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Abstract

This paper investigates the Poincaré constant and the logarithmic Sobolev constant on the scaled
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product of complex projective spaces (M , g,,) . Using the Kihler Bochner-Beckner inequality, the

explicit spectrum of complex projective spaces, and entropy tensorization, we compute the Ricci
curvature lower bound and the first nonzero eigenvalue, and prove that the upper bound for the
Poincaré constant obtained by the Bochner method is attained sharply throughout the entire family
of scaled metrics. We further construct a tensorized upper bound for the logarithmic Sobolev con-
stant that preserves the geometric information of each factor and prove that it is strictly sharper
than the upper bound derived from the global Ricci curvature lower bound. Moreover, under a
fixed-volume constraint, we determine the unique scale minimizing this upper bound and analyze
its cusp-type behavior under volume-preserving perturbations. Finally, ratio comparisons and as-
ymptotic results are obtained for four classes of model spaces.
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1. 5|8

Bochner A it pE 1) Hessian. Laplacian 5 Ricci MR RALHK, & i R KA1 S0 TH A2 R
AEARPEEATHE .. Gross 1EI&E 4N R Markov FHFAESE N &7 7 X4 Sobolev A5 X 5 W i 1t 2 (7]
HIBE R [1], Beckner ZEERME L3R15 T 2R8iH) Sobolev-Beckner TUANZET[2], TR MR - 4507
LS Z RASE A R 72 WOCHR[3] [4]. EBLENGTE, 707 AI 2 Hessian fI407HL(2, 0)7> &A1
WRER, D& A FHILEE, MRS b f# H 52 Hessian Z55 11 A5 410 Bochner 24411 . Baudoin-Mun-
teanu FIHILENZE M. & Hessian fh1H 5 #0077, @57 7 1E Ricei fiZ E 8 I#RE LiSol Beckner-
Sobolev ANZEF[5].

XTI X — S AR Z R (R, i A S E ST S, WX 2 B LG i
BTk BT R R . BT IR IR R — AN G — B BRI, R SRARIAE 1) e 4R En
45— Ricci MR FHL, BE N AN Bochner-Beckner fititt. XFh 5k E M. @& HEEE ™, HfE
FAZEIA 48— Ricei T 5 5 H #hZ R g9 P 7 Peg , s 4EBOCRIIN 605 BrA7 1 i 4E 8. PRt 445
DR ) 4 it 2R BORBE 22 ORI, A B4 nT BE TGV 78 40 S % DAL 1 HRORS At TLART 454 . 5 AN ],
sk &AL TR R A BE . AN Dirichlet f8 & DA K 5 72 BRI 56 A4 0 it Je RN R B 430 ST
Poincaré B0 4 Sobolev filith, A4 Lefh tH 42T+ 2T o FEA LR FH B SR ARME 2 2 5 ] e &
MEZE T, il Poincaré & EAERAXTEL Sobolev H HI5i L ik B AL B, [KITIE K177 i Re W% Ok B & 1A
T4, MESREGFE. CARN—KIERGH 1T LRTkEMALE], (H A B B e 12 74850
B ERE A ERZEREERR, WA EES B E AR T K IR E & )
TR BT, ASCKAEZAEA Bk LTl 538 N 5K E A vk AT 2 X EE B R BEARAK

w

M :H(CP’",” g, =@1a,-gys,p a,>0 (1.1

i=1
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Hrbrm 21, r>2, g, B0 HREN 4, I
mziml., p(a)::sup{peR:Ricgu Zpga}
-1

FT A 2 R AN A T VA — AR RN R 5 R IR
dv

&

d — a
#e=Vol(M.g,)

WO (M, g) M1 C (M, g) 3 I NEAR Poincaré HANEAL X HL Sobolev H#4. id Ci5™ 1 CE™ 43
AT EATTEM B Ricei FATHEFRRRA S AR EZEE R
EE 11 MR, A
p(a) = mlnw

i

R &(M’ga):m.inm
! a

i i

=2p(a)

ESYI0)

opt _ a; _ 1
C" (M. g,)=max 4(m,+1)  2p(a)

T4 Bochner J77545 ) Poincaré 5 #UE B4 BRI B RS ik 3] o

B 1.2. id CF MBS HL Sobolev ¥,

max (nzf+ < Cx (M, g,)< i (a) < CE&™ (a) (1.2)
Hrp
Ci5™" (a) = max L Cfls"bal(a)=Lmax %
i (mi+1)2 m+l i m+1
At R ANE U, B R B AT Al T EE SR E AL, AR T R A S RO 5 89 Ricei T AT
ATt
SEF 1.3, [HE
r m.
M= 450, f=—0
Her=az0- 2= "0y
/Q»,\
ﬂz(All[ﬁZ”’Jm

1

2 o |m
a;ziz(miﬂ) AlL[ m, 2
A | (m )

H/MEANT, . &
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W% b AT 7 AR JLBREN 7 1 3 LA — B B B FEM /M, R BN AR
2. FEHH

e85

Var, (u): PR RTWEARNEL 1 K772

Ent, (uQ) o BRI ST RN BE 4 PO

C™(N.g): (N.g) LHIRAL Poincare ¥4, BIAEAHN Poincare ANSE 2Rl AT (¥ /I H KL
C®(N,g): (N,g) LRI %L Sobolev %, RIEAHNIN 4 Sobolev A8 3 AL B /N H 4
Ce™ (a): H B EHREEAEAES — Ricei F IR T TS 8K B 5

G5 (a): BT AP, A AR sk &AL P 0 B a0 B 5

4 (N,g): AF1t Laplace-Beltrami 55 -A 55— 3E AL ;

pla): g, MEAESE— Ricei FA, B Ric, > p(a)g, FIEKH L

HERHAIR
N S A =y A dVg =2\ 2 y
B (N, g) NEBUEBR BRI, =) S Var, (u)= [, wdu—([ udu) WL

Ent,, (u2 ) = jNuz logu® du —(INuz d,u)log(.[Nu2 d,u) )
AL Poincaré & HUF L% % Sobolev # #7351 Hi
(N, g)=inf {C>0: Var, (u) < C[ Vuf du,YueC” (N,R)|
G2 (N,g)=inf{C>0:Ent, (u”)<C[ [Vuf du,yueC” (N.R)|

5E Yo AR Laplace-Beltrami 57752158 A=divy , W -A RAEF AT id 4 (N,g) N -A
(56— AR TR, RIVAH RIRSAE B0 2 —Au = Au » TEZFFSLIE T Rayleigh B4 tHARHER R ([6]

2.1)

FMe)=y (N.g)

B G A ST R LS Beckner ATt .
SEH 2.1 W (N",g.J ) WELEH > 2 EBHBINE, Riczpg. p>0. W 1< p<2 MIEKHE
g [5]

2 P
- -1 2n 2
2du—| [ ¢7du| <2 vl d 2.2
[ ¢ du [mﬁ H] 5 ((n_l)p+2)pr| d du 2.2)
Hofi g R A
1 2n
CM(N,g)<—, C(N,g)<——— 2.3
P ( 5g) 2,0’ LS( ’g) (n+1)p ( )

SEHE 2.1 FERA R #O7FE . JFERU L E Hessian FIINBUAR 4> Bochner A%, 1 WL CHR[S]. A&
CHHEAERCHA TR, AEGEENERTE. T r=1, CP'EAXHE—TEHEETEE 12 HIRER
[, Beckner FIERTH A BiA 25 HAH [FE A HIXT 5L Sobolev #%1[2].

XTH Sobolev ANEE A TE 1 £l bR B PRI 2 1A PT HE

G (N.g)=2C" (N, g) (2.4)
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ZRFMAEE R 3.2 AR . ERABIR Ay 4 KIH—ALN, SRR L[7] [8]
Ric, =2(n+1)gs (2.5

HpR % Laplacian ()55 —JE FHFAEE N[9]
4 (CP", gps ) =4(n+1) (2.6)

SCHR[OTR IR Fubini-Study FERERESANLEAR, HREEHEE SN k(k+n) . AT 2208

T A AE 0 4 BV — AR i RS, RAEEAIRR L 4, WA, =4k (k+n), A =4(n+1), Hg,=ag,
a>0, N

A, =a'A,, 4(N.g,)=a"'4(N,g), Ric, =Ric, (2.7)

ALY 2, Mdv, =a"dv,, HIR—AHERIE A, 1T Poincaré 5%F 4L Sobolev # £ i
Felha . XFAME N = N x--x N, JIRIFERE, H[6][7]
Ric, =®Ricy , Ay =>'A,, A4(N)=mink (N,) (2.8)

5, WAUEL Sobolev B A Tk BEALVET[3] [4].
G2 2.2, WHEREZEFN (N, g, 1) FIEAATEL Sobolev HHUA L, H A7 A1 HI AR K e

L 2« 2
du=®du, [VF| = §|ViF|

c [HNI.,I_@DIMJ max L,
il =

1<i<r

E. REEHAE TN, SETWEEEIREER. M Fec (N xN,), &
A(y)=, F(x.0) dan (x). Gly)=A(»)>
CINE LR ]
Ent, e, (F?)= sz Ent,, (F(-, vy )du2 (v)+Ent, (G)
XF TR H] N, BRI #L Sobolev ASE, #35):
szEntM(F( ))d,uz )<L, ViFT dudu,

AP I, X e>0%

H Cauchy-Schwarz "% 54,,

- J’Nvadeul ) I
2 A+e T A+eM

IVoF du < [ V. F[ dgy

7E N, L5t G, WA Sobolev A%, 755
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Ent, (G)<L, IleNJVzFF dudu,
Led0, HG -G KIBWsheH,
Ent, (G*)<L, IleNJVzFr dudu,

ES)l: e
Ent, o, (F*)<L[[V,F[ + L[|V, F[ <max{L,L,} [|VF[
i
CX (N, N,) < max{L,L,}
K2, BRI ERREEANL . WP (xy)=f(x), W
Ent,, (£7)=Ent,, (/7). [IVET = [, /T doy
PIE L 52 N, EXSEL Sobolev ASERA)— NI TG T L> Lo FEE, BT y (9 e Hn] 75

L>L,. ¥: L>max{L,L,}
gity bR ARG O (N, xN,)=max{L,L,} -

L
3. EIERA
SEE 3.1, 7E LIRILS T,
pla) - min 2041
H
A(.g)=min ") 22 (a)
Rt
' (M, g,)=max—2 1

T 4(m +1) 2p(a)

5, P Bochner J77245 H ) Poincaré 5 38 _F A 1Z iR 5 Bk FRSHiA 3.
EBA. M, =CP", g =agy,  HQ.S)EHATHRARQ2.7)

. . Z(m,.+1)
Rlcgl_ :RlchS :T ;
A
2(m; +1)

MMEBV = (V.. V,)eTM , FeFRE R 53 Ricei TKEH L

P =20 Rie, (v1)=2n i,
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Yl
Ric, (V.,V)= (m[in o, )|V|za

B, W p, =min, p, » LIS i, NET I ARV, W RIS,

p(a)=min p, =ml_inM
i1(2.6)%(2.7),
A (M,.g) -2 )
Ut A, HRHERIRUON 0= 4, < 4, < A, <o » HISERIEIEACRHERECH (4, ) . BIESHIE

r

LK Hilbert 2% [k BARGS K, IX Lo A R BRI B 1 (M, d e, ) HISE B EIE SIS, R B o, =T 4.
i=1
%E;—%ﬁ%%f{i@J®M%,ﬁ%ﬁLWWMn%%$E%EE%:
i=1

4(M. g,) = min, =min 2 1)

=2p(a)
HH Rayleigh 7 ZIE(2.1),
a, 1

—1 = max L =
A(M.g,) 0 4(m+1) 2p(a)

C;pl (M’ga ) =

B 18 4 (M2, )= 4 (M.g,)» F6% ¢, W8 i, METI05 — AR BRERSL. £ M EiE S
U, )=, (%, ) HIF ¢, SRLERMERL, HO5 %R ALER N, T

[ Udu,=0, -A, U=2(M,g,)U

NI}
[ VU du, =4 (M.g,)[ U d,

Rt U 7F Poincaré N2 HIA RS . 454 P 2.1 0%, Pl#) Bochner-Poincaré I HAEAT RN E S
oo NEIREHIEE

it

SEFE 3.2, W

M=HCPmi, g, :C—Ea'gFS,i’ a,>0

i
i=1

;E\:E'j"'ZZ, ml.Zl, #iﬂ

r

m=>y"m,
BCr (M, g, ) WRTIH— A ARFR
dv

&

d — a
Ha=Nol(M.g,)
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R $ Sobolev # %L,

opt miai m ai 1
2ﬁ§2(mi+l)_(%s(A[gﬁ)<%ﬁ§(mf+02<in+12£§ng+l G-D
R JUEW R S BUEEE S A O (M) Wi L
[ hdu,=0
BT M SEL AR MOTH | 7N fu, =142h>0, L A={ B du, . 1 du, FERESEINRELLK
h ) % AT
[ 2 du, = (1+2eh+&h)du, =1+£°4 (3.2)

Lz, =2eh+&’h, Wul=1+z,, W%
F(z):(l+z)log(l+z)

15 2= 0 LA Taylor REFF. FEAEHHC>0, (AL <2
F(z)= z+;z +R(z), [R(2)|<Clef

IR EE TP P2 N TR

V4

&

S%EML—ﬁwz,ﬁaazq@ﬂggzqwﬁﬁM¢~ﬁ
Wr. A 22 =480 +O(fef ) s
1
ullogu! =z, +— 2! +0([ef ) =26h+36"" +O(|ef )

BT RIHEZ I M _E—Em 4%, AT LGB 7. FIH IMhdya:O, 3

[ u2logu? du, =3&"A+0(s”) (3.3)
—J5TH, H(3.2)% (1+5)log(1+s)=s+ O(sz)(s —0) 45
(IM uldu, )log(jM udu, ) = (l + ng)log(l + ng) =&’ A+ 0(52 ) (3.4)
FRH3E LA K (3.3)~(3.4), F331:
Ent,, (u})=2&"[ 1> du,+o(c") (3.5)
Gl
-[ |Vu€ |2 du, = 82_[ |Vh|2 du, (3.6)

B(3.5) 3.6 RN L Sobolev A%, Kble® 4 e—0, 55
2f W du, <C¥ (M, g,)[ VA du,
IRt :

2

™ (M,g,)>2su 0 du, theC”(M),h#£0,[ hdu,=0p=—"—
I (M:8)> 2009 R PRV

J IVl au,

e 3.1,
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A (M, g,)=min 4 +1)
1 al
INITR
opt 2 _ a,
CLS (M,ga)Z—’ 4(m[ +1) _m?X—Z(mi +1)

min

i ai

NHEERI A B deui W], EE 2.1 BMUIEGHE RERE, (HIXE Sobolev Ui i A LAIEHH BT &
1
el s, FLLE, MEEvec™ (M) L 5>0, é\v(;:(v2+§)5>0, m
vZ
)
X vy B IE R A A E R BT R8s > slogs 7E[0,+00) FIELE, IFHUE 0log0=0, HIEHME
YA SN

|Vv|2 < |Vv|2

|V"a‘|2 =

Entﬂa (vﬁ) - Entﬂa (vz) (5 J 0)

250, BIRA3REROGHT RBURAS . BRI, LR AT DUERAE T E 2 2.1 B9 4L Sobolev ¥ i T
PRI R HEEN

m:imi >2
HERtES — Ricei Nl EH 3.1 4t
p(a):m_mw
i a.

i

HHEL %) Beckner AN X £ Sobolev ¥ s [ 5]

2m
Cy(M,g,)S —————
S M) o)
2m _ 2m 1 _m max a;
m+1 a) m+1 . 2(m+1) m+1 i m +1
(m+1)p(a) 2(m; +1) ;

min
i a.

i

m a,
Cﬁls"ba' (a) = max —
m+1 i m +1

HERES i MHT M, =CP", g =ag.,  +&Ricci ML

Ric, =21
ai
Am =22, HEH 2.1 XL Sobolev Ui £
2m, m.a.
ngt(Mngi)S l = —
(m, +1)72(m" +1) (m, +1)
a.

1
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i m =1, WEARSA AL (CP', g, ) = 87 (1/2) B BRI L) Beckner JREEAN S 5[ 2] 0 B4R R

Cr (CPagys, ) = % = (mm:’l ;
B, AT m 21, 14
¥ (Mi,gl-)ﬁﬁ (3.7)
i
dv
a Vol(ﬁzagi)
HT g, ARMEE,

dvga = lL[dvgi 4 VOI(M’ga) = li[VOI(Mz’gz)

i=1

Wdp, =dp, ®---@du, » HTIE 2.2 FEHTK R AR

G2 (M, g,)=max G (M, g,) < max—

" (m 1)’
i
G o)
wJa LA 5. 4
X =50, g = g=""
m; + m; +1 m+1

tensor __ global __
ny clgsr = maxa,x;, Cig™ =amaxx, .

m$mﬂﬂmgl,ﬁﬁ¢i%ﬁw<m,@ﬁf@b%ﬁﬁmwﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%,H%
N
o, <a(1<i<r), BRI jff a,x, =maxax,, BT x >0, H

tensor __ __ oglobal
Cis" =a;x; <ax; <amaxx, = Cfg

zi b, 3.,

uEEE

. Ol CE i PR AR S AR SCIE B Sk A B TR A R A R S,
A Re— Mg CP Ea AR XL Sobolev i A 2 2o

TR R AR

vol(it,)~( T TTvol(c2" )
i=1 i=1

PRI HC T 2 5 AR 264
[Ta =4>0 (38)
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id
B = (m”fl)z . €(a)=Cl3™ (a) = max B,

B33 HAKRGBY T, CHMWE—LR/NA

1
@==r =[Aﬁﬁf"fjm (3.9)
JH
min C(a)=T, (3.10)

ER. AR BB N 0, 4 (=C(a)=max fa, , WA 7, al.g’%, 445 2L m, Y7 JE A

i

e, HFIH Zm; =m, 133 A:Haimi SH[’%J | :Ht;m,- °

T

1

tZ(AH,BI.”"']m =T,

é\aj=ﬂ//i ’ I)_l\”

H(af)mi =="—=4, Ba =T.

HOZ R AT AT HIAE R 5.
HH AT RWIE R T, WATR N AENK o, <= LIRSS BURBHE N T A .

i

X |

Wa, =a’ WA i OL, RS RIME—
iEEE
. RERE =<af,---,a:)ﬁfﬁiﬁ7ﬁ,§’\ﬁﬁﬂ%W, IR T Z M BRERE . RIL%
R, &R TRk EA BRI TTERAE o I IFE 2P, BRI o TERAR 9l 2 AR FRZ RN AR/ IR
RS o R 2 K B AL XT3 Sobolev F 5%, — AN T e fR 5 & iy Einstein FE &R .
HER. W
a,(t)=ae”, Ymb =0

C(6)=C(a,(1)..a, (1)) =™ (a(0)

#ib20, iLh, =max,b>0. b =min, b, <0, NI

Te™, >0
C(t)=4 "~ 3.11
S G

BT £ = 0 R WY ZART AT CR R L3l Hh 26 ™ M Al o, HL
C'(0)=Tb. <0<Tb, =C.(0)
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UEBA. R
[Ta ()" = Aexp(thibij =4
9%, X Ba, =T., C(t)=maxBa,(t)=T. maxe", 251>0 FEHRMEH b, #Hl: 2 <0 M HAME
H1 b 2], BAFG.1D). BT m, >0 H Y mb, =0, IEFFE b LFENEHLESEMGATE, #ib <0<b, .

FTRe#00 C(1)>T,, FAFHANHEER TG,

s

FE. R AT ARILE SR R A Ao A SR AR, B C(0) <0< CL(0) o S BATAT B AR ML AR
TRFERSD, TeEA S S D— B B s /ME, T Z AR/ 55— AN P55 ISR A4 0o R
KR s A5 o X AR SRR 2 R S 40 )k B AUk Bk B e v, MRS BRI AR 5
LA 5T

4. AP SHLL B

AT FE LA Ricei 755K EATTEFTS PN R HL Sobolev 53, FF RN 1) HiAH S 1) %
i Poincare H L, AriERRAAE BT HE BB 1.
global _ 11 a; tensor _ ma;
Cis _m+1mtaxml.+1’ Cis m?X(m.Jrl)z

i

Table 1. Comparison of constants under the standard product metric

1. ERREE THERLE

ﬁ% C;pt Cflsm] C::Snsor / Cslsobal
CP' xCP’ 1 1 3
8 3 4
1 3
1 2 - 2
CP' xCP . : :
Y 1 r (r + 1)
(CP ) 8 2(r+1) (zr)
CP* x Cp* 1 om d(m+1)
) 4(d+1) (m+1)(d+1) m(d+1)
4.1. CP'xCP!

W g=ag. ®bg.s . HER 3.1 FEH 3.2,

COP‘ _—maX{a,b} Cglobal — max{a,b} Clensor _ max{a,b}
P 8 4 LS - 3 s LS = —4
i
tensor
2@5% 4.1)
LS
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I E ab= A, W max{a,b} >4, HSIEa=b=A L.
4.2. CP'xCP?

M g= agrs) Dbgys, BEIR

CM = max ﬁ’i}
812

obal 3a b ensor a 2b
Cflsb ! :max{?,z}, CIiS :max{z,?}

Ls=alb, FIAMRAMEMTIESN N s =23 s=8/9, #

§, O<s<—

9
tensor
Cs )16 2.4<8 (4.2)
ce™ o |127s7 3 9

%’ s2§

3 9

Feltth, SRR R a =b =10, ZHIy 2/3. FEEEER ab® =4 F, fKE AR REH
A :

#

a
b
BRI AL T2 (4.2) h LBl B f/IME 2/3 (IIXT8] s > 8/9 IR A

3
9

4.3. (CP! )

r tens 1
a.» Cs =—a

2(r+1) max 4 max

%a

a
_ . opt __ ““max global __
o =Mmax,a,, M C) = Ci™ =

5N

tensor
G _rrl L1 (L 4.3)
CEN T o 2

max

1 1
BE [Ja, =4, ap, >4, W—RIERE N ==a,=4".

44. CP*xCP"*HItRERIEER
Am=22, 1<k<m-1, d=min{k,m—k}4HNJUEEN 11,

opt __ 1 global __ m tensor __ d
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