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Abstract

In this paper, we study the structure of the limit space ofqueace of almost Einstein
manifolds, which are generalizations of Einstein mansol®oughly speaking, such mani-
folds are the initial manifolds of some normalized Ricci flowhose scalar curvatures are
almost constants over space-time in tHesense, Ricci curvatures are bounded from below
at the initial time. Under the non-collapsed condition, wew that the limit space of a se-
guence of almost Einstein manifolds has most propertiestwikiknown for the limit space of
Einstein manifolds. As applications, we can apply our dtrieeresults to study the properties
of Kahler manifolds.
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1 Introduction

The regularity theory for non-collapsed Einstein manigoids attracted many studies in last two
decades, e.g/,[2].][3]..I36].]6].[7] etc. This theory amsl éxtensions have played a crucial role
in Kahle geometry, e.g., in constructing canonical metdn Fano surfaces (c.f. [36],]14]).

Motivated by the study in Kahler geometry, in this paper, pv@ve new regularity results on
the Gromov-Hausddi limits of Riemannian manifolds with Ricci curvature bouddeom below
and which are weakly Einstein in an appropriate sense.

To be precise, we assume tiAf, X, gi) is a sequence of non-collapsed Riemannian manifolds
of dimensionm such thaRic > —(m - 1). The well-known Gromov compactness theorem states
that by taking a subsequence if necesséxy, X, gi) converges to a length spa@, Y@ in the
Gromov-Hausddf topology. A basic problem in the metric geometry concerns the regulaty
of the limit (X, X gj Note thatg is merely a length function in the Gromov compactness thmore
The fundamental work of Cheeger-Coldirig [6] shows initiatiacrucial structure properties for
(X.x.g). In particular, it follows from[[6] that tangent cones exatevery pointy € X. Using
these tangent cones, they gave a regular-singular decitiopasf X. A pointy € X is called
regular or belongs to the regular p&tif every tangent cone atis isometric to the Euclidean
space(R™ 0,gs). A pointy € X is called singular or belongs to the singular pSrif it is not
regular, i.e., ay, there exists some tangent cc(ﬁey, g) which is not isometric to the Euclidean
space. Clearly, we havé= RUS. In general, it is unknown iR is open and even if it is open, it
may not be a manifold angimay not arise from a Riemannian metric in any classical senses
expected in general cases thahas only locally Lipschitz structures at mostgifhas uniformly
bounded Ricci curvature, then Cheeger-Colding proved #hit an open manifold an® has
Hausdoff codimension at least 2. Moreoveyjs aCl*-smooth metric. Furthermore, iX(, g;)
is an Einstein manifold, then the convergenceXtrestricted toR is actually in theC®-topology
andg is a smooth Einstein metric iR because of the regularity results from the PDE theory.
However, in general, even if the convergence is wé&akan still possibly be a smooth manifold.
In this paper, we study when the limit can have smaRthnd g is an Einstein metric even if
the convergencéX;, xi, gi) — ()? ij) is only in the weak topology, say the Gromov-Haustlor
topology. Our study is analogous to the standard regulariilem in studying weak solutions for
PDEs. In the case of the Einstein equation, because of asiamce under dieomorphisms, there
is not a good notion of weak solutions. Therefore, we firstrieemake clear what we mean by
Einstein metrics in the weak sense. Now let us introduce ttiem of almost Einstein manifolds
we want to study.

Definitionin 1. A sequence of closed Riemannian manif@q?,, Xi, gi) is called almost Einstein
if the following conditions are satisfied.

e Ridg)+g >0.

* X € X, and|Bg (%, Dlayg > -

e The row%g = —Ric+4;g has a solution ) with g(0) = g on X x[0, 1], whereq; € [-1, 1]

is a constant. Moreover, | E fol . IR= mAi|dudt — 0.
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Note that the non-collapsed condition is included in ourrdidin. This is because the con-
dition fol fx IR — maildug dt — 0 is not stficient for proving the following results if collapsing
occurs. However, we will not discuss this further in the eatrpaper.

Clearly, if fol fx IR—m1|dug dt = O, then this sequence is exactly a sequence of non-collapsed
Einstein manifolds with bounded Einstein constants. Suskcuence was extensively studied

in the literature. In fact, the condltloﬁ) fx IR — mij|dugdt — O is crucial in establishing the
regularity ofR. It turns out that almost Einstein limits have most knownpamties of Einstein
limits. Our first theorem is as follows.

Theorem 1(Structure theorem in Riemannian cas8upposéX™, X, g) is a sequence of almost
Einstein manifolds. Le(tx, i@ be a Gromov-Hausdgflimit of (Xi, Xi, g), A be the limit of4;.

Then the limit spacéX, X g) is a metric space with disjoint decompositiéin= R U S, where
R is the regular part oX, S is the singular part oX. They satisfy the following properties.

e (R, Q) is a smooth, convex, open Riemannian manifold.

Ric(@) + Ag = 0.
fO<p<landp>1, thenmeB(m IRMPdu < C(m,«, p, p).

Ify € S, (X.9.9) is a tangent space of at the point y, then

do ((Bg(9: 1), 6) (B(0, 1), g&)) > e(m),

where RO, 1) is the standard unit ball ilR™.

dimg S <m-2

Note that the convexity oR and the integral bound dRnj follow directly from the work
of [28] and [10] respectively. We list these results here joscompleteness of the known results
of Einstein limit.

We observe that ifNli, X, gi) is a sequence of Kahler manifolds, then by a result of ths fir
author and Z. Zhang (c.f._[39]), the Ricci fIO\(%g = —Ric+ 4jg has a solution witlg(0) = g;

on M; x [0, 1] so long asti[wi] + ("' - 1) c1(M;) > 0, wherew; denotes the Kahler form af.
Moreover, ifR—n1; > 0 and its average tends to zeroi g®es to infinity, then one can show that
E; tends to zero. Thus, the third condition of Definitidn 1 issedlly automatic iR—n4; > 0 and
its average tends to zero. This shows that the Kahler cdsstisr behaved. A natural question is
whether or not the same holds for general Riemannian metiibsRicci curvature bounded from
below. More precisely, can one solve the above Ricci flow wviitial value gg in [0, a] such that
adepends only on the lower bound of Ricci curvaturgg#

The following theorem strengthens Theorgim 1 for Kahler ifoids. We say that a sequence
of closed Kahler manifoldﬁMi”, xi,gi,Ji) is almost Kahler-Einstein if it is almost Einstein of

dimensionm = 2n and satisfie§; = fMi IRic— Aigildug — O.
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Theorem 2 (Structure theorem in Kahler case§upposgM!, X, g, J;) is a sequence of almost

Kahler Einstein manifolds. Léﬂ, )?5) be a Gromov-Hausdgtlimit of (M;, Xi, ), A be the limit
of 4;.

Then the limit spacél\ﬁ, X, j) is a metric space with the regular-singular disjoint decasition
M = RU S. They satisfy the following properties.

e There exists a complex structuteonR such thaI(R, 0, .Jj is a smooth, convex, open Kahler
manifold.

e Rig(@) + 10 = 0.
e If0<p<2andp>1, thenmeB(m IRMPdu < C(n, , p, p).

o Ify €S, (M.9.9) is atangent space ol at the point y, then

doH ((Bg(if, 1), Q) ,(B(0, 1), gE)) > &2n),
where B0, 1) is the standard unit ball ifR?".

o dimy S<2n-4.

Our proof of the above theorems is based on the works|of([]]29] et al. We need to es-
tablish two new technical results. The first one is a pseodality result (Theorer 3.1) which is
similar to Theorem 10.1 and 10.3 6f [29]. Basically, we needund curvature along the Ricci
flow whenever the initial metric has its Ricci curvature bded from below and the volume ratios
of its geodesic balls are ficiently close to the Euclidean one. Our proof for this pselodality
uses an argument due to Perelman. The second one is a dblbicete of the Gromov-Hausdor
distance between metrics along the Ricci flow (c.f. Thedrel). Ahis bound plays a role similar
to the gap theorem for Einstein limits and is crucial for uginish the proof of Theorerl 1 and
Theoreni2.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 diseuss some standard estimates
which will be repeatedly used in the whole paper. In Sectiow& prove a new pseudo-locality
result, i.e., Theorem3.1. Using this new pseudo-localityprove a gap theorem (TheoreEml4.2) in
Section 4. Then in section 5, we use pseudo-locality thepgaimtheorem and the fact that scalar
curvature is almost constant to show the structure theoreinsth Riemannian and Kahler cases.
Finally, we construct examples of almost Kahler Einsteamifolds and discuss the applications
of our structure theorems to Kahler geometry.

Acknowledgment The second named author is very grateful to professor XingiG@hen and
professor Simon Donaldson for their constant support. Heemate SCGP (Simons Center for
Geometry and Physics) fofffering him the wonderful working condition. Part of this watkas
done when the second named author was visiting BICMR (Bgljernational Center of Math-
ematical Research) during the summer of 2011, he would dikeank BICMR for its hospitality.



2 Elementary estimates

Before we go to discussion in details, let’s fix some notatibrst. We assum& to be a closed
Riemannian manifold of dimensian > 3, M to be a closed Kahler manifold of complex dimen-
sionn > 2, real dimensiom = 2n > 4. We denote the volume of standard unit balRifi by w.
We sayA << B for two positive quantitie®\ andB if there is a universal small constant c(m)
such thatA < cB. If not mentioned in particular, the constabimay be diferent from line to line.

In this paper, we often assunfX, g(t)), 0 < t < 1} satisfies the evolution equation

0 :
ag = —Ric+ 109 D

for some constamtg with |1p| < 1. Note that this flow may not preserve the volume. However, by
abuse of notation, we also cdll (1) as a normalized Ricci floluteon. Define

| (AR wioso

9(29), if 20 =0. 2

Thenaﬁsg = —2Ri(@), which is the (unnormalized) Ricci flow equation. Clead{Q) = g(0). For
simplicity of notation, defindyj = Rjj — A0gij, H = R— mdo. Simple calculation yields

0 1
5ihi = 54N + Reijghij = hiphpj, ©)
which implies
0 1
alhl < EAIhI + [Rmilhl. (4)
Take trace off{[3), we obtain
g, 1 )
H = SAH + | + 2oH. (5)
DefineHpin(t) = miQ H(x,t). Apply maximum principle to[{5), we obtain
Xe
0 o
3¢ Hmin(®) = AoHmin(®) = Hunin(t) > €' Hinin(0). 6)

In particular, the conditiotd > 0O is preserved by the normalized Ricci fldw (1).

It follows from (1)) that the distance derivative with resptectime is controlled by thiRic—1qg|
along the shortest geodesic. However, a more delicate sisalyows that the lower bound of the
distance derivative depends only on the local Ricci uppendaround the end points.

Proposition 2.1(c.f. section 17 of[[24], or Lemma 8.3(b) of [29]Bupposd(X, g(t)),0 <t < 1}
is a normalized Ricci flow solutioﬁg = —Ric+ Apg with |1g] < 1. Suppos® < tg < 1, X3, X are
two points in X such that R(g, to) < (m— 1)K when ¢, (X, X1) < ro Or dyt,)(X, X2) < ro. Then

d

1 2 _
It > E/lodg(to)(xl, X2) — (M- 1)(§ Kro + rol) . @)

t=to



Proof. Without loss of generality, one can assutgie 0. Then the proof is just an application of
the renormalization equatiol] (2) and Lemma 8.3(b)_of [29]. O

Suppose is a compact manifold with boundary. The following lemmasstandard (c.f.[26]).

Lemma 2.1. Suppos€X, g) is a complete manifold,gxe X,0 < r < 1. Suppose"|B(Xg, )| > «
and rPRic > —(m— 1) in B(xo, 2r). LetQ = B(xo, r). Then the following properties are satisfied.

e The isoperimetric constant 6f is uniformly bounded by C= C,(m, ).
e The Sobolev constant & is uniformly bounded by £= Cs(m, k).

e The Neuman Poincaré constant®fis uniformly bounded by £= Cp(m, «).

Lemma 2.2. Suppos€X, g) is a complete Riemannian manifoldy & X. Suppose the following
conditions are satisfied.

e Forevery0 <r < 2, we have G! < [B(xo,1)Ir™ < Cy.
e The Sobolev constant o{®, 2) is bounded by €.

e The Poincaré constant of(k, 2) is bounded by .

e [a + |yl < Cg on B(Xo, 2).

Suppose > 0 satisfies the inequalitf~A + a) ¢ > ¢ in the distribution sense, then

f ¢5C[1+ inf go], (8)
B(%0.1) B(%0.3)
where C= C(m, Cy, Cs, Cp, Cg). Consequently, for evey< p < 1, we have
p_mf ¢ < C(p2 + inf go], 9)
B(X0.0) B(%0.5)

where C is the same constant as[ih (8).
Proof. Letyp = ¢ + Ck. We compute
(-A+a)p >y +aCg = Ck (a+ Cilw) 2 —Cela+ Cely| = —|a+ CFly| @ = —(lal + 1) ¢,

It follows
Ap < (2al +1) ¢ < (2CF + 1) .

By the standard De Giorgi-Nash-Moser iteration (c.f. Lemii& of [26]), we have
e<C inf ¢
fB(xO,l) B(%.3)
for someC depending om, Cy, Cs, Cp andCg. This in turn implies[(B).
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Fix 0 < p < 1. Letd = p~2g. By the scaling property of the Laplacian operator, we sae th
(-A+a) o2y o —p Az +ap >y o —Ag(p %) + p%a(p %) 2 v
Let g = p~2p, we have
~Ag + p°aG = U
Consider this system under the metgicThe four estimates hold for this new system, so we obtain

f ¢sc(1+ inf ¢),
By(%0.1) By(0.3)
which is the same aEl(9) singe="p2¢. o

Combing Lemmd Z]1 and Lemnia R.2, we obtain the following Bsijon, which is very
useful in the study of boundary estimate.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose(X, Xg,g) is a complete Riemannian manifold. Supp@se: r <
1, rr'™B(xo, 1) > «, r’Ric > —(m— 1) on B(Xo,2r). Supposey > 0 satisfies the inequality
(-A+a)p >y for|a + ¢ < Cg. Then for every < p <r, we have

’O_mf ¢ < C(p2 + _inf go], (10)
B(x0.0) B(%.5)

for some constant @ C(m, , Cg).

3 A pseudo-locality theorem

Under the Ricci flow, an “almost-Euclidean” region cannotdree singular suddenly. This is the
principle of pseudo-locality as stated by Perelman in eact0 of [29]. Perelman developed some
pseudo-locality theorems by regarding “almost” as closeagerimetric constant and scalar lower
bound. Of course, this is not the unique “almost-Euclideemridition. In this section, we will
develop similar pseudo-locality properties by explainfiafgnost-Euclidean” balls as balls whose
volume ratio and Ricci lower bound is close to that of the Elazn balls’.

Proposition 3.1(A pseudo-locality property, compare Theorem 10.1 and fdradlL0.3 of Perel-
man [29]) For every0 < o < 155, there exist constants = 6(m e),e = e(m ) with the
following properties.

Supposé€(X, g(t)), 0 < t < 1} is a Ricci flow solution, xe X. Suppose

Rig(x,0) > -(m-1)5*, ¥ x & Byp)(%0.67"). (11)
5m |Bg(0) (%o, 5‘1)|d#g(0) > (1 - S)wm. (12)
Then we have
B (% x/f)|%(t) > K12, (13)
IRM(x,t) < at™ + €72, ¥V xe€ Byg)(X,€), te(0e€], (14)

wherex’ = «’(m) is a universal constant.



Proof. We only prove[(T#). The proof of (13) follows verbatim.

If the statement was false, we can find a sequenég, ef — 0, xx € Xi such that[(I11) and{12)
hold. However,[(T#) are violated.

Following the proof of Perelman’s pseudo-locality theoyame can find a sequence of func-
tions ugx which are compactly supported &txx, 1) and satisfy (See the end of the proof of Theo-
rem 10.1 of[[29]):

f U= 1, (15)
B(x«.1)

1
f {— IV il + fi — m} U< -n<0, (16)
B(x,1) 2

whereuy = (2r)"2e . Of course, here we regadi, o) as the default measure. Ligt = +/Uy.
These equations can be written as

f 2-1
B(x.1)

fB( , {2|VUk|2 — 202 log Uy — m(l +log \/E) Uﬁ} < .
Xk,

~ N

Denote byFi(uk) the integral
f {2V? - 202 log G — (1 + log Vr) GZ} .
B(%.1)

Clearly, 7k is a functional on the space of functions Wé’Z(B(xk, 1)) satisfying fB(Xk 1 u? = 1. By
the result of Rothaus[([32]), we see tifathas a minimizepy, which satisfies the Euler-Lagrange
equation

—2A¢x — 2¢log o — m(1+ log ‘/Z) @k = Ak (17)
On one hand, by the choice @&, we have
A =F () <F (W) <-n<0.
On the other hand, integrating {17) o\#(x, 1) implies

Ay + m(l+ log @)

=f2|V90k|2—2f90E log ¢k
2 2 (M Z
2f2lV¢k| —2fsok-(2—esok)
m me2
=f2|V90k|2—Ef90k'90km. (18)



In the third step, we used the fact Igge Z—H;X% for every positivex. Plug Holder inequality into

(I8) yields
Ay + m(l + log \/Z)

om \ 3 2
zf2|Vs0kI2—r£(f¢£”) -(fsoﬁ)
_ 2 o, M 2m | 2
—fzwm 2 Ze(f“’k )
o\ R
> [ 2|V90k|2—{32( | 90.’(“) +m}, (19)

wherea is a positive constant to be determined. Apply Lenima 2.1, btain uniform bound for
the Sobolev constant &{(xx, 1). It follows that

2m

M
( f o0 ) <Cs f (0F +1vei?). (20)
B(%.1) B(x.1)

Leta? = & and put[[2D) into[{119), we obtain

m? m?C
A +m(1+log \/E)z(z-azcs)f|v¢k|2—(a203+ 4a262):-(2+ Sef). (21)

Recall thatly < —n < 0, from [21) we see that there exists a cons@ntwhich depends om, Cs,
such that

|| < Cj. (22)

Note that the Euler-Lagrangian equationggfcan be written as
1
—Agy = (§ (m-+ mlog V2r + A) + log gok) k. (23)

Definegx £ max{eyk, 1}. Since logx < 2—”;x% for everyx > 0, it follows from (23) thatyy satisfies
the inequality

-1 m_2\ _
—Agg < E(m+ mlog V21 + A + Egol’(“)gok (24)
in the distribution sense. Clearly, we can uniformly boumellt™(B(Xk, 2))-norm of
1 m_2
= (m+mlog V21 + A + — m),
> (m+miog V27 + 4+ 2

wherem > 2. Note thatB(x, 2) has a uniform Sobolev consta@g. Then the standard Moser
iteration implies that

llekllcoix.1)) < Cllekllizgx.2)) < C,



which in turn implies

lIekllco@x,1)) < C1 = C1(m, Cs, Cy). (25)

Recall that Ricci curvature is uniformly bounded from belowB(x, 2), the estimate of Cheng-
Yau (c.f. [15], section 6 of[26]) implies that

IVer(X)l < Ca(m, d(x, 0B(x, 1)), VX € B(X, 1). (26)

In view of the non-collapsed condition and Ricci lower boune have the convergence in the
pointed Gromov-Hausdfirtopology,

GromowHausdor f f

(Xk» Xc. 9k(0)) (Xoos Xoos Geo) - (27)

Combining [25),[(Zb) and {27), we obtain a locally-LipseHimit function ¢, 0N B(Xw, 1) C Xe
With [lpwllcogx..1y) < C1. In general, it is hard to expegt, to be better than a locally-Lipschitz
function. However, by Theorem 0.8 of [[17], we know that is isometric to the Euclidean space
(R™, gg), which has a lot of excellent properties. We will use thesmpprties to show that., has
much better regularity than a general locally Lipshitz fimm.

Claim 1. ¢., can be extended to be a continuous function definelfi(zg, 1) with

PooloB(x.,1) = 0. (28)

It suffices to show IimlgoooHLm(B(W,» = 0O for arbitraryw € 9B(Xw, 1).
r— ’

Fix arbitraryw € dB(X, 1). Supposavy € dB(Xk, 1) andwy — w as Xy converges tX.. For
brevity, defineMqx = OsaGw,d)(¢x). BY trivial extension, we can looky as a function defined
on the whole manifoldXx. Then defing/gx = Magk — ¢k. In view of (23), it is easy to see that
Yak satisfies the inequality

(_A - % (m+mlog v2r + ﬂk)) Ydk

Mag (M + mlog V2r + A)

= > — (M2gk — Yak) 109 (M2gk — k)

> -C3=-C3(mCs,C)) (29)

in the sense of distribution. In other wordsg; is a super-solution of the corresponding elliptic
system. Clearly, in the baB(w, 4d) c B(x, 10), every geodesic ball's volume ratio is bounded
from two sides. Apply Propositidn 8.1, we obtain

(2d)_mf Ydk < C4( inf gk + dz). (30)
Bwe2d) B(wi.d) ~
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B(w, 2d) B(w, 2d)

G.H.convergence
B(X. 1) B(Xeo» 1)

Figure 1: Boundary estimates

By the volume continuity, it is not hard (Figuré 1) to see tiat volume ofB(wy, 2d)\B(Xk, 1)
is strictly greater than a fixed portion of the volumeR{fv, 2d), which is almostwn,(2d)™. For
brevity, let's sayB(wg, 2d)\B(xx, 1)| > 10 ™-wmn(2d)™. Put this into[(3D) and note thgl(t Lf;f,l/d,k =

Wk

Mazgk — Mgk, we have 10"wnMagk < Cq (MZd,k — Mgk + dz), which implies
me-1 2 s 2
Mak < (1 - 10™C; ws) Magi + d? 2 yMagy + d?. (31)

By choosingCy large, we can assumee (0,1). Letd = 27!, i > 1. Induction of [31) yields

_ . i-2 - Yyl _ g
Mosi, < YMooisip + 47 <M1, + g™ =y My + .
2k < ¥Mag-isi Y Mgy J;V 7T 4@y — 1)

Recall thaﬂ\/l%’k < llgkllgx,1) < C1. Letk — oo, we obtain

il _ gt
44y -1)

Sincey € (0,1), it is clear that[(32) implie§_!iorr||gooo||Lm(B(W’r)) = 0. So we finish the proof of

Claim[1.

||9000||LOO(B(W’2—i)) < klmo M2_i+1,k < Cl)/i_l 4 (32)

Claim 2. In B(X, 1), ¢ satisfies the following equation
~2A¢e = 205 109 geo — (M + Mlog V21 + Ao} geo = 0. (33)
Consequentlyp., € C*(B(Xw, 1)).

Note thatB(X., 1) is a unit ball in the standai®™. In particular, it has smooth boundary. So
equation[(3B) is equivalent to the following integratioruation

o= [ G(zy)[mm"’gz@”m +Iogsom(y))som<y)dy, (34)
B(Xw.1)
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for everyz € B(x.,1). HereG is the Green function of the unit bal(x.,, 1) ¢ R™. Because
B(X, 1) is simple, we can write dow@(z y) explicitly,

6(2.Y) = g (¢ 73) ~ 0 D@ ).

wheneverz # y. Herez" is the symmetric point of with respect t@B(Xe, 1). If Z # X, Z* is the
point such thak.,, z z* on the same straight line aixi.Z - |xooz*| = 1. If Z= X, We assume"* as
the infinity point. In the later case, we have

1

(M= 2mom (dz_m(Xoo,y) - 1)-

G(Xw,Y) =

By continuity, for proving[(34) irB(z.., 1), it sufices to show(34) for everye B(Xw, 1)\ {Xw0}-
Without loss of generality, we fix an arbitrary pomn€ B(Xe., 1)\ {Xs}. Suppose € B(xk, 1) and
Z — z,Z; € Xcandz, — z* (See Figurél2).

c 7
%4

G.H.convergence
B(X«, 1) B(Xeo, 1)

Figure 2: Approximation of Green functions

Letd be the distance function to the pomtunder the metrigy(0). Note that
AP = (2-m)d™" (1 - m+ dAd). (35)

If the underlying space is Euclidean, then the right hand siéqual to 0 whenever> 0. Now on
Xk, we are focusing our attention around the peiptwhereRic > —(m- 1)5‘k‘. Clearly, Laplacian
comparison theorem (c.f. Corollary 1.131 bf[12]) implibatt

Ad> ™M 4+ (M- 2)(m - 1)d¥™s2 > 0 (36)
on B(xk, 10). It follows that

0< f {Adz‘m +(m-2)(m- 1)d1‘m6§}
B(x, 1)\B(z.r)
< f {Ad®™ + (m = 2)(m - 1)d* 57|
B(2,2)\B(zr)

2
= (M~ 2){10B(z. 22" ~ 19B(z.Ir "™} + (M~ 2)(m - 1)5} f (P 0Bz p)) dp

r

< (M- 2){|19B(z 2)12""™ - 10B(zc, 1)Ir=™| + 4(M - 1)Mwmoz} .
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Consequently, we have

[
B(x D\B(z.r)
< f |Ad*™ + (M= 2)(m - 1)d* M| + f (m-2)(m- 1)d*""sZ
B(%. 1)\ B(z.r) B(x, 1)\B(zc.r)
< (M- 2){|19B(z. 2)12""™ - 10B(zc, 1)Ir*™| + 8(m - 1)mwmoZ]} .
Fix k, letr — 0, we have
f |Ad®™™| < (m = 2){[IB(2c 2)12"™ — M| + 8(M — )Mwdy )
B(x. D\{z}
Therefore, we obtain
f lokAd®™| < Cy(m-2) {||aB(zk, 2)12""™ — mwp| + 8(m— 1)mwm5§} -0, (37)
B(xi, 1)\ {2}

ask — oo, since the limit spac&., is Euclidean, where every geodesic sphere has the same
volume ratio:mwm. Consequently, we can calculate

f (2, V) Agi(y)dy = f Mz, y)Agu(y)dy
B(X«,1) B(xi, 1)\ {z}

= lim f d% ™z, y) Api(y)dy
B(x,1)\B(z.r)

r—0
— (M= Mm@ + f
B(x. 1)\ {z

Of course, the default measure in the calculatiodyis= dug,). Combining [37) and{38), we
have

| (AT ™z, y)dy.  (38)

lim f Az, V) Ay = (M = 2)Mwmpe(2). (39)
B(%c.1)

k—oo

Note thatd(z, -) > O uniformly onB(xk, 1). By similar but simpler arguments, we obtain

k— oo

im f "z, Y)Agk(y)dy = O. (40)
B(x.1)
In view of (39) and[(4D), we have
(M= 2DMomge(?

=i [ (6 M) - 6 M 200 )] An)dy
B(x.1)

k— oo

m+ mlog V21 + A
2

m+ mlog V27 + Ao
2

k— oo

= lim f {dz_m(zk,y)—dz_m(Xk,Zk)dz_m(Zii,Y)}( +Iogsok(y)]sok(y)dy
B(x.1)

= f (@ y) - "0, D@ )] ( +log %o(y)] pe(y)dy
B(Xeo,1)

~ (M= 2)mwn f G@zy)- [m i m'OQZ@ 1> | log sooo(Y)] Geoly)dly.
B(X0,1)

13



In the third step, we used the Euler-Lagrangian equatiorpforn the fourth step, we used the
integrability ofd>-™ and uniform bound ofy. Therefore, we prové (34) far By the arbitrariness
of z € B(X, 1)\ {X~} and continuity, equatiori (84), henceforfqi](33) followsedity. Then the
standard bootstrapping argument for elliptic PDEs implied¢., € C* (B(X, 1)). This finishes
the proof of Claini 2.

Now we are ready to prove the theorem by a contradiction aegiinin fact, SincéB(X, 1) is
smooth andvlsg(x.,1) = 0 (Claim[1), by trivial extension, we can regasd € Wé’z(Rm) (c.f. Sec-
tion 5.5 of [18]). It follows from the Logarithm Sobolev ineglity of Euclidean space (c.f. [21])
that

f (%N%OF — 242,109 e — M(1 + log V2r) gogo) > 0. (41)
Rm

On the other hand, by (B3) in Claimh 2 and the fagt= 0 outsideB(x.., 1), we deduce that

1
jﬂ;m (§|V¢m|2 — 242,109 e — M(1 + log V2r) gogo) =l < -1 <0,

which contradicts td(41)! m|

Remark 3.1. If the “almost-Euclidean volume ratio” (inequality_(12))nd “almost nonnega-
tive Ricci” (inequality [11)) hold globally, then the rougturvature estimate (inequality_(114))
follows from the combination of Perelman’s pseudo-logatiteorem and Levy-Gromov inequal-
ity(c.f. [20]), whose proof requires some regularity rastih geometric measure theory on closed
manifolds. There should exist another proof of Propositif from some local version of the
Gromov-lvey inequality. However, it seems that some losglilarity results in geometric mea-
sure theory are required.

Remark 3.2. Except inequality[(111), the “almost nonnegative Ricci” dition can also be inter-
preted as the P-integration of negative Ricci part is giciently small(c.f.[[30], [31]), for some
p > 3. Using this interpretation, one can obtain another pselmimlity theorem.

Combine Proposition3.1 with the fundamental work of [6], ®ain the following property.

Proposition 3.2. There exists a constaag = do(m) with the following properties.
Supposé(X, g(t)),0 <t < 1} is a Ricci flow solution, xe X, Q = By)(Xo, 1). Suppose that

Rig(x,0) > —(m—1)60, Y X€Q; Qg = (1 do)wm. (42)

Then we have

e ey 1 -1 ’r_ 3
wherex’ = «’(m) is a universal constant.

Proof. Let’s first prove the following Claim.
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Claim 3. For every smalk > 0, there exists a number= n(m, £) with the following property.
Suppose R{&, 0) > —=(m— 1)pin Q = By)(Xo, 1), and|Qlgyye, > (1 — 7)wm, then

1
By(0) (y, §)

Actually, if this statement was wrong, we can find a sequerfcg; o» 0 and manifolds
(Xi, %, 6i(0)) such that[(42) holds fof; and the ball; = Bgg)(x, 1). However, for some point
Yi € By(o) (X 3), we have

8m
4

3
> (L-Oom Vye Bg(O)(xO, —). 43)
dug(o)

8" <(1-9wm (44)

dug(0)

1
Bgi0) (yi, 5)

SupposdQ;, x;, gi(0)) converges tcéﬁ, X, §) Clearly, we see tha® is isometric to the unit ball in

the Euclidean space™. Sincey; € By o) (%. 3 ), we can assumg — y e B(X 3 + 135) Q. The
lower bound of Ricci guarantees the continuity of volumeerBfiore we have

1 _1
Bg(0) (yi, é) By (y, é)

which contradicts td (44)! This contradiction establisties proof of ClainiB.

—g"

lim 8™
|—o00
dug;(0)

= Wm,
dug

Let¢ = 6*(m, g555). Whered is defined by Proposition3.1. Let= n(m.£) according to
Claim[3.

Suppose the conditions of Claimh 3 is satisfiedfoe n(m,£). Defined(t) = £ 2g(£%t). Fix

an arbitrary pointy e Bg(o)(xo, %) By volume comparison, inequality_(43) and the choice of
¢ yield that (X,y, §(0)) satisfies the initial conditions of Propositibn13.1. garticular, we have

. 1
Bao (v ‘/f)|du@m 2 K15 IRMg00) < To5am;

everyt € (0, 26—&)], we have

+ €2 for everyt € (O, 62]. This implies that for

|Bg(t) (y, \/f)

By a trivial rescaling argument, we conclude

m 1
> Ktz 5 < —.

2 2
Vte(Og—E].

|Bg(t) (y, ‘/E)| > K12, [RMge (y) < ﬁ ' 500

dugr

Definedg = min{%, n(m, g)}. Clearly, Propositiof 312 holds for this choicedaf m|

Now we are ready to prove the pseudo-locality theorem ur@enormalized Ricci flow.
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Theorem 3.1 (Pseudo-locality theorem)There exists a constaay = 5o(m) with the following
properties.

Suppos€(X, g(t)),0 <t < 1} is a normalized Ricci flow solutiongg = —Ric+ 100, Ag is a
constant witho| < 1. Let % € X, Q = By(g)(Xo, 1). Suppose that

Rigx, 0) > ~(M—1)60, ¥ X€Q; [Qlyuye > (1 - So)wm. (45)

Then we have
|Bg(t) (% \/f)| Gy > Kot2, (46)
Rm(x,t) <t} VxeQ = Bg(o)(xo, ;’1) t € (0,250], (47)

wherekg = ko(M) is a universal constant.

Proof. Let§(s) = (1 - 21ps) g(*2229). Clearly,§(s) is a Ricci flow solution withg(0) = g(0).
Denotew by t(s). Then we havey(s) = (1 - 21p9) g(t). By Taylor expansion of(s) =
w, shrinkdg if necessary, we hav%s <t < 3swhenevers € (0, 105p). Note that
1— g ot
240

o) = €5 55— | = €509
which implies

Bty (% VE) = Bergg (% VE) = By (x. Veiot).

If t € (0,260], thens e (O, i‘éo]. Note thatg{0) = g(0). Therefore, Propositidn 3.2 can be applied
to obtain the following estimates.

It -7

Bats (X’ e_AOtt)|dug(s) g %|BQ(S) (X’ ‘/§)| > 3K/s? £ kot 2,

0 dug(s)

IRM(x,t) = e © R (x, 9) < 3571 < Zoe bttt <t

for every pointx € Q" = By (xo, ;31) t € (0, 260]. So we finish the proof of Theorem 3.1. O

4 Curvature, distance and volume estimates

Under the Ricci flow, evolution of distance between two moistcontrolled by the Ricci curva-
ture. By maximum principle, a scalar-flat Ricci flow solutiorust be Ricci flat. Therefore, the
distance between any two points does not depend on the tinikislsection, we will develop an
“almost”-version of this observation. Fix two points in thederlying manifold of a normalized
Ricci flow solution. If the normalized scalar curvature imakt zero in thd_1-sense, then the
distance between these two points are almost fixed by the fldws new estimate is based on
Propositio 2.1, Theorem 3.1, and the following estimatearfalized Ricci curvature.
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Lemma 4.1. Supposé(X, %o, g(t)), =2 < t < 1} satisfies the following conditions.

e (1) satisfies the normalized Ricci flow solution

0
7% = ~Rij + Aogij

wheredg is a constant withig| < W'El

o IRM(X 1) < 155 Whenever x By (%o, 100) t € [-2,1].

e inj(Xo,t) > 100uniformly for every & [-2,1].

Then there exists a large constant=GC(m) such that
1 2
IRic— 200|(%0,0) < C {f f IR— m/10|d,udt} . (48)
—2 J By(0)(%0,10)

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we denotRic — Apg by h, denoteR — mig by H.

Recall that/h| satisfies inequality({4). LocallyRm is uniformly bounded. So we should be
able to control the.*-norm of |h| by the L?>-norm of|h|. Actually, defineQ = Bg0)(%0, 1), Q' =
By0) (xo, %) D=0Qx[-1,0], D’ = Q x[-%,0]. By the second and the third condition, we obtain
that @, g(t)) has a uniform Sobolev constamt= o-(m). Similar to Theorem 3.2 of [42], Moser
iteration for the ternh = Ric— Apg implies

Rt
sgp|h|§C(m){ f fD Ih d,udt} : (49)

Choose cutfh function(y, t) = ¢(dgw) (Y, Xo) —2), wherey is a smooth function which achieves
value 1 on £c0, 0] and 0 on [1c0), which also satisfiely’| < 2. Recall thaflg| < ﬁ. So we
have

gV, V)

1007

m
h(V, V) s( < Toom

+ I/lol) gV,V) <

whenevelV € T X and|Rmj(V, V) < ﬁg(\/, V). By the evolution of geodesic length, it is easy to
check that

Q = By(o)(%. 1) € Bypy(%0, 2),
By(t) (X0, 3) € W = Bgy(0)(Xo, 10),

for every—2 <t < 1. Therefore;’= 1 onQ, i = 0 outsideW whenever-2 <t < 1.

INote that this is not 1. In our mind, the flow in this lemma corfres the blowup of a general normalized flow,
so the co#ficient A, could be very small.
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By mean value theorem of calculus, we can asstyyig satisfies the following properties.

-1 1
< f f IHIdudt < f f Hidudt.  (50)
1 -2 W -2 JW
1 1
< f f IHIdudt < f f Hidudt.  (51)
to 0 W -2 JW

Using the evolution equation of normalized scalar cunetguation[(5), similar to the calcu-
lation in [42], we obtain that

o
f f Ih/2dudt
t1 Q
t2
< f f filh?dudt
t1
=f f ( AH /loH)dudt
to
H =A - =
[ (2 oS
SC{f|H|dy +f|H|d,u +f leldydt}. (52)
w t=t W t=ty t1 w

Note that -1, 0] c [t1,to] € [-2, 1]. Combining [49),[(50)[(31) and (52) yields

sup|h| < c{ f |h|2d/1dt}_ < c{ f f |H|d,udt} , (53)

whereC depends only on the dimensiom O

-2<t1<-1, fIHIdy
W

0<ty<1, f|H|dﬂ
W

Combine Lemm&4]1 and Theorém]3.1, we have the followingnest.
Lemma 4.2. Supposé(X, Xo, g(t)), 0 < t < 1} satisfies all the conditions in TheorémI3.1. Then

1
2S 2
|Ric— 100I(X, S) < C(m)s‘WT4 {fo f IR— m/lo|d,udt} , YxeQ' = Bg(o)(xo, %) se (0,60] .
Q
(54)

Proof. By Theoreni:311, we have
Rmix ) <t [Byy (x V)|, = (V)" (55)

gty
for every pointy € Bg(o)(xo, ) t € (0, 25¢].

3
pi
Fix x € Q' = Byo)(X.3). s€ (0.60]. By E5), the injectivity radius estimate i [11] yields
that

inj(x,t) > £s (56)
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for some constarg = £(m, x(m)) = £(m) whenever; <t < 2s. Put
A=100ametsE,  §(t) = Ag(A2t+9).
Clearly, g satisfies the evolution equation

%g = —Ric+ A72100.

In view of (53) and[(56), we have injectivity radius estimated curvature estimate required by
Lemmd4.1. It follows that

2
Ric- A-Zaogf (x,0)<C f f |R - mA 22| dizdlt,
-1 JBg,(x.10)

which is the same as the following inequality before scaling

S+2A2
IRic— Aog2(x, 5) < CA™4 f IR — mAo|dudt. (57)
Bg(S)(X’]-OA_l)

s-A-2

Recall that in the definitiorA = 10001‘6‘13‘%, 1000m¢~1 is a constant depending only on
Therefore,[(5I7) implies

S+2A72 2
|IRic— 2p0I(X, ) < C(m)s‘m+T4 f f IR— mAg|dudt; . (58)
s-A2  JByg(x10A1)

By inequality [60), whose proof is independent, we obtaat th
. 1 1 3
By (X 10A™) € Byg | 5~ C V5| Byo) (% 5] < Byoy{ 0. | © 2 = Byo) (0. 1) . (59)

Then inequality[[54) follows fron(38)_(59) and the facttthe— A2, s+ 2A~?] c [0, 29]. O

Recall Propositiof 211, estimafe {54) implies that distais@lmost expanding along the flow.

Lemma 4.3. Supposé(X, xo, g(t)), 0 < t < 1} satisfies all the conditions in Theoréml3.1. Then for
every timeg € (0, o] and every two pointsixx; € Q' = By (xo, %) we have

dg(to) (X1, X2) > dg0)(X1, X2) — C Vio, (60)
_mi2
o (1, %2) 2 g1, 30) ~ C Vi +t; 7 E2), (61)

Nl

where C= C(m) is a universal constant, E foz% J5, IR— magldudt. In particular, if E < 653,
then we have

1
dy(s0) (X1, X2) = dg(0)(X1, X2) — CEZm3), (62)
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Proof. Let us first prove inequality_(60).
By inequality [7) and inequality (47), we have

d 1 1

. tdg(t)(XL X2) > ﬂodg(O)(XL x2) - Ct™2, Vte (0.to],

whereC is a universal constant. Consequently, we have
d 1
a (e % g (X0, xz)) > ceftis_crt

= &% dy (X0, X) — dyo)(0. %) = ~C Vo,

Aoty
= Gyto) (X1, %) 2 € 7 (dgo)(xa. %) — C Vo).

If 1o > 0, we have already obtain inequalify 160) trivially.d§ < 0, we have

Aot
dytto) (X1 X2) 2 (dy()(Xa. X2) — C Vo) + (e% - 1) (dy(0) (0. X2) = C Vo)
> (dg(O)(Xl, X2) - C \/t_o) — Cto |dg(o) (X1, X2) — C Vo
> (dg(O)(Xl, X2) - C \/t_o) -
> dy()(X1, X2) — C Vio.

So we finish the proof of inequality (60).

We continue to prove inequality (61). Along the normalizeddrflow, the derivative of loga-
rithm of geodesic length is bounded by the téRit — 1pg| on the geodesic. Therefore, estimate
(54) yields the following inequalities.

m+2
2

0

Nl

’I dg(so) (X1, X2) )

00 a1 1 [ _m2 _me2
scf t‘TE?dtsCEi(tO P g )SCE
to

It follows that

_mi2 g
dg(50)(xls X2) > dg(to)(X]_, Xz)e_CtO * E2

_m2 g
(dg(O)(Xl, X2) = Cto) eCb * E2

m+2

= (dg(o)(xl, Xp) — Cté) + (e‘C‘oT £ _ 1) . (dg(o)(xl, Xp) — Cté)

dy(0)(X1,

1 _me2
> (dg(O)(Xl, X2) — Cté) Ct, 7 E?

m+2
> dg(o)(Xl, x2) — C ('[2 + t E%

v

So we finish the proof of inequalitj (B1).

If E < o3, thenEm= < o. Letty = Em32 and plug it into inequality{81), we obtain inequality
(62). O
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Corollary 4.1. Same conditions as in Leminal4.3. IkE 6§*3, x € Q' = By (xo, %) then
L
By(s0) (Xl,r - CEZ(M)) C By(o) (x1. 1), (63)
foreveryO<r < % — dg(0)(X0, X1). In particular, we have

1
By(so) (Xo,r - CE@) C Bg) (X0, 1), VO<r< > (64)

Proof. Direct application of inequality (62). m|

Intuitively, an almost expanding map which almost fix volumest be an almost isometry.
This observation can be achieved precisely by Thedrei 4dlveMer, in order to obtain Theo-
rem[4.1, we first need an estimate to prevent the distancepmexoo fast, which is the meaning
of the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Supposé(X, Xo, g(t)), 0 < t < 1} satisfies all the conditions in Theorém]I3.1.
LetQ = Byo)(X0. 1). ' = By) (X0 3). For every I< 3, define
A= sup wrtr ™ Byo)(X, 1) ,
Bg(o)(x.r)c,0<r<l m | 9© |dllg(0)
inf lp-mig r .
Bg(éo)(X,rI)CQ’,0<rsI @m | o0 (% )|dllg(6o)

If X1, X2 € Q" = By(g) (xo, %1) | = dgo)(X1, X2) < &, then we have

1
A m
M |
A

| - CEZmd < dysp) (X0, X2) < | + CA, 4 { e E—znx%ws)} | (65)

250

whenever E:f flR—m/l0|d,udt << |2m3)
0 Ja

Proof. The left hand side of inequalitj/ (65) follows directly fromeiquality [62). So we focus on
the proof of the right hand side of inequalify {65).

We denote the constant in Lemial4.3@yand fix it in this proof. All the otheC’s may be
different from line to line.

Among all the geodesic balls Bgy)(X1, 1), let Byo)(X, ro) be the largest geodesic ball (counted
by radius undeg(0)) such that

Bg(O)(X, rO) N Bg(éo) (X]_, | — C()Eﬁ) =0.

See Figur€]3 for intuition.
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red ball = By)(x1.1) blue ball = Bysy)(xe. | — CoEZm)
green ball= Bgy(g)(X2, 3r0) yellow ball = Bg)(X, ro)

Figure 3: The relationship among the balls

Claim 4. The radius g is bounded from above by the following inequality.

A
n<{|—-1
o< {3

By definition, By)(X, ro) and the ballBgys,) (xl,l - CoEm) are disjoint. Moreover, Corol-

1
+C|—1Em} | + CoEZma). (66)

lary[4.3 implies thaBg(o)(X, ro) U Bgysp) (xl,l - COEZ(%?:)) C By(0)(X1, ). Therefore, we have

1 _
|Bg(o)(X, ro)|dﬂg(é_o) < |Bg(o)(X1, I)|d,ug(a'0) - ‘Bg(&o) (Xl, | - CoE 2(m+3)) G
990

+ E. (67)
dug(sp)

1
< |Bg(0)(xl’ I)|dug(0) - ‘Bg((so) (X1,| - COEZ(m+3))

By Corollary[4.1, we hav8ys, (x, ro— CoEﬁ) C By(0)(X, ro). Note thatrg < | by definition. It
follows from the definition ofA_ that

1 _1_\m
|Bg(o)(X, ro)|dug(60) > ‘Bg(&o) (X, ro— CoE 2(m+3)) >A (ro - CoE 2(m+3)) . (68)

dug(so)
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Plugging [68) into[(@7) yields

+E

_1_\m L
A (ro - COEZ(m+3)) < |Bg(0)(X1, |)|d# 0" ‘Bg(éo) (xl, | — COEZ(rm3))
i dug(sg)

m
< AGIM- AL IM(1- ColET ) 4 E
< AlM - AJIm(l— 2mc0|—15ﬁ) L E

< |m{(A+’| -A )+ 2mCoA,||_1Eﬁ + |_mE}, (69)

where we use the fact th@‘ol‘lEﬁ << 1in the third step, last step respectively. By the non-
collapsed condition at time= &p, we obtain thaA_| > C(m, x(m)) = c(m). By the definition of

A_, we automatically havA_; < 1. Note also that™"E << I-LEZ3 . We obtain

2MCoA_jI "t EZm3 + |"ME < CA_|I"'ET., (70)
Combining [70) and(89) yields
1
ros{%—l +C|-1Em} | + CoEZma). (71)
|

Note that there is a poing € Bg)(X2, 3ro) such thatxz € Bys,) (xl,l - COE2<n++3>). Otherwise,

let @ be a unit speed geodesic (under met0)) connectingx; and x, such thatw(0) = X,
a(l) = Xo. By triangle inequality, we can see that

3 5 1 1
Bg(o) ((x (| - El’o) s Zl’o) N Bg(50) (X1,| - CQEZ(”}“)) - Bg(o)(Xz, 3rg) N Bg(50) (X]_, | — CQEZ(”}“)) =0,

which contradicts to the definition of.

Claim 5. There exists a constant € C(m) such that

dg(50)(X2, x3) < CA; 4 max{SCOEﬁ, ro} . (72)

We first consider the case that> 300Eﬁ.

Under metricg(0), lety be a shortest geodesic connectigxs. Clearly,|ylgo) < 3ro. Under
the metricg(dp), y may not be a shortest geodesic. However, it is still a smoathec Cover the
curvey by geodesic ball8ys,)(z, ro) with the following properties.

ezey, Vief{l---,Nj
e ¥ € Ul Byso) (- To);

e By (2. 2) are disjoint.
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Sincez € y, we havez; € By)(X2, 3rg) C Bg(o)(xo, %) Note thatrg > 3CoEZm™3, CorollaryZ1
implies that

o
By(so) (Z, 5 ) < Byo) (Z, 5 F CoEZ("”)) < By(0)(Z: To) © Byo)(2, 4r0)
1
- Bg(o) (Xo, + 4I‘0) cQ = Bg(o)(Xo, ) cQ= Bg(o)(Xo, 1). (73)
Note thatBy,) (2. 2 ) are disjoint, we obtain

>

i=1

e
9(d0) d

<|B 0(x2,4r0) . (74)
ig0) | 9(0) |dpg(o)

By the evolution equation of volume form and{73), we have

N N
r'o r'o
By(s (Zi,—) - By (Zi,—) <E. (75)
‘;’ 9(d0) 2 dhigo) ; 9(60) 2 d‘ug(%)
It follows from (74) and[(7b) that
N
o
Bg(5 ) (Zj, —) < |Bg(o)(X2, 4ro)| + E. (76)
; 0 2 /ldugay) dug(o)

Sincery < |, the definition ofA_, A, implies the following inequalities.

o ro\m .
Bg(5o) (Zi’E) >A (E) , Yie{l, ...,N}; 77)
dug(so)
|Bg(o) (X4 4f0)|dyg(0) < A, 4(4ro)™. (78)
Combine[[(76),[(77) and(¥8), we obtain
NAL M amA, M4 B o N < 2" (4"A, 4 + Erg™) Ah (79)
om 0= Al , > A 0 Sy

N
Recall thaU Bgi(50)(% o) is @ covering ofy. Therefore,[(79) implies
i=1

dy(o) (X2 X3) < 2Nrg < 2™ (47A, 4 + Erg™) AZjro. (80)

On one hand, by (46), non-collapsed condition at time 6o implies thatA‘l is bounded from
above uniformly. On the other hand, 4 is bounded from below in view of the volume compar-
ison and[(4b). Therefore, the fact thrgt> 3C0E2(m+3) implies Er,™ < (3Co)~ ME 263 < CA, 4.
Consequently, we can simplifiy (B0) to

dy(s50) (%2, X3) < CA, 410,
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which is the same aE{72) under our assumptionSCoEﬁ. If ro < 3C0E2<n++3), we can repeat

the previous argument by choosing covering balls of radﬂ:tﬂﬂm. The details are similar, so
we omit them.

Now we can combine Claifll 4 and Claimh 5 to obtain precise uppanth of dy(s,) (X2, X3). If
ro < 3C0Eﬁ30, we obtain

Oo0)(¥: ¥s) < CA, 4EZ0 < CA, 4l = EZ (81)

sinceE << 12M3)_|f ry > 3CoEZm3), then we have

Ayl Aot " 1
dy(50) (X2, X3) < CA, 4 r -1+ CIT"Ezm3) ;| + CoEZ™3
|

1
<CA.4 { %: - 1‘ | + 7l EzeD + COEzﬁ}
1
<CA.4 { % - 1‘ + |—%E—zm<%m+s>} . (82)

Therefore, triangle inequality yields that
dg(50) (X1, X2) < dyg(s) (X1, X3) + dy(s0) (X3, X2)
<l- CoEm + dg(50)(X3, X2)

<|+CA+,4|{%’:—

%] 1 1
+ rrnEm}l. (83)
O

By refining the estimate in Lemnfia 4.4, we are able to provetti@tistance is almost fixed
whenever the normalized scalar curvature is almost zero.

Theorem 4.1. Suppos€(X, Xo, 9(t)), 0 < t < 1} satisfies all the conditions in Theorém13.1. Then
for every two points % x, € Q" = By) (xo, ‘—11) | = dg)(X1, X2), we have

1

| - CEZ9 < dyop) (X0, %) < | + CIET) (84)

250

whenever E= f f IR — mig|dudt << 183 Here C= C(m, 6o(m)) = C(m).
0o Ja

Proof. The first inequality of[(8K) is the same as the oneid (65). Smmhg need to show the
second inequality of (84).

Attimet = 6o, [IRM is uniformly bounded, injectivity radius is uniformly boded from below.
Therefore, Rauch comparison theorem can be applied toroatiiwer bound oA_;. At time
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t = 0, Ricci curvature is bounded from below. So the Bishop v@womparison theorem implies
an upper bound oA, . In short, we have

A, <1+Cr% A ,>1-Cr%

whenever < & = &(m, k(m), 6o(m)) = £(m). It follows that

1
CA.u { % - 1‘ ; r-%E—wrln+3>} < c{r% e E—zméws)}. (85)
I
By (65) and[(8b), we have
ooy (2. Y2 < 1+ C{r 4 1 hEZTRD |, (86)

wheneveryy, y» € By (Xo. 3) anddgo)(ys. y2) =1 < &.

Fix a big integer numbeN > £, Lety be a unit speed shortest geodesic connecting,
such thaty(0) = X3, y(I) = X. Definez = y(N‘liI). Clearly,zo = x1, zy = X2. Since
dy(s0) (2> Zi41) = N~ < & foreveryi = 0,--- ,N — 1, it follows from (88) that

dyeo) (3 Zi+1)
N-1I
In view of triangle inequality, we obtain

2.2 1

< 1+C{N—a|a ; Nal—%Em}.

Aoo) (X1, X2) _ Yo dyeso) (@ Zi41)
N-1I - N-1I
which in turn implies that

< N{1+C{N—%|% + N%l-%Em}},

-1 2.2 i1 _ 1
dgtony (X0 X)L < 1 + c{N 215 1 NI mE2m(m+3)}. (87)
LetN ~ [E 5@ > I¢~2. Then [8T) yields thadgs,) (X1, X2)I > < 1 + CEFm, |

Based on Theorem 4.1, we are ready to prove a gap theorem.

Theorem 4.2 (Gap theorem) There exists a big constantyl= Ly(m) such that the following
properties hold.

Supposé(X, xo, g(t)), 0 < t < 1} satisfies the same conditions as in Thedrer 3.1. Then foy ever
0<r < %, wehave

rdo ((Bgo)(¥o. 1), 900)) . (Bytan) (X0: 1). 9(60))) < Lor *EF, (88)

250
whenever E= f f IR — mig|dudt << r8™3) Moreover, we have
0 Bg(O)(XOvl)

r~*de ((Byo)(%0: 1), 900)) . (B(O, 1), g5)) < Lor?, (89)

whenever E<< r¥mm™3) r << 1. Here B0, r) is the ball with radius r in the Euclidean spag#".
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Proof. By (84), we have

|dg0) (X2 X2) — sy (X1, X2)| < C max{E—sm«lma, Ezﬁ} < CEF3 (90)

for every two pointsxy, Xz € Byo) (X0, ) satisfying dye)(x1, X2) >> Esm3. In particular, if

dg(0)(X1, X2) is comparable WIthE 3 >> E6(n1+3>, then [QD) holds. This means that the identity

map is aCE3nK%1+3)—approximation map fror(]Bg(o) (0. 1), g(O)) to (Bg(o) (Xo.1), g(6o)). Therefore,
we have

dor ((Byco) (%0.1) . 9(0)) . (Byo) (0. 1) . G(60))) < CEFma. (91)
On the other hand(84) implies that
By(so) (xo,r - CE@) C By(0) (X0 1) € Bysp) (Xo,r + CEW),
which in turn yields that

don ((Bgo) (%0.7) . 8(60)) . (Bygsy (X0: ) . 9(60))) < CEF3 (92)

by the definition of Gromov-Hausd®rdistance. Combiné (91) anld {92), we obtain

dont ((Bg(o) (%0.1) . 9(0) . (Byzo) (0. 1) . §(60))) < CEF,

whose scaling-invariant form on the left hand sidé’ig (88).

At timet = §p, aroundxg, |Rnj is uniformly bounded, injectivity radius is uniformly boded
from below. Using exponential map, one can construct appraton map from Euclidean ball to
geodesic ball. Itis not hard to see that

I’_:LdGH ((Bg(5o) (XOa r) > g(60)) > (B(O’ r)? gE)) < Cr2 (93)

whenever is very small. It follows from[(8B) and (89) that
don ((Byo) (0.1). 9(0)) , (BO.1). g2) < C{r2 + 1 EsT ) < Cr?

whenevelE < r™™3) | ety be the maximum of all th€'s that appear in this proof, we obtain

Theorent4.P. O

5 Structure of limit space

This section is devoted to prove the structure theoremsprEnal and Theorefd 2, respectively.
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5.1 Riemannian case

Suppos€X;, X, gi) is a sequence of almost Einstein manifolds. D&Y g) be the limit space of
(Xi, %, gi), A be the limit of A;. In this section, we shall use the estimates developed wique
sections to show the structure Xf

A tangent spacfY, 9,§) at a pointy € X is the pointed-Gromov-Hausdblimit of (X, y, €g)
for some sequenag — 0. A pointy € X is called regular if every tangent coneyds isometric to
the Euclidean spad®™, 0, gg). A pointy € X is called singular if it is not regular, i.e., gtthere
exists a tangent spa@i‘, y, g) which is not isometric to the Euclidean space. By the fundaaie
work in [6], one sees that every tangent space is a metric.cbh@reover, a tangent cone is
Gromov-Hausddf close to the Euclidean space if and only if the volume of taadsrd unit ball
in the tangent cone is close iy, the volume of the unit ball ilR™. Under the non-collapsed and
Ricci lower bound condition, the Hausdiomeasure converges whenever the Gromov-Hatisdor
convergence happens. This inspires us to define the funéfiam X x (0, ) as follows. For
every pointy € X, define(y,r) £ w;r MB(y,r)l. Since the spacX inherits the Bishop-
Gromov volume comparison property from the limit process, see tha’E_I)icr)rt((y, r)is a well
defined positive number, which we denote tfy). Clearly, a pointy is singular if and only if
U(y) < 1. However, by using the special property of almost Einslieiit, this property can be
improved.

Proposition 5.1. y € X is a singular point if and only i/(y) < (1 - 5—20)

Proof. It suffices to show thay is regular whenevet((y) > (1 - 5—20)

Supposeld(y) > (1 - 5—20) By definition of 2(y), there exists a sequencemgf— 0 such that

1 _ 1
wrtoTMB(Y. p))l > (1— 550).

Denote the pointed-Gromov-Haustolimit of (X, y, p;2g) by (V.. ), which is a tangent cone
of X at the pointy. By a careful choice of diagonal subsequence if necessaycan assume

(Y.9.9) as the pointed-Gromov-Hausdblimit of (X, yi;,;2g;;), which is a new sequence of
almost Einstein manifolds. For brevity, we drop some suded and IooI(\?, v, g) as the almost
Einstein limit of(Xj,yj, hj), whereh; = pj‘zgij. By volume continuity, we have

_ 1
£ B > o[- 500 = 1803 D, > (1 G0)
Clearly,Rig, > —(m— 1)p12 on X;j. Therefore, Theorein 4.2 applies. Fix an arbitrary smallO,
by inequality [89), we see that
rtdan (B, (i 1. hy). (BO.1). 5)) < Cr? = r*dan ((Bg(%.1).§) . (BO.1). g)) < Cr?.

Consequently, every tangent spaceYodty is the Euclidean spacde™. On the other hand, we
already knowy is a metric cone with vertey. "These two conditions force thatis isometric to
R™. Henceforthy is a regular point. m|
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By some routine argument, the following Corollary is ob\dawow.

Corollary 5.1. There exists a constaat= e(m) > 0 with the following property.

Suppose ¥ X, (\?, A g) is a tangent space of at y, BO, 1) is the unit ball in the Euclidean
spaceR™. ThenY is isometric taR™ if and only if

don ((Be(9:1).9). (B0, 1), gr)) < & (94)

Using the notation ofi [6], Corollar 5.1 implieR = Rz. Therefore, we have separated the
singular points from the regular points substantially. Ty using regularity results from the
Ricci flow, we can smoothen the regular p&rt

Proposition 5.2. Suppose ¥ X is a regular point. Then there exists a constart r(y) with the
following properties.

° (Bg(y, r), 5) is geodesic convey, i.e., every shortest geodesic congeato points in g(y, r)
cannot escape it.

e There exist a region r R™ and a smooth metric tensopgn D such tha(Bg(y, r),§) is
isometric to(D, gp).

e Ricg(y) — A9(y) = 0.

Proof. Sincey is regular,2/(y) = 1. So we can findo = ro(y) such thatt/(y.p) > (1- %) for

every 0< p < ro(y). Supposey — y as(Xi, X, gi) converges t¢X, X.g). By volume continuity,
we have for large,
r6m |Bgi (vi» rO)|d#g_ > (1 - 6o) wm.

Without loss of generality, we choosg < V3o. Let§ = ry2g;, Qi = Bg (i, 1). Then we have
Ricg (X) > (M- 1)r5 > —~(m-1)50, ¥ x€ Qi;  [Bg (v, 1)|dﬂg_ > (1 - 60) wm. (95)

So we can apply Theorein 4.2 for the new almost Einstein segu@h vi, §i). By (88), it turns
out that

im 8 (B0 (1580 (B [ 5 860) )| =0 (96)

Denote the common Gromov-Haustfdimit of the two sequences of geodesic balls[in] (96) by
(Bg. (Yeo» 3) - Goo)- Note thatBgs,) (¥i- 3) < Bgo) (¥i- 3) by Theoreni&ll. Therefore, Theorgml3.1

and Shi’s local estimate imply that there exist a small pasitumberpg << min{%,éo} and large
positive constant€y such that

inf  injgs0)(X) >> po; sup VKR, . (X) << Cor? X,V keZt U0},  (97)
Bgi(50) (¥i-p0) 5(60) Bg;(5) (¥1-00) | ﬂ‘igl (60) 0
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Consequently(Bgm (Yoo £0) » gw) is a convex smooth geodesic ball. Denbte rggw. Of course,
(Bh (Yoo, ropo) » ) is @ convex smooth geodesic ball. By exponential map withaestoh, we
can findD c R™ and smoothyp such that D, gp) is isometric to(B (Yo, Fopo) » ), which is the
Gromov-Hausddf limit of ( B(yi, roeo), gi(0)). So we finish the proof of the first two properties by
lettingr = ropo. The last property follows from Lemnia4.2. Actually, 195)gantees that we can
apply inequality [(54) to obtain

260 %
|Ri('.‘gi — /Iigi| (yi,60r(2,) = raz |Rngi - /lirggi| (vi, 60) < C{j(; j); |R— mrg/li|gi(t) dﬂgi(t)dt} — 0,

whereC = C(m,ro,dp). Sinceg is the smooth limit ofgi(o“org) aroundy, we obtainRicg(y) =
A9(y).-

For brevity, for every poink € X, define the volume radius
1
rv(x) = max{r > O“L{(x, r > (l - 550)} (98)

whenever the set is nonempty. Otherwisengix) = 0. DefineV, = {x € )erv(x) < r}, the set
of points whose volume radius is not greater tha€learly, Vy is nothing but the singular sé&t
Using the notation ir[6], for a metric spaZewe assume" is the vertex of the metric cor@(2).
Then for every pair of small positive constantg and radius G< r < &, we define

Spee) = {y e X ‘ring sdon (B, 9. B((0.2). 9)) = . for all ¥ x C(Z)} .

Note that ourS]'; 1) is Sf,’r in [10]. By Theorem 1.10 of[10], a standard rescaling arguinseows
that for every¢ < 1 andn << 1,

2-n
_ _ r
3 m|B(y7 26) N S| < Cmx,m) (E)
whenevery € B(x,2). Consequently, the non-collapsed condition and a lua#iing argument
imply that

|B(>Z 2)N 8P| < Cmk, m)é 22,

In particular, we have

|B(>Z 2)nSM2 | < c(mxmrz,

Therefore, we can obtain
IB(X,2) N Vi| < C(m, &, p)r> ™" (99)
if we can proveV, c S;j(r?n). In fact, this relationship follows from the following Lernan

Lemma 5.1. There exists a constanp = no(m, «) with the following property.
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Suppose thatf, g) is an m-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold(iz —(m— 1) in
a geodesic ball By, 2), [B(yo, 1)| > «. If 0 <1 <1 < g and r"™|B(yo, r)| = (1 - 6—20)wm, then for
every metric space Z, we have

inf s™dw (B(yo. 9).B((0.2).)) 2 7. (100)
r<s<n
where 7 is the vertex of the metric congZ), (0,z°) € R™* x C(2).

Proof. Otherwise, there exist a sequence of positive numhiers 0 and a sequence of Rieman-
nian manifolds Y;, yi, h;) with the given conditions violating the statements.

o 17 MB(Yi, M)y, = (1 — do)wm for some O< rj < 7.

o There existss € (i, 7) such thats™den (B(yi.s).B((0.7).s)) < m for someR™* x
C2).

Leth = s72h. Denote the pointed-Gromov-Haustioimit of (B, (i, 1).yi. i) by (B,9.9). By
limit process, there exists a metric spatsuch that

§=(0.2)eR™xC(2), B=8((02).1).

Clearly, every tangent space pis R™?! x C(Z), which must beR™ by [6]. Therefore, by the
continuity of volume, we have

im 7B, (. $)ld, = M 1B, (¥i: Dlay, = wm.
which yields
1 I -
1= S60)wm = lim r7Br (i, F)lda, > M §71Br (Y, $)la, = wm-
by volume comparison. Contradiction! 0

Supposey(y) = 1. Lety; — yas (X, X, g;) converges tcé)?, i@) Applying inequality [(4¥) to
the flow{(X;, i, gi(t)), 0 < t < 1}, we haveRmi(y) = lim |Rmg s (i) < J,*. By a trivial rescaling
|—00
argument, we see that

IRmi(y) min{rg(y). 1} < o5" (101)

for everyy € R. Follow the route of[[10] for the Einstein case, we can obsme bounds of
curvature integration oR.

Proposition 5.3. For every0 < p < 1andp > 1, we have a constant € C(m, «, p, p) such that

f IRmMPdu < C.
B(XA)NR
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Proof. Without loss of generality, we assurmpe= 1. Fixn < (1 - p), we have

_ 1
5"[ IRmPd <f min{r %", 1ld <C(1+—)<Cm,/<, ,
0 B(X1) o B(X1) { \% } - 1 — 22(p-1)+y ( p)
where we used (99) and (101). m|

Proposition 5.4. dimy S <m- 2.
Proof. It follows from inequality [9@9) and the fact that dynS is an integer. O

Combine all the discussions in this subsection, we finistptbef of Theorenf 1.

5.2 Kahler case

Supposg(M;, Xi, gi, Ji) is a sequence of almost Kahler Einstein manifolds. mﬁxz@ be the
limit space of(M;, X, gi), 4 be the limit of 3;, M = R U S be the regular-singular decomposition.

It is not hard to see tha&k has a complex structurkcompatible Withg_andVgJ_: 0. Actually,
it suffices to prove the existence of sudHocally. Fixy € R. Letrg = %rv(y). Suppose; —

y as(M;, X, gi) converges tc(M, i@ By the construction ofy, we know thatBg(y, ro) is the
smooth limit of(Bgi(Jorg)(yi, ro), Oi (60r§))._Therefore, the complex structuﬂeo_n Bgi((;org)(yi, 60r§)
converges to the limit complex structudewhich is compatible witly andVgJ = 0.

For non-collapsed limit of Kahler manifolds with bounde@® curvature, it was shown that
every non-Euclidean tangent cone can split at mast 2 independent lines. The argument was
based on ar-regularity theorem(c.f.Theorem 5.2 ofl [9]), which can b#proved to obtain the
following Lemma.

Lemma 5.2. There exists a constaig = &o(n, «) with the following property.

SupposéN, yo, h, J) is a complete Kahler manifold of complex dimension n,>Rie(n — 1) on
N, |B(Yo, 1)| = «. Suppose for the scal@s< r < n < &, we have

_ 1)
o I 2B(yo.1)| = (1— EO)wZn.

o sup &2 IRiddu < 7.
p <7
BW@10$

r<s<nm
Then for every metric space Z, we have

inf, s'den (B(Yo. 9. B((0.2). 5)) = . (102)

r<s<

where 7 is the vertex of the metric condZ), (0,2') € %" x C(2).

Proof. The proof follows the same route as that of Leniméa 5.1.

If the statement was wrong, there exist a sequence of sealgd ith ; — 0 and a sequence
of Kahler manifolds i, yi, hi, J;) with the given conditions violating the statements.
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o [72B(YL M)l = (1 - %) wan for some O< 1; < 7.

e sup s‘z’”zf IRicl, dun, < 7i.
B(y;,10s)

i <S<nj

e There existss € (r;,7;) such thats 'dgH (B(yi, s), B((Q,z*),s)) < n; for someR23 x
C(z).

Leth = s72h. Denote the pointed-Gromov-Haustfolimit of (B, (yi, 1).yi. i) by (B.9.6). By
limit process, there exists a metric spatsuch that

§=(02)er™3xC(2). B=B((0.2).1).

Like the proof of Lemm&35]1, in order to obtain a contradictiib sufices to show tha&2"3xC(2)
is isometric toR®". Actually, the Kahler condition implies th&®" x C(Z) is eitherR*" or
R2"-2 % C(S;) for some circle with length € (0, 2r). However, for metridy, we have

f IRicl, duf, = 3‘2’”2[ IRidn dup, < Sup s‘z’”zf IRidh, dun, < 7i — O.
Br, (,10) B, (¥i,10s) i <8< B (i,10s)

This is enough for us to choose good slice where the integrati|Rid is as small as possible(c.f.
Theorem 5.2 ofi[9]). Therefore, Chern-Simons theory ingptfeatt = 27. ConsequentlyR®" x
C(2) must be isometric t&2" and we can obtain the desired contradiction! O

Fix the pair ¢,77) such that O< r < n < &. Lety be an arbitrary point iB(x, 2) c M,y € M
such tha; — y as(Mi, X, gi) converges tcéM, Y@) Recall thatF; = fMi IRiC + AiGilgdug — O.
For everys € (r, ), we have

S f IRidg dug < 82" f {IRic+ Aigilg, + 14il V1] dug
Bg; (¥i,10s) Bg; (¥i,10s)

<z fM IRic+ Aigilg dug, + il VIV (S72"1Bg (i, 109)lgy, ) S°
< rZ‘Z”Fi +2Vn- won - 107" -772.

It follows that

sup SZ_an , | IRidg dug < rZ‘Z”Fi +2N- wop - 107" 772 <4Vn- wo - 107" 7]2 <n
Bgi Vi,108

r<s<nm

for largei, whenever, is chosen very small. Therefore, Lemmal5.2 can be applietitairothat

YV, C Sif‘(;’j‘?) on the limit spaceM. Then we can apply Theorem 1.10 bf [10] to obtain that

IB(%,2) N Vil < C(n, &, mr*". (103)

From here, we can deduce the following two propositions evittdificulty.
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Proposition 5.5. For every0 < p < 2andp > 1, we have a constant € C(m, «, p, o) such that
f IRmMPdu < C.
B(xp)NR

Proposition 5.6. dimy; S < m-4.

Combine all the discussion in this section, we finish the podd@heoreni2. Moreover, The-
orem[2 can be improved if we assurﬂ;i IRM§dug < C uniformly for some 2< p < 3, or
we assuman = p = 2. The proofs follow from the combination of the methods diésdl in
this section and that in [10]. Since the proofs do not cont@w method and we do not know a
substantial applications of such results, we omit the Belaire.

6 Examples

In this section, we show two examples of almost Kahler Einssequences. The applications
of the structure theorem (Theordh 2) are also discussedualytboth examples come to our
attention spontaneously when we try to study the geometadpgasties of Kahler manifolds. It is
for this study that we develop the whole paper.

6.1 Smooth minimal varieties of general type

A smooth projective varieti is called of general type if the Kodaira dimension\dfis equal to
the complex dimension d¥l, i.e.,

log dimHO(K})
o, logk a

It is called minimal ifKy; is numerically éective (nef), i.e.Ky - C > 0 for every dfective curve
C c M. SupposeM is a smooth minimal variety, then it is easy to see tiahdmits a Kahler
Einstein metric if and only iKy is ample, by Yau’s solution of Calabi conjecture. Sinceédieme

a lot of smooth minimal varieties whose canonical classesar ample, we cannot expect to find
a Kahler Einstein metric on each smooth minimal varietywieer, on each such variety, we can
construct a sequence of almost Kahler Einstein metrics.

Theorem 6.1. Suppose M is a smooth minimal projective variety of gengra tJ is the default
complex structure. Then there is a poigt& M and a sequence of metrics\ith the following
properties.
e lim[xi] = —2rc1(M) wherey; is the metric form compatible with both and J.
|—00

e (M, %o, 0, J) is an almost Kahler Einstein sequence.
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Proof. There exists a nonnegative, (J-currenty with [y] = —2rc1(M). Fix an arbitrary metric
form w on M. Then for everye > 0, [y + €w] is a positive class. By Yau’s solution of Calabi
conjecture (c.f.[[4] and [43]), we can find a metric fogmsuch thaRic(y.) + y. = ew. Letg. be
the metric tensor compatible with bgth andJ. Clearly, we have

Ric(ge) + 9 > 0. (104)

Then we run the normalized Ricci flow

0 .
ag = -Ric—g

from the initial metricg.. Denote the metric form at timeby y ;. Wheneveyy.; is well defined,
it satisfies

[eed = €'l +(1- €)M = ] + ee '[w] > 0.

Therefore, for every > 0, the normalized Ricci flow initiating frong, exists forever(c.f.[[40]
and [39]). In view of [6), the conditioR + n > 0 is preserved by the flow. Therefore, we have

1
f f|R+ ny? dt
0 M
1
0 M
1
=0 [ [ =0
0 M
1 n-1
:nef e_t(fw/\()(+ee_tw) )dt
0 M
1
<nef e_t(fw/\(x+a))n_l)dt
0 M

= nCe. (105)

Attimet = 0, we haveRid(y.) + x. = 0, which implies

f IRiC+ el < f Vn(R+n)y? = e- n? f wA (x + ew)"™ < Cly, a))n%e. (106)
M M M

In view of the study of complex Monge-Ampere equation the@ry. [39]), there exists an alge-

braically defined subvariet$ c M such thajy. 2;}, Oe = g on M\ 8B, whenever — 0. Since
g is a smooth metric oM\8B, we can choose a small convex geodesic Bg{ko, 260) ¢ M\B.
Letg — 0,0 = g,. Then we have

|Bgi(X0, 1)|dygi > |Bgi(X0a 2§O)|dygi > |B@(X0’ §O)| =K (107)
for largei. By definition, [104), [(107),[{105) an@ (1I06) together imghat (M, xo, g, J) is an
almost Kahler Einstein sequence. O
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In the proof of Theorerh 611, when and xg are fixed, the almost Kahler Einstein sequence
depends on the choice of the sequefige’;. It is natural to ask whether the limit space depends
on the choice of the sequen¢e};°,. In fact, the answer is no. In_[38], we proved that every
limit space(M, i@) is the metric completion dfM\ 8B, X, §), which is independent of the choice
of {¢};2,. Another interesting question is whethigr has a variety structure. Generally, we do

not know the answer although this is expected. However, WheR) satisfies the Chern number
2(n+1)
n

equality{cf(M) - cz(M)} . CQ‘Z(M) = 0, thenM does have a projective variety structure.

Actually, in [38], we will use Theorerfil2 to show thM is a global quotient of the complex
hyperbolic space, henceforth it is a variety.

6.2 Fano manifolds

A complex manifold M, J) is called a Fano manifold #Ky, is ample. By the Kodaira embedding
theorem, such a manifold must be projective and admits dekaructure. The existence of
Kahler Einstein metrics on Fano manifolds is a folklorelpem (c.f. [37] and references therein).
In [35], the first author introduced theinvarianta(M) and proved that Kahler Einstein metrics
exist whenever(M) > --. If we only assume(M) > -= then the situation becomes subtle.

It is not clear whethean(+l\l/l) > -l implies the exister?gé of Kahler Einstein metrics. On the
other hand, the existence of Kahler Einstein metrics iegpthat Mabuchi’'s K-energy (c.f.[27]
for definition) is bounded from below. But there are exam(glés[37], [13]) where the K-energy
is bounded from below and Kahler Einstein metrics do nostexin short, neithew(M) > -5

nor the K-energy bounded from below can guarantee the existef Kahler Einstein metrics.
However, either of them provides afBaient condition for the existence of almost Kahler Einstei

sequences.

Proposition 6.1. Suppos€M, J) is a Fano manifold, x € M. Then in the clas&rc,(M), there
is a sequence of almost Kahler Einstein manifdlils xo, g;, J) if one of the following conditions
are satisfied.

e (M) > Fnl

e Mabuchi’s K-energy is bounded from below2inc; (M).

Before we prove this proposition, let us recall an invari@upposel¥l, J) is a Fano manifold,
w is a metric form in the classa2,(M). Since every other metric form in the same class can be
written asw, = w + V-190p for some smooth functiop on M, it is clear that

supft > 0|Rid(w,) > tw,, for someyp € C*(M)}

is independent of the choice af. For brevity, we denote this invariant IggM, J), or by G(M)
when no ambiguity happens. Under this notation, we haveditafing theorem.

Theorem 6.2. Supposg M, J) is a Fano manifold withG(M) = 1, X € M. Then there is a
sequence of metrics with the following properties.
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e [wi] € 2rcy (M) wherew; is the metric form compatible with both and J.

e (M, %o, 0, J) is an almost Kahler Einstein sequence.

Proof. SinceGg(M) = 1, for every O< « < 1, there is a metric form,, with Ric(w,) > aw,. Let
d. be the metric tensor compatible with bath andJ. Clearly, we have

Rid(g,) = ag,. (108)

Letai = 1, wi = wy;, Gi = Gy;- Then we have

j;l IRicy, — gilw]! < fM {IRngi - aigi| + (1—C¥i)9i}wi”
< \/EL {R—na; + n(1 — @)} w;
= 2n2(1 - o) - (27)"c)(M) > O. (109)

Initiating from g;, we run the normalized Ricci flow

0 .
ag = —-Ric+g,

which preserves the cohomology clasgeZM). SinceR - n > n(a; — 1) at the initial time, it
follows from (@) that

(R-N)g( = —N(1 - ai)e' = Ry = nf1- (1-ap)e}.

Consequently, we have

1 1
j; fM IR - g gel(t)dt = j; fM |R— n{1-(1-a)e}-n(- ai)et|gi(t) W"(t)dt
1
< fo fM (R-n{1-(1- @)} +n(1- o)} w(t)dt
1
=2n(1 - @) - (27)"c}(M) - f e'dt
0
= 2n(e - 1) (27)"¢)(M) - (1 - @) — O. (110)

Sincea; — 1, we can assume; > % So Bonett-Myers theorem implies a diameter upper

bound diarg M < V2nz. By Bishop volume comparison, we have

IB(X0, Lo IB(X0 Lldg
a3 = > C(n) = [B(Xo, Dl = C(n.CH(M)) £ &, (111)
|M|dﬂgi |B(X07 \/ﬁﬂ')
dutg;
which is the non-collapsed condition. Therefore, by detinit(108), (111),[(110) and(ID9) yields
that (M, Xo, gi, J) form a sequence of almost Kahler Einstein manifolds. O
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Note thatG(M) = 1 under either condition of Propositién 6.1 (c.f.[34]). Téiere, Proposi-
tion[6.1 follows from Theorern 6.2.

In both examples, Theorem 6.1 and Theofen 6.2, the complestste is fixed. This is of
course not needed in the set up of almost Kahler Einsteirifoids. Therefore, potentially, we
should be able to construct almost Kahler Einstein seqggehyg deforming the complex structure
and cohomology class simultaneously. It is then intergsttnsee whether the almost Kahler
Einstein limit space is independent of the choice of param@f complex structures and metric
forms) sequences. It is also fascinating to ask whetherithié $pace has a variety structure.
These topics will be studied in the future.
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