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OPTIMAL ASYMPTOTIC VOLUME RATIO FOR NONCOMPACT

3-MANIFOLDS WITH ASYMPTOTICALLY NONNEGATIVE RICCI

CURVATURE AND A UNIFORMLY POSITIVE SCALAR CURVATURE

LOWER BOUND

XIAN-TAO HUANG AND SHUAI LIU

Abstract. In this paper, we study 3-dimensional complete non-compact Riemannian
manifolds with asymptotically nonnegative Ricci curvature and a uniformly positive
scalar curvature lower bound. Our main result is that, if this manifold has k ends
and finite first Betti number, then it has at most linear volume growth, and furthermore,
if the negative part of Ricci curvature decays sufficiently fast at infinity, then we have an

optimal asymptotic volume ratio lim supr→∞

Vol(B(p,r))
r

≤ 4kπ. In particular, our results
apply to 3-dimensional complete non-compact Riemannian manifolds with nonnegative
Ricci curvature and a uniformly positive scalar curvature lower bound.

Keywords: scalar curvature, asymptotically nonnegative Ricci curvature, 3-dimensional
manifold, linear volume growth.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we investigate the influence of positive scalar curvature on the geometric
properties of 3-dimensional complete non-compact Riemannian manifolds with asymptot-
ically nonnegative Ricci curvature.

Definition 1.1. We say a Riemannian manifold having asymptotically nonnegative Ricci
curvature if for any fixed point p ∈ M , there exists a positive function f(r) such that
lim
r→∞

f(r) = 0 and for any point x ∈ M , it holds that Ric(x) ≥ −f(d(x, p)).

It is believed that the uniformly positive lower bound of scalar curvature has an influence
on the geometric properties of a manifold. In [8], Gromov raised the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.2. Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional complete non-compact Riemannian
manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature and Scg ≥ 1. Do we have

(1.1) lim sup
r→∞

Vol(B(p, r))

rn−2
< ∞?

Gromov’s conjecture is solved in some special cases.
In [27], Zhu proves that, (1.1) holds on (Mn, g) with nonnegative Ricci curvature

and Scg ≥ 1 provided M has a positive lower bound of the injective radius. In the 3-
dimensional case, there are more progresses. Zhu ([27]) verified (1.1) holds on 3-manifolds
with nonnegative Ricci curvature and Scg ≥ 1 under the additional assumption that
infq∈MVol(B(q, 1)) ≥ v0 > 0. Later on, Munteanu and Wang (see [15]) solved completely
the 3-dimensional case by analyzing certain properties of the Green’s function. More
precisely, the following result has been established in [15]:

Theorem 1.3 ([15]). Let (M3, g) be a 3-dimensional complete noncompact Riemannian
manifold with nonnegative curvature and Scg ≥ 1. Then there exists a universal constant
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C > 0 such that for any fixed point p ∈ M and r > 0,

(1.2)
Vol(B(p, r))

r
< C.

We remark that in [15] Munteanu and Wang also study 3-manifolds with certain type
of asymptotically nonnegative Ricci curvature.

Later, Chodosh, Li and Stryker ([6]) use the theory of µ-bubbles and Cheeger-Colding’s
almost splitting theorem to recover Theorem 1.3, with the exception that the constant C
in [6] is not universal, but depends on M (on the other hand, we remark that both in
[15] [6], the authors consider the growth rate of volume of geodesic ball in the case that
the positive scalar curvature lower bound decays compared to some power of the distance
function, and the class handled in [6] is wider than that of [15]). In a recent paper [21],
by a more detailed exploration of the method in [6], Wang is able to recover Theorem 1.3
completely.

Note that Theorem 1.3 says that the manifold has at most linear volume growth. We
remark that Calabi [2] and Yau [25] independently proved that every noncompact manifold
with nonnegative Ricci curvature has at least linear volume growth.

In [26], Yau proposed the following question.

Question 1.4. Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional complete non-compact Riemannian man-
ifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature. Then for any fixed point p ∈ M , do we have

(1.3) lim sup
r→∞

rn−2

∫

B(p,r)
Scg < ∞?

It is easy to see that a positive answer of Question 1.4 will give an answer to Conjecture
1.2.

In [27], Zhu proved the correctness of Question 1.4 for 3-dimensional manifolds with
a pole (recall that M has a pole p ∈ M means that the exponential map at p is a
diffeomorphism) and Ricg ≥ 0. In [24], Xu proved the following sharp result:

Theorem 1.5. Let (M,g) be a 3-dimensional Riemannian manifold with a pole. Suppose
Ricg ≥ 0, then we have

lim
r→∞

∫

B(p,r) Scg

r
= 8π(1− lim

r→∞

Vol(B(p, r))

ω3r3
),(1.4)

where ω3 is the volume of unit ball in R
3.

The aim of the present paper consists of two parts. Firstly, in Theorem 1.3, the universal
constant C is not explicit. Motivated by Theorem 1.5, we want to find an optimal volume
ratio at infinity. Secondly, we want to explore the influence of positive scalar curvature
on the geometry on a larger class of manifolds which may have negative Ricci curvature
somewhere.

The following theorem is our main result.

Theorem 1.6. Let (M3, g) be a 3-dimensional complete noncompact Riemannian mani-
fold with k ends and finite first Betti number. Suppose Sg ≥ 2 outside a compact set, and
for a fixed pointed p ∈ M there is a positive function with lim

r→∞
f(r) = 0, so that

Ricg(x) ≥ −f(r(x)).

Then the following conclusions were justified.
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(1)The macroscopic dimension of M is equal to 1, and there exists C > 0 such that

(1.5) lim sup
r→∞

Vol(B(p, r))

r
≤ C.

(2)If f(r) =
1

r3+α
for some α > 0, then there

(1.6) lim sup
r→∞

Vol(B(p, r))

r
≤ 4kπ.

The notion of macroscopic dimension is introduced by Gromov (see [9]):

Definition 1.7. We say a metric space has macroscopic dimension at most k if there exist
a constant C > 0, a k-dimensional polyhedron P and a proper continuous map φ : X → P
such that diam(φ−1(p)) ≤ C for every p ∈ P .

Remark 1.8. Recall that any manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature has at most 2
ends. In addition, 3-dimensional manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature have been
classified by Liu in [13], and it is known that every such manifold must have finite first Betti
number. Therefore, Theorem 1.6 holds automatically on 3-manifolds with nonnegative
Ricci curvature and positive scalar curvature. In this case, (2) in Theorem 1.6 gives a
sharp upper bound. If k = 2, then according to Cheeger-Gromoll’s splitting theorem,
M is isometric to R × S with S a compact manifold with sectional curvature ≥ 1, and
it is easy to see that the equality in (1.6) holds only when S is isometric to S

2(1). If
k = 1, then the equality in (1.6) holds on M = (R × S

2(1))/Z2, where Z2 = 〈1, σ〉, and
σ : R× S

2(1) → R× S
2(1), σ(r, s) = (−r, τ(s)), where τ is the antipodal map on S

2(1).

(1) of Theorem 1.6 can be proved by the same ideas in [6], while (2) of Theorem 1.6
needs some new observations. In the proof of (2) in Theorem 1.6, we first prove the
following proposition, which generalizes the famous result of Calabi [2] and Yau [25].

Proposition 1.9. Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional complete noncompact Riemannian
manifold. Given q ∈ M , denote by r(x) = d(x, q). Suppose

(1.7) Ricg(x) ≥ − 1

r3+α(x)
,

where α > 0. Then there exists a constant c > 0 such that

(1.8) lim inf
r→∞

Vol(Br(q))

r
> c.

In the proof of Proposition 1.9, we utilize the method presented by Sormani in [18].
Now we sketch a proof of (1.6) under the assumptions that M has nonnegative Ricci

curvature and Scg ≥ 2 everywhere, and k = 1. Firstly, we choose a sequence of points
pi lying on a ray with pi going to infinity. Then by Cheeger-Colding’s theory, up to a
subsequence, (M,dg, pi) converges to a Ricci limit space (X, dX ), which is isometric to
(R×Y, dEucl⊗ dY ) for some metric space (Y, dY ). We need to understand more properties
of Y . The properties of noncollapsed Ricci limit spaces coming from manifolds with a
uniformly positive scalar curvature lower bound was studied in the recent papers [22]
[28] etc. The limit spaces which are studied by [22] [28] are assumed to be noncollapsed
everywhere, i.e. the volumes of any unit ball have a uniformly positive lower bound.
In addition, according to the proof in [28], using the theory of Ricci flow coming from
3-manifolds with possibly unbounded curvature (see [17] and [1] etc.), it can be shown
that if the above X is noncollapsed everywhere, then the above (Y, dY ,H2) is in fact a
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non-collapsed RCD(1, 2) space (in the sense of [7]), then we have an optimal upper bound
of H2(Y ), which is a key in the proof of (1.6).

In the proof of (1.6), we prove the following proposition:

Proposition 1.10. Under the assumption of (2) in Theorem 1.6, there is δ > 0 such that
for all q ∈ M ,

(1.9) Vol(B(q, 1)) > δ.

Proposition 1.10 enables us to apply the theory of Ricci flow, as what is done in [28].
Our proof of (1.6) under the general assumptions in Theorem 1.6 still uses Ricci flow.
Because lower bound of Ricci curvature may be negative some where and the positive
lower bound of scalar curvature is not global, we must make some adjustment to the proof
in [28].

Remark 1.11. It seems that the decay condition f(r) =
1

r3+α
is not optimal to ensure the

validity of (1.6). It is an interesting question to find other more general decay conditions.

Remark 1.12. The results of this paper are part of the second author’s thesis. During the
process of writing this paper, Wei, Xu and Zhang have posted their paper [23] on arXiv.
In the independent work [23], the sharp volume ratio at infinity has also been obtained
on manifolds with Ric ≥ 0 and Sc ≥ 2. The methods used in [23] and our paper are
different. In addition, the corresponding rigidity problem and examples are discussed in
[23], while we consider manifolds with asymptotically nonnegative Ricci curvature in the
present paper.

In the following we give the outline of this paper. Section 2 contains some Preliminaries
on distance functions and Busemann functions. In Section 3, we prove Proposition 1.9. In
Section 4, we give the proof of part (1) of Theorem 1.6. In Section 5, we prove Proposition
1.10. In Section 6, we finish the proof of part (2) of Theorem 1.6.
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2. Preliminaries

The manifold we are considering in this section is always complete and noncompact.
All geodesics are parametrized by arclength.

A geodesic γ : (−∞,∞) → M is called a ray if for any interval [a, b] ⊂ (−∞,∞), γ|[a,b]
is a minimizing geodesic. A ray is a half-line γ : [0,∞) → M .

Given a ray γ, for any t ≥ 0, denote by bt(x) := t − d(x, γt). It is easy to check that,
given any x ∈ M , the function t 7→ bt(x) is non-decreasing, and bt(x) ≤ d(x, p) for all
t ≥ 0, hence

(2.1) bγ(x) = lim
t→∞

bt(x)

is well-defined, which is called the Busemann function associated to γ, and is abbreviated
as b(x) if there is no confusion on γ.
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A ray γx emanating from x is called a Busemann ray associated with γ if it is the limit
of a sequence of minimal geodesics, σi, from x to γ(Ri) in the following sense,

(2.2) γ′x(0) = lim
Ri→∞

σ′
i(0).

We reparametrize γx by arc length so that γx(b(x)) = x.
Let K be a compact set contained in M . Then we define

(2.3) Ω(K) = {x|∃z ∈ K,∃t ≥ b(z),∃γz such that x = γz(t)}.
Furthermore, let ΩR(K) = Ω(K) ∩ b−1(R). It is not hard to check that Ω(K) is closed

and ΩR(K) is compact. The following lemma shows that the Busemann function can be
regarded as a distance function.

Lemma 2.1 (Lemma 6 in [18]). Fix r < R and K be a subset of b−1((−∞, r)). Then

(2.4) d(x, b−1(R)) = R− b(x), ∀x ∈ b−1((−∞, R]).

Furthermore, if z ∈ Ω(K)∩ b−1([r,R]), then there is only one point, y ∈ b−1(R), such that
d(z, y) = d(z, b−1(R)). Thus y = γz(R) and

(2.5) d(z,ΩR(K)) = R− b(z), ∀z ∈ Ω(K) ∩ b−1([r,R]).

Now we are proving that under certain conditions, the distance function and the Buse-
mann function can control each other.

Lemma 2.2. Let γ be a ray emitting from p ∈ M (γ(0) = p), and let b(x) be the Busemann
function with respect to γ. Then
(a)b−1(R) ⊂ M \B(p,R), ∀R > 0;
(b)Let E be an end of M such that γ(t) ∈ E for every sufficiently large t. Then for
every sufficiently large R > 0, b−1(R) ⊂ E. In addition, if there exists a positive constant
C > 0 such that diam(E ∩ ∂B(p, r)) < C for every sufficiently large r > 0, then for any
sufficiently large R it holds that

(2.6) b−1(R) ⊂ E ∩B(p,R+ C) \B(p,R),

and in particular,

(2.7) diam(b−1(R)) ≤ 3C.

Proof. For (a), suppose there exists a point x ∈ b−1(R)∩B(p,R), then d(p, x) < R. Since
b(p) = 0, by Lemma 2.1 we know that

(2.8) d(p, b−1(R)) = R,

which leads to

(2.9) R > d(p, x) ≥ d(p, b−1(R)) = R,

resulting in a contradiction.
In the following we prove (b).
Claim 1. Given any R. Then any x, y ∈ b−1(R) can be connected by a curve contained

in b−1([R,∞)).
Proof of Claim 1. We only need to prove that any x ∈ b−1(R) can be connected

to γ(R + 1) by a curve σ ⊂ b−1([R,∞)). Firstly, γx(t) ⊂ b−1([R,∞)) connects x and
y = γx(R + 1). Since R + 1 = b(y) = limt→∞ bt(y), we choose t̃ sufficiently large such
that bt̃(y) = t̃ − d(y, γ(t̃)) > R + 1

2 . Let σ̃ : [0, d(y, γ(t̃))] → M be a unit speed geodesic

connecting y to γ(t̃). Then for any r ∈ [0, d(y, γ(t̃))], we have b(σ̃(r)) ≥ bt̃(σ̃(r)) =
bt̃(y) + r > R+ 1

2 . Hence σ̃ ⊂ b−1([R,∞)). Finally, γ itself is a curve connecting γ(t̃) and
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γ(R + 1). Glue the above curves to form a desired curve and this completes the proof of
Claim 1.

Now we assume R is large enough so that a unbounded connected component of M \
B(p,R), denoted by N , is contained in E. According to (a) and Claim 1, every point in
b−1(R) can be connected to γ(R) by a curve contained in M \ B(p,R). Since γ(R) ∈ N ,
we have b−1(R) ⊂ N ⊂ E.

Claim 2. Suppose R > 0 is sufficiently large, then E ∩ ∂B(p,R) ⊂ b−1([R− C,R]).
Proof of Claim 2. By (a), we have ∂B(p,R) ⊂ b−1((−∞, R]). Suppose the claim

does not hold, then there exists S < R − C such that E ∩ ∂B(p,R) ∩ b−1(S) 6= ∅. Take
y ∈ E∩∂B(p,R)∩ b−1(S). Since diam(E ∩∂B(p,R)) < C and γ(R) ∈ ∂B(p,R)∩ b−1(R),
we know that

(2.10) d(y, b−1(R)) ≤ d(y, γ(R)) < C.

On the other hand, by Lemma 2.1 we know that d(y, b−1(R)) = R − S > C, which leads
to a contradiction. This completes the proof of Claim 2.

Now, let’s prove that sup
x∈b−1(R)

d(p, x) ≤ R + C. Suppose the conclusion does not hold,

then there exists a point z ∈ b−1(R) ⊂ E and ε > 0 such that d(p, z) = R+C + ε. Hence
E ∩ ∂B(p,R + C + ε) ∩ b−1(R) 6= ∅. On the other hand, according to Claim 2, we have
E ∩ ∂B(p,R + C + ε) ⊂ b−1([R + ε,R + C + ε]), which is a contradiction. Therefore,

b−1(R) ⊂ E ∩B(p,R+ C) \B(p,R). Hence,

diam(b−1(R)) ≤ diam(E ∩B(p,R+ C) \B(p,R))(2.11)

≤ C + diam(E ∩ ∂B(p,R)) + diam(E ∩ ∂B(p,R +C))

< 3C.

The proof is completed. �

Given any δ > 0 and any r1 < r2 < R, let

(2.12) Sδ,r1,r2 = Sδ,r1,r2(ΩR(K))

be the set of points x with d(x,ΩR(K)) ∈ [R− r2, R− r1] such that there exists a minimal
geodesic σ from ΩR(K) to x with

Length(σ) = d(x,ΩR(K)) and g(σ′(0),−∇b) ≥ 1− δ.(2.13)

In the following we collect some notions and results from [18].

Lemma 2.3 (Lemma 8 and Corollary 9 in [18]). Fix R > r2 > r1, δ > 0 and K be a
compact subset of b−1((−∞, r1)). Then

(2.14)
⋂

δ>0

Sδ,r1,r2(ΩR(K)) = Ω(K) ∩ b−1([r1, r2])

and

(2.15) lim
δ→0

Vol(Sδ,r1,r2(ΩR(K))) = Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([r1, r2])).

Lemma 2.4 (Lemma 10 in [18]). Let K ⊂ b−1((−∞, r1]) and R > r3 > r2 > r1. Given
any δ > 0, there exists

(2.16) h1(δ) = h1(δ, r1, r2, r3, R,K,M) < δ

such that for any x ∈ Sh1(δ),r2,r3(ΩR(K)), every minimal geodesic, σ, from σ(0) ∈ ΩR(K)
to x with d(x, σ(0)) = d(x,ΩR(K)), it holds

(2.17) g(σ′(0),−∇b) ≥ 1− δ.
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Given any ε > 0, there exists a set

(2.18) Ωε
R(K) = {p1, · · · , pNε} ⊂ ΩR(K)

such that the tubular neighborhood, Tε(Ω
ε
R(K)), contains ΩR(K). In this paper, for a set

X ⊂ M and 0 ≤ a < b, we use the notations

Ta,b(X) := {y|a ≤ d(y,X) ≤ b},
and

Tb(X) := T0,b(X).

Given Ωε
R(K) and p ∈ Ωε

R(K), the star-shaped set Vp,ε and the star-shaped wedge set
Up,δ are defined to be

(2.19) Vp,ε = {x|d(x, p) < d(x, q), ∀q ∈ Ωε
R(K) such that q 6= p},

(2.20) Up,δ = {x|∃ a minimal geodesic σ from p to x such that g(σ′(0),−∇b) ≥ 1− δ}.
In addition, denote by

(2.21) Uε,δ =

Nε
⋃

i=1

(Upi,δ ∩ Vpi,ε).

Lemma 2.5 (Lemma 14 in [18]). Fix r1 < R and the compact set, K ⊂ b−1((−∞, r1]).
For all ε > 0, there exists h2(ε, r1, R,K,M) > 0 such that, for all p ∈ ΩR(K) and all
δ < h2 we have

(2.22) d(γx(R), p) < ε, ∀x ∈ Up,δ ∩B(p,R− r1 − ε).

Thus

(2.23) b(x) ∈ [R− d(x, p), R − d(x, p) + ε], ∀x ∈ Up,δ ∩B(p,R− r1 − ε).

Lemma 2.6 (Lemma 15 in [18]). Fix r1 < r2 < R and δ > 0. Let ε0 > 0, K ⊂
b−1((−∞, r1)), there exists h3(M, δ, r1, r2, R) > 0 sufficiently small that for all ε < min{ε0, h3},
(2.24) Ω(K) ∩ b−1([r1, r2]) ⊂ TR−r2−ε0,R−r1−ε0(Ω

ε
R(K)) ∩ Ūε,δ.

where Ū is the closure of U . So

(2.25) Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([r1, r2])) ≤ Vol(TR−r2−ε0,R−r1−ε0(Ω
ε
R(K)) ∩ Uε,δ).

Lemma 2.7 (Lemma 16 in [18]). Fix r1 < r2 < r3 < R and K ⊂ b−1((−∞, r1]). Given
any δ > 0, let h1(δ) < δ be the constant defined in Lemma 2.4. Then there exists h4 =
h4(M,h1(δ), R, r1, r2, r3) > 0 such that given any ε0 > 0, for all ε < min{h4, ε0}, we have

(2.26) TR−r3+ε0,R−r2−ε0(Ω
ε
R(K)) ∩ Uε,h1(δ) ⊂ S2δ,r2,r3(ΩR(K)).

3. Proof of Proposition 1.9

Lemma 3.1. Let (Mn, g) be an n-dimensional complete noncompact Riemannian mani-
fold with a given ray γ emitting from q and its associated Busemann function, b = bγ with
b(γ(t)) = t. Suppose

(3.1) Ricg(x) ≥ − C

b3+α(x)
, ∀x ∈ b−1((1,∞))

for some C > 0 and α > 0. Let K ⊂ b−1((0,∞)) be a compact set, then there exists some
k0 > 0 such that for any k > k0, it holds

(3.2) Vol(Ω(K)∩b−1([k+3, k+4])) ≥ 1

1 + 2n(k + 2)−(1+α)
Vol(Ω(K)∩b−1([k+1, k+2])).
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Furthermore, there exists a constant C1 > 0 such that

(3.3) Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([k, k + 1])) > C1

for any sufficiently large k.

Proof. Let

(3.4) R > r4 > r3 > r2 > r1 > sup
x∈K

b−1(x).

Set ε0 <
1

10
min{r2 − r1, r4 − r3, R − r4}, by Lemma 2.5, there exists h2, such that if

p ∈ Ωε
R(K) and 0 < δ < h2, then for all 0 < h < δ and x ∈ Up,h ∩ B(p,R − r1 − ε0), we

have

(3.5) b(x) ∈ [R − d(x, p), R − d(x, p) + ε0].

Take h1 < δ from Lemma 2.4, then for every x ∈ Up,h1 ∩B(p,R− r1 − ε0), (3.5) holds,
and

(3.6) Ricg(x) ≥ − C

(R− d(x, p))3+α

holds for these x.
Now we construct a radially symmetric model space.
Let JR(t) = t(1 + (R− t)−(1+α)), then

J ′
R(t) = 1 + (R− t)−(1+α) + (1 + α)t(R − t)−(2+α),(3.7)

J ′′
R(t) = 2(1 + α)(R − t)−(2+α) + (2 + α)(1 + α)t(R − t)−(3+α).(3.8)

Suppose C, t are sufficiently large, we have

−J ′′
R(t)

JR(t)
=− 2(1 + α)(R − t)−(2+α) + (2 + α)(1 + α)t(R − t)−(3+α)

t(1 + (R− t)−(1+α))

≤− C(R− t)−(3+α),

and

(3.9) (n− 2)
1− J ′2

R

J2
R

− J ′′
R

JR
≤ −J ′′

R

JR
≤ −C(R− t)−(3+α).

Let (MJ , g0 = dt2 + J2gSn−1), where gSn−1 is the standard metric on S
n−1, t(z) = d(z ∈

MJ , 0 ∈ MJ). When t ≥ 1, J = JR. Therefore, for sufficiently large C, t > 0, we have

Ricg0(∂t, ∂t) = −(n− 1)
J ′′
R(t)

JR(t)
≤ −C(R− t)−(3+α).(3.10)

For the unit vector v orthogonal to ∂t, we have

Ricg0(v, v) = (n− 2)
1− J ′2

R

J2
R

− J ′′
R

JR
≤ −C(R− t)−(3+α).(3.11)

So, it holds that

(3.12) Ricg0(z) ≤ − C

(R− t)3+α
≤ Ricg(y),

for all z ∈ BMJ

(0, R) \BMJ

(0, 1) with t(z) = d(z, 0) and y ∈ Up,h1 ∩B(p,R− r1− ε) with
t(y) = d(y, p).

Choose h3 and h4 from Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 respectively. Let

(3.13) ε < min{h3, h4, ε0}.
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Set

(3.14) Vp = Vp,ε ∩ Up,h1 ∩B(p,R− r1 − ε0).

Then, by (2.21), we have the following disjoint union,

(3.15)
⋃

p∈Ωε
R
(K)

Vp = TR−r1−ε0(Ω
ε
R(K)) ∩ Uε,h1 .

Let Annp(r, s) = B(p, s) \B(p, r).
Since

(3.16) (Annp(r, s) ∩ Vpi) ∩ (Annp(r, s) ∩ Vpj) ⊂ Vpi ∩ Vpj = ∅,
for pi, pj ∈ Ωε

R(K), i 6= j, and by (3.14), (3.15) we have

(3.17) Tr,s(Ω
ε
R(K)) ∩ Uε,h1 =

⋃

p∈Ωε
R
(K)

(Annp(r, s) ∩ Vp).

Therefore,

(3.18) Vol(Tr,s(Ω
ε
R(K)) ∩ Uε,h1) =

∑

p∈Ωε
R
(K)

Vol(Annp(r, s) ∩ Vp).

Imitating [3] to apply the volume comparison theorem to starlike set, we obtain

(3.19)
Vol(Annp(R− r4, R − r3) ∩ Vp)

Vol(Annp(R− r2, R− r1 − ε0) ∩ Vp)
≥ V (r3, r4, R)

V (r1 + ε0, r2, R)
,

where

V (s1, s2, R) =

∫ R−s1

R−s2

Jn−1
R dt.(3.20)

Thus,

Vol(TR−r4,R−r3(Ω
ε
R(K)) ∩ Uε,h1)

Vol(TR−r2,R−r1−ε0(Ω
ε
R(K)) ∩ Uε,h1)

(3.21)

=

∑

p∈Ωε
R
(K)Vol(Annp(R− r4, R − r3) ∩ Vp)

∑

p∈Ωε
R
(K)Vol(Annp(R − r2, R− r1 − ε0) ∩ Vp)

≥
∑

p∈Ωε
R
(K)Vol(Annp(R − r2, R− r1 − ε0) ∩ Vp)

V (r3,r4,R)
V (r1+ε0,r2,R)

∑

p∈Ωε
R
(K)Vol(Annp(R− r2, R− r1 − ε0) ∩ Vp)

=
V (r3, r4, R)

V (r1 + ε0, r2, R)
.

We can now apply Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.7, therefore,

(3.22)
Vol(S2δ,r3−ε0,r4+ε0(ΩR(K)))

Vol(ΩR(K) ∩ b−1([r1 + 2ε0, r2 − ε0]))
≥ Vol(TR−r4,R−r3(Ω

ε
R(K))) ∩ Uε,h1)

Vol(TR−r2,R−r1−ε0(Ω
ε
R(K))) ∩ Uε,h1)

.

Thus combining this inequality with (3.21) means that

(3.23)
Vol(S2δ,r3−ε0,r4+ε0(ΩR(K)))

Vol(ΩR(K) ∩ b−1([r1 + 2ε0, r2 − ε0]))
≥ V (r3, r4, R)

V (r1 + ε0, r2, R)
.

Note that (3.23) does not depend on h1 or ε.
Taking the limit as δ → 0 and applying (2.15), we obtain

(3.24)
Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([r3 − ε0, r4 + ε0]))

Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([r1 + ε0, r2 − ε0]))
≥ V (r3, r4, R)

V (r1 + ε0, r2, R)
.
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From (3.24) and (3.20) we have

Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([r3 − ε0, r4 + ε0]))

Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([r1 + ε0, r2 − ε0]))
(3.25)

≥ V (r3, r4, R)

V (r1 + ε0, r2, R)

=

∫ R−r3
R−r4

tn−1(1 + (R− t)−(1+α))n−1dt
∫ R−r1−ε0
R−r2

tn−1(1 + (R− t)−(1+α))n−1dt

≥
∫ R−r3
R−r4

tn−1dt
∫ R−r1−ε0
R−r2

tn−1(1 + 2n(R− t)−(1+α))dt

=
(R− r3)

n − (R− r4)
n

(R − r1 − ε0)n − (R − r2)n + n2n
∫ R−r1−ε0
R−r2

tn(R − t)−(1+α)dt
,

where
∫ R−r1−ε0

R−r2

tn−1(R− t)−(1+α)dt(3.26)

≤r
−(1+α)
2

∫ R−r1−ε0

R−r2

tn−1dt

=
r
−(1+α)
2

n
((R − r1 − ε0)

n − (R− r2)
n).

Therefore,

Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([r3 − ε0, r4 + ε0]))

Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([r1 + ε0, r2 − ε0]))
(3.27)

≥ (R− r3)
n − (R− r4)

n

((R− r1 − ε0)n − (R− r2)n)(1 + 2nr
−(1+α)
2 )

.

Let ri = k + i, R → +∞, and ε0 → 0 we have

Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([k + 3, k + 4]))

Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([k + 1, k + 2]))
(3.28)

≥ lim
R→+∞

(R− k − 3)n − (R − k − 4)n

((R − k − 1)n − (R− k − 2)n)(1 + 2n(k + 2)−(1+α))

= lim
R→+∞

nRn−1(k + 4)− nRn−1(k + 3) +O(Rn−2)

(nRn−1(k + 2)− nRn−1(k + 1) +O(Rn−2))(1 + 2n(k + 2)−(1+α))

=
1

1 + 2n(k + 2)−(1+α)
.

Now we go to prove (3.3). For every k ∈ Z
+, denote by Bk = ln(Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([k +

3, k + 4]))). According to (3.2), for k ≥ k0 + 4, we have

Bk ≥ Bk−2 − ln(1 +
2n

(k − 2)1+α
)(3.29)

≥ Bk−2 −
2n

(k − 2)1+α
,
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where we use the basic inequality ln(1 + x) ≤ x for every x ≥ 0. By induction, we have

Bk > min{Bk0+1, Bk0} −
k−2
∑

k0

2n

(k − 2)1+α
.(3.30)

Since for every α > 0, the series

∞
∑

i=1

1

i1+α
converges, whose sum is denoted by Cα, we

have

Bk > min{Bk0+1, Bk0} − 2nCα.

Hence (3.3) holds for k ≥ k0. The proof is completed. �

Now we give the proof of Proposition 1.9.

Proof. Given a ray γ emitting from q and b(x) denotes its associated Busemann function.
By (a) of Lemma 2.2 we know that r(x) ≥ b(x) for x ∈ b−1((0,+∞)), hence

Ricg(x) ≥ − 1

r3+α(x)
≥ − 1

b3+α(x)
.(3.31)

According to Lemma 3.1, there exist c0 > 0 and k0 > 0 such that

(3.32) Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([k, k + 1])) > c0

for any k > k0.
Set K = B̄(q, 1), then for any y ∈ Ω(K) ∩ b−1([k0, k0 + r]), there exists y′ ∈ K such

that y = γy′ ∩ b−1(t), for some t ∈ [k0, k0 + r]. Therefore d(y, y′) ≤ k0 + 1 + r, and hence
d(y, q) ≤ k0 + 2 + r, and

(3.33) Ω(K) ∩ b−1([k0, k0 + r]) ⊂ B(q, k0 + 2 + r).

Combine (3.33) with (3.32), it holds that

(3.34) Vol(B(q, k0 + 2 + r) ≥ Vol(Ω(K) ∩ b−1([k0, k0 + r])) ≥ c0(r − 1).

For sufficiently large r, we have

(3.35) Vol(B(q, r)) >
c0
2
r.

The proof is completed. �

4. Part (1) of Theorem 1.6

Recall the following basic lemma, which is a consequence of the theory of µ-bubbles due
to Gromov [10].

Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 2.1 in [6]). Let (N3, g) be a 3-manifold with boundary satisfying
Scg ≥ 1. Then there are universal constants L > 0 and c > 0 such that if there is a p ∈ N
with dN (p, ∂N) > L/2, then there is an open set Ω ⊂ B(∂N,L/2) ∩ N and a smooth
surface Σ2 such that ∂Ω = Σ ⊔ ∂N and each component of Σ has diameter at most c.

In the following we fix the positive constants L and c so that L ≫ c and they satisfies
the conclusion in Lemma 4.1.
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Lemma 4.2. Let (M3, g) be a complete noncompact 3−dimensional manifold with Scg ≥ 2
outside a compact set K. Suppose that M has finitely many ends and its first Betti number
b1(M) < ∞. Fix a point p ∈ M , r(x) = d(x, p). Suppose there is a function f : R+ → R

+,
such that lim

r→∞
f(r) = 0 and

(4.1) Ricg(x) ≥ −f(r(x)).

Then there is an r0(p,M, g, f) > 0 and a universal constant C > 0 so that the following
holds. For every end E ⊂ M such that E contains a unbounded connected component of
M \B(p, r0), any r′ > r0, and a1, a2 ∈ [L, 2L], let E1 and E2 be the unbounded components
of E \ B(p, r′ + a1) and E \ B(p, r′ + a1 + a2) respectively, then Ē1 \ E2 consists of one
connected component, and

(4.2) diam(Ē1 \ E2) ≤ C.

In particular, we have diam(∂E1) ≤ C.

Lemma 4.2 slightly generalizes the results in [6], and its proof follows the same line as
that of [6]. We give a sketch of its proof as follows.

Sketch of the proof of Lemma 4.2: Let E0 be the unbounded component of E \ B̄(p, r′).
Since b1(M) is finite, we can prove that there is a r0(p,M, g) > 0 such that ∂Ek, (k =
0, 1, 2) are connected when r′ > r0, see Proposition 3.2 in [5] for a proof. In particular,
we conclude that Ē1 \ E2 consists of one connected component. Furthermore, we assume
r0(p,M, g) is large so that Scg ≥ 2 on M \B(p, r0).

Let γ be a ray emitting from p so that γ(t) ∈ E for every large t. Then for all r′ > r0,
γ ∩ ∂B(p, r′) lies on the boundary of the unique unbounded component of E \ B(p, r′).
We apply Lemma 4.1 to Ek for k = 0, 1. According to Lemma 5.4 in [5], we obtain a
connected surface Σk in B(∂Ek, L/2)∩Ek with diam(Σk) ≤ c that separates ∂Ek from E.
Take tk ∈ R+ with γ(tk) ∈ Σk for k = 0, 1. Since d(γ(t0), γ(t1)) ≤ a1 + a2 ≤ 4L, we have
dg(x0, x1) ≤ 4L+ 2c for any x0 ∈ Σ0 and x1 ∈ Σ1.

As in [6], denote by D := 4L+ 2c, b := 3c,A := 2
√
b2 +D2. Fix R ∈ R such that

(4.3) R ≥ A+ 4L,
√

b2 + (2R +D)2 + 1 < 2D + 2R.

Then take δ ∈ (0, 1) small enough such that

(4.4) δ <
√

b2 +D2, 14δ + 6
√

δ(D +R) < c, 2c+ 22δ + 6
√

δ(D +R) <
L

2
.

All the constants above are independent of (M,g) and r0.
Since (4.1) holds for lim

r→∞
f(r) = 0, by Cheeger-Colding’s almost splitting theorem ([4]),

assuming r0(D,R, δ, f) is sufficiently large, there is a length space (Y, dY ) with

(4.5) dGH(B(γ(t1),D +R) ⊂ (M,dg), B((y, 0),D +R) ⊂ (Y × R, dY ⊗ dEucl)) < δ.

The above is the only one occasion where the almost nonnegative Ricci curvature con-
dition is used. Once we have obtained (4.5), together with the setting of constants in (4.3)
and (4.4) and their geometric meanings, the remaining argument in the proof of Claims 1,
2, 3 in [6] can be carried out. In particular, we can prove that, Ē1 \E2 is contained in the
tubular neighborhood TA(γ||t−t1|<D+R) (this is just Claim 3 in [6]). Therefore, we have

(4.6) diam(Ē1 \ E2) ≤ 2A+ 2D + 2R.

This finishes the proof. �

With Lemma 4.2, we can finish the proof of (1) of Theorem 1.6.
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Proof of (1) in Theorem 1.6. Let E(1), . . . , E(k) be the unbounded connected components
of M \ B̄(p, r0 + 2L), where r0 is from Lemma 4.2.

For each s ∈ Z
+, let E

(i)
s denote the unbounded connected components of E(i)\B̄(p, r0+

sL). Then for every r with r0 + (s+ 1)L ≤ r < r0 + (s+ 2)L, we have

(4.7) B(p, r) ⊂ (M \
k
⋃

i=1

E
(i)
1 )

⋃

(
k
⋃

i=1

s
⋃

j=2

(E
(i)
j−1 \ E

(i)
j ))

By Lemma 4.2 and the Bishop-Gromov volume comparison theorem, it holds that

(4.8) Vol(Ēi \ Ei+1) < C̃.

Thus,

Vol(B(p, r)) ≤ Vol(M \
k
⋃

i=1

E
(i)
1 ) + kC̃(s− 1)(4.9)

≤ Vol(M \
k
⋃

i=1

E
(i)
1 ) + kC̃(

1

L
(r − r0)− 2).

i.e. (M,g) has at most linear volume growth.
In the next we prove the macroscopic dimension of M is 1.
For simplicity of notation, we assume E is one of E(1), . . . , E(k). For every R ≥

r0 + 2L, E ∩ ∂B(p,R) may consists of many connected components, which is denoted
by A0, A1, . . . , Aα, We assume A0 is the (unique) boundary component of E \ B(p, r).
Then by Lemma 4.2, diam(A0) ≤ C. For i ∈ {1, . . . , α}, let

µi := inf{s|Ai is contained in the unbounded component of E \B(p, s)}.
Then µi ≥ r0 + 2L. We apply Lemma 4.2 to r′ = µi − 1 − L, a1 = a2 = L (recall that
L ≫ 1) to conclude that every two points in Ai and ∂Bi respectively has a distant at most
C, and

diam(∂Bi) ≤ C.

where Bi denotes the unbounded components of E \ B(p, µi − 1). Then we have µi ≥
R−C+1. Let i0 ∈ {1, . . . , α} is one such that µi0 is the minimal one of {µ1, . . . , µα}. From
the construction it is easy to see that every point x ∈ Ai can be connected by a geodesic to a
point y ∈ ∂Bi0 , and d(x, y) ≤ C. On the other hand, basing on Lemma 4.2, by an induction
argument we can prove that every two points in A0 and ∂Bi0 respectively has a distance
at most (C

L
+1)C. Thus we conclude that for every R ≥ r0 +2L, E ∩ ∂B(p,R) =

⋃α
i=0Ai

satisfies

diam(E ∩ ∂B(p,R)) ≤ C2 := (
C

L
+ 2)C.(4.10)

Since M \⋃k
i=1E

(i) is compact, it is obvious that there exists R0 such that for R ≥ R0,

every connect component of ∂B(p,R) is contained in
⋃k

i=1E
(i).

Let P be the radial rays obtained by gluing the end points of k copies of rays [R0,∞).
Let y0 denote the center point of P . Define a map h : M → P as follows. For x ∈ B(p,R0),

h(x) = y0; for x ∈ E(i) ∩ ∂B(p,R), where R > R0, x is mapped by h to a point in the i-th
copy of [R0,∞) correspond to d(x, p). It is easy to see that there is a constant C3 > 0
such that diam(h−1(y)) ≤ C3 holds for every y ∈ P . Since M is noncompact, we conclude
that the macroscopic dimension of M is 1. �
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Corollary 4.3. Under the assumption of (1) in Theorem 1.6, let γ(t) be a ray emanating
from p ∈ M , and let b(x) be the Busemann function with respect to γ(t), then there exists
a large constant R0 > 0 such that

(4.11) diam(b−1(R)) ≤ 3C2, ∀R ≥ R0.

Proof. Let E be the end of M such that γ(t) ∈ E for every large t. Recall that we have
proved (4.10) for every sufficiently large R. Then by (b) of Lemma 2.2, (4.11) holds. �

5. Proof of Proposition 1.10

Proof of Proposition 1.10. It suffices to prove (1.9) holds for every q ∈ E, where E is any
fixed end of M . Consider a ray γ(t) emanating from p, such that γ(t) ∈ E for every large
t, and let b(x) denote the Busemann function with respect to γ(t).

Now, suppose there exists a sequence of points qi ∈ E such that Vol(B(qi, 1)) → 0 as
i → ∞. Let d(p, qi) = Ri, then Ri → ∞. Since

(5.1) d(b−1(Rk), b
−1(Rk + 1)) = 1,

for every sufficiently large k, we have

diam(b−1([Rk, Rk + 1]))(5.2)

≤diam(b−1(Rk)) + diam(b−1(Rk+1)) + d(b−1(Rk), b
−1(Rk + 1))

<6C2 + 1,

where we use (4.11) in the last inequality.
On the other hand, combining (4.10) with the facts that qk ∈ ∂B(p,Rk), ∂B(p,Rk) ∩

b−1([Rk, Rk + 1]) 6= ∅, we have

(5.3) b−1([Rk, Rk + 1]) ⊂ B(qk, 7C2 + 1).

Because the Ricci curvature of the manifold is asymptotically nonnegative, there exists
K ≥ 0 such that Ricg ≥ −(n− 1)K. By the Bishop-Gromov volume comparison theorem,

there exists a constant C̃ depending only on C2 and K such that

Vol(B(qk, 1))(5.4)

≥C̃Vol(B(qk, 7C2 + 1))

≥C̃Vol(b−1([Rk, Rk + 1])).

By Lemma 3.1,

(5.5) Vol(b−1([Rk, Rk + 1])) > C1 > 0,

holds for every sufficiently large k, then

(5.6) Vol(B(qk, 1)) ≥ C̃C1,

leading to a contradiction. The proof is completed. �

6. Part (2) of Theorem 1.6

Firstly, let’s recall some results on Ricci flow. The following theorem is proved in [1]
and [17].
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Theorem 6.1. Given any α0 > 0, v0 > 0, there exist positive constants T = T (α0, v0),
C = C(v0) such that the following holds. Let (M,g) be a 3-dimensional Riemannian
manifold, Bg(x0, s) ⊂⊂ M for some s ≥ 4. Suppose

Ricg ≥ −α0 on Bg(x0, s),(6.1)

Vol(Bg(x, 1)) ≥ v0 for all x ∈ Bg(x0, s− 1).(6.2)

Then there exists a Ricci flow (g(t))t∈[0,T ] on Bg(x0, s− 2), with g(0) = g, so that

Ricg(t) ≥ −Cα0 on Bg(x0, s− 2),(6.3)

|Rmg(t)| ≤
C

t
on Bg(x0, s− 2),(6.4)

for all t ∈ (0, T ].
Recall the shrinking balls lemma and the expanding balls lemma from [16] as follows.

Lemma 6.2 (The shrinking balls lemma, Corollary 3.3 in [16]). Suppose (M,g(t))t∈[0,T ]

is a Ricci flow on a manifold M of any dimension n. Then there exists β = β(n) ≥ 1 such
that the following is true. Suppose x0 ∈ M and that Bg(0)(x0, r) ⊂⊂ M for some r > 0,
and |Rm|g(t) ≤ c0

t
and some c0 > 0. Then for any 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T , we have

Bg(0)(x0, r) ⊃ Bg(s)(x0, r − β
√
c0s) ⊃ Bg(t)(x0, r − β

√
c0t),(6.5)

Lemma 6.3 (The expanding balls lemma, Lemma 3.1 in [16]). Suppose (M,g(t)) is a Ricci
flow for t ∈ [−T, 0], T > 0, on a manifold M of any dimension. Suppose that x0 ∈ M and
that Bg(0)(x0, R) ⊂⊂ M and Ricg(t) ≥ −K < 0 on Bg(0)(x0, R) ∩Bg(t)(x0, ReKt) for each
t ∈ [−T, 0]. Then for all at t ∈ [−T, 0], we have

Bg(0)(x0, R) ⊃ Bg(t)(x0, ReKt)(6.6)

The following theorem provides a local maximum principles along Ricci flow.

Theorem 6.4 (Theorem 1.1 in [14]). Let (Mn, g(t)), t ∈ [0, T ], be a smooth solution to
the Ricci flow which is possibly incomplete. Suppose

Ricg(t) ≤
α

t
(6.7)

on M × (0, T ] for some α > 0. Let ϕ(x, t) be a continuous function on M × [0, T ] which
satisfies ϕ(x, t) ≤ α

t
on M × (0, T ] and

( ∂

∂t
−∆g(t)

)

ϕ
∣

∣

(x0,t0)
≤ L(x0, t0)ϕ(x0, t0)(6.8)

whenever ϕ(x0, t0) > 0 in the sense of barrier, for some continuous function L(x, t) on
M × [0, T ] with L(x, t) ≤ α

t
. Suppose p ∈ M such that Bg(0)(p, 2) ⊂⊂ M and ϕ(x, 0) ≤ 0

on Bg(0)(p, 2). Then for any l > α + 1, there exists T̂ = T̂ (n, α, l) > 0 such that for

t ∈ [0,min{T, T̂}],
ϕ(p, t) ≤ tl.(6.9)

Corollary 6.5. Let (Mn, g(t)), t ∈ [0, T ] be a smooth solution to the Ricci flow which is
possibly incomplete. Suppose

Ricg(t) ≤
α

t
(6.10)



16 XIAN-TAO HUANG AND SHUAI LIU

on M × (0, T ] for some α > 0. Suppose p ∈ M such that Bg(0)(p, 2) ⊂⊂ M and Sc(p) ≥ 2

on Bg(0)(p, 2). Then there exists T̂ = T̂ (n, α) > 0 such that for t ∈ [0,min{T, T̂}],
Scg(t)(p) ≥ 2− tnα+3.(6.11)

Proof. Take ϕ(x, t) = 2− Scgt , and L(x, t) =
4+2Scgt

n
, then ϕ(x, t) ≤ nα

t
, L(x, t) ≤ nα+1

t
,

and

( ∂

∂t
−∆g(t)

)

ϕ = −2|Ricg(t)|2 ≤ −2
Sc2g(t)

n
< Lϕ.(6.12)

According to Theorem 6.4, (6.11) holds for suitable T̂ = T̂ (n, α). �

The following theorem, which will be used in our proof of Theorem 1.6, slightly gener-
alising Theorem 1.8 in [17]. Such kind of result may be known to experts, and it is proof
is a slight modification of that of [17]. We include the proof for completeness.

Theorem 6.6. Let (Mi, gi, pi) be a sequence of 3-dimensional Riemannian manifolds
(possibly incomplete). Suppose Ui = Bgi(pi, si) ⊂⊂ Mi for a sequence of si → ∞,
and Ricgi ≥ −α0 (where α0 ∈ [0, 1]) on Bgi(pi, si), and VolgiB(p, 1) > v0 > 0 for all
p ∈ Bgi(pi, si − 1) and all i ∈ N. Then there exists a smooth manifold M , a point
p∞ ∈ M , a complete Ricci flow g(t) on M for t ∈ (0, T ], where T > 0 depends only on α0

and v0, and a continuous distance metric d0 on M such that dg(t) → d0 locally uniformly
as t ↓ 0, and up to passing to a subsequence we have that (Ui, gi, pi) converges in the
pointed Gromov-Hausdorff sense to (M,d0, p∞). Furthermore, the Ricci flow satisfies

Ricg(t) ≥ −Cα0 on M × (0, T ],(6.13)

|Rmg(t)| ≤
C

t
on M × (0, T ],(6.14)

injg(t) ≥ ρ0
√
t for all t ∈ (0, T ],(6.15)

dg(t1)(x, y)− β
√
C(

√
t2 −

√
t1) ≤ dg(t2)(x, y) ≤ eCα0(t2−t1)dg(t1)(x, y).(6.16)

for any 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ T and x, y ∈ M , where C depends only on v0, and β > 0 is a
universal constant.

Proof. By Theorem 6.1, there exists a Ricci flow (gi(t))t∈[0,T ] on Bgi(pi, si − 2), with
gi(0) = g, so that

Ricgi(t) ≥ −Cα0 on Bg(pi, si − 2),(6.17)

|Rmgi(t)| ≤
C

t
on Bg(pi, si − 2),(6.18)

for some T = T (α0, v0), C = C(v0).
By the shrinking balls lemma 6.2 and the expanding balls lemma 6.3, up to replacing

T by a smaller one, we have

Bgi(0)(pi, si − 2) ⊃ Bgi(t)(pi, si − 4)(6.19)

and

Bgi(t)(pi,
1

2
si − 2) ⊃ Bgi(s)(pi,

1

4
si − 1)(6.20)

for any 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T .
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Denote by U ′
i = Bgi(0)(pi,

1
4si − 2) for short. For any 0 ≤ t ≤ T and x, y ∈ U ′

i ,
by (6.20), the shortest curve with respect to gi(t) connecting x and y is contained in
Bgi(t)(pi, si−4) ⊂ Bgi(0)(pi, si−2). Making use of (6.17) and (6.18), it is well-known that,
there exists β > 0 such that for any 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ T and x, y ∈ U ′

i (see e.g. [16]), we have

dgi(t1)(x, y)− β
√
C(

√
t2 −

√
t1) ≤ dgi(t2)(x, y) ≤ eCα0(t2−t1)dgi(t1)(x, y).(6.21)

By (6.18), according to Shi’s derivative estimates, for any integer k ≥ 1,

|∇kRmgi(t)| ≤
Ck

t1+
k
2

on U ′
i ,(6.22)

where Ck depends on C and k. By Lemma 4.1 in [16], there exists a positive constant ρ0
depending only on v0 so that

injgi(t) ≥ ρ0
√
t on U ′

i .(6.23)

By Hamilton’s compactness theorem, up to choosing a subsequence, (U ′
i , gi(t), pi)t∈(0,T ]

converges in the smooth Cheeger-Gromov sense to a Ricci flow solution (M,g(t), p∞)t∈(0,T ],
where M is a three-manifold. By the shrinking lemma, it is easy to see that for any
t ∈ (0, T ], (M,g(t)) is complete. By the smooth convergence for t ∈ (0, T ], it is obvious
that (6.13)-(6.15) hold. Note that (6.16) holds for any 0 < t1 ≤ t2 ≤ T and x, y ∈ M ,
which ensures the existence of a metric d0 on M so that dg(t) converges to d0 locally
uniformly as t → 0, and for any x, y ∈ M and 0 < t ≤ T , we have

d0(x, y)− β
√
Ct ≤ dg(t)(x, y) ≤ eCα0td0(x, y).(6.24)

By (6.24), (6.21) and the Cheeger-Gromov convergence of (U ′
i , gi(t)) to (M,g(t)) for every

small t > 0 (6.24), by the triangle inequality it is easy to check that (U ′
i , gi(0)) converges

to (M,d0) in Gromov-Hausdorff sense. �

Corollary 6.7. If in Theorem 6.6, we assume in addition that Scgi ≥ 2 on Ui = Bgi(pi, si),
then on (M,g(t))t∈(0,T ], it holds

Scg(t) ≥ 2.(6.25)

Proof. Since (6.18) holds, according to Corollary 6.5, for any t ∈ (0, T ] (here we can choose
T to a smaller one), we have

Scgi(t) ≥ 2− tτ on Bgi(pi, si − 4)(6.26)

for some τ > 0 depending only on v0. Then by the pointed Cheeger-Gromov convergence
of (U ′

i , gi(t)) to (M,g(t)), we know

Scg(t) ≥ 2− tτ on M × (0, T ].(6.27)

For any t0 ∈ (0, T ], since the Ricci flow (M,g(t))t∈[t0 ,T ] is complete and has uniformly
bounded curvature, by the standard maximum principle, the lower bound of scalar curva-
ture is preserved, i.e.

Scg(t) ≥ 2− tτ0 on M × [t0, T ].(6.28)

By the arbitrariness of t0, we conclude that (6.25) holds. �

Proof of (2) of Theorem 1.6: By an argument by contradiction, we will prove that on
every end E with a ray γ : [0,∞) → E, it holds:

(6.29) lim sup
r→∞

Vol(E ∩B(p, r))

r
≤ 4π.
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Let bγ be the Busemann function associated with γ. We will prove that, for any ǫ > 0,
there exists some sufficiently large R0 > 0 so that for any r > R0, it holds

Vol({−1 ≤ bγ − r ≤ 1}) < 8π + ǫ.(6.30)

If (6.30) is proved, then for every r > r0,

Vol(E ∩B(p, r)) ≤ Vol(E ∩ b−1([0, r]))(6.31)

≤Vol(E ∩ b−1([0, r0])) + Vol(E ∩ b−1([r0, r]))

≤Vol(E ∩ b−1([0, r0])) + (8π + ǫ)(
r − r0

2
+ 1),

and hence lim supr→∞
Vol(E∩B(p,r))

r
≤ 4π + ǫ

2 . Then (6.29) holds by the arbitrariness of ǫ.
We prove (6.30) by contradiction. Suppose on the contrary, there is some ǫ0 > 0 such

that there is a sequence of ri ↑ +∞ and

Vol({−1 ≤ bγ − ri ≤ 1}) ≥ 8π + ǫ0.(6.32)

Denote by pi = γ(ri), si =
ri
2 , ǫi = f(si), Vi = Bg(pi, si).

Note that on Vi the Ricci curvature has a lower bound −ǫi. In addition, by Proposition
1.10, there exists some v0 > 0 such that Vol(B(p, 1)) > v0 > 0 for all p ∈ Vi. By Theorem
6.6 and Corollary 6.7, there exists a smooth manifold X, a point p∞ ∈ X, a complete
Ricci flow g(t) on X for t ∈ (0, T ], and a continuous distance metric d0 on X such that
dg(t) → d0 locally uniformly as t ↓ 0, and up to passing to a subsequence we have that
(Vi, g, pi) converges in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff sense to (X, d0, p∞), and (6.25) holds
on X×(0, T ]. Furthermore, since Ricg ≥ −ǫi (ǫi → 0) on Vi, from the smooth convergence
for t ∈ (0, T ] in the proof of Theorem 6.6, it is easy to see that, for each t ∈ (0, T ], we have

Ricg(t) ≥ 0(6.33)

on X, and for any x, y ∈ X and 0 < t ≤ T , we have

d0(x, y)− β
√
Ct ≤ dg(t)(x, y) ≤ d0(x, y).(6.34)

On the other hand, by Cheeger-Colding’s theory, up to choosing a subsequence, (Vi, g, pi)
converges in the measure Gromov-Hausdorff sense to (X, d0,H3, p∞). Note that (X, d∞,H3)
is a non-collapsed RCD(0, 3) space (we say ncRCD(0, 3) for short) in the sense of [7]. On
the other hand, by the choice of Vi, it is obvious that X contains a line, hence by the
splitting theorem of Gigli (see [11]), there exists a ncRCD(0, 2) space (Y, dY ,H2) such
that (X, d0,H3) is isomorphic to (R× Y, dEucl ⊗ dY ,L1 ⊗H2).

Denote by fi = bγ − ri, then each fi is 1-Lipschitz with fi(pi) = 0. According to
Proposition 27.20 of [20], up to a subsequence, fi converges locally uniformly to a 1-
Lipschitz function P on (X, d0). By Corollary 4.3, there exist positive constants C1 and
R0 such that

diam(b−1(R)) ≤ C1 for every R ≥ R0.(6.35)

Combining this fact with Lemma 2.1, it is not hard to prove that

diam(P−1(R)) ≤ C1 for every R.(6.36)

On the other hand, for any µ0 ∈ R, denote by Fi := f−1
i ([µ0,∞)). According to Lemma

2.1, µ0−fi(x) = d(x, Fi), for every x ∈ Vi\Fi. Since µ0−fi converges to µ0−P uniformly,
similar to Lemma 3.25 in [12], one can prove that µ0−P (x) = d(x, P−1([µ0,∞)) for every
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x ∈ X satisfying P (x) < µ0. By the arbitrariness of µ0, it is easy the see that there exists
a line η ⊂ X such that

P (η(t1))− P (η(t2)) = t1 − t2 for every t1, t2 ∈ R.(6.37)

Note that the projection of η to the Y factor must be a point. For otherwise the projection
on Y is line, and by the splitting theorem of Gigli, (X, d0) is isometric to (R2×Z, dEucl⊗dZ),
contradicting to (6.36) and (6.37). Thus the map P is just the projection of R × Y onto
the R-factor, and hence

diam(Y ) ≤ C1.(6.38)

Claim: for every t ∈ (0, T ], (X, g(t)) contains a line.

Proof of the claim: We will prove the claim holds for every sufficiently small t > 0, then
the Ricci flow solution ensures the validity of the claim for larger t. Let η : (−∞,+∞) be
the line on R × Y with η(0) = p∞. Now we fix a small t. For every large R > 0, denote
by x∞ = η(−R), y∞ = η(R). By (6.34), |dg(t)(x∞, y∞) − 2R| ≤ C2

√
t, |dg(t)(p∞, x∞) −

R| ≤ C2

√
t and |dg(t)(p∞, y∞) − R| ≤ C2

√
t. Let z(R) be the mid-point of a geodesic,

η(R) : [−1
2dg(t)(x∞, y∞), 12dg(t)(x∞, y∞)] → X, with respect to g(t), which connecting x∞

and y∞, then by (6.34) again, |d0(x∞, z(R))−R| ≤ 3
2C2

√
t and |d0(y∞, z(R))−R| ≤ 3

2C2

√
t.

Combining them with the product structure R× Y and (6.38), it is easy to see that there
exists a C3 > 0 depending only on C1 and C2

√
t (we assume R is sufficiently large, and

it is easy to see that C3 is independent of R) so that d0(p∞, z(R)) ≤ C3. Now we take

a sequence of Ri → +∞, and take geodesics η(Ri)X with respect to g(t), whose length
≈ 2Ri, and with midpoint z(Ri) contained in a compact set. After taking a converging
subsequence, we obtain a line in (X, g(t)). �

By the above claim and (6.33), (M∞, g∞(t))t∈(0,T ] is isometric to (R, gEucl)⊗(S̃, g̃(t))t∈(0,T ],

where g̃(t), t ∈ (0, T ], is a Ricci flow solution on a smooth manifold S̃. By (6.25), it is
easy to see that

secg̃(t) ≥ 1.(6.39)

Hence S̃ is either diffeomorphic to S2 or RP 2, and each (S̃, g̃(t)) is a ncRCD(1, 2) space.
Clearly, the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff convergence from (X, g(t), p∞) (where t ↓ 0) to
(X, d0, p) induces the Gromov-Hausdorff convergence from (S2, g̃(t)) to (Y, dY ). So the
limit (Y, dY ,H2) satisfies ncRCD(1, 2) condition. By the generalized relative volume com-
parison theorem for CD-spaces (see [19]), it is easy to see that

H2(Y ) ≤ 4π.(6.40)

Since fi = bγ − ri locally uniformly converges to the projection P : R × Y → R, and
(6.35) (6.38) hold, we have that (see e.g. Proposition 2.10 in [29]), for every large i,

|Vol({−1 ≤ bγ − ri ≤ 1})− 2H2(Y )|(6.41)

=|Vol({−1 ≤ bγ − ri ≤ 1})−H3({−1 ≤ P ≤ 1})|
<
ǫ0
2
.

Combining it with (6.40), we have

Vol({−1 ≤ bγ − ri ≤ 1}) < 8π +
ǫ0
2
,(6.42)

contradicting to (6.32). This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.6. �
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Remark 6.8. The argument to derive (6.40) is motivated by [28], where the authors is
concentrated in the optimal diameter upper bound of Y . Some technical differences, such
as the possible negative Ricci curvature and the non-global positive scalar curvature lower
bound, require some adjustment in our proof. In addition, our proof of the Claim is
different from [28]. In fact, the argument in [28] to ensure the splitting of (X, g(t)) can be
carried to our setting, bur we provide such a different proof because we think that it may
be used in other related problems.
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