(z))FT,  0<j<k—3.

Observe that, for k > 2, the assumptions in (i) and (ii) are skew. A noticeable feature of (ii) is that it

requires a control on derivatives only up to the order k — 3: for instance,
W33(M) = W§’2(M) provided that |Riem|(z) < A(r(x)),

and, in particular, if M has bounded sectional curvature (equivalently, bounded curvature operator).

Quite surprisingly, for a long-time it remained unknown whether Wok P(M) = W"P(M) on any complete
Riemannian manifold or whether any assumption on (M, g) was necessary in order to deduce the result.
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Very recently, an example has been found proving that W(f P(M) C Wk’p(M ) is a proper inclusion on
certain manifolds with a very wild geometry, at least for p > 2; [39].

In the first part of the present paper, we study the validity of the results in (ii) of Theorem in the
range p € [1,2). For second order Sobolev spaces, we prove

Theorem 1.3. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold such that

(3) Ric(z) 2 —A(r(2))%,

in the sense of quadratic forms. Then, for all p € [1,2], we have
WEP(M) = W2P(M).

Remark 1.4. This result still holds, with the same proof, for slightly more general (yet more involved)
choices for the function \; for more details see [29] Theorem 1.7 and Section 5].

Remark 1.5. The curvature of the example in [39] decays to —oo as —r(z)%, and it seems difficult to
refine the construction to make it decay at rate —r(z)® for a close enough to 2. Therefore, at present,
there is a gap between the curvature decays in Theorem and in [39]. We anticipate that it would be
interesting to produce a counterexample to Theorem in the range p € [1,2] when (@) barely fails. A
counterexample for p > 2 will be given below.

The proof in [4, [30] for the case p = 2 breaks up into the following steps:
(1) in our assumptions, by [5, Corollary 2.3] there exists a family of Laplacian cut-off functions xr €
C°(M) such that
e Yz =1 on Bg(o),
o |Vxg|(@) < A~ (r(2)),
i |AXR| < Ca
for some constant C' > 0 independent of R;
(2) the above properties guarantee that || fAxgl/z2(n) — 0 as R — oo, for any f € W22(M);
(3) using the Bochner formula, the latter step implies that ||f V2xrllr2() — 0 as R — oo for any
few23(M).
(4) this finally yields that fxgr — fin || - w22
The proof we provide here for the case p < 2 follows the same line of thought. In this case one has to
control | f V2xgl| rr(a)- Since the Bochner formula is modelled on L?-norms, by a Hélder inequality we
estimate || f V2xgllLp(ar) in terms of || £|P/? V2Xrllr2(ar) and use Bochner formula to control this latter.
The main difficulty consists in estimating the remaining term involving | f |p/ 2 and its derivatives. To this
end, the case p = 1 requires an ad hoc procedure, while for p € (1,2) we shall need a regularity lemma
that, to the best of our knowledge, seems to be new. To state this latter, we first define the functional
space

W2P(M) = { feLP(M) : Af e LP(M) distributionally},
endowed with the norm
1 5720 ary = 1F o ary + IAF e (ary-

It is important to notice that O. Milatovic, see 24, Appendix A], proved that C°(M) is dense in W2P (M)
on any complete manifold M, independently of the behaviour of its curvatures.

Lemma 1.6. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold, and fix p € (1,00). If f,|Vf|,Af € LP(M),
then |f|2 € WY2(M), with the bound

2 p2 B
< o a1 A F Lo a)-

va% M)~ 4(p—1)




4 SHOUHEI HONDA, LUCIANO MARI, MICHELE RIMOLDI, AND GIONA VERONELLI

Moreover, when 1 < p <2, if f € W2P(M) then |V f| € LP(M) and

4 _ L2
2 2-p 2
(4) ”Vf”LP(M) SP”JC”LP(M) HV’f’z L
1 —~—
g]TleHLP(M)HAfHLP(M) Vf c W2,p(M)'

Notably, this lemma in the case 1 < p < 2 refines the LP-gradient estimate found by T. Coulhon and X.
T. Duong, [I5], who showed that, for some constant Cp,

(5) IV Zean < Coll flieoan IAflLoan, Y € C&(M).

At the same time, our proof avoids the use of tools from Harmonic Analysis, such as the mapping properties
of the Littlewood-Paley’s function. A further, different proof of (@), obtained from LP-gradient estimates
for the heat kernel, can be found in [I1].

Remark 1.7. As pointed out in [I5] p.7], a minor modification of the argument in [14] Sec. 5] shows the
existence of manifolds (for instance, the connected sum of two copies of R") for which (@) fails for p > n.
Indeed, these examples can be generalized to any 2 < p < n reasoning precisely as for Corollary below.
Note that, by Young’s inequality, (@) implies the weaker LP-gradient estimate

(6) IV Flleany < c(Ifleeany + IAF | Loar))-

Because of [13], (@) is met for each 1 < p < oo if the Ricci curvature is bounded from below. A direct proof
of this latter result can be found in [36, Theorem 8.2]. Sufficient conditions for the validity of (), more
precisely of the stronger

IV Lo ary < Coll (A2 £l 1o ary»
have been investigated in [3], 15 4], 10, O 12]. With no assumptions besides the completeness of M, the
only LP-gradient estimate that we are aware of is that in Theorem 2 in [24], where the authors prove the
inequality
IV £ as < Coll Loy (1A zoqary + max{0, p = 21Vl zoan) )
for f € LP(M) with |V2f| € LP(M).

We can reproduce the same scheme of proof introduced for k& = 2 also for higher orders. The main
tool will be a Weitzenbock formula due to J. H. Sampson applied to the totally symmetrized (k — 1)-th
covariant derivative of some special higher order cut-off functions; see Section for precise definitions.
This point of view has been recently exploited in [29, Section 5] in the case p = 2, finally leading to the

result described in Theorem [[2)(ii). Combining this latter technique with our regularity lemma, we are
able to deal with the full range p € [1,2] and prove the following

Theorem 1.8. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold such that, for some integer k > 2,
|V/Riem|(x) < )\(r(m))%, 0<j<k-3,
with A as in [2). Then, for all p € [1,2], we have
WEP(M) = WEP(M).
The next step is to understand if one could obtain the equality WO2 P(M) = W2P(M) under a lower Ricci

curvature bound for p > 2. In the second part of the paper, we show that the answer is negative even if
one assumes a lower bound on the sectional curvature. We obtain

Theorem 1.9. For all n > 2 and p > 2, there exists a complete, n-dimensional Riemannian manifold Q
with Sec > —1 and satisfying

(7) WkP(Q) +# Wok’p(Q) for each k > 2.

The manifold ) has at least two ends with finite volume, and can be constructed to have finite volume
as well as to have infinite volume. Its existence will be a consequence of the following result, where we
produce a “block” that can be attached to any smooth manifold. More precisely, we prove
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Theorem 1.10. For alln > 2 and all p > n there exists a complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold
(M, g) with sectional curvature Sec > —1, with a distinguished relatively compact, open subset V diffeo-
morphic to R™, such that the following holds: for each n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (N,g), and
each relatively compact set V' C N that is diffeomorphic to R™, the connected sum M#$N obtained by gluing
along V and V' and keeping the original metric outside of V, V' satisfies

WEP(MEN) # Wg’p(MﬁN) for each k > 2.
In particular, if N has sectional curvature bounded from below the same holds for M4N.
Remark 1.11. As we shall see, M is topologically a product S”~! x R and has finite volume.

If now, given n > 2 and p > 2, we select a surface M#N as in Theorem applied in dimension 2,
and a compact boundaryless manifold Y of dimension n — 2, then it is easy to show that the Riemannian
manifold @ = (M§N) x Y satisfies ([T); see Subsection B4l Moreover, if N is complete and has sectional
curvature bounded from below the same holds for Q).

Indeed, this last observation allows to extend to the range p € (2,n] two other counterexamples that
were previously known only in the case p > n. In order to introduce them, let us first note that there is
a tight relation between the density of compactly supported functions in W2P(M) and the validity of a
global LP-Calderén-Zygmund inequality

(CZyp) IV?Flleaary < CUflvany + 1A Flzoany),  VF € C(M).
Indeed, as illustrated in [36, Proposition 4.7],
(8) M supports (CZ,) — WEP(M) = W2P(M),

while the converse is not always true; see Theorem A and the subsequent discussion in [33]. Therefore,
counterexamples to the density of C°(M) in W2P(M) have to be searched among those manifolds that
do not support @ The existence of such manifolds has first been proved in [23] 32]. However, in
these constructions the curvature is not lower bounded. Very recently, the first example of a complete non-
compact manifold with non-negative sectional curvature on which (]C_VZB) fails for p > n has been presented
in [33] by L. Marini and the fourth author. Their example confirms a strong indication suggested by a
work by G. De Philippis and J. Ninez-Zimbron, [I6, Cor. 1.3], where it is proved that for p > n it is not
possible to construct a Calderén-Zygmund theory on compact manifolds with constants depending only on
(a diameter upper bound and) a lower sectional curvature bound. The same trick that allows us to deduce
Theorem from Theorem also enables us to extend the above mentioned results in [33], [16] to the
full range p > 2:

Corollary 1.12. For any p > 2, there exists a complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold Q with
Sec > 0 that does not satisfy (]C_VZB) Precisely, if M? is a 2-dimensional manifold as constructed in [33],
and if Y™ 2 is a compact manifold with Sec > 0, then one can take Q = M? x Y2,

Remark 1.13. Clearly, by (8) the counterexample in Theorem [[9lis also a counterexample to (CZ,). The
extra information in Corollary [I.12]is the possibility to construct an example with Sec > 0, in particular,
by the lower volume bound given by Calabi-Yau theorem (see e.g. [40]), each end of @ has infinite volume.

Corollary 1.14. Letn € N, D > 2 and p > 2. Then there exist sequences of n-dimensional complete
Riemannian manifolds (Qy, gi) with diamg, (Q) < D, Secg, > 0 and of smooth functions fi, € C*(Qy)
such that
| fillze(@y) + 1A fell ey =1
but
Jim IV fiell Loy = 00-

We now explain the strategy to prove Theorem Contradicting (]C_’ZZ[) on M is, in principle, easier
than contradicting VVO2 P(M) = W2P(M). Indeed, for the former, it is enough to prove that, for any given
C > 0, there exists at least one compactly supported function f for which @ with constant C' fails. In
particular the construction can be localized in a given region of M. On the other hand, to disprove the
density of C°(M) in W2P(M) one needs to handle with any possible compactly supported approximation
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of a given function. A way to overcome this problem has been proposed in [39], which contains the first
(and so far unique) example of W02 P(M) # W?P(M) whenever p > 2. Namely, one can consider a complete
manifold (M, g) with two ends F; and F_ and finite volume, so that it is possible to choose a function
f € W2P(M) which attains two different constant values (say 1 and —1) on each end. Accordingly, to
check that f has no compactly supported approximations, it is enough to prove that the W2P-norm of
any function F' which is identically —1 and 1 on the two ends cannot be arbitrarily close to zero. In the
presence of a constant lower curvature bound, our strategy can roughly be summarized as follows. First,
we construct a suitable Alexandrov space (M, dy,) with finite volume, Sec > —1, and a dense set of sharp
singular points. We consider an exhaustion U; of M. On each annulus U; \ U;_1, inspired by [16] B3] we
prove the existence of a family of metrics {1}, that GH-converge to d, and then we suitably select
a function k : N — N to produce a global metric g on M that equals o; ;) on U; \ Uj_1 and has the
following property: any function F' with \|F||W2,p(Uj+1) < 1 has to be C%close to a constant on U; \ Uj_1,
in a quantitative way. In particular, if || F' HWQ,,,( M) 8 small enough, then F' cannot attain values —1, 1 on
the two ends, as required.

We conclude this introduction with a list of related questions for future research.

- Is it possible to construct a complete manifold with Sec > 0 for which WO2 P(M) # W2P(M) for
some p > 27 What about if we weaken the curvature assumption to Ric > 07 In both of the cases,
by Calabi and Yau’s theorem all ends have infinite volume, so the construction in Theorem
cannot be adapted in a straightforward way.

- The manifolds constructed in Theorem and Corollary are Riemannian products and, in
particular, they have nontrivial topology. It would still be interesting to produce counterexamples
in the range p € (2, n| by generalizing, if possible, the technique in [I6]. This may lead, for instance,
to counterexamples to @ for p € (2,n] on contractible manifolds.

- Referring to Remark [T, are the decay rates assumed for the curvatures considered in Theorem
and Theorem sharp? It seems reasonable to conjecture so, up to lower order terms.

- Does a complete manifold with positive injectivity radius and Ric > —1 satisfy W02 P(M) =
W2P(M) for each p € [1,00)? Recall that Theorem answers affirmatively under the condi-
tions |Ric| < A%(r) and inj > A(r)~!. If |Ric| < 1, is a decay assumption on the injectivity radius
necessary?

2. DENSITY WHEN p € [1, 2]

2.1. The regularity lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let M be a complete Riemannian manifold, and fiz p € (1,00). Let o € M be some
fized origin, and let us denote by B, the geodesic balls of radius r centered at o. If f € Wlif(M) then
1f]2 € I/Vlif(M) and, for each 0 < R <,

) e i

- 1
L2(BR) < ||f||]£p(137.) (T _ RvaHLP(BT-) + ||Af||Lp(BT)> .

In particular,
(10) £V, Af € LP(M) — |fI2 e Wh2 (M),
with the bound

p p—1

2
D
(1) |91, < 20 =y 1 Wt 1A oo

2
L2(M
Moreover, if 1 <p <2,

f e W2P(M) = IVfle LP(M), |f|5 € WhA(M),
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(12) IV £ 7oan <

L2(M)
1 —~—
g]TleHLP(M)HAfHLP(M) Vf c W2,p(M)'
Remark 2.2. In view of the validity of a local Calderén-Zygmund inequality, we note that the assumption
fe Wlif (M) is equivalent to the assumption f, |V f],Af € LloC(M )-

Proof. Let us first assume that f € C(M). Clearly, |f|2 € L% (M). Let ¢ be a linear cut-off function
with suppy C By, ¢ =1 on Bg and |V¢| < 1/(r — R). For £ > 0, we compute

—/< V(2 +)5, V) = /¢A<f2+e>’z’
M
=p/M (P + &) FAf + VP + plp —2>/M o2 o) T PV P
—p /M (f2+0) T fAf +p / o(f2+ o) T |V
- 2) /M (o) 2V fP
2 2 2 2
zp/M (2 + )" FAS + plp 1>/M (2 + o) IV P
On the one hand,

\/M< (7 + )} w>'—p'/ (721 o) Vst@)'
<p /M(f2 o) V|Vl

S </T(f2+e)§>% (f o)’

p—1

‘/ (fP+e) fAf‘ o(f2+e) 7 ]Af’<</BT(f2+€)g>P(/JBT’AJC’IJ);.

Summarizing,

on the other hand,

012
V(f?+e)1

- (p—l)/B(f2+6) L2 P

1
< IVFT ey (=19 o + 187 1sis,) )

Hence, {(f2 +¢)4} is uniformly bounded in W2(Bg) and pointwise convergent to |f[/2. By a standard
result ([I9, Lemma 6.2, p.16]), | f[?/? € W12(Bg) and V(f? 4 £)P/* — V|f[P/? weakly on Bg, thus

Ap—1 Ap—1
Ap—1) )/ w )liminf/ V(e
D Br D e=0 Jpp

1
<ty (2 oo + 18 s )

2

no
IN

We now claim that (@) holds for f € I/Vlif(M ). Having chosen such f, by the Meyers-Serrin-type theorem in
[21] there exists {f;} € C°°(M) such that f; — f in W*P(B,) and pointwise almost everywhere. Applying
@) to f; shows that {|f;[P/?} is uniformly bounded in W2?(Bg), so by weak compactness and pointwise
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convergence we deduce that |fj|p/2 — |fP/? in W'2(Bg). Evaluating (@) on fj, passing to limits and using
the weak lower semicontinuity of gradients, we deduce (@) for each f € I/Vlif (M), as claimed.

Assume that f,|Vf|,Af € LP(M). Then, by Remark /e VVlif(M) and thus letting r = 2R — oo
in (@) we readily deduce (II).

Next, we examine the case f € W2P(M). We first consider f € C°(M), since this latter space is dense
in W2» (M) by [24, Appendix A]. If 1 < p < 2, by Hélder’s inequality, Stampacchia’s theorem and (@) we
get

(13) IV 30 (Br) =NV FI20Bani 1500

b2 2
|

L2(BrO{|f|>0})

2_
W IoCaangs>op) ‘
2

vt

4 9_
:FHJCHLP?BR)

4

2_
g?“f“Lz}fBr)

1 1
<1l (muwumw +l1af ||LP<BT>> -

If f € W2P(M), take {f;} C C°(M) with f; — f and Af; — Af in LP(M). Applying (I3) to f; and to
fj — fi, letting » = 2R — oo and then j — oo we deduce that Vf; = Vf € LP(M). In particular, by (I0)
the function f satisfies (I1]). The same computations as in (I3]) can therefore be performed with R,r = oo,
leading to (12). O

L2(BrO{|f[>0})

visE

2
L2(Br)

2.2. Density for order 2.

Proof of Theorem[L.3. For R > 1, let xg € C2°(M) be a family of Laplacian cut-off functions such that
e xg =1 on Bg(0),
o |Vxg| < CATH(r) and ||[Vxkllo < CATH(R),
L4 ‘AXR’ S Ca
for some constant C' > 0 independent of R. Such a family has been constructed in (the proof of) [29]
Corollary 5.2]. As usual, first note that C°°(M) N W2P(M) is dense in W2P(M) (see for instance [21]).
Given a smooth f € W2P(M), define fr = xrf. We get that

(14) I(fr = Dllze = (1 = xr)F)||zr
(15) IV(fr = Hlle < [[fVxrlze + (1 = xr)V fllzr
(16) IV2(fr = NDliee < 20IVXRIV fllze + (1= xR)V? fllee + [f VxRl 1o

Both (1 — xg) and Vg are uniformly bounded and supported in M \ Br(o). Since f € W?2P(M) this
permits to conclude that all the terms at the RHS of (I4)), (I5) and (TGl except the last one tend to 0 as
R — oco. Concerning || fV2xg||z», first observe that p < 2 and Holder’s inequality imply

2—p

(17) [ ueeraer < ([ \f\”lvszF)g (L) "

Accordingly, to conclude it is enough to show that

/ FPIV2m 50 as R — oo
M
Inserting into Bochner formula
1
5oﬁv(kuy?) = |V?ul? 4 Ric(Vu, Vu) + (VAu, Vu)  Yu € C(M)

the function u = x g, multiplying by |f|? and integrating over M gives

1 . .
3 | 1P (VITxAP) = [ APVl + [ PRI ) + [PV A V)
M M M M
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Applying Stokes’ theorem to the first and the last integral, we get

(18) 19t == 5 [ 95,919 af) = [ 1PRic(Vn, V)

+ /M|f|P|A><R|2+ /MAXR<V<|f|p>,vXR>.

First, note that
(19)

1/p (p—1)/p
/ Axr(V(IfIP), Vxr) < C / V(£ < Cp ( / |V|f||p> ( / |f|”> .
M M\Bgr(0) M\Bgr(0) M\Br(0)

Similarly

- / FPRIC(V xR, V) < / CA2(P)N ()| S < C T
M M\Bgr(o0) M\Bg(0)
and
/ FPIAxaP < C P
M M\Bg(0)
In particular,
(20) - /M FPRIC(V xR, V) + /M FPlAxR? + /M Axr(V(IfIP). Vxr) — 0

as R — oo for f € WHP(M). Inserting 20) in (I8) we deduce that, in order to prove that
159 0
M
as R — o0, it is enough to show that

. 1
(21) imsup—5 [ (97P) VIVxeP) —e [ 1PVl <0

R—o0

for some ¢ < 1 independent of R. We first suppose that p € (1,2). By Kato and Young’s inequalities we
have that

1

(22) -5 [ (9P ¥I9xeP) <2 [ 171E - 9151511V - 919l

1 P
<5 [ UPEvlPca [ IR Ol
M M\Bg(0)

1 p
<5 [Pt eaf @i
M M\BF(o)
where the last integral is finite and goes to 0 as R — oo due to Lemmal[ZTl Hence, (2I) holds with ¢ = 1/2.

In order to deal with the case p = 1, we prove that the first addendum in (ZII) vanishes as R — oo, so
(21D holds for every ¢ > 0. First, observe that, for each R,

| VU VIVaf) = i [ (V2 + 01, VT xal?),
M eV M
Indeed,

\Y%
(23) (V2 + 202,19 xnf)| < |V19xR| A < VIVl 1971,
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so that Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem applies. Next, for every g € CL(M)

(24) - /M<V((f2 +o)V2), V) = /M A((f? +2)2)g
1 AP 1 V(o)
B §/M (f2+s)1/2g_1/M (F2+epr d

[ B e | _elviP
m (f2+e)27 0 S (F2+e)327
and rearranging, we get

Ak A
2 [ = [ v - [
/ V£Vl + / Aflgl

Since |V f| € LY(M), applying [25) with ¢ = xg and letting R — oo, we get
e[V I

(20) | et [ an

On the other hand, applying 4] with g = |Vxg|* and using ([26) we infer

— [ ULV = = tim [ V(2 42, VITxal?)

B fAf |/
= [/ AVl [ )3/2'VXR|2]

<2|Vxall [ 1Af]
M
which vanishes as R — oo because of the properties of Vxg, as claimed. O

2.3. Density for higher orders. We shall first recall a few facts about Sampson’s Weitzenbock formula
for symmetric tensors. Given an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g), consider a tensor bundle
FE — M with n-dimensional fibers endowed with an inner product induced by the metric g and a compatible
connection V induced by the Levi-Civita connection on M. A Lichnerowicz Laplacian Ay, for E is a second
order differential operator acting on the space of smooth sections I'(E) of the form

A, = Ap + cfRic,

for ¢ a suitable constant. Here Ap = —try2(V?) = V*V is the Bochner Laplacian (with V* denoting
the formal L%-adjoint of V) and fRic is a smooth symmetric endomorphism of T'(E) which is called the
Weitzenbock curvature operator. As an example, note that when 7" is a (0, k)-tensor then

k
Rie(T)(X1,..., Xp) = > Y (R(E;, X)T)(X1,..., By, ..., Xp),

i=1 j
with {E;} a local orthonormal frame and
R(X,Y)=Vky—Vix=VxVy - VyVx - Vixy],

which may act on any tensor field. It is important to notice that the Weitzenbock curvature term for
(0, k)-tensors can actually be estimated in terms of the curvature operator R of M. Indeed, if R > «, for
some constant a < 0 then g(Ric(T),T) > aC|T|?, where C' depends only on k; see [35, Corollary 9.3.4].
This key feature of Lichnerowicz Laplacians permits to use geometric assumptions in estimation results.
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As beautifully illustrated in [35l Chapter 9] there are several natural Lichnerowicz Laplacians on Rie-
mannian manifolds. A very classical one is the Hodge-Laplacian Ay acting on exterior differential forms,
for which the Weitzenbock identity takes the form

(27) Afgw = (dd 4 éd)w = Apw + Ric(w).

The Bochner identity which we used in the previous section precisely comes out from this formula evaluated
on the 1-form dyr. When considering the higher order case k > 2, one may be tempted to use (1) applied
to the (k — 1)-th covariant derivative of suitable cut-off functions. Unfortunately, this latter is not at all
skew-symmetric. However, it is at least almost symmetric, meaning that it can be decomposed as a totally
symmetric principal part plus other terms involving derivatives of order at most k — 2. This fact led the
authors of [29] to consider a different Lichnerowicz Laplacian, acting on totally symmetric covariant tensors
of any order, which was originally introduced by Sampson in [38] and that we now recall. Let T’ (O’k)(M )
and S(O’k)(M ) be, respectively, the bundle of k-covariant tensor and its subbundle of totally symmetric
ones. Consider the operator Dg : TSO*F=1 (M) — T'SOR) (M) acting on h € TSOF=D (M) by

(Dsh)(XQ, . e 7Xk—1) = ksk(Vh)(Xo, oo 7Xk—1)7
where we are denoting by s the symmetrization operator, i.e. the projection of T(O’k)(M ) onto S (O’k)(M ),
that we shortly denote with a superscript S. Namely,
. 1
T9(X1,..., Xp) = sp(T) (X1, ..., Xp) = o S T(Xoqy,- o Xowy) VT € TOR(M).
oelly
Note that
(28) 75| < |T).
The formal L?- adjoint of Dg is D% : TSR (A1) — T'SOk=D (A1) which acts on h e TSOR (M) by

(D5h)(X1,... . Xpm1) == > _(VEB)(Ei, X1, ..., Xp_1).

)

We can now define the second order differential operator Agyy, acting on T'SF)(M) via the following
Hodge-type decomposition
Agym = DgDgs — Dg D5
By [38] (see also [29, Appendix B] for a proof) we have that
(29) Asym = Ap — fRic,
i.e. Agym is a Lichnerowicz Laplacian (with the choice ¢ = —1).

Exploiting (29]) we readily deduce the validity of the differential identity
1
(30) 54 IT5% = —(AsymTS, TS) — (Ric(TS), T) + VTSP, VT e TTOR (M),

Remark 2.3. Notice that a totally symmetric 1-tensor w is also a skew-symmetric one-form. In this case,
Agymw = 2Apw — Agw, so that ([27) and ([29]) are equivalent for 1-tensors, as it has to be. However, when
deducing the Bochner-type formula, the Weitzenbock curvature term appears with a different sign.

Let us now move to the proof of our density result.

Proof of Theorem [L.8 In our assumptions, we know by [29] Corollary 5.2] that there exists a sequence of
cut-off functions {x,} C C°(M), and a constant C' > 0 independent of n such that,

Xn =1 on Bg,(0), with R, = Cy'(n —2)
(31) IVixXnl SCXTFH(r), j=1,... k-1,
AV x| < C,

where r is the distance from o. These cut-off functions were called in [29] k-th order rough Laplacian
cut-offs. It is important to note that the fact that we are asking only for a control on the trace of the k-th
covariant derivative of the cut-offs (which suffices for our scope) reflects on the weakness of the assumptions
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we are asking for. Indeed, we are demanding a control on the curvature up to a smaller order than usual
(case p > 2).

Since smooth functions are dense in W*P(M), to prove the density result it is sufficient to consider
f e C®(M)NWFEP(M); see for instance [2I]. We want to prove that x,, f converges to f in W*P(M). The
lower order terms

/ Viaf) — VIR, 0<j<k-1
M

are easily seen to vanish as n — oo by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lebesgue convergence theorem
and the properties of the cut-off functions. Regarding the k-th order derivative, we write

k k NG k—i j ’
_ P _ —i i
/MIV (Xnf) = V"] /M ;:0 <Z>V Xn @ V' f

<c [ a-x !ka\p+z (k) | v v

Taking into account the properties of the cut-off functions, all Of the addenda vanish as n — oo with the
possible exception of the one corresponding to ¢ = 0. Applying Hélder inequality as in (I7)) we deduce
that, in order to conclude, it is enough to show that

/ PVl = 0
M

as n — oo. Define h,, = V¥, and its simmetrization h:. Because of (B0),

_ka

Seliv (1£99 15)%) =171 [~(Bsgmh 1) — (Rie(h), 1) + Vs’

+ VAP, VRS,

thus integrating and using [35], Corollary 9.3.4] to control the curvature term we get
(32) | (st lrpnd) < = [ irsen)nd + [ 1o
+ V(5P VRS
~a)e [ 1P+ [ 1eonse
M M
+ V7P, V(RP).

Suppose first that p € (1,2]. By Young’s inequality, the regularity Lemma [21] and the properties of h,,,
(39 [ dsutlapn) <exc [ prmdE [ ronE

M\BRg,, (0)
1 P
+n / FPIVIRSIP + L / VI£1 12,
M 1 Jan\Ba, (o)

for any n > 0. Notice also that
(34) B < ha| = [V xn] < CATH(Ry).

By the dominated convergence theorem, the fact that f € W*P(M) and Lemma 211 the first and fourth
term in the RHS of (33) vanish as n — oo, so using Kato’s inequality |V|h3|| < |Vh:| we obtain

(35) s | [ Qo770 14 [ \7pIonsE] <o
M M

n— o0

Define

Ay = / (DEDshS, fIPRS), B = [ (DsDLhS, |fIPhS),
M M
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so that (B3] becomes

(36) lim sup [szfn - %, — 1+ 77)/ |f|p|VhS|2} <0
M

n—oo

By Young’s inequality and using (B4]), for 6 > 0 we can estimate <7, as follows:
(37 = [ (Dsh. Ds(1f"h)
= [ 11PiDshP 4k [ (st 21118 (a1 @ 1))
M M
k2 )
>(1-0) [ PSS 55 [ 0SB B
M M

—~(1-8) [ IfPIDshIP +0n(1)  as n > oc,
M

where the last line follows by the regularity Lemma and since h: is bounded and supported away from

Regarding the term %,,, Holder inequality gives
(33) 2= [ (D503, D (1P)
:/M [ PIDg R = lispq gy b Dishiy)]

S/ |f|p|D§h§|2+/ IV(FP)IDsh |
M M

p—1 1

_D_ P P

s/ |f|p|D§h§|2+p</ IflplDEhilf’l) </ |V|f||p|h§|p>
M M M

By the Ricci identities, a computation (see [29, pp. 31]) shows that
|D5ha|? = [D5(VF " xn)
< c(|Avk—2Xn|2 + |Riem |2 VE "2y, 2 + ... + |Vk_3Riem|2|Vxn|2)

C’ on M\ Bg, (o) ) .
< { 0 otherwise by our decay assumptions on Riem and by (31I).

Hence, (38) and f € W*P(M) imply that limsup %,, < 0. Note that these estimates for %, also hold for

n—oo
p =1, and indeed the fourth line of (B8]) is unnecessary in such case.

Inserting (37) and (38]) into ([B0) gives

(39) lim sup / FIP [(1— 6)[DshS[2 — (14 m)[VAS[2] <0
M

n— oo

Moreover, by the same reasoning as above and by Young’s inequality (see [29, pp.32-33]),

(40) VR = | V1 (V)2

(k—1)!
< (1+C1p)|Vha|? + % <|Riem|2|Vk_2Xn|2 oo+ |Vk_3Riem|2|Vxn|2>,
(41) IDshi|* = k| si(Vsr—1 (V" xn)) [P = E2[s1(VFxn) 2

C!
> (K = 2Co )| Vha* — Z22 (Riem | V* =202 + ..+ |V**Riem [V xa?)
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for any € > 0, and some constants Cy,Co. Using ([@0), [@I), the decay assumptions on Riem and
f € LP(M), we get that

lim sup /M P [ = 8)(k? — eCag) — (L4 m)(L +Crp)] [Vhal? <0

n— o0

Hence, we can choose 4,7, ¢ small enough such that (1 — 6)(k* — eCay) — (1 + n)(1 +eCyx) > 0, which
leads to

/ |£IPIVha)? = 0 as n — 0o,
M

thus concluding the proof for p € (1,2].

We suppose now that p = 1. We first note that

(42) fim 5 [ (VL) =0

n—oo

Indeed, by Lebesgue convergence theorem,

_1 S2)y — im—l 2 1/2 S |2
[ OISR = tim 5 [ (94 2. V)

2 —0

So performing the same computations as in ([23]), (24) and (25]) we obtain

1

_ - 2 1/2 S 2 S12
5 | V(9. Vi) < IS [ 1af1

Since the RHS above vanishes as n — oo because of (34]), this proves the claimed identity ([@2). From (32I)
we therefore deduce

(43) lim sup [Mn — By — / |f||Vh§|2} <0.
M

n— oo

As the estimate for %,, holds also for p = 1, we only have to deal with «7,:
o= [ (D5t D517 15))
= [ AP k[ (Db sutdif| @ ).
M M
By Lebesgue convergence theorem,

/ (Dshy, s(d|f| @ hy)) = ﬁm/ (Dshy, se(d(v/ f2 +¢) @ hY)),
M e—0 M

hence we compute

‘ | (Dt sutals) 1)

| (hS,DZ(Sk(d(\/fQ+E)®h§))>'
e=0 J s

e—0 \/f2— \/7——1—6 W

<3l [ 1an

where for the last inequality we reasoned again as in (23)), (24) and (25). Summarizing,

:nm[ IAS ey gpwms 4

3
- |v.f|2|h2|2]

dn:/ \flIDshi|? + 0,(1) as n — 0o,
M

and the proof can be concluded as in the case p > 1. O
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3. NON-DENSITY WHEN p > 2: A COUNTEREXAMPLE WITH CURVATURE Sec > —1

To begin with, we construct a suitable complete, convex hypersurface (M, go) < H"*! of finite volume
and with two ends. Let us consider cartesian coordinates (x,z) = (x1,...,2,,2) on R"1. Let B; =
{|x|> + 22 < 1} be the unit ball centered at the origin. Let h be the hyperbolic metric on B induced by
the Beltrami-Klein projective model, i.e.

p — _lldy]® (y - dy)’
L=yl (= llyl*)?
where y € By and || - || is the standard Euclidean norm of R™*!. Define the noncompact hypersurface M

by

M:@ﬂ:—%ﬁwm—%;zepmm}c&,
and let go be the metric on M induced by h. Note that M is the boundary of a domain which is strictly
convex in R™*! hence also in (Bi,h) since the Beltrami-Klein model is projective. Thus Secy, > —1

by Gauss equations. Furthermore, M is invariant by reflection with respect to the plane z = 0, and
M N {z > 0} can be written as the graph of the strictly concave function

(44) f:D =B ~(0)\{0} = [0,00), f@%=¢1—RP—%5RL

2—

where Bg{f \/3(0) is the Euclidean ball of radius 2 — v/3 in {z = 0}. Hereafter, we will shortly say that A

is the bigraph of f. Denote with f = id x f the graph map. Note that (M, go) lies in the interior region
of the double cone

B C1— |z } i
(45) K {|x| 7B ze (=1,1)p <= (B, h),
and that K has finite volume. This can be easily proved by a direct computation, for instance by noticing
that each of the two cones forming K is isometric to the half cylinder {|x| = 1,z > 1} in the Poincaré
half-space model. Since the orthogonal projection on a convex set of H"*! is distance decreasing by the
hyperbolic Buseman-Feller theorem [0, I1.2.4], we deduce that (M, go) has finite volume. We fix

V @ bigraph of f over B?fﬁ(O) \ B?”(O)

whose closure is diffeomorphic to a closed ball (in particular, V does not disconnect M) and we define

Uy =0, U; = bigraph of f over ngf\/g(O) \ B¥ (0) for j>1.
78

Roughly speaking, M looks like an American football in vertical position with respect to {z = 0}, and
U; corresponds to the open set obtained by removing an upper and a lower cap centered at the two vertices.

We begin by constructing, for fixed j, a sequence of smooth metrics {0} }72, on M having k “approxi-
mated spikes” in U;\U;_; and converging, as k — 0o, to an Alexandrov metric that has a dense set of sharp
points on U; \ U;j—1. This is the content of the next Section. Before we get going, let us recall the notion of
sharp singular point, and some basic facts of Alexandrov (more generally, RCD) spaces that will be useful
later on. The theory of metric measure spaces (X,d, m) (m a Radon measure on X) that lie in RCD(K,n)
hugely developed in the past 20 years, and for an informative account, with a detailed set of references, we
recommend [I]. Here, we just point out that RCD(K,n) contains all Alexandrov spaces with dimension n
and curvature bounded from below by K/(n — 1), with m the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure, as well
as the pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff (mGH) limits of smooth manifolds (M;, g;,0;) with Ric > K,
endowed with their Riemannian measure m; and reference points o;. For X € RCD(K,n), the Sobolev
spaces W1P(X) can be defined for p € (1,00), and W12(X) is Hilbert. Given (X,d,m) € RCD(K,n) and
xo € X, the density
0, 0]

m(BT(xO)) c (

Oaw) = Iy

does exist. A tangent cone at g is, by definition, the mGH limit of some sequence of rescalings

d m +
<X,)\—i,)\—?,a:0> where \; — 07,
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and the set of tangent cones is closed under mGH convergence pointed at xy. Under the non-collapsing
condition ¥(z() < oo, every tangent cone at xy is a metric cone C'(Z) over a cross section Z € RCD(n—1,n)
with diameter < 7, that is, it can be written as [0, 00) x Z with distance

de ((t, @), (s, ) = \/t2 + 52 — 2ts cos (dz(w,y)).

The section is unique for Alexandrov spaces, but this may not be the case in general. Following [16], we
say that xg € X is sharp if ¥(xg) < 0o and the cross section of any tangent cone at xy has diameter < 7.

3.1. Construction of the spike metrics o; ;. It is well-known that there exist manifolds (M, gi) with
Secg, > 0 that converge to an Alexandrov space having a dense set of sharp singular points, [34]. In the
next Lemma we will need to localize such a construction, namely, to approximate the singular points in
U; \ U;j—1 without modifying the metric g; outside. To this end, we adapt the construction introduced in
[33] to a hyperbolic background. As we shall need more information on the sequence of approximating
metrics, the proof of the next result will be done in full detail.

Lemma 3.1. For j > 1, there exists a sequence of smooth metrics {oji}ren on M such that
(46) ojk = go outside of a compact subset of U; \ Uj_1 (depending on k),
(47)  Secg,, > —1 on M,

(48)  Vk:Nsg—N, VSCM Borel, Y volg,, (SN (U;\Uj-1)) < volisn(K) < o0

j=1
(49) 3C; > 1 such that C’j_ldg0 (z,y) < dg, . (z,y) < Cjdg, (2, y) Vke NU{0}, =,y € M.
Moreover, (M,d,,,,0) = Mj = (M,dj,0) as k — oo in the Gromov-Hausdorff sense, for some n-

dimensional Alexandrov space M; , biLipschitz homeomorphic to M, with curvature greater than or equal
to —1, volume H"(M; ) < volyp(K) < 00, and a dense set of sharp singular points in U; \ Uj_1.

Proof. Define

Do=0. Dy =B L0\ B 0)
so U; = f(D;) U (—/\f/)(Dj) is the bigraph of f over D;. Note that f satisfies f(x) < 1 —+/3|x], since the
graph of this latter function coincides with K on {z > 0}. Let {y,,} € D;\ Dj_1 be a dense sequence. We
claim that

there exists a sequence of smooth strictly concave functions f;: D — R, k > 1, such that

() £(0) < f(x) < 1~ V3lx] on D;

(ii) fjr converges uniformly, as k — oo, to a concave function fj, and the graph of f;

has sharp conical singularities at any fjoo(Ym);

(iil) {x: fix(x) # f(x)} is compactly contained in D;\ D;_.
Given the claim, let (M, 05 k) be the bigraph of f;; with the induced metric. Property (ii) implies the
Hausdorff convergence of M j, to the bigraph M; o, of f; . with the induced intrinsic metric d; o, and it is
known that the concavity of f; guarantees the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff convergence (Mj ,d;k,0r) —
(M} 00, dj,00, 0cc); With op being the image of any fixed point in D;. Using again the concavity of f;y,
Gauss’ equation implies that M;j has sectional curvature bounded from below by —1, and (M,d; ) is
an Alexandrov space of curvature lower bounded by —1 by Buyalo’s theorem, [7]. Next, for 0 < k < oo,
identify M with Mj ; topologically via the map f]k o f —1 and still denote with ojx the pulled-back metric
on M. Note that {g; # go} is compactly contained in Uj \ﬁ The uniform convergence together with
the concavity of fj, on D guarantee that {f;} are uniformly Lipschitz on D;, hence on the entire D
by (iii). In particular, up to identifying the manifolds by means of f]k o f~1, ([@9)) holds. To conclude,
for a given £ : N5og — N we consider the concave function f that equals f;;;y on D; \ Dj_1. By the
above construction, the bigraph (M, go) of fo is the boundary of a convex set in (Bq,h) contained in K,
so by the hyperbolic Busemann-Feller theorem the nearest point projection from K to (M, g~ ) is distance
decreasing. In particular, for every Borel set S C M it holds vol,__(S) < volj,(K), proving (@S]).
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It remains to prove the claim. In [33] it is presented a general procedure to construct a sequence of
metrics on a bounded set of a Riemannian manifold which Gromov-Hausdorff converges to an Alexandrov
space with a sharp conical singularity at each point of a countable set. For completeness, we reproduce
here the construction in our setting. Consider g : R — R such that

g(x)=1—|x|—|x? for x¢ B%’;
g € C=(Bf" \{0})
suppg C By
g=0.
Then, for e > 0 and y € R" we define g. y : R" — R as

Jey(@) =g (X = y> :

so that g.y is smooth outside y, non-positive and strictly concave on Bg; (y). Let

0 < ey <distgn(y1,9(D; \ Dj—1))

and define
¢1 (X) = f(X) + T’lg&‘l,y1 (X)7
with 7; > 0 small enough so that ¢ is strictly concave and ¢1(x) < 1 —v/3x on D. Observe also that ¢;

is smooth on D\ {y1} and its graph has a sharp singular point at ¢ (y1).
Recursively, let 0 < g, < distgn (yg, 0(D; \ Dj—1) U{y1,...,¥k—1}) and define

(50) D1 (%) = Pr—1(X) + MGy, (X).

The function ¢y, is smooth on D\ {y1,...,yx}, strictly concave and satisfies ¢y (x) > v/3x — 1 provided that
Nk is small enough. Moreover, the graph of ¢, has sharp singularities at ¢g(y1), ..., ¢k (¥x). Furthermore,
if 7y, are such that ), n, converges, then ¢ converges uniformly to some ¢ =: fjo whose graph is
convex, has sharp singularities at {ngo(ym)}omozl, coincides with the graph of f outside of D;\ D;_; and is
contained in the double cone K. The sharpness of the singularity at each boo (¥m) can be directly checked,
making use of the fact that points of an Alexandrov space have a unique tangent cone.

To define the smooth functions f;j : D — R approximating fj , recall that fjo = f 4+ > poq MhGep,ys-
By a diagonal argument, it is enough to show that each g, y, can be uniformly approximated by smooth
functions which coincide with g., y, outside Bi%(yk). For 0 < 6 < €4/2, let g., y,.s be a smooth function

that is strictly concave on BS:/Q(yk) and coincides with ge, y, outside of ngn (yk), see for instance [20]
Theorem 2.1]. As § — 0, we have that g., y, § = ge,,y, uniformly. This concludes the proof. O

Let E,, E_ be the two connected components of M \ Uy, respectively contained in {z > 0} and in
{z < 0}, and for each j define

(51) E_j=E\Uj  E;=E\Uj,

The metric g on the block M will be constructed from the original metric gy by prescribing, for each i > 1,
a spike metric o; ;) with k(i) approximated spikes on Uj; \ Uj—1. The function k : N5y — N will be chosen
inductively, by identifying, for each j > 1, k(j) depending on k(1),...,k(j — 1). Correspondingly, to each
j we shall associate a smooth metric g; on M that corresponds to the choices of o; ;) on U; \ U;—; for

1 < i < j. In particular, g; = g;—1 outside of U; \ U;j—;1. In the following lemma we summarize the
properties of the metrics g; to be proved.

Lemma 3.2. There exists a sequence of metrics {g; }‘;‘;1 on M with the following properties:

(21) {z: g;(x) #gj—1(x)} is compactly contained in U; \ U;_1,

(22) Secy, > —1,

(23) V.S C M Borel, voly, (S) < volyp(K) < +o0,

(24) 3Cj > 1 such that éfldgo(az,y) < dy, (x,y) < Cjdgy(z,y) Va,y € M.
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where K is the double cone defined in (D), and dgy; is the distance induced by g;. Furthermore, having
defined Ey ; as in (B1), g; and gj41 satisfy
o< —-1+277 on 0E_

(£5) Ve C™(M), o> 12 on OF. ; - ”(‘D”Wz’p(Uj+1\vaj+l) > 1.
- 7]

Remark 3.3. About (Z4), we shall see below that g; matches the following stronger property: whenever
¢ satisfies the assumptions of (ZZH), the inequality
lellw2r @, \vg > 1

will hold for any choice of g that coincides with g; on U; and with a spike metric 011, on Ujyq \ Uj. In
particular, (ZZ5]) does not require to have already chosen the integer k(j + 1), but holds a-posteriori for
every possible choice of it.

3.2. Proof of Theorem Let us see how Lemma [3.2] allows to conclude the proof of Theorem [L.T0l

Let g be the smooth Riemannian metric on M defined by g = g; on U; for j > 0. It is readily seen by
(222)),(Z23) that Sec, > —1 and that voly(M) < vol;=;(K) < co. Furthermore, referring to the proof of
Lemma [B.11 (M, g) can be realized as the bigraph of a concave function that equals f; ;) on D; \ Dj_1.
Such a bigraph is properly embedded in (B, h), hence (M, g) is complete. Let us glue N to M along V' and
V, by keeping the metric ¢ unchanged outside of V. For convenience, still denote with V the complement
of M \'V inside of M§N, and with g the glued metric. Fix a smooth function F': M§N — R such that

F=0 onV, F=-1 on E_j, F=1 on F_;.
Since (M,g) has finite volume, it is clear that F' € W*P(M#N) for every k,p. For each p > n, we
prove that F' cannot be approximated by compactly supported smooth functions in W2P(M4N), as the

statement for higher k is a simple consequence. Suppose by contradiction that there exists a sequence
{Fi}2o C C°(MEN) such that ||[F' — Fillw2pagn,g) — 0 as @ — oo. In particular, there exists i such that

|F = Fillwzranwv,g < 1/2.
Choose j > 1 so that F; has support in U;. Then F — F; = —1 on E_; and F — F; =1 on E, j, hence
(Z79) enables us to conclude that
1E = Eillw2r @y \viggan) > 1
However, since I’ — F; is constant outside of U; and g = g;4+1 on Uj41,
1

(52) 5 2 IF=FEllwaranvg 2 1F = Ellwerw; v > 1

contradiction.

3.3. Proof of Lemma[3.2l Suppose that g;_; is constructed. Let {gj,k}keNu{o} be the sequence of smooth
metrics on M being equal to gj_; outside of U; \ U;_1 and equal to the spike metric o5 on U; \ Uj_1.
Then, g;0 = gj—1 on M and, denoting with d;; the distance induced by g¢; 1, from Lemma B.1] we easily
deduce the following properties:

{z : gjk(z)# gj—1(z)} is compactly contained in U;\ U;_1,
Secgjyk > -1 for each k,
V.S C M Borel, volg, , () < vol«;(K) < oo,

For each choice of k(j), the metric g; = g; 1(;) therefore satisfies (Z1)),(22)),(Z23). To prove (Z4) and
(1), for any fixed k,m € N we define the smooth metric g; i, such that

Giem = Oj+1,m on Uji1\ Uj, Gjeom = gj i Otherwise.
The construction of g; x, and (iii) in Lemma B.I] guarantee that there exists a constant C; > 1 such that

(53) Cildy,_ (x,y) <dg,,.(x,9) < Cidg,_,(z,y)  Va,y € M, k,m € NU{0}.
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In particular, independently of the possible choice of k(j), g; also satisfies (Z24)). Observe that (G3)) implies
that

54 dv; >0 such that vol BIikm () > v VzeU;, k,meN.
i 1 j J

9j,k,m
As anticipated in Remark [3.3] we shall prove the following strengthened version of (Z75):
Claim 1: there exists k(j) depending on j such that g; = g ;(;) satisfies
0<-1+277 on dE_;

(25}) Ve C*(M), = Vm, [lellwerw,,\v

: > 1.
p>1-2"7  on 0F;

7gj,k(j),m)

Assume, by contradiction, that 1} does not hold, so that, for k large enough, there exists a sequence
{pjr} with @;, € C(M, gj ), and a sequence of integers {my,}, such that

0ir<—1+277 on 9E_

> 0k >1-277  on OB, Pt sl <1

We examine the convergence of the sequence {¢; 1}, on U; \ V.

Claim 2: as k — oo, the sequence ;1 converges locally uniformly on Z\V to a function
@; that is locally Hélder continuous on U; \'V and locally constant on U; \ U;—1 (on U\ 'V,
ifj=1).
We describe how Claim 2 yields to the proof of Claim 1. First, since the convergence is uniform up to the
boundary of Uj;, passing to the limit we obtain

(56) p; >1 on OE, j, p; <=1 on OE_ ;.

The argument goes then by induction on j. If j = 1, U; \ V is connected and thus ¢; is constant. This
contradicts the fact that 0E,  UOE_; C 0(Uy \ V). Having proved Claim 1 for j = 1, and thus having
constructed ¢g; with property (£25)), we examine the case j > 1. We proceed inductively, that is, we
assume to have constructed gj_; in such a way that (Z7)... ., (@5}_1) hold. If j > 1, then U; \ U;_; has
at least two connected components, respectively contained in £y and E_. The constancy of ¢; on each
component, coupled with (B6]), guarantees that

p;j>1 on OF, ;_1, ;<=1 on 9E_; 1.
Therefore, for k large enough,
pik 21 =277 on OBy ;1 @i < 142777 on By,
and thus, by (@5;-_1),
lesrllwzewv,g . > 1-
Concluding, since g; i m, = g;1 on Uj,
12 [[0jkllwze,1\V,g;0m,) = 1€5kIW2e07V,g;0) > 15
contradicting (55]).

It remains to prove Claim 2. The argument is inspired by the recent [16], where the authors study the
behaviour of harmonic functions near sharp points of RCD(K,n) spaces. Recall that, given a complete
metric g on M with Ric; > —(n—1), and a geodesic ball Br(0) centered at some fixed origin o, there exist
constants C'y, C7, depending on n, R such that

(57) volg (B, (2)) < Cgvolg(Br(2)) V B, (z) C Br(0)

and, for every 0 < r < s such that Bs(z) C Bg(0),

vol—(Br(z)) V_i(r) , [T\
(58) vl (B.(2) 2 e 2 (5)
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where V_q(t) is the volume of a ball of radius ¢ in the n-dimensional hyperbolic space of curvature —1. It
is a simple consequence of the above two inequalities that there exists C7, = C7,(n, R) such that

VOIQ(B;) 1" T\"

) e (2

volg(Bs) — 2(n R) s

where now B!, Bs may not be concentric. On the other hand, Buser’s isoperimetric inequality [§] (see [37]
Th. 5.6.5] or [31, Thm. 1.4.1] for alternative proofs) guarantees the existence, for each p € [1,00), of a
constant &, = Z(n,p, R) such that

(60) {Jir@ rw—w&m\p} < r%{fB " rw\p} ¥ € Lip(Br(0)),

where 1) B.(x) 18 the mean value of ¢ on B, (z).

Because of Lemma Bl up to subsequences (M, gj i m,,0) = Mjoo = (M,djo0,0) as kK — 0 in the
Gromov-Hausdorff sense, where M, is an Alexandrov space of curvature not smaller than —1 with a dense
set of sharp points in U; \ U;_;. Fix a smooth open set U} with V € U} € Uy, and such that Uy \ U} is
connected. Choose

(59) for each B! C B, geodesic balls in Bg(o),

1 .
0< €j S Wmln{dgj1(Uj,an+1),dgj1(U6,V)} >0

in such a way that the tubular neighborhood

V= Bféé;&j (U; \ Up) has smooth boundary.

Hereafter the index j will be fixed, so for notational convenience we omit to write it unless it identifies the

sets U;. We also use a superscript or subscript k to indicate quantities that refer to the metric g; 1 n, , so for

instance we write ||, vol; to denote the norm and volume, and BF(z) instead of BYFmE (z). Analogously,

balls in M; o will be denoted with B2°(z). By (G3]), we have the following inclusions between tubular
neighbourhoods:

(61) BE(Uj\Ug) €Vj € BE. (V;)) €U \ V. VEeN.
Again using (B3)), we can fix R; > 0 such that
Ujs1 € By, jp_1(0)  VkeEN,

Because Secy,, > —1 for each j, k, on the balls Bf%j (0) we have the validity of (57)), (B9) and (G0) with

constants only depending on n,p, R;. By using (GIl), we can apply Morrey’s estimates as stated in [27]
Thm. 9.2.14] both to ¢y, and to |Vg|k, to deduce that for fixed j there exists a constant C' = C'(n,p, R;)
such that for each z € ij (V;) it holds

S

— \V4 — |V n
eyeBl () dp(z,y) v di(z,y)" 7 Bi.,(2)

Using (B9), (54) and (B5]), we get

P P

n n 1
G, Waksalk| <o oo [ Falk+ el <o
P\ s T * P\ evolk(BF () x0T ‘
Thus (62) gives
— v —
w,yeB?J_ (2) dg ($7 y) P dg ($7 y) P !

A simple chain argument using ([@9) then allows to extend the uniform Holder estimates in (G3]) to z,y €
ij (U; \ U{). Briefly, since V; has smooth boundary we can fix a constant Cj such that, for each z,y € V},

there exists a curve 7,, C V; joining = to y whose length is at most éjdgjfl(a:,y). Restricting to z,y €
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ij(Uj \ Up), choose points {x;}7_; along v, in such a way that 9 = z, s = y and the length of each
subsegment 7,,.,,, with respect to g;_1 does not exceed £;/(2C;C;). By (B3), there exists C; such that

v €BE(wi1) Viel, keN, Y di(wi,zip1) < Cydp(z,y).

Applying (63) with z = y = x; and =z = x;11, and summing up, we get
(64)  lor(@) — i)+ |[Vor(@)|k — \Vwk(y)!k( < C"(n,p, R))di(z,y)' "> Va,y € BE(U;\ Up).

Next, by (B5) and since M \ U}, is connected while M \ U; is not, each curve in M \ U} joining two points
r € 0E_ j, y € OE, ; shall contain a point =3, € U; \ U} for which ¢ (1) = 0. Hence, {¢} is equibounded
on Bk (U; \ Up) and subconverges, by Ascoli-Arzeld theorem, pointwise to some ¢ : B2(U; \ Uy) — R
that, because of (G4)), is uniformly continuous on B2 (U; \ U}). Furthermore, by [28, Prop. 3.19] and up to
subsequences, ¢ — ¢ L%-weakly on each ball Bkj( z) C ij(UJ \ Uj), see also [28] Rem. 3.8]. By Holder
inequality, (6I)) and since (M, g; k m, ) has uniformly bounded volume,

limksup ||90k||W1’2(B§j ()95 k.my) < OO

and ¢ — ¢ L?-strongly on BZ(z). By [28, Thm. 1.3], ¢ € WH2(BX(2),dw) for each 7 < €j, ¢ is in the
domain of the Laplacian D?(A, B2 (2)) on Mj o and
App — Ap L? weakly on Bg;’(z)
(65) Vo = Vo L? strongly on BX(z), for each r < £j.
In particular, by [28, Thm. 3.28], [Vy| — |[V¢| L? strongly on B2°(z), hence pointwise a.e by [28, Prop.

3.32]. Passing to the limit in (64)), ¢ and |V| are uniformly continuous on U; \ Up. If z is a sharp point
we apply [16, Proposition 2.5] to infer the existence of dy = do(n, 2) and & = €'(n, 2,¢;) € (0,¢;) such that

(66) fooveP<a-df  VePariCmeas) f  @AeP  vr<d
B9, (2) B (2) B (z)
Using [28, Thm. 3.29] and (65]) we deduce that, for every r < 53-,
1A 2Bz (29) < T inf ([ A@k]| 255 )

hence by Holder inequality and (B8]) we deduce

2
_92 P
P BaP s o) o
BE(z)
<(

_% pr2 (%)%VOI’C(BQ(Z))_%

< r?voly(BE(z))

S C(?’L pvR]7€]7VJ) p
where, in the last step, we used again (54]). Inserting into ([G6) we eventually obtain

2(p—n)

][ ’vQOP (1_50)][ ‘V(,O‘2+C(n,p,Rj,Vj,Z,Ej)7’ P VTSE,'
B, (2) B (2)

<.

Consequently,

lim Vo> =0 for every sharp point z.

—0
T B°°2(z)

From the uniform continuity of [V¢| and the density of the set of sharp points in U; \ U;_1, we conclude
that [Vyp| =0o0n U; \U;j—1 (on U; \ 'V, if j = 1), as claimed. This concludes the proof of Lemma
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3.4. Proof of Theorem [1.9], and Corollaries and [I.T74l All of them are based on the following
simple observation: let X,Y be Riemannian manifolds, with ¥ compact, and consider a (say, smooth)

function ¢ € W2P(X x Y) For every y € Y fixed, define ¢, : X — R by ¢,(2) = ¢(x,y). Denote with
V,V, A, A, the Levi-Civita connections and the Laplace operator of X and X x Y respectively. From

Vo(z,y)| = [Vey (), [Vie(z,y)| > [Viey(2)],
it holds

el sy + 1V vy + 192000 vy > /{MM| IVl )+ 1920l ) |

with equality if ¢ just depends on y. Hence, by the definition of W27 norm, there exists a constant Cj, > 0
only depending on p such that

(67) H‘PH];VM(XXy) > Cp/y ||90y‘|€v2,p(x)dy Ve C®(X xY)Nn W2’p(X xY).
Conversely, let m: X x Y — X be the projection onto the first factor and for any ¢ € W2P(X) define
Yp=1por € W?P(X xY). Then

W ry = YLDy 190y = VoLV, .

192012, ey = YOIV ) BBy = VOLY )AL, .
Regarding TheoremlI.9] for fixed n > 2, and p > 2, consider a surface M#N and the smooth function
F € WFkP(MEN) (for each k € N) constructed in Theorem for dimension 2. In particular,
v — Fllwarrgny =1 for every v € C°(MEN).

Consider a compact, boundaryless manifold Y of dimension n — 2, let 7 : @ = (MEN) xY — Y be the
projection onto the second factor, and define F' = For € W2P(Q). Then, from (G7)), for every u € C°(Q)
it holds

= Fllynag) = = Fllyanig) = Co |ty = Fllyanagpnls = Gyrol().

Hence F ¢ Wéf’p(M) and
Wo (@) # WH(Q).

as claimed.

As for Corollary [LT2] given p > 2, let (M?2, g) be a complete surface with Sec > 0 constructed in [33], so
that there exists a sequence {F} C C°(M) with [|Fyllzo(ar) + [|AF| oary = 1 but [[V2Eg| 1o(ary — .
Fix a compact manifold Y2 with Sec > 0, and define as above Fy = Fom G CX(MxX). Itis 1mmed1ate
to deduce that

| Fll Lo (aixx) + IAE, || Le(arxx) = vol(Y)V/7, but V2 Eyl| £o(ary — 00

Corollary [L.T4] can be proved in a very similar way, starting from a sequence of compact 2-dimensional
positively curved manifolds M} and a sequence of functions Fy, € C°°(Mjy) which verify

_1
1Felloany) + IAFell noagy = vol(Y) ", but  [[V*Fillze(ar,) — 00
the existence of these sequences is guaranteed by [16].
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