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STRUCTURE OF SPACES WITH BAKRY-EMERY RICCI
CURVATURE BOUNDED BELOW

FENG WANG AND XIAOHUA ZHU*

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we explore the limit structure of a sequence
of Riemannian manifolds with Bakry—Emery Ricci curvature bounded
below in the Gromov-Hausdorff topology. By extending the techniques
established by Cheeger-Cloding for Riemannian manifolds with Ricci
curvature bounded below, we prove that each tangent space at a point
of the limit space is a metric cone. We also analyze the singular structure
of the limit space analogous to a work of Cheeger-Colding-Tian. Our
results will be applied to study the limit space of a sequence of Kéhler
metrics arising from solutions of certain complex Monge-Ampeére equa-
tions for the existence of Kéhler-Ricci solitons on a Fano manifold via
the continuity method.
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0. INTRODUCTION

In a series of papers [CC1], [CC2|, [CC3], Cheeger-Colding study the limit
space of a sequence of Riemannian manifolds with Ricci curvature bounded
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below in the Gromov-Hausdorff topology. As one of fundamental results,
they prove the existence of metric cone structure for each tangent cone on
the limit space [CC2]. Namely,

Theorem 0.1. ([CC2]) Let (M;, gi;p;) be a sequence of n-dimentional Rie-
mannian manifolds which satisfy

Ricar, (gi) > —(n — 1)A%g; and voly, (B, (1)) > v > 0.

Then (M;, gi; pi) converge to a metric space (Y;pso) in the pointed Gromov-
Hausdorff topology. Moreover, for any y € Y, each tangent cone T,)Y is a
metric cone over another metric space whose diameter is less than .

Based on the above theorem, Cheeger-Colding introduce a notion of Sy-
typed (k < n — 1) singularities of the limit space Y as follows.

Definition 0.2. Let (Y;ps) be the limit of (M;, gi;pi) as in Theorem [0
We cally € (Y; poo) a Sk-typed singular point if there exists a tangent cone at
y which can be split out an euclidean space R* isometrically with dimension
at most k.

Applying Theorem[0.Ilto appropriate tangent cone spaces, Cheeger-Colding
show that the dimension of set S is less than k [CC2]. In [CCT], Cheeger-
Colding-Tian do a significant work to determine which kind of singularities
can be excluded in the limit space Y under certain curvature condition for
the sequence of (M;, g;). They prove

Theorem 0.3. ([CCT]) Let (M;, gi; p;) be a sequence of n-dimensional man-
ifolds and (Y, pso) its limit as in Theorem [0 1. Suppose that the integrals of
sectional curvature

5 .
o Rm/[Pdv
voly, (By,(1)) /3, () o

are uniformly bounded. Then for any € > 0, the following is true:
dim(B, (1) \ Re) <n—4, ifp=2
and
H" (B, (1)\ R) < o0, if < p<2.
Here R, consists of points y in'Y which satisfy
distgr (By(1),Bo(1)) <€

for the unit ball By(1) in R™ and a unit distance ball By(1) in some tangent
cone T,Y .
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The purpose of the present paper is to extend the above Cheeger-Colding
theorem and Cheeger-Colding-Tian theorem in the Bakry—Emery geometry.
More precisely, we analyze the structure of Gromov-Hausdorff limit of a
sequence of n-dimensional Riemannian manifolds in class M(A, A, v) which
defined by

M(A, A, v) ={(M,g;p)| M is an n-dimensional
complete Riemannian manifold which satisfy
Ricar(g) + hess(f) > —(n — 1)A%g,
voly(By(1)) > v >0, and |V f|, < A}

Here f is a smooth function on M and hess(f) denotes Hessian tensor of
f with respect to g. Ricas(g) + hess(f) is called Bakry-Emery Ricci cur-
vature associated to f [BE]. For simplicity, we denote it by Ricf\;’ g Or just
Ricg. Clearly, M(A, A, v) consists of compact Ricci solitons [Ha|, [TZh]. We
show that both Theorem and Theorem [0.3] still hold for a sequence in
M(A, A,v) (cf. Section 4, 5).

As in [CC1], we shall establish various integral comparison results for the
gradient and Hessian estimates between appropriate functions and coordi-
nate functions or distance functions on a Riemannian manifold with Bakry-
Emery Ricci curvature bounded below. We will use f-harmonic functions to
construct those appropriate functions instead of harmonic functions (cf. Sec-
tion 2). Another technique is to generalize the segment inequality lemmas
in [CC1] to our case of weighted volume form (cf. Lemma 3.3} Lemma [34]
Lemma[3.0) so that the triangle lemmas in [Ch2] are still true on a Riemann-
ian manifold with almost flat Bakry—Emery Ricci curvature (cf. Lemma[3.2]
Lemma [£4]). These triangle lemmas are crucial in proofs of the splitting
theorem and the metric cone theorem (cf. Theorem B.I] Theorem [A.3]). We
shall point out that various versions of such kind triangle lemmas were used
by Colding, Cheeger-Colding in earlier papers to study the rigidity of of
Riemannian metrics [Col], [Co2], [CC1].

Another motivation of this paper is to study the limit space of a sequence
of Kéhler metrics g, (t; < 1) arising from solutions of certain complex
Monge-Ampere equations for the existence of Kahler-Ricci soliton via the
continuity method [TZ1], [TZ2]. We show that such metrics are naturally be-
longed to M(A,v,A). As a consequence, for any sequence {gy, } there exists
a subsequence which converges to a metric space with complex codimention
of singularities at least one in the Gromov-Hausdorff topology (cf. Theorem
[6:2] Section 6). Furthermore, in case of ¢; — 1, the complex codimention
of singularities of limit space is at least two (cf. Theorem [6.3]). The later
is corresponding to a sequence of called weak almost Kahler-Ricc solitons,
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which is a generalization of sequence of weak almost Kéahler-Einstein met-
rics introduced by Tian-Wang in a recent paper [TW] (cf. Definifion [6.6]).
In fact, for such a kind of Kéhler metrics sequence, we prove the following
result:

Theorem 0.4. Let (M;, g;) be a sequence of weak almost Kdhler-Ricci soli-
tons. Suppose that there exists a point p; at each M; such that

(0.1) volag, (Bp, (1)) > v > 0.

Then there exists a subsequence of (M;, gi;p;) which converge to a limit
metric space Y in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Moreover S(Y') =
Son_4. In particular, the complex codimension of singularities of Y is at least
2.

As a corollary of Theorem [0.4, we show that there exists a sequence of
weak almost Kéahler-Ricc solitons on M which converges to a metric space
(M, goo) With complex codimension of the singular set of (M, goo ) at least
two in the Gromov-Hausdorff topology if the modified Mabuchi K-energy
defined in [TZ1] is bounded from below. In a sequel of papers [WZ] and
[JWZ], we will further confirm that the regular part of (My,goo) is in fact
a Kahler-Ricc soliton while (Mu, goo) admits a Q-Fano algebraic structure.

The organization of paper is as follows. In Section 1, we first recall a f-
Lapalace comparison result of Wei -Wylie for distance functions (cf. Lemma
[LI). Then as applications of Lemma [[.T] we construct a cut-off function
with bounded gradient and f-Lapalace (cf. Lemma [[5)). In Section 2,
we give various integral estimates for gradient and Hessian of f-harmonic
functions. In Section 3 and Section 4, we will prove the splitting theorem (cf.
Theorm [B.1]) and the metric cone theorem (cf. Theorem [4.3]), respectively.
In Section 5, we give a generalization of Cheeger-Colding-Tian’s Theorem
[03in the setting of Bakry—Emery geometry (cf. Theorem [54)). In Section
6, we prove Theorem and Theorem [0.4l Section 7 is an appendix where
we explain how to use the technique of conformal transformation in [TZh]
to give another proof of Theorem [6.2] and Theorem [6.3] Section 8 is another
appendix where the relation ([6.9]) in Section 6 is proved.
Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank professor G. Tian
for many valuable discussions on this work. They are also appreciated to
professor T. Colding for his interest to the paper, particularly, for valuable
comments on Lemma and Lemma [£41

1. DISTANCE FUNCTION COMPARISON AND OTHER COMPARISON LEMMAS

The notion of Bakry—Emery Ricci curvature Ricﬁz[ g associated to a smooth
function f on a Riemannian manifold (M,g) was first appeared in [BE].
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Related to the conformal geometry, one can introduce a weighted volume
form and a f-Lapalace operator associated to f on (M, g) as follows,

dvl = e fdvand AT = A — (Vf, V).

Then A/ is a self-adjoint elliptic operator under the following weighted inner
product,

(u,v) = / wvdv!, ¥ u,v e L2(M).
M

/ Afuvdvf:/ (Vu, Vv>dvf:/ A vudv/ .
M M M

The divergence theorem with respect to Af is

/Afudvf:/ (Vu,n)e ' do,
Q o0

where €2 is a domain in M with piece-wise smooth boundary, n denotes the
outer unit normal vector field on 9f) and do is an induced area form of g on
9.

Let r = r(z) = dist(p,z) be a distance function on (M,g). In [WW],
Wei-Wylie compute the f-Laplacian for r» and got the following comparison
result under the Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature condition.

That is

Lemma 1.1. ([WW]) Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian
manifold which satisfies

(1.1) Ric/ > —(n—1)A%g.

Then

(1.2) Alr < (n—1+4A)Acoth Ar, if |f] < A,
and

(1.3) Afr < (n—1)AcothAr + A, if [Vf] < A.

As an application of Lemma [I.1] Wei-Wylie prove the following weighted
volume comparison theorem.

Theorem 1.2. ([WW]) Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemann-
ian manifold which satisfies (I.1]). Then for any 0 < r < R,

voll (By(r)) _ voli**4(B(r))
(1.4) v (BAR)) > T(B(R)) if |fI< A,
and
(15) Yol (By(r)) o ~arYIRBE) 10y < g

vol/ (B,(R)) vol} (B(R))’
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where vol (B(r)) denotes the volume of geodesic ball B(r) with radius  in
n-dimensional space form with constant curvature —A.

Wei-Wylie’s proof of Theorem depends on a monotonic formula for
the weighted volume form as follows.
By choosing a polar coordinate with the origin at p, we write

e Tdv=Al(s,0)ds A db.

Then
d

EAf(s,G) = Al (s,0)A7r.
In case that |V f| < A, it follows from (L.3]),

d
(1.6) Al (5,0) < Al(s5,0)ln,a(r),
where [y a(r) = (n — 1)A coth Ar + A. Thus if we put

sinhAr
(1.7) Laa(r) = eV (——)"",
which is a solution of equation,
Ll

(1.8) . M—)lasr—)O,

AA
Lpa ol

)

(LHQ) is equivalent to the following monotonic formula,
AT (b,0) _ La.a(b)
Af(a,e) B LA,A(CL)
By a simple computation, we get (L5 from (L9). Similarly, we can prove

(4.
Another application of Lemma [[T] is the following weighted Poincaré
inequality.

(1.9) , Vb>a.

Lemma 1.3. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold which satisfies

(1.10) Ricg > —(n—1)A%g, and |V f] < A.

Let Ay(a,b) = Bp(b) \ Bp(a) be an annulus in M. Then for any Liptischtz
function h in Ap(a,b) with hlga,(ap) = 0, it holds

(1.11) / h2e~fdv < c(a,b, A,A)/ |Vh|2e~ dv
Ap(a,b) p(a,b)

Proof. By ([I3), it is easy to see that
ATr=F > Ry A (r) + K(E 4 )2

e k+1
(1.12) = kr "N (=lp,a(r) + T)’
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where k is a positive real number. Putting %’1 =Ip,4(a) + 1, we have
Alr=E > ¢(a, b, A, A) > 0.

Thus for A with zero boundary value, we get

cla,b, A, A) /

h2e fav < / (Afr_k)hze_fdv
Ap(ayb) Ap(a7b)

=2 / h(Vh,V(r *)e dv
Ap(a,b)

< 2k:/ h|Vhle=' dv
Ap(a,b)

< 2k:(/ h%—fdv)%(/ Vh[Ze~f dv)}.
Ap(ayb) Ap(avb)
Hence, (LIT)) follows from the above immediately. O

For the f-Lapalace operator, we have the following Bochner-typed iden-
tity,

%Af\VuIQ
(1.13) = |hess u|? + (Vu, VATu) + Ric) (Vu, Vu), ¥ u e C®(M).

By (LI3) and Lemma [T, we derive the following Li-Yau typed gradient
estimate for f- harmonic functions on (M, g).

Proposition 1.4. Let (M,g) be a complete Riemannian manifold which
satisfies (LI0). Let u > 0 be a f-harmonic function defined on the unit
distance ball B,(1) C (M, g), i.e.

Au =0, in By(1).
Then
(1.14) |Vu|? < (C1A + CoA% 4 C3)u?, in B,(1/2),
where the constants C; (1 <1i < 3) depend only on n.

Proof. The proof is standard as in the case f = 0 for a harmonic function
(cf. [SY]). We let v = Inu. Then

Au  |Vul? Vu,  |[Vul?
1.1 =— = - = )
( 5) U u2 <vf7 U > u2
Note that 9
lhess v|* > 12917
n
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and i
|Av[? > % — 1 A%Q,
where Q = |Vv|?. Thus applying (LI3) to v, we get
2
(1.16) %AfQ > g—n — %C’IAQQ +(Vo, VQ) — A%Q.

Choose a decreasing cut-off function 7(t) on ¢ € [0, o0] such that

1
n(t)zliftga;(b:O ift > 1;

1
—CnT <1, ift > 3
| < Cs.

Then if let ¢ = n(r(-,p)),
IVol*6™! < O3,

and by Lemma [T.T],
(1.17) Alp = Ay(r) > —C3(A+ A).
Hence, by (I.I0]), we obtain

AT (¢Q) = A(¢Q) + (V £, V(6Q))

= oA Q +QAT¢ +2(VQ, Vo)

> ¢(%2 - (%C1A2 +2A%)Q) — C3(A+ A)Q
(1.18) +2(Vo,VQ) + 2(VQ, V).

Suppose that (Q¢)(q) = maxy{Q¢} for some ¢ € M. Then at this point,
it holds V(Q¢) = 0. It follows that

vVQ = _¥’
and
(VQ, Vo)l = %Wﬁl2 < C2Q.
Also
(VQ, V)| < Q2 Vol Cy0t ot

Therefore, by applying the maximum principle to ¢@) at the point ¢, we get

from (II8),
2
0> 6(L — 20,420 - 20,Q1973)

— C3(AQ + A) — 2C2Q.
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As a consequence, we derive
$Q < (¢Q)(q) < C4A + C5A* + Cg, in By(1).
This proves the proposition. O

As an application of Proposition [[.4], we are able to construct a cut-off
function with bounded gradient and f-Lapalace. Such a function will be
used in the next section.

Lemma 1.5. Under the condition (I.10) in Lemmall3, there exists a cut-
off function ¢ supported in B,(2) such that i) ¢ =1, in By(1); ii)
IVél,|ATg] < O(n, A, A).

Proof. We will use an argument from Theorem 6.33 in [CC1]. First we
consider a solution of ODE,

(1.19) G"+G'lpya=1, on [1,2],
with G(1) = a and G(2) = 0. It is easy to see that there is a number
a = a(n, A, A) such tha G’ < 0. Then by (L3]), we have

AlG(d(p,-) > 1.

Let w be a solution of equation,

Afw ==, in B,2)\ B,(1.
a

with w = 1 on 0By(1) and w = 0 on 9By(2). Thus by the maximum
principle, we get
 Gl(.p))
a
Secondly, we choose another function H with H’ > 0 which is a solution
of ODE,

(1.20) H"+ H'lya=1, on|0,00),
with H(0) = 0. Then by (L3]), we have
ATH(d(x,-)) <1, for any fixed point z.

Thus by the maximum principle, we get

H(d($7y)) < max{l o H(d(ﬂj‘,p) — 1)

w(y) — " "

,0}

for any y in the annulus A,(1,2) = B,(2) \ By(1). It follows

H(d(l’,p) — 1)

w(z) < max{l — L0}, Ve Ay(1,2).
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Now we choose a number n(n, A, A) such that @ >1- M and we
define a function v (z) on [0, 1] with bounded derivative up to second order,

which satisfies
G(1+n)

a

Y(x)=1, if x >

and

Mﬂ}_

P(z) =0, if x < max{l — -

It is clear that ¢ = 1) o w is constant near the boundary of A,(1,2). So we
can extend ¢ inside Bp(1) by setting ¢ = 1. By Proposition [[L4] one sees
that |V¢| is bounded by a constant C'(n, A, A) in By(p). Since

A g =" |Vw|? + ' A w,
we also derive that |[Af¢| < C(n, A, A). O

2. L2-INTEGRAL ESTIMATES FOR HESSIANS OF FUNCTIONS

In this section, we establish various integral comparisons of gradient and
Hessian between appropriate f-harmonic functions and coordinate functions
or distance functions. We start with a basic lemma about a distance function
along a long approximate line in a manifold.

Lemma 2.1. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold which satisfies

(2.1) Ric/ > —”R_ 1g and [f| < A.
Suppose that there are three points p,q™,q~ in M which satisfy
(2.2) d(p,q") +d(p,q") —d(g",q7) <e
and
(2.3) d(p,q"),d(p,q”) > R.
Then for any q € By(1), the following holds,
B(@) = d(a,q%) +d(a,q7) — d(a*,07) < (e, 35 A,n),

where the quantity U (e, %; A,n) means that it goes to zero as e, % go to zero

while A,n are fized.
Proof. Let

(2.4) i(s) = (n—1+ 4,4)% coth =
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For given t > 0, we construct a function G = G¢(s) on [0, ¢] which satisfies
the ODE,

(2.5) G" +1(s)G =1,G'(s) <0,

with G(0) = 400 and G(t) = 0. Then G(s) ~ s> ™"=%4 (s — 0). Further-
more, by (L2) in Lemma [[.T] we have

(2.6) A'Gd(x,.)) = G'Ad(z,.)+ G" > G" + G'l(s) = 1.
By Lemma [T.T],
(2.7) AT E(g) < w = b

We claim: For any 0 <c< 1,
E(q) <2c+bGi(c) +€, if bGy(c) > e.

Suppose that the claim is not true. Then there exists point gy € Bp(1)
such that for some c,

E(qo) > 2¢ + bGy (C) + €.
We consider u(x) = bG1(d(qo,x)) — E(z) in the annulus Ay (c,1). Clearly,
Ay > 0.

Note that we may assume that p € Ay (c,1). Otherwise d(qop,p) < ¢ and
E(q0) < E(p) + 2¢, so the claim is true and the proof is complete. On the
other hand, it is easy to see that on the inner boundary 0B, (c),

u(z) = bG1(c) — E(z) < bGi(c) — E(qo) — 2¢ < —e,
and on the outer boundary 0B,(1),
u(z) = —E(z) <O0.
Thus applying the maximum principle, it follows that u(p) < 0. However,
u(p) = bG1(d(p, q0)) — E(p) = bGi(c) — ¢,

which is impossible. Therefore, the claim is true.
1
By choosing ¢ with the order b»=1+44 in the above claim, we prove Lemma

2.1
(]

Let b*(z) = d(q",z)—d(q",p) and let h™ be a f-harmonic function which
satisfies
ATRT =0, in B,(1),
with AT = b on dB,(1). Then
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Lemma 2.2. Under the conditions in Lemma 21 with |V f| < A, we have

(2.8) [h* = b [lcos,)) < P(1/R, € A),
1
9. - + +12 —f (1 A
29 Em /Bp(l) Vit — Vbt Ret dv < B(1/R, e A),
1
2.10 - hess hT |2~/ dv < U(1/R, € A).
O] / s e e < w1/ R )

Proof. Choose a point ¢ in 0B,(2) and let g = ¢(d(q,-)), where ¢ is a
solution of (2.5)) restricted on the interval [1,3]. Then

(2.11) Alg=dAr4+¢" > 1+ ¢" =1, in By(1).
It follows that
AF (BT —bT + T(1/R,e; A)g) > 0, in By(1).
Thus by the maximum principle, we get
ht — bt < U(1/R, ¢ A).
On the other hand, we have
Af(=b™ = hT + U(1/R,¢; A)g) > 0, in B,(1),

where b~ = d(q¢~,x) — d(p,q ). Since b + b~ is small as long as 1/R and €
are small by Lemma 1] by the maximum principle, we also get

Rt —b" > —(b" +b7) = ¥(1/R,e; A) > —U(1/R,¢; A).

For the second estimate (2.9)), we see

/ VRt — Vb Pe T dy

By(1)

= / (bt — by (ATb — ATRY ) e Tdy
By(1)

<\IJ(1/R,6;A)/ ATV e dv.
By(1)

and

/ |ATbY e~ dy
By(1)

< ) Apbteldv| + 2eAsupo(1)(Afb+)vol(Bp(1))
P

< eol(B,(1)) + C(A)vol(B,(1))
< C'(A)vol(By(1)).
Here we used ([L9]) at the last inequality. Then (29]) follows.
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To get (2.10]), we choose a cut-off function ¢ supported in B,(1) as con-
structed in Lemma Since

AT (|VRH]? = [Vb* )
= |hess 1| + Ric/ (VAT, VA1),

multiplying both sides of the above by e fdv and using integration by
parts, we get

/ ¢|Hess ht|2e~/dv
By(1)

—1

< / AT Q(IVRF 2 — Vo [D)eTdv + 2 5 / o|Vht2e / dv.
Bp(1) R By (1)

Note that |VA*| is locally bounded by Proposition .4 we derive (2.10) from

[29) immediately. O

Next, we construct an approximate function to compare the square of a
distance function with asymptotic integral gradient and Hessian estimates.
Such estimates are crucial in the proof of metric-cone theorem in Section 4.

Let ¢ € M and h be a solution of the following equation,

2 a2

(2.12)  AFh=n, in By(b) \ By(a), hOB,(b) = % and h|0B,(a) = &

Let p = T(qz")Q. Then

Lemma 2.3. Let (M, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold which satisfies
Rici; > —(n—1)e2A%g and |V f| < €A.

Let a < b. Suppose that

vol/ (9B, (D))

vol/ (0B, (a))

for some w > 0, where Lep ca(r) is the function defined by (1.7) with respect
to constants eA and eA. Then

LEA,EA(b)

(2.13) Tonea(@)

>(1-w

1
2.14 - _ 2 —f N AA ‘
(2.14) vol(Ag(a, b)) /Aq(a,b) |Vp — Vh|“e ™/ dv < ¥(w, e\, A, a,b)
Moreover,
(215) Hh — p||CO(Aq(a/7b/)) < \Il(w, E;A,A,a, b, a/’ b/),

where a < a’ < b < b.

Proof. Since
Afr < (n—1)eA coth(eAr) + €A = lenea,
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we have
(2.16) Ap=p"+pAr <n+U(eA A ab), in Ala,b).
Thus we get

1
2.17 7/ A pe~fdv < e FO(n + U(e; A, A, a,b)).
217) vol(Aq(a,b)) Ja,(ap) ( ( )

On the other hand, by the monotonicity formula (I.9]), we have

b b
Lep,ea(s)d Lepea(s)d
Mmﬁ(%q(b)) < volf(Aq(a, b)) < wvolf(an(a))'
LeA,eA(b) LEA,EA CL)
It follows by ([213),
volf (A (a,b)) < (1 — 1f€A—€ASV01f (8B, (b)).
LeA eA(b)
Since
/ Afpe=Fdv = bvol/ (9B, (b)) — avol! (0B, (a)),
Aq(a,d)
we get

- Fpe=fdy
vol/ (A,(a, b)) /(a,b) Alpetd
Le, EA((b) b vol/ (0B, (a)) )

2 (1= W)f Len,ea(s)ds aVOIf(an(b)) '

Observe that volf is close to e=f©vol and Le%ﬁ(s) is close to a constant as
€ is small. Hence we derive immediately,

v
vol(A4(a,b))

By (2I7) and (2I8)), we have
| / (Afp —n)e Tdv| < vol(A4(a, b))V (w,e; A, A, a,b).
a,b

(2.18) / Afpe=tdy > ¢ f0) (n+ ¥Y(w,e;A, A, a,b)).
Aq(asb)

Then one can follow the argument for the estimate (2.9) in Lemma to

obtain (Z.I4)).

Applying Lemma [[.3] to the function p — h together with the estimate

(214)), we see that

f;/ lp— h2e Tdv < U(w,e; A, A, a,b).
vol’ (Aq(a, b)) Ja,(ap)
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Then for any point x € A,(d’,b’), by (L5, there is a point y € B,(n) such
that

_ 2 VOlf(Aq(avb)) 1 —hi2e 7 dv
P =M= =B, ) ol (Ag(ar) /Aq<a7b> pohie
C(A, A, b)

<77]"

U(w, e A, A a,b).

On the other hand, by Proposition [[.4] we have

[(p(x) = h(z)) = (p(y) — h(Y))| < (IVA]co(a,@—nptm) + Ddist(z,y)
S C(A7 Av a, b7 CL, -1, b, + 77)77

Thus we derive

Ip(z) — h()]
_ O, ;4, by

n (wv €; A7 Av a, b) + C(A7 Av a, b7 CL, -1, b/ + 77)77

1
Choosing nn = Wn+1, we prove (2.15). O
Furthermore, we have

Lemma 2.4. Under the condition in Lemma[2.3, it holds

1 / ) s
_ hessh — g|“e™/ dv
VoA (@252 Jayfanim) |

(2.19) < U(w,e;A, A a1,b1,a2,b2,a,b),

where a < a1 < ag < by < by < b.

Proof. First observe that

1 / 9 _f
_— hess h — g|“e™/ dv
vol(Ag(a, b)) Ja,(ap) | |
T o i ’
= hessh|“e™ /7 dv + ————— n—2Ah)e ' v.
vol(Ag(a,b)) Ja,(ap) | | vol(A4(a,b)) Aq(a,b)( )

Let ¢ be a cut-off function of A,(a,b) with support in A,(a;,b;) as con-
structed in Lemma which satisfies,

1) Y= 1, in Aq(CLQ,bg);
2) [Vel,| A | is bounded in A,(a,b).
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Then
m /Aq(a,b) plhessh — g*e™! dv
S oo 1
(2.20) + m /Aq(mb) o(n — 2Ah)e dv.

By the Bochner formula (LI3]), we have

1 / 20=f
s @lhess h|“e™/dv
VOI(Aq(av b)) Aq(avb) ‘ ’

1
= 2vol(Aq(a, b))

It follows by Lemma 2.3]

1 / 2 —f
e plhess hl“e™ ' dv
vol(Ag(a,0)) Ja,(ap) | |
U
2V01(Aq (CL, b))
1

_ fpe—f .
= AT pe T dv + W(e,w; A, A, a1,b1,a32,b2,a,b).
vol(A4(a,b)) /Aq(a,b) ( )

On the other hand,
1 / _
S — n—2Ah)e T dv
Ay @) S guny ¥ )
1 / _
S =2V, Ve dv
A @ 0) S g0y £ 2HVEVI)
1

_ —f .
R — —nwe Tdv+ ¥(e,w; A, A, a1,b1,a,b).
vol(Ay(a,b)) /Aqm,b) i ( 1,51,5)

Hence we derive from ([2.20),

1 / 20—
s hess h — g|“e ! dv
VOl(Aq(a27 b2)) Aq(az,b2) ‘ ‘

1 / 2o~

< - ¢lhess h — g[*e™/dv
vol(Ag(a, b)) Ja,(ap) | |

< ;
VOI(Aq (a7 b))

< \P(€7w; A7 Aa ai, bla az, b27a7 b)

/ oA |Vh2e™Tdv + W(e; A, A, ay, by, a, bo, a,b).
Aq(a,d)

/ cpAf\Vp]2e_fdv+\I/(e,w;A,A,al,bl,ag,bg,a, b)
Aqg(a,b)

/ O(ATp—n)e Tdv 4+ W(e,w; A, A a1, by, az,bz,a,b)
Aq(a,d)

Here we used (2.10) at last inequality. O
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3. A SPLITTING THEOREM

In this section, we prove the splitting theorem of Cheeger-Colding in the
Bakry-Emery geometry [CC1]. Recall that v(t) (t € (—00,00)) is a line in a
metric space Y if

diSt(W(t1)77(t2)) = |t1 - t2|7 v t1,t2 € (—O0,00).

Theorem 3.1. Let (M;, gi; pi) be a sequence of Riemannian manifolds which
satisfy

Ricl; . > —€lgi, |fil, [Vfil < A.

Let (Y;y) be a limit metric space of (M;,gi;pi) in the pointed Gromov-
Hausdorff topology as ¢, — 0. Suppose that Y contains a line passing y.
Then Y =R x X for some metric space X.

We will follow the argument in [CC1] to prove Theorem Bl The proof
depends on the following triangle lemma in terms of small integral Hessian
of appropriate function.

Lemma 3.2. Let x,y, z be three points in a complete Riemannian manifold
M. Let~(s) (s € [0,a], a =d(z,y)) be a geodesic curve connecting x,y and
vs(t) (s € [0,1(s)], U(s) = d(z,7(s))) a family of geodesic curves connecting
z and y(s). Suppose that h is a smooth function on M which satisfies

i) |h(z) — h(z)| < 6 << 1,

i) [ VhG) ()] <8 << 1
(0
m)/ /1 Ihess h(ve())|dtds < § << 1.
0.0) Jj0.4(o)
Then

(3.1) d(z, )% 4+ d(z,y)* — d(y, 2)?| < () << 1.

Proof. The proof below comes essentially from Lemma 9.16 in [Ch2]. First
by the condition ii), we have

Ih(y(5)) — h(4(0)) — 5| = | /O “(VR( () 7 ()7 ()] < 6.

Then
s =h(y(s)) — h(z) + o(1).
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By the condition i), it follows
%d(w,y)2 = /Oa sds
_ /0 " (h(1(s)) — h(z))ds + o(1)
:/?m J(U(s))) = h(75(0)))ds + o(1)
/ / (Vh(ys(t)), 74 (t))dtds + o(1).

On the other hand,
[{(VA(7s(8), 76 (1)) — (VR(1s(U(s))), 74 (U(5)))]

I(s)
=1 [ hesshiair), ()i
t
I(s)
< [ Inesshia (o). 7, 0.
0

Hence from the condition iii), we get
1(s)
d(z,y)* / / (Vh(ys( vi(l(s)))dtds + o(1)
!/<VM%U(D%%U(DV®M8+MU

0
(32) :/0 (VR(y(s)), 7. (1(s))l(s)ds + o(1).
Secondly, by the first variation formula of geodesic curve, we see that
U'(s) = (7:(U(s)), 7' ())-
Then by the condition ii), we obtain
Vh((s)), 75(1(5)))l(s)ds

a

U'(s)l(s)ds + o(1)

a

—

[e=]

I
S—

(dly, 2)* = d(z,2)?).

Therefore, combining ([8.2]), we derive (B.1]).

NI)—t

O

In order to get the above configuration in Lemma [B.2] we need a segment
inequality lemma in terms of the Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature. In the
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following, we will always assume that the manifold (M, g) satisfies
(3.3) Ric) > —(n— 1)A%g, |f[,|Vf] < 4,
and the volume form dv is replaced by dv/ = e~/ dv.

Lemma 3.3. Let Ay, Ay be two subsets of M and W another subset of M
such that Uy1€A1,y2€A2 Yyrye © W, where 7y,y, is a minimal geodesic curve
connecting y1 and ys in M. Let

D = sup{d(y1,y2)| y1 € A1,y2 € Aa}.

Then for any smooth function e on W, it holds

d(y1,y2)
/ / e(Vy12(8))ds
A1 ><A2 0

(3.4) < ¢(n, A, A)D[vol’ (A1) + vol/ (Ay)] /W e,

where c(n, A, A) = sups,{La,a(s)/La,a(u)] 0 <5 <u<s).

Proof. Note that

d(y1,y2)
/ / (Vo ,y2(8))ds
A1 ><A2
y17y2
/Al dyl / /C;(yl y2) 7y1y2 ))dey2
y17y2
/A2 dys /Al [lm €l (5))dsdyr.

On the other hand, for a fixed y; € A1, by using the monotonicity formula

(L9), we have

d(y1,y2)
/ /;(yl y2) 791y2 ))dsdy2

_ /A 2 / (v ()AL (r, 0)drdods

< C(TL, A7 A) / / e(’Yy1y2 (3))Af(37 6)drd9ds
Ax )T

< c(n, A, A)D/ e
w
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y17y2
/ /i(yl ya) fYylyz ))dsdyl

§c(n,A,A)D/ e
W

Similarly,

Then (B.4) follows from the above two inequalities.

Using the same argument above, we can prove

Lemma 3.4. Given two points q—,q with d(q,q~) > 10 and a smooth func-
tion e with support in B,(1), then for any By(r) C By(1) the following
inequality holds,

d(q,y)
65 | X [ et onis <ena) [ ey

Bp(1)
Combining Lemma[B.Iland Lemma[3.4], we get another segment inequality

lemma as follows.

Lemma 3.5. Let b*(q) = d(q,q") — d(p,q™) for any q with d(q,q") > 10.
Let h* be a smooth function which satisfies

/ Vit — VbT| < evold (B,(1))
By(1)
and
/ lhess h"| < evol/ (B,(1)).
By(1)

We assume that Lemma and Lemma are true. Then for any two
points q,q € Bp(%) and any small number n > 0, there exist y*,z* with
d(y*,q) < n,d(z*,q') <mn, and a minimal geodesic line y(t) (0 <t < I(y*))
from y* to q= with v(0) = y*,v(I(y*)) € 0B,(%) such that the following is
true:

vol/ (B,(2))

3.6 v Vht '(5)|ds <
(36) [ () =7/ (lds < XS0

) e ol (B,(2) .,
E I A A R ol

where v4(t) is the minimal geodesic curvse connecting v(s) and z*.
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Proof. Choose a cut-off function ¢ = ¢(dist(p,-)) with support in B,(1).
Let

e = ¢|VhT — VbT| e; = plhess h|,

d(y,z)
a)= [ de [ abds
By (n) 0

Then by Lemma [3.4] we have

d(q™,y)
(3.8) /B » /0 (- (8))dsdy < c(A, A) / e(y)dy.

By(1)
On the other hand, by Lemma B.3], one sees

d(y,z)
/ ex(y)dy = / dy / dz / 1 (72 (5)ds
Bp(1) Bp(1) By (n) 0

< alh Aol 1(5,(1)) [ L

Thus by Lemma [3.4], we get

d(q™,y)
/ / 27y (3))dsdy
By (77) 0

(3.9) < e(A, A) /B | s

<ol (B8 4) [ el
By(1)
Observe that the left hand side of (3.9) is equal to

d(q™y)  pdlvy—,(s):2)
[oaf a7 e (4 (1)) duds,
Bq(n) By (n) 0 0

where 4,(t) is the minimal geodesic from z to ,-,(s) with arc-length pa-
rameter t. Combining ([B.8]) and (3.9]), we find two points y*, z* such that
both ([B:6]) and (B7)) are satisfied.

U

Now we apply Lemma to prove a local version of Theorem [3.11

Proposition 3.6. Let (M,g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian
manifold which satisfies

. f n—
Rlcg 2 —F,

Suppose that there exist three points p,q",q~ such that
(3.10) d(p,q*) +d(p,q7) —d(g",q7) <e

Ifl IV < A
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and

(3.11) d(p,q") > R,d(p,q”) > R.
Then there exists a map

(3.12) u: Bp(1/8) — B 4(1/8)

as a V(1/R,e; A,n) Gromov-Hausdorff approzimation, where B(g 4 (1/8) C
R x X is a $-radius ball centered at (0,2) € R x X and X is given by the
level set (h*)~1(0) as a metric space measured in the By(1).

Proof. For simplicity, we denote the terms on the right-hand side of (2.8)]),
([2Z9) and 2I0) in Lemma 22 by § = 6(e, %). Define a map u on By(1) by
u(q) = (z4,h"(q)), where x, is the nearest point to ¢ in X. We are going
to prove that u is a W(1/R,e; A) Gormov-Hausdorff approximation. Since
VAt < c=c(A) in By(3),

h*(y) <0, Vy € By(n), if k7 (q) < —en,

where 7 is an appropriate small number and it will be determined late. We
call the area of h*(q) < —cn the upper region, the area of h*(q) > cn the
lower region and the rest the middle region, respectively.

Case 1. Both points ¢; and ¢y in the upper region ( we may assume
that h*™(q1) > h'(q2)). Let ¢ be a point in the upper region. Then by
applying Lemma to q,x4, we get a geodesic from a point y near g to
g~ whose direction is almost the same as Vh™. Thus this geodesic must
intersect h™ = 0. Applying Triangle Lemma[3.2] we see that the intersection
is near z4,. Hence for ¢; and ¢, we can find y; and ys nearby ¢; and
g2 respectively, such that two geodesics from y; and yo to ¢~ intersect X
with points x1 and x9, respectively. Denote the geodesic from x5 to yo by
v(s) : v(0) = z2,7(h" (y2)) = y2. Applying Triangle Lemma to triples
{y1,y2, v (R (y )} {2, y1, v (R (y1))} and {21, 22, 41}, respectively, we get

Ay, 12)? — 1 (92) — B ) 2 — dys A (0)?)] < e, A)n%,

1)
|d(y1, 22)* = d(y1, 7 (B (11)))* = h* (11)*] < e(n, A)n—,ﬂ
and 5
|d(y1, 72)* — d(21,22)* — b (11)?] < e(n, A)—-.

Combining the above three relations, we derive
0
(3.13) |d(q1, q2) — d(u(qr), u(g2))| < C(n,A)n—n <<1

as 6 = o(n™).
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Case 2. ¢ is in the middle region and ¢ is in the upper region. Note
that x4 is near ¢ if ¢ is in the middle region. Then we can find two points
y1 and yo near g1 and g9 respectively, such that Triangle Lemma holds
for the triple {y71,y2, x2}. Hence for such two points ¢; and ¢o, we get (3.13))
immediately.

Case 3. ¢i is in the lower region and ¢ is in the upper region. As in Case
1. we can get one geodesic from ¢* to a point near ¢; and another geodesic
from ¢~ to a point near ¢y, respectively. Thus we can use same argument
in Case 1 to obtain ([B.I3)). Similarly, we can settle down another two cases,
both ¢; and ¢o in the lower region and both ¢; and g9 in the middle region.

O

Proof of Theorem [31. Suppose that the line in Y is v(¢) and v(0) = y.
Define a Busemann function b along + by

b(y) = lim (d(y,~(t)) —1).

t——+o0
Since
den(By, (), By(j)) — 0, as i — oo,

for any given integer number j > 0, we may assume that

1 -1
deu(Bp,(7), By(j)) < j,ei < nj2 for i = i(j) large enough.

Choose a Gromov-Hausdorff approximation from B, (j) to By, (j) so that
the images of endpoints v(j) and y(—j) of the line in By(j) together with
pi satisfy the conditions (3.10)) and (3.11]) in Proposition 3.6. Then we see
that there exist a metric space X; and a Gromov-Hausdorff approximation
uj : Bp,(1) = Boxz, (1) such that

1

dgr (Bp,(1),uj(Bp, (1)) < ‘If(;)-

As a consequence, there exists a map 4; : B, (1) — Boxg;(1) such that
dgu(By(1),4;(By(1))) < V.

This implies that all the projection of R component from space R x X; are
close to the Buseman function b along the given line in Y for j >> 1, so
they are almost the same. Hence, {X;} is a Cauchy sequence in Gromov-
Hausdorff topology with a limit X. It follows that By(1) = Byx(1) where
x is the limit point of {z;} in X. Since the number 1 can be replaced by
any positive number, we finish the proof of theorem. O
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4. EXISTENCE OF METRIC CONE

In this section, we prove an anology of Theorem [0.1] in the Bakry—Emery
geometry. Namely, we prove the existence of metric cone of a tangent space
on the limit space of a sequence in M(A,v,A). Recall

Definition 4.1. For a metric space (Y,d), the limit of (Y, e;2d;y) in the
Gromov-Hausdorff topology as ¢; — 0 is called a tangent cone of Y at y (if
exists). We denote it by T,Y .

Definition 4.2. Given a metric space X, the space RT x X with the metric
defined by

d((r, 1), (r2, x2)) = \/7"% + 73 = 2rirgcosd(wy, x2), if d(w1,x2) <,
d((ri,@1), (r2,22)) = r1 4712, if d(z1, w2) 2 7
is called a metric cone over X. We usually denote it by C(X) with the
metric RT™ x, X.

The main theorem of this section can be stated as follows.

Theorem 4.3. Let {(M;, gi;p:)} be a sequence of manifolds in M(A,v,A).
Then there exists a subsequence of {(M;, gi;pi)} converges to a metric space
(Y;y) in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Moreover, for each z €
(Y;y), each tangent cone T.Y is a metric cone over another metric space
whose diameter is less than 7.

The proof of Theorem [4.3] is similar to one of Splitting Theorem 3.1l We
need another triangle lemma to estimate the distance.

Lemma 4.4. Let z,y be two points in a minimal geodesic from p and denote
the part of the geodesic curve from x to y by v(s). Let vs(t) be a family of
geodesic curves connecting z and y(s) as in Lemma[3.3. Suppose that there
is a smooth function h on M which satisfies

r(2)% — r(z)?
i) 1h(z) — h(a) — "D

i) / IVh(1(s)) — r(3(5)V (8)] < 6 << 1;
[0,a]

i) / / |lhess h — g|dtds < § << 1.
[0,a] J10,(s)]

Here r(-) = dist(p,-). Then
(4.1) d(z,y)’r(x) — d(z, 2)*r(y)
+1(2)2(r(y) = r(x)) = r(@)r(y)(r(y) —r()) < @)

| <d<<1;
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Proof. The proof is similar to one of Lemma First, we have

S r\x 2 T2 x
n(3(s)) — hiy(0)) — EEIE ),

=1 [ (VA ~ (54 1)y (5). 7 ()] <5
0

Then
S T 2 7"217
A1) = h(x(s)) = ha) + CFTEE T o)
Since
/ l2(3)
L) (3(0) = h(31) — Az) — 8

a prl(s)
- /0 /0 (hessh(7)(£), 74(8)) — g7 (8). 1, (1)) dbds,

from the condition iii) and i), we get

S T 2 7‘2117 28
1) (rs(0)) = CTE Ty ey - B o)
C(shr@)? 22 ()
= 5 Ty T +o(1).

Consequently, we obtain

r(x) +8)2 —r%(z °(s
1(s)P (7s(I(s))) _ @+ ; ( )+l é)

I(s)
+ l(S)/O (hess h(v¢(t),74(t) = g(74 (1), 75(1)))dt + o(1).

Hence we derive

Grr@?  (Err@)
2 2)
r(z)+a r(z)

[ __EO)
0

(4.2) =a-+

Secondly, by the first variation formula,

I'(s) = (7 (Us)), 7 (s)),
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we get from the condition ii),

C B [PAE) B
LG = | o e

[ U 0 ZONE
: Gt (o) RO

[ ASG0E). Ve Be)

= [ R G oW

_ [N (U)o
_/0( G e

Therefore, by combining ([@.2]), we get ([AI]) immediately.
U

It is easy to see the left-hand side of (A1) is zero in a metric cone C(X)
if z,y lie in a radial direction. We need a few of lemmas more to prove
Theorem (4.3

Lemma 4.5. Given n > 0, there exists w = w(a,b,n, A, \) such that the
following is true: if

(4.3) Rici; > —(n—1)A%g and [Vf| < A
and

vol/ (9B, (D)) ~Laa()
(4.4 vol/ (OB, (a)) = (1 O’)LA,A(a)’

then for any point q on 0B,(a), there exists ¢' on OB, (b) such that
d(g,q') <b—a+n.

Proof. Suppose that the conclusion fails to hold for some 1 and ¢; € 0B,(a).
Then for any point in Bg,(2), there is no point ¢ on 0B,(b) such that
d(q1,q) <b—a+ 4. Thus for any 7 < 7, any minimal geodesic from p to
0B, (b) does not 1ntersect with By, (4) N 8B p(a + 7). Since

volf (B, (1)) > L2als)
V(Ba(3) 2 73

3 vol/ (A,(a, b)),

by the coarea formula, there exists some 7 < r < g such that

L n
ol (By (1) (1 9By(a + 7)) > 2120

—— VO f a .
> Lol (e, )
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Using the monotonicity formula (9], we get

La,a(b)
i < volf 1yy_Laa®)
vol’ (0B,(b)) < vol’ (0By(a + ) \Bq1(3))LA,A(a T
1 Laa(%) La,a(b)
< (volf (8B _ - 28 oll (A b)) ——
— (VO ( P(a —|—7")) T]LA7A(2b)VO ( P(a )))LA7A(CL —|—T)
It follows
Vol (OB, (b)) < (1+8'(1,b,0)) vol! (9B (a + ) —2A0)_
- LA,A(G + T)
L a(b
< (148 (0, bya) " Mvol! (9B, (a)) 2240
L a(a)
But this is a contradiction to ([£.4]) as w < %5’ (m,b,a). Therefore, the lemma
is proved. U

By applying Theorem 3.6 in [CC1] with the help of Lemma 4 and
Lemma [45] we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.6. Given n > 0, there exist w = w(a,b,n) and § = §(n) such
that if [({-3) and (44]) are satisfied, then there is a length space X such that

dau(Ay(a,b), (a,b) x, X) <,

where (a,b) x, X is an annulus in C(X) and the metric of Ap(a,b) is mea-
sured in a slightly bigger annulus in M.

Proof. 1t suffices to verify the condition for distance function in Theorem
3.6 in [CC1] . Let z,y, z,w be four points in the annulus A, (a,b) such that
both pairs {z,y} and {z,w} are in the radial direction from p. Then by
applying the segment inequality of Lemma to the function h in Lemma
23 and Lemma 24 we can find another four points x1,¥1, 21, w1 near the
four points respectively such that Triangular Lemma .4 holds for two triples
{z1,y1,21} and {y1, 21, w1 }. Now we choose four points z, y2, 22, ws in the
plane R? such that both triples {O, 2,72} and {O, 20, w2} are co-linear.
Moreover, we can require that

r(@2) =r(z1),r(y2) =r(y1),7(22) = r(21),r(w2) = r(wi)
and
d(x1,21) = d(x2, 22).
Thus by using Triangle Lemma 4] to {1, 41,21} , it is easy to see that

(4.5) |d(y2, Z2) — d(yl, Z1)| < WU,
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Applying Triangle Lemma .4 to {y1, 21, w1} , we have
|d(y1, z1)%r(w1) + 7 (wi)r(z0) (r(w) = r(21))
(4.6) — d(y1,w1)*r(z1) = r(y1)?d(z1,w1)| < V.
Note that the left hand side of (4.0)) is zero when the triple {y1, 21, w1} is
replaced by {ya2, 22, w2} in the plane. Since
|d(z1,w1) = (r(w1) —7(21))] < ¥,
we get from ([@5) and (£0) that,
|d(y1, w1) — d(y2, w2)| < V.

On the other hand, d(y2,w2) can be written as the following function:

d(y2,w2) = Q(r(x2),7(y2), r(22), 7(w2), d(x2, 22)).

Therefore

‘d(ylawl) - Q(T(xl)vT(yl)ar(zl)7r(w1)7d(‘rhzl))’ < V.
It follows that

(4.7) |d(y, w) = Q(r(z),r(y), (), r(w), d(x, 2))| < V.

(#) is just the condition for distance function in Theorem 3.6 in [CC1].
By (A1) and Lemma [£5] we see that two conditions in Theorem 3.6 in
[CC1] are satisfied. Hence as a consequence of this theorem, we obtain

Proposition In fact, X is a level set of r~1(a) with a y-intrinsic metric
defined by

(1.9 Pay) = - f S dwi,w),

where the infimum is taken among all the sequences {z;} € X which satisfy
xog =,z =y and d(z;—1, ;) < x.
O

It remains to verify the condition (€4]) in Lemma

Lemma 4.7. Given 0 < a < b = af),Q > 0, there exists an integer N =

N(n,Q,A,v, A) such that for any sequence of r; (1 < i < N) with Qr;y1 <

ri < 1, the volume condition ([4) for any manifold (M,g) € M(A,v, A)

in Lemma [{-3] holds for some annulus Ap(ary,bry) C M (1 < k < N) with
g

rescaling metric g = e

Proof. We only need to give an upper bound of N in case that the following
inequality

f f
(4.9) vol (0B (br)) - vol (0B (ary))

erA,rkA(brk) o erA,rkA(ark)



STRUCTURE OF SPACES WITH BAKRY-EMERY RICCI CURVATURE BOUNDED BELO¥Y9

doesn’t hold for any 1 < k < N. Then by the monotonicity formula (L9]),
we know that

vol! (9B, (bry)) N vol! (9B, (b))

erA,rkA(bTN) o erA,rkA(brl) ‘
Thus by the non-collapsing condition the left-hand side has a lower bound
c1(n,A,v, A), and by Volume Comparison Theorem the right-hand side
is not greater than e““cy(n, A, v, A). Thus this helps us to get an upper

bound of N. Hence, if N is larger than this bound, there must be some k
such that (49]) holds. The lemma is proved. O

Proof of Theorenif.3 Without loss of generality, we may assume that z =y
since each point in (Y, d;y) is a limit of sequence of volume non-collapsing
points in M;. Also we note that the tangent cone T,Y" always exists in our
case by Gromov’s theorem [Gr|. By the contradiction argument, we suppose
that T,,Y" is not a metric cone. Then it is easy to see that there exist numbers
0 <a<bn >0 and a sequence {r;}, which tends to 0, such that for any
length space X annulus A (ar;,br;) C (Y, %; y) satisfy,

(4.10) dau(Ay(ar;,br;), (ar;, bry) x, X) > 3rin.

By taking a subsequence we may assume that Qr;q < r; (2 = 3) and r;
is smaller than ¢ in Lemma On the other hand, since Y is the limit of
M;, we can find an increasing sequence m; such that for every j > m;

(4.11) dar(Ay(ari, bri), Ap, (ars, bry)) < rino.

Let w be a small number as chosen in Proposition and N an integer such
that Lemma [£7] is true for the w > 0. Thus by (£II), we see that there
exist a subsequence {r;, } — 0 and a sequence {j;} — oo such that

(4.12) dan (Ay(ari,, bri,), Ap,, (ari,, bri,)) <rino,

where annulus 4, (ar;,,br;,) are chosen as in Lemma 7 Now we can
apply Proposition to show that for each large k there exists a length
space X such that

dar (Ap,, (ari, briy), (ari,, bri,) X X) <rigno.

But this is impossible by (@I0). Therefore, T,,Y must be a metric cone.

The diameter estimate follows from Splitting Theorem Bl In fact, if
diam(X) > 7, there will be two points p,q in X such that d(p,q) = 7. By
Theorem [B.] it follows that C'(X) = R x Y7, where Y7 is also a metric cone,
ie. Y1 = C(Xy). Itis clear that diam(X;) > 7 since diam(X) > 7. Thus we
can continue to apply Theorem Bl to split off X;. By the induction, C'(X)
should be an Euclidean space, and consequently X is a standard sphere .
But this is impossible by the assumption that diam(X) > 7.
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O

Following the argument in the proofs of Theorem [£.3] and Proposition .6,
we actually prove the following strong approximation of Gromov-Hausdorff
to the flat space.

Corollary 4.8. For all € > 0, there exists 6 = d(n,€),n = n(n,€) such that
if

(4.13) Ric/ > —(n —1)6%g, [Vf| <7
and
(4.14) e TOvol/(B,(1)) > (1 — 8)vol(By(1))

are satisfied, then
(4.15) dGH(Bp(l),Bo(l)) < €.

Proof. Suppose that the conclusion ([£I5]) is not true. Then there exist
sequences of {9;} and {n;} which tend 0 both, and a sequence of manifolds

{(M, g;)} with conditions (£I3) and (EI4]) such that
(4.16) dGH(Bpi(l),Bo(l)) > € > 0,

where B,, (1) C M;. Then following the argument in the proofs of Theorem
4.3l and Proposition [4.6], it is no hard to show that B), (1) converge to a limit
B, (1) which is a metric ball with radius 1 in a metric-cone (C'(X),d) with
vertex x. Since the blowing-up space of B, (1) at z is C(X) itself, we see
that there are subsequences {j} and {i;}, both of which tend to infinity,
such that

(By,, (3)-3%01,.45,) — (C(X).d. )

For any y € X, we choose a sequence of points ¢;; € Bpij (j) C (Mij,j2g,~j)
which tends to y. Then for any given R > 0, we have

BQij (R)(g (Mljvjzglj)) - By(R)
Since the volume condition (£I4]) implies
(4.17) e T O)vol/ (Bg,, (R)) — vol(Bo(R)),

by the above argument, By (R) is in fact a metric ball with radius R in a
metric cone C(Y) with vertex y. Note that R is arbitrary. We prove that
C(X) is also a cone with vertex at y. This shows that there exists a line
connecting x and y in C'(X). By Splitting Theorem [3.1] C'(X) can split off a
line along the direction zy. Since y € X can be taken in any direction, C'(X)
must be an euclidean space. But this is impossible according to (4I6]). The
Corollary is proved.

O
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Remark 4.9. Corollary [.§ is a generalization of Theorem 9.69 in [Ch2]
in the Bakry—Emery geometry. It will be used in Section 5 and Section 6
for the blowing-up analysis. We also note that e~/ Ovol/ (B,(1)) is close to
vol(B,(1)) since |V f| is small enough. Thus the volume condition (4.14)
can be replaced by

vol(B,(1)) > (1 — 8)vol(Bo(1)).

For the rest of this section, we prove the Colding’s volume convergence
theorem in the Bakry-Emery geometry by using the Hessian estimates in
Section 2 [Co3].

Theorem 4.10. Let (M, g;) be a sequence of Riemannian manifolds which
satisfy (4-3). Suppose that M; converge to an n-dimensional compact man-
ifold M in the Gomov-Hausdorff topology. Then

lim vol(M;, g;) = vol(M).

11— 00

We first prove a local version of Theorem E.I0 as follows.

Lemma 4.11. Given € > 0, there exist R = R(e, A\, A,n) > 1 and § =
d(e, A, A,n) such that if

(115) Ricly, > ~(n - 1) g, [v7] < 2,
’ R? R

and

(4.19) den(Bp(R), Bo(R)) < 4,

then we have

(4.20) vol(Bp(1)) > vol(By(1)) —e.

Proof. We need to construct a Gromov-Hausdorff approximation map by
using f-harmonic functions constructed in Section 2. Choose n points ¢; in
By(R) which is close to Re; in By(R), respectively. Let l;(¢) = d(q,qi) —
d(gi,p) and h; a solution of

Afhi = O, in Bl(p),
with h; = 1; on 0B1(p). Then by Lemma 22] we have

_— hess h;|“ < U(1/R,d; A).
L By0)) 0 il < W/ R 0 A)

By using an argument in [Co3] (cf. Lemma 2.9), it follows

.
S Vhi, Vh;) — 6;;] < U(1/R,8: A).
VOl (Bp(l)) Bp(1)|< J> J| ( / )

Define a map by h = (hq, ha,...,h,). It is easy to see that the map h is a
\IJ(%, 9; A) Gromov-Hausdorff approximation to By(1) by using the estimate

(4.21)
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28) in Lemma 2.2l Since h maps 0B,(1) nearby 0By(1) with distance less
than ¥, by a small modification to h we may assume that

h:(Bp(1),0B,(1)) — (Bo(1 — ¥),0By(1 — ¥)).

Next we use a degree argument in [Ch2] to show that the image of h
contains By(1 — ¥). By using Vitali covering lemma, there exists a point x
in By(%) such that for any r less than 1 it holds

1
4.22 7/ hess h;| < ¥
(.22 Vol (B Sy o
and
1
4.23 7/ Vhi, Vh;) —6;;] < V.
( ) VOl (Bm(r)) z(r) ’< .7> ]‘

Let n = W2t For any y with d(z,y) = r < %, applying Lemma [3.4] to
Ay = By(nr), Ay = By(nr),e = |hess h;| , we get from ({.22]),

hess h; (7,
/BZ(WT)XB?; (nr) /zw | (7 ! )|
< r(vol (Bg(nr)) + vol (By(nr)))vol (Bg(r))V.

It follows that
L@ [ s hess by )]+ (VR Thy) - 55
Be(nr) By(nr) 7 vzw
< vol (Bz(nr))¥,

vol By (n .
where Q(r,n) = 7(vol (Bx (7))ol ((B )( T ))volBa (1) * Consider

Qlryy / / P hess [hi(ys )] + |(Vhi, Thy) — 6]
By(m“ zw

as a function of z € B,;(nr). Then one sees that there exists a point z* €
B (nr) such that

(4.24) (Fhi, Vi) (a*) — 5] < @

and

(4.25) ?:1/ / lhess h;(v',~")| < rvol (B(r))n~"V.
By(m‘) z*w

Here at the last inequality, we used the volume comparison ([L5]). Moreover
by [25]), we can find a point y* € By(nr) such that

(4.26) ?:1/ lhess hi(v', )| < nr.

¥ y*
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By a direct calculation with help of (4.24]) and (4.26]), we get
1
(4.27) (h(z*) — h(y*))* = (1 + ¥=T)r?.

This shows that h(z) # h(y) for any y with d(y,z) < %. On the other
hand, for any y with d(y,z) > %, it is clear that h(z) # h(y) since h is a
¥ Gromov-Hausdorff approximation. Thus we prove that the pre-image of
h(z) is unique. Therefore the degree of h is 1, and consequently, Bo(1—W¥) C
h(Bp(1)). The lemma is proved because the volume of By(1) is almost same
to one of h(By(1)) by the fact (£21). O

Proof of Theorem [{.10. Choose finite r;-balls B(g;, ;) to cover M with r;
small enough to make all balls close to Fuclidean balls so that

Yivol(B(gi,ri)) < (1 + €)vol(M)

for any given € > 0. Then for j sufficiently large, M; can be covered by
B(gji,rji) with rj; < (1 + €)r;. Thus by the volume comparison (LHl), we
have

VOl(Mj) S EZ’VOI(B((]]‘Z',T‘jZ'))
(4.28) <1+ : A A)Zvol(B(gi, ri))-

Here 6 = max{r;}. Hence we get

lim vol(M;) < vol(M).
j—00
On the other hand, for any € > 0, we choose small enough N disjoint balls
B(qgi,ri) in M with B(g;,r;) close to Euclidean balls so that

(4.29) (14 €)Z;wpri’ > Xvol(B(gi,ri)) > (1 — e)vol(M).

Then for a fixed large number R, we see that for j large enough there are
corresponding disjoint balls B(g;;,7;) in M; such that B(q;j, Rr;) is 6(N)-
close to B(g;, Rr;) in Gromov-Hausdorff topology, where 6(N) is the number
determined in Lemma @I when e is replaced by &. Apply the above lemma
to each ball B(g;;, Rr;) with rescaling metric % we get from (4.29),

(14 €)vol(M;) > (1 —e)vol(M) — (1 + €)e.
Taking € to 0 and N to oo, it follows
lim vol(M;) > vol(M).

Jj—o0

The theorem is proved.
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5. STRUCTURE OF SINGULAR SET I: CASE OF RIEMANNIAN METRICS

According to Theorem [4.3] we may introduce a notion of Si-typed sin-
gular point y in the limit space (Y, dwo;poo) Of a sequence of Riemannian
manifolds {(M;, gi;pi)} in M(A,v,A) as Definition [0.2] if there exists a tan-
gent cone at y which can be split out an euclidean space R isometrically
with dimension at most k. By applying Metric Cone Theorem [£4.3] to ap-
propriate tangent cone spaces T,Y, we can follow the argument in [CC2]
to show that dimension of Sy is less than k. Moreover, S = S(Y') = S;,—2,
where S(Y) = U?z_olSi. The latter is equivalent to that any tangent cone
can’t be the upper half space, which can be proved by using a topological
argument as in the case of Ricci curvature bounded below (cf. Theorem 6.2
in [CC2]). Thus we have

Theorem 5.1. Let {(M;, gi;p;)} be a sequence of Riemannian manifolds in
M(A,v,A) and let (Y,doo; Pso) be its limit in the Gromov-Hausdorff topol-
ogy. Then dim Sk <k and S(Y) = Sp—2.

Remark 5.2. By Theorem 5], one sees that H™(S) = 0. Thus by Theorem
[4-10, we have

(5.1) lim vol(M;) = H™"(Y).
1—00
Moreover, if Bi(r) C M; converge to Boo(r) C Y,
(5.2) lim vol(B;(r)) = H"(Boo(T)),
11— 00

where B;i(r) and Boo(r) are radius r-balls in M; and Y, respectively.
We define e-regular points in Y.

Definition 5.3. y € (Y;ps) is called an e-regular point if there exist an €
and a sequence {r;} such that

1
distar ((By(1), ;doo),Bo(l)) <€, asi— 00.

Here By(1) is the unit ball in R™. We denote the set of those points by R..

In this section, our main purpose is to prove an anology of Theorem [(.3]
in the Bakry-Emery geometry.

Theorem 5.4. Let {(M;,gi;p:)} be a sequence in M(A,v,A) and (Y;pso)
its limit as in Theorem [51l. Suppose that
1

_ Rm|P < C.
vol(By,(2)) /B,,Z. ) [Rom|

Then for any € > 0, the following is true: i)

(5.4) H" (B, (1) \ Rac) < o0, if 1 <p <2

(5.3)
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(5.5) dim(Bp__ (1) \ Rae) <n—4, ifp=2.
The theorem is a consequence of following result of e-regularity.

Proposition 5.5. For any v,e > 0, there exist three small numbers § =
d(v,e,m), n =n(v,e,n), 7 = 7(v,e,n) and a big number | = l(v,e,n) such
that if (M™,g) satisfies

(5.6) Ricl, , > —(n— )72, [V f| < 7,vol(B,(1)) > v,
(5.7) N / Rim| < 6
' vol(By(3)) JB,3) ’
and for some metric space X,
(5.8) dar(By(l), Bo.w (1) <n
holds for k = 2 or 3, where (0,x) is the vertex in R** x C(X), then
(59) dGH(Bp(l), Bo(l)) < €.

To prove Proposition [5.5] it suffices to prove that vol(B,(1)) is close to
vol(By(1)) according to Corollary L8 The latter is equivalent to show that
vol(By(1)) is close to vol(B, 4 (1)) by Remark Thus we shall estimate
the volume of section X. In the following, we will use the idea in [CCT] to
turn into estimating volume of a pre-image of X by constructing a Gromov-
Hausdorff approximation.

Let h; (i =1,...,n—k) be (n—k) f-harmonic functions on By (5) with ap-
propriate boundary values as constructed in the proof of Splitting Theorem
B (cf. Proposition [3:6]) and h an approximation of g as constructed in the
proof of Metric Cone Theorem [4.3] (also Lemma 23] Lemma 2.4]), which is
a solution of

Afh =n, in Bp(5), h|8(B (5)) = §
b 2
Let

wo = 2h — Th7.
Define w to be a solution of
Afw = 2k, w|0B,(4) = wo.

Then w is almost positive, so it can be transformed to be positive by adding
a small number. Set

w=w+7T>0.
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We recall some estimates for functions h;, h and w:

! 2
vol(B,(3)) /B,,<3> Tilhess hif" & Bizj | {(Vhi, Vhy)|
1

5.10 +7/ (VA — 1) < O,
10 vol(By(3)) J,3) (IVhi| =1)

1
(5.11) vol(B,(3)) /Bp(?))(yv Vr|® + |hess ql?) < ¥,
‘ vol(By(3)) JB,(3) €85 Wo — HESs W )
and

1

5.13 7/ un — Tl < 0.
o1 (B, 3) S 0V

The first two estimates are proved in Section 2 (cf. Lemma 22, Lemma
23] Lemma[2.4]). We note that the condition (2.I3]) in both Lemma 23] and
Lemma [2.4]is satisfied by (5.8) according to (5.2]) in Remark[5.21 The others
can also be obtained in a similar way.

We define maps ® and I respectively by

® = (h;) : By(4) — R"7*
and
[ = (hj,u) : By(4) — R"FFL
Let
Vo u(z) = Vol(<I>_1(z) NU,),
where U, = I‘_l(Bg_k(l) x [0,u]) for u < 2. Then

Lemma 5.6.
(5.14) %/ Ve u(z) — u—kvol(X)] < V.
vol(ByF(1) Jig+ k
Proof. Set
vp = Vhi A .. AVhy_g.

Then vg is the Jacobian of ® in BY*(1). By (5I0), one can show that it
is almost 1 almost everywhere in Bg_k(l). In fact, the proof is the same to
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one of ([A21]). Hence by the coarea formula, we get

1
vol(B (1)) /B:;’“(l) el
1 s vl
(5.15) = VOI(Bg_k(l)) /u| ol = Vol(Bg_k(l)) o

To compute the variation of Vi ,(2), we modify Vg ,,(2) to
J<I>,u,5 :/ XE(‘U¢‘2)/I/}1L,57
>-1(2)

where 5, = £(u?) with a cut-off function ¢ which satisfies
E(t) =1, for t € [0, ((1 — 26)u)?],
£(t) =0 for t € [((1 — 8)u)?,u?,
and x.(t) is another cut-off function which satisfies
Xe(t) =0, for t € [0, €],
Xe(t) = (1 —e€)t, for t € [2¢,1 — ¢,
Xe(t) =1, fort > 1,

IXc(t)] < 3.
A direct computation shows that

Zrou0 Xe(|ve ai, ;i Vhi(|va]”)u,s,
9, R (e )Zi: iVhi(lvel)

L llnP) Y et R,
d-1(2)NU, P

(5.16) +/ Xe(lval?) Y~ ai(Vibs, V).
<I>*1(z)ﬂUu i

Here a; ; is the inverse of (Vh;, Vh;) so that ®.(>, a; jVh;) = aizj, and

tr(Hgs\hi) denotes the trace restricted to ®~!(z). Using the coarea formula
the integrations of the first two terms at the right side of (5.I8) in By~ *(1)
can be controlled by the Hessian estimate in (5.I0). Moreover, similar to

#21)), by ((I0) and (5.12), one can show,

1 / 9
S Vu, Vi) < 0.
B0 Ja i

Thus the integration of the third term at the right side of (5.16)) in B"*(1)
is also small. Hence we get
1

_— Vg sl < U
vol(By (1)) /szl)' v
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On the other hand, by (5.2)), it is easy to see

(U, k
vl ) <
vol(B (1) b
Therefore, we derive (B.14) from (5.13)), O

Similar to (5.14]), by using the above argument to the map I', one can
also obtain the following estimate,

1 k-1
617 T /Bnk(l)x[ovuyvp(z,u) W vol(X)] < W,

where Vi (z,u) = vol(I'~1(2,u)). A similar proof can be also found in Theo-
rem 2.63 in [CCT], so we omit it. Thus we see

Lemma 5.7. There exists a subset of D.; € B"¥(1)x [0, 1] which depending
only on €, such that

(5.18) vol(D.;) > (1 — ¥)vol(B"¥(1) x [0,1])
and
(5.19) Ve (2,u) — u*Ivol(X)| < ¥, V (z,u) € D,.

Next, we use the Bochner identity in terms of Bakry-Emery Ricci cur-
vature to estimate the second fundamental forms of pre-image of ®,I". Let
V1,09, ..., Uy be m smooth vector fields. Put v = v1 Ava A ... A vy, We
compute

Al = 2(ATv,v) + 2|Vo|?

and
1 1 Yo v>2
A (o2 + )7 = (|v]? w2 —
(|U| +77)2 (|U| +77) 2(|VU| ‘,U‘Q_’_n)
+ (Jo]2 +n)"2(A v, v), ¥y > 0.
It follows,
([0f? + )72 |x(Vo)[?
(5.20) NN ()
(Jv* +n)2

where m : A™TM — v is the compliment of orthogonal projection to v.
On the other hand, if we choose v; = VI; and take map F = (ly,...l,;,) and
v = vp, then

(5.21) orlp-1(* < lop| | (Vor) %,
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where IIp-1(,) denote the second fundamental form of the level set F —L(e)
in M. Hence the quantity (I — 7)Afvr in (B20) gives us an estimate for
the second fundamental form of map F'.

To estimate (I — m)Afvg, we use the following formula,

A'VI; = VAL + Ric/ (V1 -).

Note that in our case Al; is constant for map F = ® or F =T = (&, u?).
Then it is easy to see

([ — W)AfUF

=21 — 1)(Dj<js Vi A o AV Vi A eos AV Yy A V)
(5.22)  + tr(Ric’),
where tr(Ric/) is the trace over the space spanning by VI;.

Lemma 5.8. There exists a subset E.; C B"*(1) x [0,1], which depends
only on €,1 and satisfies

(5.23) vol(Ee;) > (1 — W)vol(B"*(1) x [0,1]),

such that for any (z,u) € E; it holds

1
(5.24) / My |2 < 0,
Vou(2) Jo1()nu. e
(5.25) ! / M, <@
. — -1 s
VF(Z7 u) I—1(z,u) e
(5.26) #/ M1, — % gr—1(0) @ Vul? < ¥
‘ VF(Z7U) I—1(z,u) I o) I ew) .

Proof. Let ¢ be a cut-off function with support in B,(3) as constructed
in Lemma Note that v is almost 1 almost everywhere in U, by the
Hessian estimates in (0.10). Then by (5.22]), we have

[ o+ Ha(vo) e

Uy

< / lva||(1 — W)Afvcb\e_fdv—i—/ ¢Af((]v<p\2 + n)% — 1)e_fdv
Bp(3) Byp(3)

< / ATG|| (a2 + m)F — 1l d.
3

w(



40 FENG WANG AND XIAOHUA ZHU*

By (5:21)), it follows
/ ool g )[2eFdv
Uy
(5.27) <lim [ (|v)2+n)"2|x(Vv)2edv < V.
77—>0 Uy

On the other hand, by the coarea formula, we have

/ / |H¢71(z)|2e_fdv = / |v¢||Hq,71(z)|2e_de.
Br=k(1) J&-1(2)NU, Uy

Thus (5:24]) follows from (0.27) immediately. Again by the coarea formula
we get (5.20) from (B.24]). (5:26) can be also obtained by using the same
argument above to the map I' (cf. Theorem 3.7 in [CCT]).

O

Completion of Proof of Proposition [5.J. We will finish the proof of Propo-
sition by applying the Gauss-Bonnet formula to an appropriate level set
of I'. In case k = 2, by Lemma [5.7] we see that there exists (z,u) (u is close
to 1) such that

1
|27t — EVp(z,u)\ <\,

where t is the radius of X. Note that X is a circle here. On the other hand,
applying the Guass-Bonnet formulam to ®~'(z) N U,, we have

/ H+ / K = 2y (d1(2) N U,),
r—1(z,u) d—1(2)NU,

where K and H are Gauss curvature and mean curvature of ®~!(z) N U,
and I'"!(z,u), respectively. By (5.24) and (5.7 together with the Gauss-
Coddazzi equation, we see that

|/ K| <.
d-1(2)NU,

Also we get from (5.20]),
1
|/ H— 1vi(zu) < 0.
r=1(zu) u

Thus ¢ is close to x(®~!(z) N U,) which is an integer. The non-collapsing
condition implies that x(®~!(z) N U,) is not zero. Sot > 1— W¥. As a
consequence, the volume of ball B(1) C R"™! x C(X) is close to one of
a unit flat ball. Hence by Remark [(.2] we see that vol(By(1)) is close to
vol(By(1)). Therefore, we prove that B,(1) is close to By(1) by Corollary
48
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In case k = 3, we see that there exists (z,u) in Lemma [5.7] such that
(5.28) |Vr(z,u) —vol(X)| < ¥,

as u is close to 1. On the other hand, by the Gauss-Bonnet formula, we have

(5.29) /Fl( )K = 2mx (T (z,u)).

Since by (£.25]) and (5.7) together with the Gauss-Coddazzi equation,

/ ’Réfl(z)‘ <V,
T—1(z,u)

where Rg-1(,) is the curvature tensor of the submanifold o 1(2), (520)
implies that

\/ K — Vi(z,u)| < W.
I—1(z,u)

By (5:29)), it follows
Vr(z,u) > 4m — U,

since the Euler number is even. Thus by (5.28]), we get
vol(By(1)) > vol(B(1)) — ¥ > vol(By(1)) — .

As a consequence, the volume B (1) is close to one of By(1). Therefore, we
also prove that By (1) is close to By(1) by Corollary 8|
O

Proof of Theoren{5.j] First we define a distribution |R;1|p (p € [1,2]) on

/ Rumf? h = Tm / Rm(g:) PR (W ()),
Bpoo (2) vt JBp,(2)

where U; : By, (2) = B, (2) is a sequence of Gromov-Hausdorff approxima-
tions and h € C°(B,_(2)) with supp(h) C B, (2). Then |Rm|? induces a
measure p on By, (2) by

W(E) = Sup{/ [Rml? 50 < h < 1, h € CO(B,_ (2)) and supp(h) C B},
h Bpoo (2)

where E C B, (2) is any closed subset. In particular, u(B,.(2)) < cc.

Let € be a small number and § = d(€) the constant determined in Propo-
sition Let & = (Cy'd(¢))P, where the constant Cy will be determined
lately. Define a subset in B, (2) C My for 6 < 7 by

_ 1(Bq(s)) /—2p
(5.30) Q(H)—{quoo(l)|Wq(s))253 ¥ 3s5<6).

We prove
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Claim 5.9.
(5.31) Bpoo(l) CR3UQO)US,—_4.

Suppose that the claim is not true. Then there exist a point zER3. U
Q(0) U S,_4 and a tangent cone T.Y which is R** x C'(X) for k =2 or 3
and dgm (B, (1), Bo(1)) > 3¢, where zo, = z. Thus there is a sequence r;
approaching 0 such that (Y, T,i' z) — T.Y in the Gromov-Hausdorff topology.

i’

Hence for large enough i, we have

dar(B:(r:), Bo(ri)) > 3ers,

1
e (B:(1r:), Bom) (Iri)) < i,

and

(B (4ri))

AR YT / ri —2p7
vol(B.(ar)) = O o)

where n = n(e) << 1 and | = [(e) >> 1 are both determined in Proposition
For fixed 7 in the above inequalities, we take j large enough and choose
a point z; € M; — z such that

(5.32) dGH(BZj (TZ'),B()(TZ')) > 267‘2',
(5.33) dau(Bz; (i), Bog) (i) < mim,
and
1
5.34 — / Rm(g;)|P < 20" (4r;)~2P.
(5:34) vol(B.,; (4r;)) B, (3r:) R (g:) (4ri)

By the volume comparison, we get from (5.34)),
1 / _
—_— Rm(g;)|P < Ch' (3r;)~ 2,
vol(B., (3r;)) B, (3r:) [Run(g:) 0% (3r3)
where Cy = Cy(A, v,A). The Holder inequality implies

1

(5:35)  ol(B.. Br)

[ Rmg)] < Col@)F(ar) 7 = 8(e)3r) 2
=5y (3r;)
Thus applying Proposition to the manifold M; with rescaling metric ;‘Z—:
together with conditions (5.32)), (5.33) and (5.35] ), we obtain

dau(Bz; (i), Bo(ri)) < er;.
But this is impossible by (5.32)). The claim is proved.



STRUCTURE OF SPACES WITH BAKRY-EMERY RICCI CURVATURE BOUNDED BELO¥S

By Claim 5.9}, B, (1)\Rac C Q(0)US,_4. Now we estimate H"~2P(Q(6)).
By Vitali covering lemma, for any r > 0 there is a collection of disjoint balls
By, (s5) C Q(0) (s; <) such that (J By, (5s;) 2 Q(f) with property

-
VOI(BQJ‘ (Sj))

where ¢; € Q(6). By the volume comparison, it follows

(5.36) S < C(AW,A)/(;(B;»OO(%))'

By (57)) = 8’5777,

Taking r — 0, we get
HP(Q(F)) < .

Hence (B.4)and (5.5]) follows from the above estimate immediately.

6. STRUCTURE OF SINGULAR SET II: CASE OF KAHLER METRICS

In this section, we study the limit space of a sequence of Kéahler met-
rics arising from solutions of certain complex Monge-Ampere equations for
the existence of Kahler-Ricci soliton on a Fano manifold via the continuity
method [TZ1], [TZ2]. We assume that (M, g) is a compact Kéhler manifold
with positive first Chern class ¢;(M) > 0 (namely, M is Fano), and wy is
the Kahler form of g in 2wci(M). Then there exists a Ricci potential h of
the metric g such that

Ric(g) — wy = V/—190h, / ehw; = / w'=V.
M M

In [TZ1], Tian and Zhu considered a family of complex Monge-Ampére
equations for Kéhler potentials ¢ on M,

(6.1) det(gﬁ + ¢ij) = det(gﬁ)eh_ex _X(¢)_t¢7

where t € [0, 1] is a parameter and 0 is a real valued potential of a reductive
holomorphic vector field on M which is defined

59)( = ing, / ean;‘ = V,
M

according to the choice of g with Kx-invariant. The equations (G.I]) are
equal to

(6.2) RiC(W¢) — LXUJ¢ = twy + (1 — t)wg.
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Thus wy will define a Kéhler-Ricci soliton if ¢ is a solution of (6] at ¢ = 1.
It was proved the set I of ¢ for which (6.0)) is solvable is open [TZ1]. In the
other words, there exists 7' < 1 such that [ = [0,7). (6.2]) implies

(6.3) Ric(wg) + V—109(—0x (4)) > tw,

where 0x(¢) = 0x + X(¢) is a potential of X associated to wy, which is
uniformly bounded [Zh].

Lemma 6.1. [0(0x + X (¢))| = |X|w, and Ag(0x(¢)) are both uniformly
bound by C(M,w, X), where Ay = %A is a 0-Lapalace operator associated
to we.

Proof. We will use the maximum principle to prove the lemma. First we
recall that Ox(¢) satisfies an identity [Ful,

Apltx ()] + Ox () + X(h) =0,
where h is a Ricci potential of Kéhler form wy at ¢. Note that
h=0x($)+(t—1)¢
by ([@2]). Thus 0x(¢) satisfies
(6.4) Aglox ()] + [00x (S) + Ox () = (1 = 1) X (9).
By the Bochner formula, one sees
Ay([96x (¢)1*)
= [VVOx () + 2re((00x (¢), DAz0x (¢))) + Ric(9bx (¢), 90x (¢))
It follows
(A5 +X)(190x (0)[*)
= |VVOx(9)|* + 2re((90x (4), D(Agfx (9) + [00x (4)[*)))
+ (Ric — VVOx(¢))(90x (), 0x (6)).
Thus by (64]), we get
(65)  (Ag+X)(100x(¢)f*) = [VVOx(9)]* — |00x (¢)* — (1 - )|X]5.
Note that
(Agfx(9))? < (196x (6)[* — C1)*

n n

IVVOx()]> >

)

where C = maxpy{|0x(¢) — (1 — )X (¢)|}. Apply the maximum principle
to [00x(¢)|? in (6.5), we derive at a maximal point of [00x(¢)|?,

(6.6) 0> L(B0x(0) ~ C1)? ~ 1A0x (O) ~ s

Therefore, the gradient estimate of 6x(¢) follows from the above inequality
immediately. By (6.4]), we also get the d-Lapalace estimate of 6x(¢).
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U
By Lemma [6.1] and Theorem 5.1l we prove

Theorem 6.2. For any sequence of Kdhler metrics g, associated to solu-
tions ¢y, of equations (6.1) at t = t; € I, there exists a subsequence which
converge to a limit metric space Y in the Gromov-Hausdorff topology. More-
over, S(Y) = Sap—2. In particular, the complex codimension of singularities
of Y is at least 1.

Proof. We suffice to verify that
(6.7) volg, (By(1)) > v > 0.V pe M.

But this is just a consequence of application of Volume Comparison Theorem
since the diameter of g; is uniformly bounded by a result of Mabuchi
[Ma]. O

In a special case t; — 1 when I = [0,1) in Theorem[6.2] we can strengthen
Theorem as follows.

Theorem 6.3. Let g, be a sequence of Kdhler metrics in Theorem [6.2 with
t; =+ 1. Then S(Y) = Sop—4. In particular, the complex codimension of
singularities of Y is at least 2.

I = [0,1) can be guaranteed when the modified Mabuchi K-energy is
bounded below and X is a soliton holomorphic vector field which determined
by the modified Futaki-invariant [TZ2]. This can be proved following an
argument by Futaki for the study of almost Kéhler-Einstein metric under
an assumption that the Mabuchi K-energy is bounded below on a Fano
manifold [Fu]. Thus as a corollary of Theorem [6.3] we have

Corollary 6.4. Suppose that the modified K-energy is bounded below on
a Fano manifold. There exists a subsequence of weak almost Kdahler-Ricci
solitons on M which converge to a limit metric space Y in the Gromov-
Hausdorff topology. Moreover, the complex codimension of singularities of
Y is at least 2.

Remark 6.5. In case that X = 0, the modified Mabuchi K -energy is just
the Mabuchi K -energy. In this case, the K-energy is bounded from below is
equivalent to that the Fano manifold is K-semistable by a recent work of Li

[Li].

It is useful to introduce a more general sequence of Kahler metrics than
one in Theorem [6.3] inspired by a recent work of Wang and Tian [WT].
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Definition 6.6. We call a sequence of Kdahler metrics (M;, J;, g;) weak al-
most Kahler-Ricci solitons if there are uniform constants A and A such that

i) Ric(g;) + VV fi > —A%g;, VV f; = 0;
i) 0fillg, < A;
ii) lim ||Ric(g:) = gi + VV fill 14, = 0-

Here f; are some smooth functions and Of; define reductive holomorphic
vector fields on Fano manifolds (M;, J;).

Lemma 6.7. Let {g,} be a sequence of Kihler metrics in Theorem [6.2 with

t; — 1. Then {g,} is a sequence of weak almost Kdhler-Ricci solitons on
M.

Proof. By Lemma[6.] it suffice to check the condition iii) in Definition
In fact, we have

L[Q|Rxxa@>—-Vﬁriaéex<¢>—wU¢

< / IRic(wy) — V—1000x (¢) — twy| + n(1 — t)vol (M)
M

n—1

¢
(n—1)!

:A®$wﬂGMﬁw4WA
= 2n(1 —t)Vol(M) — 0.

+n(1 — t)vol(M)

O

We now begin to prove Theorem As in the proof of Theorem 5.4l We
need the following e-regularity result for the tangent cone.

Lemma 6.8. For any pg,e > 0, there exist small numbers § = 6(v,€e,n),
n=n(v,en) , 7 =71(v,e,n) and a big number I = l(v,e,n) such that if a
Kahler manifold (M™, g) satisfies

i) Ricf\}(g) > —(n—1)12%g,VVf =0,

ii) volg(By(1)) = po,

iii) |V f] < 7,

. 1 / ) _

W) —————— Ric(g) + VV f|dV, < 4,

) VI8, @) ooy VYN
v) dar(Bp(l), B (1) <,

where By (1) is a l-radius ball in cone R*"~2 x C(X) centered at the vertex
(0,x) for some metric space X, then

(6.8) dar(By(1), B(1)) <e.
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Proof. The proof of Lemma is a modification to one of Proposition
Note that X is a circle of radius ¢ in present case. It suffices to show that ¢
is close to 27 by Lemma [Z.8 Let ® = (hq, ..., hop—2) and T' = (P, u) be two
maps constructed in Proposition By Proposition B.4] in Appendix 2, we
may also assume

1
(69) / |th—1+i - JVhZ|2 < \Ij(7—7 € 73 U)'
By(3) !

We shall compute the differential characteristic ¢; v of tangent bundle
(TM, V) restricted on I'"!(z,u) = & (2) N U, with fixed z (cf. [Ch3]),
where V is the Levi-Civita connection on T'M and (z,u) is a regular point
of T such that both Lemma [5.7] and Lemma [5.8 hold. It is easy to see that
by the coarea formula and the condition iv), the set

D = {z| ®7(2) N U, is a regular surface in M and

(6.10) / oy i) + 991 < )

has a positive volume in R?"~2 for some constant ¢ which depends only on
n.
For each z € D, we have the estimate

]/ Ric (wg)|
2)NU,
_/ IRic(g )+VVf|+|/ Nasviild
L(z)NUy 1(z)NU,

(6.11) < e + / IVf| < e+ vol(T7Y(z,u))T.
I—1(z,u)

Since

/ o= / Ric (w), mod Z,
—1(z,u) d—1(2)NU,

we get
(6.12) / é1v = v, mod Z.
H(z,u)

To compute the left term of ([6.12]), we will decompose the tangent bundle
(TM, V) over I'"1(z,u) as follows.
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By our construction of the map I', using the coarea formula, we may
assume that

“(/ (Vhi, Vhy) — 65| < W,
—1(z,u)

1) / |hess h;| < U,
I—1(zu)

iii) / (Vu? Vh;)| < ¥,
I—1(z,u)

im/ V(Vu2, V)| < 0.
T—1(z,u)
Since I'"1(2,u) is one dimensional manifold with bounded length, the con-
ditions i- ii) and iii-iv) imply
[(Vhi, Vhj) =8| and [(Vu?, Vhj)]

are both small on T'"!(z,u), respectively. Moreover, applying the coarea
formula to (6.9) together with the above condition ii), we also get

’th_1+i — Jth‘ < .

Hence by using the Gram-Schmidt process, we obtain (2n — 1) orthogonal
sections of TM over I'~!(z,u),

ei,J(ei) (1 Siﬁn—l),N

from sections Vh; (1 < i < n —1), Vu. Denote E to be the sub-bundle
spanning by e;,J(e;) and decompose T'M into

(6.13) TM =EgoE*

where E+ is the orthogonal complement of E. We introduce a Whitney sum
connection V' on TM over I'"(z,u) by combining two projection connec-
tions on E and E', which are both induced by V. Then by the condition
ii), it is easy to show

(6.14) / V-V|<9,
I—1(zu)

where V — V' is regarded as a 1-form on End(7T'M). Also we can introduce
another connection V” which is flat on E. Namely, V" satisfies

V" (e;) = V"(I(e;)) = 0.
Similar to (6.14]), we have

(6.15) /‘ V' V| < W
I—1(z,u)
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Therefore, combining (6.14]) and (6.I5]), we derive
— — 1
l(c1vr —av)(T (z,u))] << 1.

On the other hand, by the flatness of V” on E over I'"!(z,u), the quantity
2rer v (T71(2, 1)) is just equal to the holonomy of the connection around
I'~!(z,u) (measured by angle),

(6.16) om0 ) = (NN
I'—1(zu

where X is the unit tangent vector of I'"!(z,u). Thus by the choice of N
together with (614), (GI5) and (5.206]), we see that the angle is close to
the length of I'"!(z,u). By (6.12), it follows that %;(zu)) is close to
zero modulo integers. Hence, the non-collapsing of B(O,x)(l) implies that
vol(T~Y(z,u)) is close to 2. Consequently, we prove that ¢ is close to 27 by

(5I9) in Lemma 5.7
U

Proof of Theorem[0.4} By Volume Comparison Theorem [I.2] for any r <1,
we have

volg, (vol(Bp(r)) = Aor™, Vp e M,

where )¢ depends only on the constants A, A, v in Definition Thus by
Gromov’s compactness theorem [Gr], there exists a subsequence of (M;, g;; p;)
which converge to a metric space Y, in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff
topology. In the remaining, we show that S(Yo) = Son—4. We will use
the argument by contradiction. On the contrary, for a ball B,(1) C Y, by
Proposition in Appendix 2, there exists a point z € SN By(1) € Sap—4
and there exists a sequence {r;} (r; — 0) such that (Y, %;z) converge a

tangent cone 7T,Y = R?"~2 x C'(X). This implies that exists an € > 0 such
that the unit metric ball B, (1) C T,Y centered at zo, = z satisfies

(6'17) dGH(Bzoo(l)7B(1)) > 2e,

and for any [ >> 1 and € << 1 one can choose sufficiently large numbers i
and k such that

(6'18) dGH(sz(1)7B(1)) > €,

dau (B, (1), B (1) <,

where z, € My — z € Y as k — oo, and B, (1) and B,, (I) are two balls
with radius 1 and [ respectively in (Mj, ﬁ—’g) = (M, gr) - On the other hand,

by using Volume Comparison Theorem Ellzl, for fixed ¢, we can choose large
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enough k such that

r2 | B 1
vol(B., (2r;)) /sz(%-) IRic(gk) — gk + VV fildvg, < 56,
Since
L/ ’ ‘d < C(Tl C)T2
VOl(BZk(2Ti)) B, (2r;) TeltVar = ’ i
we have
1 / o _
o1 vol(B.. (2)) Ric(gx) + V'V fildvg, <.
( ) VOI(sz (2)) sz (2) | ( ) | Ik

Hence, for large k, (Mg, gi) satisfies the conditions i-v) in Lemma [6.8] and
consequently, we get

deu (B, (1), B(1)) <k,
which is a contradiction to (6.I8). The theorem is proved. O

Theorem follows from Theorem [0.4] with the help of Lemma and
the relation (6.7)).

7. APPENDIX 1

This appendix is a discussion about how to use the technique of conformal
transformation from [TZh] to prove Theorem[6.21and Theorem [6.3]in Section
6. We would like to emphasis on the different situation after the change of
Ricci curvature by the conformal transformation.

First, Theorem can be proved by using the conformal technique. In
fact, by the formula of Ricci curvature for conformal metric e?“g,

Ric (e2g)
(7.1)  =Ric (g) — (n —2)(hess u — du ® du) + (Au + (n — 2)|Vul?)g,

the condition Ric {4(2%) > —C implies that Ricci curvature Ric (e_n%f?g) of
conformal metric e~ »=2 g is bounded below if both V f and A f are bounded.
Thus by Lemma [6.T] we see that

20x (¢¢)

Ric (e =2 ¢)

is uniformly bounded below. Hence, Theorem follows from Theorem 6.2
in [CC2] immediately.

Secondly, following the proof of Theorem 5.4 in [Ch3], Lemma [6.8] with
an additional condition vi) |Af| < 7 can be proved by using the confor-
mal change of the bundle metric. We note that the condition vi) can be
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guaranteed for the Kéhler manifolds (M, g;) in Theorem with blowing-

up metrics. Thus by (]), the Ricci curvature of blowing-up metric of
20 x (¢¢)
e n—2 g is almost positive.

For a Kéhler manifold (M, g,J), the (1,0)-type Hermitian connection V
on the holomorphic bundle (T'M, h) is same as the Levi-Civita connection,
where h is the Hermitian metric corresponding to g. Then ¢; v of (T'M, h)
is the same as the Ricci form of g. If we choose a Hermitian metric e¥g for
a smooth function ¢, then

V=V+d

is the corresponding (1,0)-type Hermitian connection. It follows
FV = FY + doy

and

(7.2) V=1tr(FY) = V=1tr(FY) — n/—1901),

where FV (Fﬁ) denotes the curvature of the connection V (V) on TM.
Thus by putting ¢ = —%’T f and using (7.2]), we have

(13) aeli(suw) = / Ric (w) + V=109, mod Z,

I—1(z,u)
where the map I is defined as in Section 5 and Section 6 for the conformal
2f — . .
metric § = e~ »-2g. Thus ¢ ¢(I'"*(2,u)) is small modulo integers. More-
over, by Theorem 3.7 in [CCT] (compared to Lemma 5.8 in Section 5) , it
holds

1 1~
(74) ) /F1( : |HF’1(z,u) —u 19F71(z,u) (039 Vu|2 < VU,

Vr(z,u

On the other hand, since the Ricci curvature of g is almost positive, for the
connection V, we can follow the argument in proof of Theorem 5.4 [Ch3] to
show that the quantity 27161/}@:1(2, u)) is close to a holonomy of another
perturbation connection V” of V around I'"!(z,u) (also see the argument
in proof of Lemma [6.8]). The late is close to

Mo,
/Fl(z,u) I

Thus combining (7.3]) and (7.4]), we get
vol(I'1(z,u))
2w
It follows that the diameter of section X in two dimensional cone C'(X) with
rescaled cone metric is close to 2w. Thus the Gromov-Hausdorff distance

between By, (1) and B(g ) (1) both with rescaled metrics is close to zero. By
Theorem 9.69 in [Co3], we prove Lemma with the additional condition

Gz 0) - <.
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vi). Theorem 6.3 follows from applying Lemmal[6.8]to the sequence {(M, g;)}
(t — 1) with blowing-up metrics, for details to see the proof of Theorem [0.4]
in the end of Section 6.

8. APPENDIX 2

In this appendix, we prove ([6.9]) in Section 6. We need several lemmas.
First, as an application of Lemma [2.4] we have

Lemma 8.1. Under the conditions of Lemma [2Z.3, for a vector field X on
Ap(a,b) which satisfies

1
8.1 X|coaa gD,—/ VAPl <3,
B WKl <P rm Ty Len

there exists a f-harmonic function 6 defined in A,(az,bs) such that

(8.2)

1 / 9
VO — X 2dv’ < U(e,w,d; A, a1,b1,a9,a,b),
VOlf(Ap(CL??b?)) Ap(az,b2)
and
1 2. f

— |hess 6|°dv

vol’ Ap(as, b3) JA,(as,bs)
(8.3) < U(e,w,0; A, aq,by,a9,bs,a3,b3,a,b),

where A,(as,b3) is an even smaller annulus in Apy(ag,bs).

Proof. Let h be the f-harmonic function constructed in ([ZI2]) in Section 2
and 01 = (X, Vh). Then

Vb = (VX,Vh) + (X, hess h),

It follows

/ VO, — X|2dv’
Ap(az,b2)

< 2/ (VX,Vh)2dv/ + (X, hess h — g)?)dv/.
Ap(az,b2)

Thus by (81) and Lemma 24l we get

1

(8‘4) VOlf(Ap(ag, bg))

/ VO, — X|?dv! < .
Ap(az;b2)

Let 6 be a solution of equation,

(8.5) AT9 =0, in Ay(ag, by),
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with § = 6, on 0A,(az,bs). Then

/ (VO — Vb1, X) + (0 — 01)divX)dv'
Ap(az,bz2)

= div((0 — 61)X)dv! = / 0 — 0.)(Vf,X)dv/.
Ap(az,b2) Ap(az,b2)
It follows
(8.6) / (VO — Vb, X)dv! < 0.
Ap(az;b2)

On the other hand, since

/ (VO — VO,V dv! = / (0 — 0,)ATav! =0,

Ap(az;b2) Ap(az;b2)

we have

/ IVO2dv! = / (VO,V61)dv/.
Ap(az,b2) Ap(az,b2)

By the Holder inequality, we get

/ |VO2dv! g/ |V, |2dv/ < C.
Ap(az,b2) Ap(az,b2)

Hence,

/ (VO — X)2dv’
Ap(az,b2)

:/ (VO + | X% — 2(v6, X))dv!
Ap(az,b2

- / (V0,90 + | X2 — 2(V0, X))dv!
Ap(az;b2)

= / (V6 — X,V0) + (X, X — V) + (X, V6 — VO))dv/.
Ap(az;b2)

Therefore, combining ([81]) and (8.6]), we derive (82) immediately.

To get (B3]), we choose a cut-off function which is ¢ supported in A, (asg, ba)
with bounded gradient and f-Lapalace as in Lemma in Section 1. Then
by the Bochner identity, we have

1
/ L AT VORI = / 6(|hess 02 + Ric(V0, V6))dv”.
Ap(az,b2) 2 Ap(az;b2)

Since

/ L oA | X 2av! = - / (Vé, (X, VX))dv/,
Ap(az,b2) Ap(az,b2)
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we obtain

/ ¢(|hessh|>dv’ </ 1¢Af(|V9|2 — |X[P)dv!
Ap(az,b2) Ap(az,ba) 2

(88) +\II(E7W75; A7a17b17a27b27a37b37a7 b)
Therefore, using integration by parts, we derive (83)) from (8.2)). O

Next, we generalize Proposition to the case without the assumption
of the existence of an almost line.

Lemma 8.2. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold which satisfies (3-3).
Let h™ be a f-harmonic function which satisfies

(8.9) VA*H| < e(n, A, A),

1
| IVAT|? — 1]av/ < 6,

(810) vol' (By(1)) /B, (1)

(8.11) ! / lhess hT|?dv < 4.
(1)

Volf(Bp(l)) B

Then there exists a W(0; A, A,n) Gromov-Hausdorff approzimation from Bp(%)
to B(Oxx)(%) CRxX.

The proof of Lemma depends on the following fundamental lemma
which is in fact a consequence of Theorem 16.32 and Lemma 8.17 in [Ch1].

Lemma 8.3. Under the condition (3.3), for a f-harmonic function h*

which satisfies (8.9), (810) and (811) in B,(1), there exists a Lipschitz
function p in By(%) such that [h* — p| < ¥ and

(8.12) lp(2) —t] = d(z,p~ ()] < V.

Proof. First, we notice that the following Poincaré inequality holds for any
C'-function h,

%/ ‘h—alde'f
vol' (By(3)) /B,(4)

1

2
(8.13) < c(n, A, A)———— / Vh|2dv?,
vol! (Bp(1)) JB,(1)

where
1

vol' (By(3)) JB,(4)

a =
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This is in fact a consequence of Lemma [3.4] by applying the function e to
|Vh|?, because

1
—_— h$—a2dvf
T ANLCRT

1 1
= —— " avi— h(x) —h dvi12
T Ity BT oy 1) M0

2

1 1
ST IERVSENY — = h(z) — h(y))2dvidv]
= volf (B,(3)) /B,,(;) ol (B, (1)) /B,,( )( (@) = h(y)) dvydvy

) e N Sh((s)) PavLa]
< (s vidv
vol/ (By(3)) /B, (1) vol! (By(3)) JB,(2) Jo Y

gc(n,A,A);/ Vh|2dv?
B,(1)

vl (B, (1)
Thus by taking h = |[VAT|?, we get from (89)-(8II)),
1
(8.14) ﬁ/ VAP - 1]av! < w.
vol! (By(3)) JBy(3)

Next we apply Theorem 16.32 in [Chl] to A" with the condition (89,
(BI0) and (8I4). We suffice to check a doubling condition for the measure
dv! and an (e, §)-inequality. The (e, §)-inequality says, for any €,d > 0 and
two points x,y € M with d(x,y) = r, there exist C, 5 and another two points
2’y with d(2/,xz) < dr and d(y',y) < dr, respectively such that

Cesr /
voll (B, (1 + 8)(1 + 2€)r)) JB., (145)(1420))

(8.15)  Fye(zl,2h) < ddv?,

where
l
Focloy) = inf [ ofc()ds, ¥ o(= 0) € 1),

and the infinimum takes among all curves from x to y with length [ < (1 +
€)d(z,y). The doubling condition follows from Volume Comparison Theorem
[L2] and (e, §)-inequality follows from Volume Comparison Theorem and
the segment inequality in Lemma B.3] Thus we can construct a Lipschitz
function p from h™ such that |h* — p| < ¥. Moreover, by Lemma 8.17 in

[Chl], we get (8I2). O
Proof of Lemma([82. As in the proof of Proposition B.6] we define X =
(h*)~1(0) and the map u by

u(q) = (P (q), zq),

where z, is the nearest point in X to ¢q. To show that u is a Gromov-
Hausdorff approximation, we shall use Lemma In fact, by (8I2) in
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Lemma [R.3] we see

(8.16) 17 (2) = t] = d(z, (hF) 7' (1)) < V.
Then instead of (81)) by (8I6]), Lemma is still true since (8II) holds
[C2]. Hence the proof in Proposition [3.6] works for Lemma O

Now we begin to prove (6.9]) in Section 6. Let (M, g) be a Kéhler manifold
which satisfies (5.6). Let B,(l) C M and B(gxy)(l) € R*""2 x X be two [-
radius distance balls as in Section 6. Then

Proposition 8.4. Suppose that
(8.17) dan (Bp(l), Boxa) (1)) <.

Then either Bp(%) is close to an Euclidean ball in the Gromov-Hausdorff
topology or for a suitable choice of the orthogonal coordinates in R*" 2, the
map ® = (hq,..., han—1) constructed in Section 5 satisfies

1

(8.18) vol/ B, (1)

1
/ |Vhp—14i — JVhi|2dvf < W(r,m, =;v).
B, (1) !

Proof. Roughly speaking, if the space spanned by Vh; is not almost J in-
variant, we can find a vector field nearly perpendicular to these Vh;, and it
satisfies the condition (81l in Lemma Rl Then by Lemma 82 B,(1) will
be almost split off along a new line. This implies that Bp(%) is close to an
Fuclidean ball.

Let V be a (4n — 4)-dimensional line space spanned by Vh;, JVh; with
the L2-inner product,

(biybj)L2 = / <bz,b]>dV
By(1)

Then J induces an complex structure on V' such that the inner product is
J-invariant. We introduce a distance in Grassmanian G(2n, k) as follows,

(8.19) d(A1, A2)? = [lpri, ()13
J

for any two k-dimensional subspaces Aj, Ay in R?", where e; is an unit
orthogonal basis of A; and jm“k2 is the compliment of orthogonal projection
to As. First we suppose that

dW,IW)? < ¥,

where W = span{Vh;|i = 1,2,...,2n — 2}. Then by the Gram-Schmidt
process, one can find a unit orthogonal basis w; of W such that

HJ’LUZ' — wn_1+i||L2 < 0.
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It is equivalent to that there exists a matrix a;; € GL(2n — 2,R) which is
nearly orthogonal such that

w; = Ejaithj.

Thus by changing an orthogonal basis in R?"~2 (8IS]) will be true.
Secondly, we suppose that

d(W,IW) > éo.
This implies that there exists some j such that
[orip (IVha) 2 = |39 h: — pryg (Fhe) 12 > 52
Let
(8.20) pryy (JVhs)

 lpriy (IVR) | 2

Then pryy,(JVh;) is perpendicular to W with |prij, (JVA;)|z2 = 1 and it
satisfies the condition (8J]) in Lemma Bl Thus we see that there exists a
f-harmonic function 6 which satisfies the conditions (89]), (8.10) and (8.1T)
in Lemma32l As a consequence, Bp(%) will almost spilt off along a new line
associated to the coordinate function ¢. Since X € W+, B,(%) in fact split
off R?"~1 almost. But the late implies that Bp(%) is close to an Euclidean
ball in the Gromov-Hausdorff topology by using a topological argument as
in Theorem 6.2 in [CC2] or by the following Proposition for Kéhler
manifolds.

O

Proposition 8.5. Let Y be a limit space of a sequence of Kdhler manifolds
in Theorem [21. Then

SY) = Sopt1 = Sox-
Proof. We suffice to show that if a tangent cone 7)Y at a point y € Y can
split off R%**1 T,V can split off R?**2. Let h; be 2k+1 f-harmonic functions
which approximate 2k + 1 distance functions with different directions as
constructed in Section 2 and Section 3. Then as in the proof of Proposition

B4 we consider a linear space V = span{Vh;, JVh;} with L%-inner product.
Since the dimension of W = span{Vh;} is odd, we have

AW, IW) > 1.

Thus T,Y will split off a new line. The proposition is proved.
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