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Abstract

In this paper, we prove that the round cylinders are rigid in the space of Ricci shrinkers.
Namely, any Ricci shrinker that is sufficiently close to S~ xR in the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff
topology must itself be isometric to ™! X R.
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1 Introduction

A Ricci shrinker is a triple (M", g, f) of smooth manifold M", Riemannian metric g and a smooth
function f satisfying

1
Rc + Hess f = Eg,


http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.03622v2

where the potential function f is normalized so that
R+|VfP?=f. (1.1

The Ricci shrinkers play essential roles in studying the singularities of the Ricci flow. For example,
it was proved by Enders-Miiller-Topping [26]] that any proper blowup sequence from a type-I Ricci
flow converges smoothly to a nontrivial Ricci shrinker.

Due to its importance, the classification of Ricci shrinkers has attracted extensive attentions.
In dimension 2 or 3, we know that R2,S2,R3, 53,52 x R, and their quotients make the complete
list of all Ricci shrinkers (e.g., [32][54][57](13]). In higher dimensions, there exist many non-
trivial, non-product Ricci shrinkers (e.g., [37][L1][27]), and the classification of Ricci shrinkers is
only achieved when extra assumptions are assumed. Such assumptions include non-negativity of
curvatures (e.g., [52][460[S5][450[48l]), restriction of the Weyl curvatures (e.g., [S9][S0][12][23]),
restriction of asymptotic behavior at infinity (e.g., [40l][41]]), K&hler conditions (e.g., [56][22][20]),
and others. In general, much less is known if no extra assumptions are assumed.

We can consider all Ricci shrinkers as one moduli space M equipped with pointed-Gromov-
Hausdorff topology. On each Ricci shrinker, f always achieves its minimum value (cf. [14]) at
some point p, which can be assigned as a base point. A natural question is: which Ricci shrinker
is rigid in M, in the sense that there is no nearby (in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorft distance)
Ricci shrinker other than itself? For instance, it follows from [35]] and the weak-compactness theory
developed in [44] that the spherical space form S"/I" is rigid since any Ricci shrinker is a self-similar
Ricci flow solution. Other rigid examples include CP?* proved by Kréncke [42] and S2 x S 2 proved
by Sun-Zhu [66] very recently. Their proofs depend on a delicate local structure theory of M (cf.
[62][36]), which is not available for non-compact Ricci shrinkers. This makes the rigidity problem
for non-compact Ricci shrinkers much more involved. Up to now, the only non-compact Ricci
shrinkers known to be rigid are the Gaussian solitons (R", gg), whose rigidity is proved through an
entropy-gap argument (cf. [69][70][48]]).

Inspired by the fundamental work of Colding-Ilmanen-Minicozzi [21] on mean curvature flow,
and our earlier research on 4-dimensional Ricci shrinkers [47]], we are interested in figuring out
whether the generalized cylinders S¥ x R"%,2 < k < n — 1 are rigid in the moduli space of Ricci
shrinkers. In this article, we confirm the rigidity of the round cylinders $"~! x R, i.e., the cases
k=n-1.

Theorem 1.1 (Main Theorem). There exists a small constant € = é(n) > 0 satisfying the following
property.
Suppose (M", p, g, f) is a Ricci shrinker such that

dpou {(M", p,8),(S"™" X R, pe, go)} < &, (1.2)

then (M, g) is isometric to (S""' xR, g.). Here dpgy means the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff distance,
p is a minimum point of f and p. is a fixed point of S"™' x R.

The proof of Theorem [[.T] relies heavily on the symmetry improvement technique of S. Brendle
et al. (cf. [3][5][6][7][9]), the classification result of B. Kotschwar [38]] and the weak-compactness
theory developed by H. Li, S. Huang and the authors ([44] [34] [48]).



Outline of the proof of Theorem[L 1l The proof consists of four steps.
Step 1. The base point p is in an e-neck.

Condition (L2)) means that the base point p has a neighborhood very close to the standard cylin-
der in the Gromov-Hausdorft topology, which is very rough. However, by the weak-compactness
theory developed in [44], we can improve the Gromov-Hausdorff topology to the C*-Cheeger-
Gromov topology (cf. Proposition 7.4 of [44]). Therefore, by choosing € sufficiently small, we are
able to show (cf. Proposition 2.6) that p is actually in the center of an evolving normalized e-neck
(cf. Definition 2.3). We may understand that the point p has e-symmetry with respect to the model
space S"~! x R.

Step 2. Each point x € M is in an e-neck or a region e-close to the Bryant soliton, after proper
rescaling.

This step is the technical core of this paper. We characterize the e-symmetry in terms of curvature
and potential function estimates and show that these estimates are almost preserved along the flow
line of Vf. Roughly speaking, if the level set of f is uniformly away from being critical (i.e.,
Vf = 0), then each point locates in an e-neck. Moreover, the critical points are isolated, and the
region is very close to the Bryant soliton near the critical point of f. Therefore, each point “far
away” from the critical set is in an e-neck, and each point “near” critical set is in a region e-close to
the Bryant soliton. These descriptions can be made precise, which is the key new ingredient of this
argument.

Step 3. (M, g) is rotationally symmetric.

This step utilizes the celebrated symmetry improvement technique developed by S. Brendle et
al. (cf. Appendix [Blfor details). Suppose € is sufficiently small and every point on (M, g) has e-
symmetry (with respect to either the cylinder or Bryant soliton), then every point has 5-symmetry.
Consequently, this process will run forever and yield that every point x € M has 2 ¥e-symmetry for
each positive integer k. Therefore, (M, g) is rotationally symmetric.

Step 4. (M, g) is isometric to "' x R.
Since (M, g) is rotationally symmetric already, the classification result of Kotschwar [38] applies.

We know that (M, g) is isometric to S, $"~! x R or R”. By condition (I.2)), we conclude that (M, g)
must be isometric to " ! x R. m]

From the discussion above, it is clear that the most difficult part of the proof is to analyze pre-
cisely the propagation of the e-symmetry along the flow line of V f. Due to this propagation, if there
is a neck region far away from the base point and close to the round cylinder, then the behavior of

2 . . . .
the far-end can be described precisely. Since f ~ %, the value of f indicates the distance to the
base point. For each pair ¢ < s, we define 2(z, s) to be a connected component of the level set

{xeM |1< f(x) < s} (1.3)
In the particular case ¢ = s, we define
) =X, ={xeM| f(x) =t} (1.4)

If a point locates in a cylinder-like neighborhood, we say it is the center of e-neck. Alternatively, if a
point locates in a neighborhood close to a steady soliton with mild singularities, we say it is the cen-
ter of e-steady soliton conifold. Note that the conifold here is the one introduced by Chen-Wang (cf.



Definition 1.2 of [24]) to denote the Riemannian space with mild singularities. For the exact defi-
nitions of the aforementioned concepts, see Definition Definition 4.3] and Definition [A.1l With
these terminologies, we can precisely describe the propagation of the e-symmetry in the following
theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Propagation of almost symmetry). For any positive constants n, A, B, € and 6y €
(0, 1), there exist positive constants o = o(n,dy,A, B), L = L(n,dp,A, B) and n = n(n,d¢y, A, B, €)
satisfying the following property.

Let (M", g, f) be a Ricci shrinker with

IViRm| < BR3*!, Y0<i<4 on X(t, s);

R<ef on  X(to, $0);

|IRms| < €/ R on X(ly);

R~ < ¢ on  Z(io); (1.5)
(1= 60)s0 > to = ne;’';

H(g) = —A;

X(ty) is diffeomorphic to S 71

If @ < o and € <, then one of the following statements holds.

(a). There exists an end E with OE = X(to) such that any point in 2(n"'ty, 00) C E is the center
of an evolving normalized e-neck. Moreover, E is asymptotic to the round cylinder with rate
O(r~™m),

(b). There exists an end E with OE = X(ty) such that any point in X(i7" 1y, 00) C E is the cen-
ter of an evolving e-neck. Moreover, E is asymptotic to a regular cone with cross section
diffeomorphic to ™.

(c). There exists a compact set E with OF = X(ty), a number s > sy and a point g € X(s) such that
R(q) = os. Moreover, any point in 2(17"'ty, s) C E is the center of an evolving e-neck and any
point in the cap D := E\X(ty, s) is the center of an e-steady soliton conifold. Furthermore,

L
diam,D < —, sup|f—s|<L and L_lsﬁinngsupRSs+L. (1.6)
Vs b b D

Note that (I.3)) on Z(zo, so) is satisfied if the region is very close to the cylinder, where the con-
stant €] can be chosen as zero. Since the function f contains no critical point on the region X(to, 5o),
one can follow Munteanu-Wang [53]] to define the tangential curvature operator Rmy restricted on

o

each level set of f and the term Rmy is the “traceless” part of Rmy (cf. @2.6), @.7)). If R/f is

small, the value of |Rr;12| measures how close Rmy resembles the curvature operator of the stan-
dard S”~!. Theorem implies that if a Ricci shrinker has a neck region sufficiently close to the
cylinder in some weak sense, one can move forward along the direction of Vf to determine the
future geometric property. If we regard a Ricci shrinker as a Ricci flow solution, the control of
the geometric behavior at spatial infinity amounts to that near the singular time r = 1. Recall that
the traditional pseudolocality on Ricci shrinkers (cf. [48, Corollary 10.6]) means that the almost
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Euclidean property is preserved by the flow until time ¢ = 1. Theorem [L.2] claims instead that the
e-symmetric property is almost preserved by the flow until time ¢ = 1. Therefore, Theorem [.2] can
be understood as a generalized form of pseudolocality theorem on Ricci shrinkers. See Figure [Tl for
rough intuition. We emphasize here that the global bound of the curvature is not needed. With some
extra assumptions like the boundedness of the curvature, Munteanu-Wang [53, Theorem 1.6] has
already obtained case (a) in Theorem [L.21

6 g

(a). Cylindrical end

(b). Conical end

(c). Cap end

Figure 1: Three types of end

We briefly discuss the proof of Theorem [I.21 We first show on the neck region satisfying (L.3),

the estimate |R1(;12| < R holds on X(ty, 59), where € is a constant depending only on €| and €]. Since
f > 1o is large and R/f < € is small, all normal directional part of Rm is small and insignificant.
Moreover, we can show that the scalar curvature R is almost constant along any level set £ of f
contained in the neck region. From the elliptic equation of R, one obtains an ODE by examining the
behavior of R along the gradient flow of f.

One can extend the neck region from (7o, so) to Z(fg, s) with s to be maximal so that (L.3) still
holds. Then we show that s is finite only if there exists a point ¢ € X(s) with R(g) = €f(q).
Here, we need to use the pseudolocality for Ricci shrinkers proved in [48]] to show that any point
x € X(i 'y, 5) is the center of an evolving e-neck. Depending on the behavior of R along the
gradient flow of f, only three cases can happen, as described in Theorem [[.2l If R stays close to
%, then s = oo and we obtain the case (a). If at some point in the neck R is smaller than %
by some detectable small number, then R will be quadratically decaying along the flow. In this
case, s = oo and we obtain the case (b). If at some point in the neck R is bigger than % by some
detectable small number, then R will be increasing along the flow until it reaches the boundary X(s).
If this happens, s < co and we obtain case (c). In this case, it is important to show that there exists
a compact cap D with dD = Z(s). The reason is that the behavior of the Ricci shrinker near the
boundary X(s) is modeled on a Ricci steady soliton conifold (cf. Definition[A.T) at a proper scale.
This can be proved through a compactness argument (cf. [44]][34]). Since each model steady soliton



conifold has only one end (cf. Theorem[A.22]), the cap region D is compact. Further analysis implies
the estimates in (1.6).

Now we continue to discuss Step 2 in the outline proof of Theorem [L.1lin more detail. First, one
notices that any Ricci shrinker close to the cylinder satisfies the conditions of Theorem [L.2] for two
neck regions. By extending those two neck regions, there are three possibilities.

(1). The Ricci shrinker has two ends so that each point is the center of an evolving e-neck.

(2). The Ricci shrinker has exactly one end so that outside a compact cap D, any point is the center
of an evolving e-neck.

(3). The Ricci shrinker is compact and it consists of two caps D; and D, such that outside those
two caps, any point is the center of an evolving e-neck.

In order to realize Step 2 in the proof of Theorem [LI] the last key ingredient needed is the ob-
servation that the cap is modeled on the Bryant soliton in cases (2), (3) above. This fact follows
from the classification result (cf. Theorem .7) of any asymptotically cylindrical Ricci steady soli-
ton conifold with the curvature condition PIC2, which is a generalization of the celebrated work of
S. Brendle [3]]. On the other hand, if one considers the Ricci flow associated with a Ricci shrinker
close to the cylinder, we show that locally the Ricci flow almost preserves the nonnegativity of some
curvature conditions (cf. Theorem[5.4) defined by S. Brendle. By analyzing the geometry along the
gradient flow of f, one can show that the blowup limit near the cap region must have the PIC2
condition. Consequently, the blowup limit must be a steady soliton conifold with PIC2 condition,
which can be classified and can only be the Bryant soliton. Therefore, the cap regions are modeled
on Bryant solitons. In conclusion, for a Ricci shrinker sufficiently close to a cylinder, each point lies
in a region either e-close to the cylinder or the Bryant soliton. Roughly speaking, this means that
the shrinker itself is e-symmetric (cf. Definition [B.I} Definition or Definition [B.4] for precise
definitions). Therefore, we have collected sufficient technical preparation to apply the symmetry
improvement argument of S. Brendle et al.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss some basic properties for Ricci
shrinkers and the associated Ricci flows. In Section 3, we obtain all the necessary technical esti-
mates on the neck region. Section 4 focuses on the cap region and shows that it can be modeled
on a Ricci steady soliton conifold. As a conclusion of the estimates in Section 3 and Section 4, we
prove Theorem [[.2] at the end of Section 4. In Section 5, we prove Theorem [Tl In the last section,
we discuss possible generalizations of our theorems.

Acknowledgements:

Yu Li is supported by YSBR-001 and a research fund from USTC (University of Science and
Technology of China). Bing Wang is supported by NSFC-11971452, NSFC-12026251, YSBR-001
and a research fund from USTC.



2 Preliminaries

For any Ricci shrinker (M", g, f), the scalar curvature R > 0 by [17, Corollary 2.5]. Moreover, it
follows from the strong maximum principle that R > O unless (M, g) is the Gaussian soliton.

We recall the following fundamental estimate of the potential function f.

Lemma 2.1 ([[14]] [33])). Let (M", g, f) be a Ricci shrinker. Then there exists a point p € M where f
attains its infimum and f satisfies the quadratic growth estimate

1 1 2
7 (d(x.p) = 5n)? < f() < 7 (d(x.p) + V2n)
for all x € M, where a, := max{0, a}.
For any Ricci shrinker (M", g, f) with the normalization (L)), the entropy is defined as
T
= = V
K= p(g) = log f e

We remark that ¢ is comparable to the volume of the unit ball B(p, 1), see [44, Lemma 2.5].

Next we recall the following identities and elliptic equations on Ricci shrinkers (see [59] [53]):

1
Rix fx :EViR = ViRyi, 2.1
Rijk1fi =V Rix — ViR jx = ViR;ju, (2.2)
A¢R =R - 2|Rcl?, (2.3)
AfR;j =R;j — 2R jiRy. 2.4)

Here, the weighted Laplacian Ay := A —(Vf,V-).

We will only consider the case that X(r) = Z(t, s) N {x € M | f(x) = t}. Notice that X(z, o) can be
either compact or non-compact and it represents a cap or an end of the Ricci shrinker, respectively.

For the rest of the paper, we will mainly focus on X(f) when ¢ is a noncritical value of f. Also,
we omit ¢ in X(¢), if there is no confusion.

On X, we denote the unit normal vector |V f I-'v f by e, and assume {ej, es, - ,e,} is a local
orthonormal frame such that {e;,--- ,e,_} are tangent to X. By using the same convention as in
[53]], we use subscript n to denote e, and a, b, ¢, d, - - - to denote all tangential directions.

We have the following estimates of the curvature along the normal direction. The proof follows
from direct calculations based on (2.1)-(2.4).

Proposition 2.2. For any Ricci shrinker (M", g, f) such that R < % f on a level set X of f, the
following estimates hold on X.

IRanl <Cf2|VR],
Runl <Cf7' (R + IRe +V7RI).,
_1
|[Rapen| <C f2|VRC|,
Ranenl SCf~" (IRel + IV?Rc| + |Rel [Rm),
where C = C(n) > 0.



Proof. From (I.I)) and our assumption on R, we have |V f]| > % \/7 . We compute on X,

|Rc(eq, V)l
V£l

from (2.1). Moreover, it follows from 2.1) and (2.3)) that

IRanl = < CfI(VR, e)l < CfI|VRI.

IRl =IV fI*IRe(V £, V)
<Cf™'KVR, V)
=Cf~'|AR - R + 2IRc]?|
<Cf™" (R +IRc/* +|V*R]).

Similarly, we compute from (2.2)),
_ 1
IRabenl < IV f1™ Rapetfil < Cf2[VRl.
For the last inequality, we have

IRancnl <IV 1 Raket fifi
<Cf N(ViRac = VaRio) fil
=Cf " ViRucfi = VaRic fi) + Ric fudl
=Cf "|ARu = Rac + 2RakciRis — VacR/2 + Ric(8ka/2 — Ria)|
=Cf " 2RakciRis = RicRia — Rac/2 + ARqe — Vi R/2|
<Cf ™" (IRel + [V*Re| + [Re| [Rm]).

In sum, the proof is complete. O

As in [53]], we define the following tensors on X:

o o 1

Res = Rap := Rap =~ R gap, (2.5)
1
U=U =—R - . 2.6
abcd (n _ 1) (I’l _ 2) (gacgbd gadgbc) ( )
Rms = Rupea = Rapea — Uabeds (2.7)
1 o o o o
V = Vibea := m (Racgbd + Rpagac — Raagpe — Rbcgad) s (2.8)
W = Wapca := Raved — Uabea — Vabea- (29)

Notice that all tensors Rcy, U, Rmy, V and W can be extended to tensors on X(s, f) by requiring they
vanish on the normal direction e,. By this convention, all tensors can be written in a coordinate-free
form. For instance, we have

° R
Rcs =Rc———g-T (2.10)
n—1



where

1

- R, R(VAVY)
2V fI?

(n = DIVSI? IVA1*

(dR®df+df®dR)—( )df@df. 2.11)

Next, we have the following lower bound estimate of the scalar curvature, which essentially
follows from [19, Theorem 1].

Proposition 2.3. For any Ricci shrinker (M", g, f), suppose t > 2n and

R

min ——— =a > 0.
= 1+nf!

Then for any x € X(f, 00),

R(x)f(x)

R(x)f(x) > m >a

Proof. Wedefine ¢ = R—af~'—anf2. Then it follows from direct computations, see [19, Equation
(6)] for details, that on X(7, c0)

Asg < ¢—anf_3(]£ —n) —af*Rf+mVIF <o

since f > f > 2n. By our assumption, ¢ > 0 on the boundary (7). If X(7, o) is compact, then we
conlude that ¢ > 0 on X(7, 00) from the maximum principle. If Z(7, o) is non-compact, the maximum
principle also applies since liminf,_,., ¢(x) > O from its definition.

In sum, we have proved that on X(, c0),

_Rf L,
1 +nf!

and the proof is complete. O

Ricci flow associated with a Ricci shrinker

Recall that any Ricci shrinker (M", g, f) can be regarded as a self-similar solution of the Ricci flow.

1
Let y' : M — M be a family of diffeomorphisms generated by X(¢) = ]—ZV f, and ¢° = id. In
other words, we have

a t _ 1 t
V(0 = =V (V). (2.12)

It is well known that the rescaled pull-back metric g(¢) = (1 — t)(y/')*g satisfies the Ricci flow
equation

018 = —2Rc(g(1))

for any —oo < ¢ < 1. In particular, g(0) = g. For any Ricci shrinker, the associated Ricci flow is
implicitly understood.



Example 2.4 (Round cylinder). The round cylinder (S =1 % R, gc) is a Ricci shrinker where the

—1 2 n-1
and the potential function f, = ZZ + — where z is the

coordinate in the R-factor. The associated Ricci flow is {(S"! X R, g.(1)), —co < t < 1}, where

scalar curvature is identically

g =2n-2)(1 —)ggn-1 +dz®dz, g:0) = g.

Next, we have the following definition, which measures how close a parabolic neighborhood of
a point in a Ricci flow is to the round cylinder, see also [58], Section 11.8].

Definition 2.5 (Center of an evolving e-neck). Let (M", g(t)) be a Ricci flow solution and let (X, f)
be a point in space-time with R(X,f) = %r‘z. We say that (X, 1) is the center of an evolving e-neck
S" VX R if. after rescaling the metric by the factor r=2, the parabolic neighborhood B (%, elr)x
[f—€e 72, 1) is e-close in C [E_]]-topology fo (S I xR, gc(t)). The evolving neck is called an evolving
normalized e-neck, if we further require that |r — 1| < €. For any Ricci shrinker (M", g, ), we
say x € M is the center of an evolving (normalized) e-neck if (x,0) is the center of an evolving
(normalized) e-neck.

From the weak-compactness theory developed in [44]], we prove the following result.

Proposition 2.6. For any n and € > 0, there exists a constant 1 = n1(e,n) > 0 satisfying the
following property.
Suppose (M", p, g, f) is a Ricci shrinker such that

dper {(M", . &), (S"" X R, pe,gc)} <m,

then p is the center of an evolving normalized e-neck.

Proof. Suppose otherwise, there exists a number € and a sequence of Ricci shrinkers (M7, p;, gi, fi)
such that

lim dpg {(Mf’,Pi,gi), (S"_l xR, pc’gf)} =0

and p; is not the center of an é-neck. By Proposition 5.8 of [44], the entropy u(g;) is uniformly
bounded from below. Using Theorem 1.1 of [44], the above convergence can be improved to be in
the smooth topology

C*—Cheeger—Gromov el
(M, pi. i) (S""' xR, pe.ge).

From the definition of the Ricci flow associated with a Ricci shrinker, it is clear that the correspond-
ing sequence of Ricci flows (M;, p;, gi(t));<o converges smoothly to (S =1 X R, g.(t))i<0. Therefore,
we obtain a contradiction. O
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3 [Estimates on the neck region

Throughout this section, we consider a Ricci shrinker (M", p, g, f) such that the following assump-
tions as in Theorem are satisfied.

IViRm| < BR3*!, V0<i<4 on X(t, s);

R<ef on X(f, $);

|R1(;12| < €R on X(ty);

|R - %| <€ on X(ty); (1)
(I —=06g)s =1ty > nel_l;

H(g) = —A;

2(tp) is diffeomorphic to S n=l,

Moreover, we set
1
€ := max{e, € }. (3.1)

Here, we assume 0 < 69 < 1 and A, B > 1. With fixed n, 6p, A and B, we regard €, and e{ as two
small positive parameters. In addition, the constant s can be finite or co. Notice that for the round
cylinder ™! x R, (f) is satisfied for any € and €, provided that 7y is sufficiently large. In the
following analysis, we set

E = X(ty, 5) (3.2)
and use the notation ¢ = O(¢,) if |¢| < C|¢,| for some constant C = C(n, A, B) > 0.
One important consequence of u(g) > —A is the following no-local-collapsing result from [48]].

Theorem 3.1. ([48, Theorem 22]) For any Ricci shrinker (M", g, ) with u(g) > —A, there exists a
Kk = k(n,A) > 0 such that for any B(q,r) € M with R < r~2, we have

|B(q, )| > «r".
We next prove
Lemma 3.2. On E, we have
Rf > 1, (3.3)
Ranls [Rabenl = O(F2R?), (3.4)
IRunls IRancal = OCF'R(1 + R)). (3.5)

Proof. The inequality (3.3) follows immediately from Proposition 2.3] since by (),
R n=l ey
inf &, (F )

(i) 1 +nf~! 1+ niy!

> 1.
The equations (3.4) and (3.3)) follow from Proposition 2.2 and (). i
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The next lemma follows from Lemma[3.2] and direct calculations from the definition (2.3)).

Lemma 3.3. On E, we have

2

IRc? = |Res)? + +O(f'R’(1 + R)),

n—1
(U, V) (V, W), (W,U) = O(f'R*(1 + R)),
e —2 @
n-hHn-2)""

4 o
VP = —3|Rcz|2 +O(f'R*(1 + R)),
n —
° 2
Rm|* = [Rms|* + ——————R* + O(f 'R*(1 + R)),
R = RmsP + o K + O R(1 4+ R)
Rmf? = |UP + [V + WP + O(f'R*(1 + R)).
Proposition 3.4. Under the assumption (f)), there exists oy = o-1(n, B) > 0 such that

IRms| = O(eyR) (3.6)

onEife <oy.

Proof. In the proof, all constants ¢;,i = 1,2, -- - are positive and depend only on n and B. We define
5o € [#o, 5] to be the largest number such that
|Rmz|2 2

72 <71¢,

on X(ty, so), where 7 > 1 is a large constant to be determined later. By the assumption ({]), we have

o]
’
|Rmy| < €1R

on X(fo) and hence sy > 19 as € > €;. If 59 = s, then the conclusion follows. Otherwise, we assume
S0 < S.

Following [53]], we define

[RmP’ 2 RmsP
i T R

RmsP [Rms]’

= Rf + 00" + €)= Rf +0(€d). (3.7)

where the equalities follow from Lemma[3.3]and (f). Therefore, there exists s; € (¢, so] such that

T2 2
max G = maxG € [z¢),27¢)]. 38
2(t.50) 2(s1) [2 0-27€] (3.8)

It follows from a direct calculation, see [53) (4.10),(4.11)] for details, that

AsG > -2VG,ViogR) + 4RP, (3.9)
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where
1
P := =2RR;juR pigiRp jq1 — ERRijklRiququkl + [Rm|*|Ref.

By similar calculations as [53) (4.16)] and our assumptions, we obtain

4
(n—1)(n-2)(n-3)

o 6 o _
RIRcs] - mR|W||Rcz|2 —cif 'RY(1 + R).

1 ° L5
P>—RYW] + R*Resf* - RIWP
n—1 2

8
(n—3)?
From Lemma[3.3] we obtain on X(f, sg) that
4 o o
[W]* + m|RC2|2 = IRmsl* + O(f'R*(1 + R)) < 7€ R* + O((1;" + €1)R?) < c2€}R*.

Now, it follows from (3.10) and (B.11)) that

4
(n—1Dn-2)n-23)

1
P> ( —C3E())R2|W|2+(
n—1
Therefore, if ¢ is sufficiently small, we obtain
P > c4R*Rms|* — ¢sf'R*(1 + R).
It follows from (3.9) and (3.12)) that

AsG > =2(VG,V1og R) + 4¢c4RG — 4csf'R(1 + R).

- C360)R2|Rcz|2 -3/ 'RY(1 +R).

(3.10)

3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

If we denote the Laplacian and inner product on the level set X by Ay and (, )s respectively, then

AG = AsG + G, + HG,,,

2 . i
where H := Trz% is the mean curvature of the level set X. From the fact that [V'Rm| < BR>*! for

0 < i <4, the term G,, can be estimated as (see [53, (4.26)] for details)

G < cof (1 + RVG, V) + O(f'R(1 + R)).

Since

. Af = fin SE—R+R, % -R+O(f'RU+R)

v VA - VA ’
we have
HG, = O(f'(1 + VG, V).
Moreover,
1
(VG,VlogR) =(VG,Vl1ogR)s + W(VG, VfXVI1ogR,Vf)

=(VG,VlogR)s + O(f~'(1 + R)VG, V)|

13
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since (VIogR,Vf) = 2R"'Rc(Vf,Vf) = OR™' fR,,) = O(1 + R).
Combining (3.13), (3.14), 3.13) and (B.16), we derive on X(z, so) that

AsG > (VG,VF) —c1£7 (1 + R)(VG, V) - 2(VG, V1og R)s + csRG — c7f 'R(1 + R).

By our assumption, there exists a point z € X(s;) such that

L) 2
G(z) =maxG = max G € [<¢€, 21€5 .
@ = paxG = max, 270070

From (3.17) and the maximum principle, we conclude at z that
0> (VG, V) —c7/ (1 + RKVG, V) + csRG — c7f'R(1 + R).
Since (VG, Vf) > 0 at z, we have
G<cof '1+R)
at z. Therefore, it follows from (3.8)) that

T _
36 < G@ < cof (1 +R) < croe,

3.17)

where for the last inequality we have used #yp > msl‘1 and hence 7 I = 0(63). However, it contradicts

our assumption (f) if 7 is sufficiently large.
Remark 3.5. From the proof of Proposition we have shown that on E
[Rmg| < CeR
for some constant C depending only on n and B.
Next, we prove
Lemma 3.6. With the same assumptions above, we have on E,
IRex| = O(&R),
° 1
VRes| = O(¢2R?),

o 1
IV2Res| = O(e; RY).

Proof. In the proof, all constants C;,i = 1,2, --- are positive and depend only on n, A and B.

o
From the definition of Rcs, we obtain

—_

[e] - (e}
Ry = Rakek + Ranen-
1

S

>~
Il

Therefore, it follows from (3.3) and (3.6)) that

IRes| = O(&R) + O(f'R(1 + R)) = O(eyR).
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In addition, we have

VRes| = ORY),
IV2Res) = O(R?), (3.20)
IV3Res| = ORY).

Indeed, it follows from (2.10) and (f]) that

[VRes| =O(VRe]) + O(f ™' [VRI(1 + R)) + O(f"2[V2RI) + O(f2IRel(1 + R))
=O(R?) + O(F'R3(1 + R)) + O(f"IR*) + O(f2R(1 + R)) = O(R?).
Here, we have used (3.3). The other two equalities in (3.20) can be proved similarly by using
IViRm| < BR>*! for 0 <i < 4.
Forany g € E, weset R(q) = r > and r; = C 1‘1 r for a large constant C; > 1 determined later.
Case 1: B(q,2r;) NX(s) = 0.
From the fact that [VR|> = O(R?), we may assume that C; is large enough so that

C/'r?<R<Cir?
on B(q,2ry). It follows from Theorem [3.1] and the Bishop-Gromov volume comparison that

B rl _

—= <
r

Cz_l < Cy

for some C, > 1. By the standard interpolation inequality (see [30, Theorem 7.28]) that for any

€e>0
%
( f [VRes|*r$™" dV)
B(g.r1)
1

o o o 2
SE( f IRes|*r{™ dV + f IVRcs[*r0™" dV + f IV2Res 5" dv)
B(g,r1) B(g,r1) B(g,r1)

1

o 2
+ C36_1 (f |RC2|27‘?_" dV) < Cyqe+ C4E_1€0,
B(g,r1)

1
where we have used (3.19) and (3.20). Plugging € = ¢; into the above inequality, we obtain

f VResP dV < 2Cqe0r~®. 3.21)
B(q.,r1)

Since IVZRZ‘ZI <Cs r1‘4 by (3.20), it follows from mean value formula and (3.21)) that

(S

[VRcs| < Cgelr

-3
0°'1 *

15



o 1 o
In other words, we have proved that |VRcy| = O(EOZR%). The estimate of |V2Rcs| can be proved
similarly.

Case 2: B(gq,2r1) N X(s) # 0.

In this case, there exists ¢’ € X(s) which can be connected by a shortest geodesic in E from ¢ to
¢’ such that its length is smaller than 2r;. From IVR> = O(R?), R(¢") is almost equal to r2,if Cy is
sufficiently large.

Next, we denote the induced metric on X(s) by gs and define §; > O to be the largest number
such that R < 2r 2 on Q := Bys(q’,61r). In addition, we define p = 2 \/7 and ¢, to be the family of
diffeomorphisms generated by Vp/|Vp|>.

Now we define a map
D: QX (-6r,00] — E

by ®(z,t) = ¢:(z). We claim that there exists C; > 1 such that 6, > C>' and ®*g is close to

= Y7
g := gs + dr* in C? sense. More precisely,
1
D8 ~ Elex = Ole/ 1) (3.22)
for k = 0,1,2. We only prove the case k = 0, and the other cases are similar. We first compute for
any t € (—d,r,0],

. 1
O g(0,0) = —— = <L = |

W W + f——R =1+ O(E]). (323)

Next, we set g(t) to be ®*g restricted on Q X {¢}. From our definition of ¢,, we compute

_ 2Vf o _ 2f —O(f3
0,8(1) = WV f= W(g(l) —2Rc) = O(f"2R).

By integration, we have for any ¢ € (=621, 0],

8(t) - gs| = O@2rf*R) = 0(61%), (3.24)

where for the last equality we have used |[VR|> = O(R3) and (3.23). Combining (3.23) and (3.24),
(3.22)) is proved.

From (3.22)), it follows that g is almost a product metric on a neighborhood of X(s). By |[VR|? =
O(R?) again, there exists Cg > 1 such that6; > Cg ! Moreover, we can guarantee that B(q, 2r))NE C
D (Q X (=6,r,0]).

Therefore, the rest of the proof can be done similarly to Case 1 by considering a product neigh-
borhood of g with size r; instead. |

Next, we prove that the scalar curvature is almost constant on any level set contained in £. We
first prove

Lemma 3.7. With the same assumptions above, on any level set T of f contained in E, we have
1
VsR| = O(€2R?).

16



Proof. Recall the decomposition of Rc from (2.10). Direct calculation implies

n—1

1
EVaR = bz_; VbRab + VnRan

S

o]

R
Vb (Rab + nT]gab + Tab) + VnRan

bI|4

v

° V.R
(VbRab + VbTab) + = 1 + VnRan.

(Sl
—_

Therefore, we obtain

n—-3
2(n—1)

n—1
VaR = Z (VbRab + VbTab) + VnRan.
b=1

It is clear from the definition that

VT = JarVoR _ (8ap/2 — Rap) ViR

IVfI2 IV£I?

Since R, = Ry + n%l 8ab = n%]gab + O(gyR), we have

n—1
1 V,R RV,R 5
VT = L —2 4+ O(gR2
bzz; vTap |Vf|2(2 p— (eR2)

—0(/'R3(1 + R) + O(enf'R3) = O(eR?).

Moreover, we compute
_<VRan’ Vf> _ ARgn — Ran + 2Ry Ru
VnRan - -
V£l V£l
—O(f~RY) + O(f'R?) = O(eR?).

Combining (3.23),(3.26), (3.27) and Lemma[3.6] we immediately obtain

1
V.R| = O(2R?).

(3.25)

(3.26)

(3.27)

O

Lemma 3.8. With the same assumptions above, for any level set ¥ contained in E and x,y € Z, we

have

50 o)

Moreover, the diameter of X is O(R_% (x)).

17



Proof. For the second fundamental form 4 of X, we have

8ab
fab P R

TIVA IV

hap L~ O(f3(1 +R))

and hence the mean curvature
_1
H= § haa = Oo(f2(1 + R)).

We denote the intrinsic Ricci curvature and scalar curvature of ¥ by R, and R, respectively. It
follows from the Gauss curvature equation that

Rab :Rab - Ranbn + Hhab - hachcb
=Ry + O(f'R(1 + R)) + O(f ' (1 + R)?) = Ry, + O(€R) (3.28)

where we have used (3.3) and (3.3)).

Similarly,

R =R —R,, + H> — |n
=R + O(&R). (3.29)

Combining (3.28)), (3:29) and Lemma[3.6, we have

R o
Rap :mgab + Rap + 0(€§R)

R R ~
=——8ab + O(&R) = ——gu» + O(&R). (3.30)
n—1 n—1

1
Now we fix a point x € ¥ and set R(x) = r2. By Lemma[3.7] we have |V2R‘%| < Ci¢; and hence

1
IR™2(y) - rl < CiLel, (3.31)

provided that ds(x, y) < L. From (3.29), (3.30) and (3.31)), the proof of the Myers theorem indicates
that

diamX = O(r)
and hence by (3.31)),
R(y) = (1 + 0(60%)) 2,
In sum, the proof is complete. m|

For later applications, we prove

Lemma 3.9. With the same assumptions above, we have on E,
1
IAR| = O(; R?).

18



Proof. Tt follows from definition that
n—1
AR="V2R+VLR. (3.32)
a=1

We shall estimate the different terms of the right-hand side of (3.32)) separately.
Firstly, it is clear that

2
o2 g VROLYD
VS

1
=—V,(VR,Vf) — ——V?f(VR,V
i ( 2 i S( D,

1

_1 _ n__L (R VS)
_|Vf|V" (AR R+2|Rc|) |Vf|2( >

—O(f"2R3(1 + R)) + O(f"'R(1 + R)) = O(&R>). (3.33)

1

— Re(VR,V f))

Secondly, we move on to estimate V2,R. It follows from (3.23) that

n—-73 n—1 o
2(1’1 — I)VzaR = Z (VCVbRab - VchTab) + VcVnRan- (334)
b=1
In light of (3.20), we have
° 1
IVeVoRap| = O(e5 R?). (3.35)

Recall that T is defined in (2.11)). Direct calculation implies that
IVeViTapl =0V 2IVRIV? £]) + OV fI V2RIV £]) + O(V 1 % |RelI V2 £1)
=O0(f"'|VRIIVRe]) + O(f ' IVZRI(1 + R)) + O(f " |Rcl(1 + R)?)
=0(f'R*) + O(f 'R*(1 + R)) + O(f 'R(1 + R)*) = O(&R?). (3.36)

Here, we have used the fact that some components of V2T along the normal direction vanish. Fur-
thermore, we compute

V.V,R,, =V (—<VRan’ Vf>) — (ARan — Ran + 2Rakankl)
cVnflan = V¢ =V,

V] IV £
=O(IVfI"' (IV?Re| + [VRc| + [VRm||Rml)) + O(V |2V f|(R + R%))
—O(f IR3(1 + R)) + O(f"'R(1 + R)?) = O(eR). (3.37)

Combining (3.34), (3.33), (3.36) and (3.37), we obtain
1
V2R = O(¢, RY). (3.38)

Finally, it is clear that (3.32)) follows from the combination of (3.33) and (3.38). The proof of
the lemma is complete. O
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For later applications, we prove

Lemma 3.10. With the same assumptions above, we have on E,
1
IAR | = O(e RY).

Proof. By definition,

o R

AR, = A (Rab + nT]gab - Tab-) (3.39)
It is clear from (3.I8)) and Lemma[3.9] that
o R 1
A(Rab + —lgab) = O(¢; R?).
n —

On the other hand, one can compute as (3.36)) that |AT ;| = O(E§R2). Now the conclusion follows

from (3.39). m]
Now we consider a family of diffeomorphisms ¢, defined by
doi _ Vf
e |VfP (3.40)

¢, =1d on  X(f).

By abuse of notation, we set R = R(f) = R(¢,(x)) for x € Z(#y). Direct calculation yields that

(VR Vf) AR-R+2Rc]

= = 341
On the one hand, we compute on E,
n—1 n—1
R = > R2,+2 > R, + Ry,
a,b=1 a=1
n-1 R 2 n—1
= (Rab + _gab) +2 Z Rin + Rﬁn
n—1
a,b=1 a=1
R2
=— O(&R*) + O(f'R*) + O(f2R*(1 + R)®)
n —
2
= + O(&R?), (3.42)
n-1
where we have used (3.4) and (3.3)).

1
On the other hand, AR = O(¢; R?) from Lemma[3.9] Combining this with (3.42), we obtain from
(3.41)) that

2
(R, = (—1 + X) R>—R (3.43)
n_
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where X is a function such that

1
3 2
X = 0(68)2‘—1+an
t—R

= 0(e)). (3.44)

M

Now we define

=

6 =€ (3.45)
and analyze different cases depending on whether R stays in the interval [% -6, % + & ]. Notice

that by the assumption (), on Z(f), R stays in this interval.

Cylindrical end

Without loss of generality, we assume that s is the largest number such that £ = Z(#y, s) satisfies
(F). Throughout this subsection, we assume on E

n—1
2

’R _ <o (3.46)

Proposition 3.11. Under the assumption (3.46)), there exists o = o>(n, A, B,6) > 0 such that if
€ < 0y, then s = .

Proof. We assume s < oo and derive a contradiction. By the definition of s, there exists a point
q € X(s) such that at g either

R=eaf or |V%Rm|= BR:"!

for some 0 < k < 4. We claim that the first case cannot happen. Indeed, by (3.46)) that

n-1
—te > R(g) =ef(q =2etp=n

which is impossible.

To exclude the second case, we assume there exists a sequence of Ricci shrinkers (M, g;, f;)
with the end E; = X(1y,, ;) satisfying (f)) and €); — 0. Moreover, there exists a ¢; € X(s;) at which

k
V*Rm;| = BR?"' (3.47)

forafixed 0 < k < 4.

Now we fix a small number ¢ < §y/2 to be determined later and define x; to be a point such that
Y9(xi) = gi, where y is a family of diffeomorphisms defined in (2.12). We claim that such x; must
exist and lie in E;. Indeed, from (2.12)) we have for any # > 0 that

dfii(xi) IV fil (! (xi)) il () - RiWi(x) - filwl(x))
dt B -1 B 1—¢ = 1=t
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Therefore,
t; := filx;) = s;(1 = 0). (3.48)

In particular, x; € E; since (1 — &p)s; > fp,; by our assumption (f)). On the other hand, by (3.46) we
have for any 0 < 7 < 6,

dfii(x)) [ (x) = Rii(x) o fii(x) —n
a -t - 1-t
By solving the above ODE, we obtain

t; < (si—n)(1 —0)+n=s;(1-9)+no. (3.49)

Claim.

C*—Cheeger—Gromov n—1
(M, xi, 8i) (8" XR, pe, 80)-

Proof of the Claim: From (3.48) and (3.49), for any L > 1 we have B, (x;,L) C E;, if i is
sufficiently large. Indeed, since 2 \/]_”, is 1-Lipschitz, we have for any y € Bg,(x;, L),

2V = 2V6l = 2 /i) = 2y filx)l < L. (3.50)

Since lim;_, t; = +00 by (3.48)), we obtain

fim 2190 _ (3.51)

uniformly for y € B, (x;, L). By our assumptions (f)) and (3.46)), the Riemannian curvature [Rm;] is
uniformly bounded on E;. Moreover, one can obtain the higher order estimates of Rm; on Bg,(x;, L).
Indeed, we take 61 := 6¢/10 and for any (y, ) € Bg,(x;, L) X [-01, 0], we compute

1
IRmil(y, 1) = :IRmil(lﬁf(Y),O)- (3.52)
Similar to (3.48), if i is sufficiently large, we obtain

s SO
) = 0N = 575 = o

In other words, ¥(y) € E;. Therefore, it is clear from (3.52) that |[Rm;| is uniformly bounded on
By, (x;, L) X [-61,0]. Now the higher order estimates of |Rm;| follow from Shi’s local estimates [63]].

From the above estimates of the curvature and Theorem [3.1] we conclude that

C*®—Cheeger—Gromov

(M,n,xz,gz) (Mgo,xoo,goo),

where the limit is a complete smooth Riemannian manifold with bounded curvature. On the other
O |
hand, if we define f; :=t, *(f; — 1;), then

Ve fil2  fi—R;
S fi—Ri (3.53)

vV, fl? =
Vg fils, . ”
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In addition, we obtain

L 1 1 _1
Hess,, fi = 1, *Hessg, fi = =, *gi — t, *Rc;. (3.54)

1
2
From the definition of f; and (3.50), we compute for any y € Bg,(x;, L) that

i =1; 2(fz(y)—tz)—l 2(\/fz = V)N i) + Vi) < L (3.55)

Therefore, it follows from (3.53)), (3.34), (3.533) and the standard regularity theorem for elliptic
equations that f; converges smoothly to a smooth function f, on M.,. Moreover, we conclude from

(3.34) that
Hessg,, foo = 0. (3.56)

In addition, f,, is not a constant since by and (3.33),

Voo fool® = 1.

From (3.36), we conclude that (M, go) is isometric to (Ze X R, gh, X gg), Where o, is the
level set of f.,. Since the second fundamental form of X, vanishes, it follows from (3.6) that the
sectional curvature of g/ on X, is identically m Therefore, it is clear that (M, g ) is isometric
to (S"! x R, g.) and Claim is proved.

Now we fix the parameter ¢ small enough such that the pseudolocality Theorem [48, Theorem
24] can be applied. Combining with [17, Theorem 3.1], we conclude that for any L > 0,

|Rm;| < C(n)
on By, (x;, L) X [0, 6], if i is sufficiently large. Therefore, we conclude that

C*®—Cheeger—Gromov
(M, xi, 8i(1))ref0.6) (Moo, Xoos 8o(1))re[0,5]

such that (M, g (t)) has unifomrly bounded curvature. From the uniqueness of the Ricci flow with
bounded curvature [25]] and the Claim, we have

(M, Xeo, §oo(D)ref0.5] = (S 1 X R, ey 8e(D)refo.6-

Therefore, for 0 < k < 4,

kRm. k k 5 ) B
lim M(qi,()h im R’”"( L6 = Y Rmel ) e k=0
-

ime Ry im0 R3* Ritl 0 if k>0.

However, this contradicts (3.47) since B > 1. In sum, we obtain a contradiction, and the proof is
complete. O

From Proposition 3.11] E is an end of the Ricci shrinker. Next, we show that any point in E far
away from XZ(#p) is the center of an evolving normalized e-neck.
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Proposition 3.12. With the above assumptions (f]) and (3.46), for any € > 0, there exists a constant
n3 = n3(€,n, 00, A, B) > 0 such that if €y < n3, then any point x € Z(nglz‘o, o0) C E is the center of
an evolving normalized e-neck.

Proof. We prove it by contradiction. Suppose for fixed e the conclusion does not hold. Then there
exists a sequence of Ricci shrinkers (M7, p;, g;, f;) satisfying all the assumptions with €; — 0 and
x; € Z(i’tg,, 00) which is not the center of an evolving normalized e-neck. By the identical proof as
that of Proposition [3.11] we conclude that

C*—Cheeger—Gromov n—1
(M, xi, i) (8" xR, pe, 80)-

For a fixed number L > 0, we consider any spacetime point (y, f) € By, (x;, L) X [-L,0]. From

dfii ) i) - RiWi()) [ ()
0< = <

dt 11—t - 1-t
we have
F Siy) _ fiy)
) = fWiy) = 252 5 IR 3.57
Jiy) = filg; () —72 141 (3.57)
On the other hand, if we set f;(x;) = t;, then similar to (3.31)),
lim @ =1 (3.58)

for y € B,,(x;, L) uniformly. In particular, (3.57) and (3.58) imply wf(y) € E; since t; > i’t;. Now
we compute

Rm;|(y1(y), 0
R = 0D

which is uniformly bounded for (y, ) € B,(x;, L) X [-L, 0]. Combining this fact with Theorem [3.1]
we conclude that

C*®—Cheeger—Gromov

(Mi, xi, 8i(D)i<0 (M, Xoos 8oo())r<0

such that (M2, g(#));<o has uniformly bounded curvature. By the same proof as in Proposition
B.II (M",8.(0) = (S"!' xR, g.). Therefore, it follows from the backward uniqueness of the
Ricci flow [39, Theorem 1.1] that go(f) = g.(¢) for any r < 0. However, this implies that x; is the
center of an evolving normalized e-neck for large i, which is a contradiction. O

Next, we show that E is asymptotic to the cylinder at some fixed rate depending only on 7.

From Proposition [3.12] there exists a large number ¢ > ty such that on E’ := X(¢’, o0) we have

IViRm| < C(n)R*™!
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for any 0 < i < 4 and Theorem [3.1 holds for some « depending only on n. Therefore, it follows
from (B.17) that on E’ we have

AsG > (VG,Vf)y —cof '(1 + R(VG, V)| — 2VG,V1og R)s + ¢1RG — c2f 'R(1 + R),
where G = 'RRm2|2 - m and cy, ¢, depend only on n. If we set k(f) = supg, G, then for any
t > t', there exists a maximum point z € X(¢) such that at z,

0> (VG,Vf) — cat \(VG, V)| + c3Rk — c4Rt ™, (3.59)

for c3 and ¢4 depending on n, where we have used the fact that R is uniformly bounded on E.
If k(¢) > 2C4c§1 17!, then by (3.59) we have

0> (VG,Vf) — e3” ' (VG, V)| + C—2“Rk. (3.60)

It is clear from (3.60) that (VG, Vf) < 0 at z. Therefore, we obtain

(VG,Vf) c4Rk(1)
(2) < - —
IVfI? (VAP = c3t7h)

for 7y = 71(n) € (0, 1), where the last inequality follows from (3.46). If we consider max{k(r), 2c4c5' ™"}
and (3.61)), it is easy to see that for any ¢ > ¢,

k() =0@™). (3.62)

K (1) < (2) < -1kt (3.61)

Combining (3.62) with (3.7), we conclude that

|Rms|
R

=0 "), (3.63)

on X(t), where ) = 1/2.
Next, we prove

Proposition 3.13. With the above assumptions, for any sequence x; € E with x; — oo, we have

C*—Cheeger—Gromov

(M, xi, 8) (S”_1 xR, pe, gc) )

Proof. For any sequence x; — oo with t; = f(x;), we conclude that

C*®—Cheeger—Gromov

(Mi’ xia gl) (Mooa xoo, goo)a

where the limit is a complete smooth Riemannian manifold. Here, the smooth convergence follows
from the same proof as that of the Claim in Proposition 3.11l Moreover, by considering f; =

_1
t; > (f; — t;), we can show as in Proposition B.11]that the limit (M, go0) splits isometrically as (Zo, X
R, g/, x gg). From (3.63), it is clear that (Z.,, g%,) is isometric to (S"~!, g¢) up to scaling, where gg is
the standard metric on S”~! such that the scalar curvature is ”T_l In particular, if the limit (M, go)
is a Ricci shrinker, then (X, g7,) is exactly isometric to (S =1 gg).
Therefore, we conclude from [54) Proposition 5.2] that for any x; — oo

C*®—Cheeger—Gromov

(M, x;, gi) ("' X R, pe, gc)

and the proof is complete. O
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If we denote the induced metric on Z(¢) by (), then it follows from (3.63)), Proposition 3.13]and
the same proof as in [53, Theorem 4.1, Page 919-922] that

gt)=gs +O(t™), (3.64)

where T = 7(n) > 0. Similar estimates also hold for the higher derivatives of g(z). Now we define a
map

¥ S % [19,00) — E

by W(z,1) = ¢:(z). Here ¢, is defined in (3.40) and we have identified S”~! with Z(¢y) by a diffeo-
morphism.

Therefore, it follows from (3.64) that on S™! x {t},
Vg — gl =00™).

If we consider the estimates of the second fundamental form, then the estimates for all higher
derivatives can also be derived. More precisely, we have on S"~! x {¢} that

IV (¥ g)l = 0G™)
for some 7 = 74(n) > 0. In other words, the end E is smoothly asymptotic to §"~! x R.

Remark 3.14. In [53, Theorem 1.6], Munteanu and Wang have obtained a similar result with
an extra assumption that the Ricci shrinker considered has uniformly bounded curvature. This
assumption plays an important role in [53, Theorem 3.1] for getting the higher-order estimates
IVERm| < BiR 3+ for any k > 0. Notice that we drop the uniformly bounded curvature condition by
applying the pseudolocality theorem (cf. [48, Corollary 10.6], [58, Theorem 10.1], 67, Theorem
1.2]).

Conical end

In this subsection, we assume that is violated in one direction and hence there exists a #; €
(to, 00) such that

-1
‘R _ ‘ <e (3.65)
on X(ty, t1) and
. n-—1
minR = -6. (3.66)
(1)
We define
E' :=3(1,s5) CE. (3.67)
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Proposition 3.15. With the assumptions above, there exist positive constants ¢, and ¢, depending
only on n, A and B such that if € is sufficiently small, then

1 1
L S R(x) < 5 ; (3.68)
Tt 62622‘1 t =Tt C1€22‘1 t
for any x € E', where t = f(x).
Proof. In the proof, all constants ¢;,i = 1,2, --- depend only on n, A and B.
By our assumption, there exists x € Z(¢;) such that
n-—1
R(x) = — - 6.
(x) 5 5)
From Lemma[3.8] we may assume on X(t),
n—-1 3 n—-1 1
- -6 <R ——-@. 3.69
2 28t T (3.69)
In addition, it follows from (3.43)) and (3.44) that
2 1 2 1
—cig |R*-R<tR <|——+cig |R*-R (3.70)
n—1 n—1

for some constant ¢; > 0. By considering the ODE with the given initial values in (3.69), we obtain

1 1
: <R@) < . (3.71)
n%] - c1g; +C3€2tl_lt n%] +c1g, +szzfl_lf
for any ¢ > t;. Here, the constants ¢; and c¢3 are determined by
1 n-1 1
1 = - -6 (372)
2 3 2 2
y + C1€, + e
and
1 n—-1 3
- =" 562. (3.73)

3
1 —C1§ + 36

It is clear from (3.71), (3.72), (3.73) and the definition of & that (3.68)) holds if € is sufficiently
small. O

Similar to Proposition (3.11]), we have the following result.

Proposition 3.16. Under the assumptions (f)), (3.63) and (3.66)), there exists o3 = o3(n, 0, A, B) >
0 such that if ey < 073, then s = .
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Proof. We prove it by contradiction. Similar to Proposition (3.11]), we assume there exists a se-
quence of Ricci shrinkers (M, g;, f;) with the end E; = Z(19, s;) satisfying (i), (3.63) and (3.66)
with €; — 0. Moreover, there exists a point g; € X(s;) at which

L]
\VRm;| = BR.,

for a fixed 0 < k < 4.
Claim 1.

liminf &~ > 0. (3.74)

[—00 l,l

Proof of Claim 1: Otherwise, it follows from the assumption (3.63) and (3.68)) that

n—1

1i
1m sup max 5

i—o00 2:(tO,i»Yi)

R; -

-0

Therefore, the same proof of Proposition 3.11] yields a contradiction.

Now we set rl.‘2 = n%lR,-(qi), then it follows from (3.68)) that
n-1
ri = w/l + — i > 1

A -1 A -1
ClEZ,itl,i <o0; < C262’,'l1’i.

where

Next we fix a constant 6 = 6(n) € (0, 1/20) determined later and prove the following result.
Claim 2. There exists a constant ¢; = c¢;(n) > 0 such that for any ¢ € [_2‘5’,'2’ 0],

Si Si—¢C

. [ . 1
T+ 1 < filditan) < 77 TR (3.75)
Proof of Claim 2: For any t € [—26rl.2, 0] we have
dfz(kl’f(éh)) _ |Vg,-fi|2,- ¢ _ ﬁ _Ri P
o =1 Wi(g)) = l—_t(lﬁi(%’))

Since 0 < R;(¥/}(¢))) < c1, it is clear that
fiwh(g)) = c1 - dfi(i(a:)) - fiWia))
1—1 - dt 1=t
By solving the above ODE, we immediately obtain (3.75).

Now we set ¢! := yi(g;) and s := fi(¥/(g;)). Moreover, for any fixed number L > 1 and
t € [-26r2,0], we consider y € By, (¢, L(1 +|¢])"%r;) and obtain

Lr; 1+ Slos;
2VF) - 245 = RVFG) - 2/ fitghl < =N
2VED) - 245t = VA - 2 Fig) < W \/Tm
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From (3.73) and the fact that lim;_,., o; = 0, we obtain

lim —fi(tw
i—00 Si

=1 (3.76)

uniformly for (y,1) € By, (g}, L1 + )3 1) x [-2672, 0.
In particular, for (y,?) € By, (qf, L(1 + |t|)‘%r,~) X [—25rl.2, —L‘lrl.z], we obtain

! Si

> > —1 >
Tl T 142602

1., 3.77)

where we have used (3.74) for the last inequality. Moreover, since r; > 1, we have

si—c1 si—cC1 si—c1
to < ———+c < —
1+L—1ri 1+L

+ Cy.

Therefore, it follows from (3.76) that

1, < fiy) < s

for sufficiently large i, which implies that y € El.l.
Claim 3. If we set (1) = r;g;(r?1), then

C*®—Cheeger—Gromov

(M, qi, 8i(D)re[-5,0) (M, Goos 8oo(1))ie[-6,0)

for a complete smooth Ricci flow (MY, goo(?))1e[-s,0) With uniformly bounded curvature.

Proof of Claim 3: For any L > 1 and (y,1) € By, (qﬁ, L(1l + |t|)‘%r,») X [-26r2, —=L™r?] it follows
from (3.68) and (3.76)) that

2
Ri(y) < " "
F AT & e,
Therefore, we obtain
1 st 2 1 K n—1
——Ri(y) < <Ry < = - < < KRi(g)) = Kr2.  (3.78)
1+ i si o Si ()T e T L o i 2

Here, K := 2(1 + ¢,/¢1) and the third inequality follows from (3.74).

From (3.78), it is clear that Rz (y,?) is uniformly bounded for any ¢ € [-26, L 'and y €
Bz,0(gi, L). Since |[Rmg,| is controlled by Rz, by our assumption (f), we immediately conclude from
the Shi’s local estimates and Theorem [3.1] that

C*®—Cheeger—Gromov

(M, qi, 8i(D)e[-5,0) (M, qoos 8oo(D))re[-5,0)

for a complete smooth Ricci flow (MY, goo(?))1e[-s,0) With uniformly bounded curvature.

‘We have
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Claim 4. There exists a constant A > K~! such that
(Mo, 8eo(—=0)) = (S"" X R, Ag,),

where K is the same constant in (3.78)).
Proof of Claim 4: We set

_1
= (Fi=or) = 1),
where Fi(¢) := (1 —0)fi(t) and t; := F i(—&rl.z)(q,-). From a direct calculation,

242
Veii-o Fi=0T Ls2y Fi(=617) = (1 + 677 Ry _gp2)

Vaico /iy o) = n n . (379)
4 4

where we have used the identity (1 — £)’R; + |[VF;|> = F;. From (3.Z8)), we obtain (1 + 5’,'2)Rg,-(—5r.2)
is uniformly bounded on Bg,(_s)(g;, L). Moreover,

—6r2 —6r2
ti=(L+0r))fi(g, ) =1 +6rD)s, 1, (3.80)

Therefore, it follows from (3.77) that

lim (1 + 8 Ry _

i—00 1

(3.81)

uniformly on Bg,—s)(gi, L). On the other hand, it follows from (3.79)) that F' i(—6rl.2) is r;/2-Lipschitz
with respect to g;(—0). Therefore, for any y € Bg,_s)(qi, L),

F0) =r ' (Fily, =51 — 1)

= (R0, =6m) = VRXFi, ~0r) + V)

L 3
-1
<ri't? Er,s Vi < EL, (3.82)
where we have used the fact that lim;_, ., ti‘l rl.2 = 0 from (3.80). Then it is clear that

1
Fi(—6r% Frit? + 1
lim M = lim L =1

i—00 t; i—oo t;

uniformly on Bg,—s)(g;, L). In addition, we compute

HGSSgi(_(s)f,'
1
_—1.72
=r; 't Hessgi(_&iz)F,»

1 _, -1 1
=37 12‘1. 2g,~(—6rl.2) —(1+ 6r1-2)ri 11‘1. chgi(—5V,~2)

1 -1 -1
=57, 25i(=0) — (1 + 6y 't > Regys). (3.83)
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Therefore, it follows from (3.82), (3.83)) and the standard regularity theorem for elliptic equations
that f, converges smoothly to a smooth function f,, on M, and

Hess,  foo = 0, (3.84)

. . 1.2 _ . . .
since lim #; ' r; = 0. Furthermore, it follows from the combination of (3.79)), (3.80) and (3.81]) that

1—00
Vo fool® = 1. (3.85)
Therefore, f, is not a constant. From (3.84) and (3.83)), we conclude that (M, g,) is isometric to
(e X R, g%, X gE), Where X, is the level set of f. It follows immediately from Lemma [3.8] that
(M, 8) = (S ! X R, Ag.) for some constant A > 0. Notice that (M., g«) cannot be flat R” since

by (3.68) and (3.73) that R,-(ql._‘s) /Ri(g;) > C > 0 uniformly. From the estimate (3.78)), it is clear that
A=K

Now we fix the parameter 6 = §(n) > 0 small enough such that the pseudolocality Theorem [48],
Theorem 24] can be applied. Combining with [[17, Theorem 3.1], we conclude that for any L > 0,

|[Rmg,| < C(n)
on Bg,(g;, L) X [-6,0], if i is sufficiently large. Therefore, we conclude that

C*—Cheeger—Gromov

(M, gi» 8(1))re[-5.0] (S" ' X R, pe, 8e(O)re[-s01

since R3,(g;,0) = "2;1 Therefore, we can derive the contradiction as in the proof of Proposition 3.111
O

Proposition implies that E is an end of the Ricci shrinker. Moreover, it follows from (3.68)
and (f) that |[Rm| is quadratically decaying. It is well-known (e.g., [4Q]) that the tangent cone at
infinity concerning this end is a metric cone over a smooth cross-section.

Next, we show that any point in E far away from Z(fy) is the center of an evolving e-neck. We
only sketch the proof as it is similar to the proofs of Proposition 3.12]and Proposition

Proposition 3.17. Under the assumptions (i), (3.63) and B.66), for any € > 0, there exists a
constant ng = n4(€,n, 8o, A, B) > 0 such that if €y < 14, then any point x € Z(n;lz‘o, 00) C El is the
center of an evolving e-neck.

Proof. We prove it by contradiction. Suppose for fixed €,n and A the conclusion does not hold.
Then there exists a sequence of Ricci shrinkers (M7, p;, g;, f;) satisfying all the assumptions and
X; € Z(i2t0,i, o0) which is not the center of an evolving e-neck. Now we set #; = f;(x;). We claim that

t.
liminf ,— > 0. (3.86)

—00 tl,i

Otherwise, it follows from the assumption (3.63) and (3.68)) that

1
R-"2"2|-0

1i
1m sup max 5

i—oco  X(to,isti)
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Therefore, the same proof of Proposition (3.12) shows that x; is the center of an evolving normalized
e-neck for sufficiently large i.

By the same proof as in that of Proposition we have

C*—Cheeger—Gromov

(M;, xi, &) (5" xR, pe gc) (3.87)

where g; = r;%g; and Ri(x;) = “51r;%. For a fixed number L > 1 and y € Bg,(x;, Lr;), one can prove

as (3.76) that ’
lim @

i—oo [

=1

uniformly for y, where #; = fi(x;). If we set ¢/!(y) = y', then we can prove as (3.73)) that

9 l‘,'
101+ |l‘| < fioh < 10 1+ |t| (3.88)

for any (y, 1) € By, (x;, Lr?) X [-Lr?,0]. Since

n—1

ri = 1+ o;t;
for some

A -1 A -1

C1€2,it1,,‘ <o0; < 6262,it]’[a
it is clear from (3.86)) and (3.88)) that

9 g 9 li
fl(yt) 2 — > 1.

101 +Lr? T 101+ L(1 + 2ot

In particular, y' € E]. Therefore, we can apply (3.68) and prove exactly as (3.78) that

1
R < EOR <2 R

< — <
1+|l| i) li =su; +512': L+32%li l

for (y,t) € Bgi(xi,Lrl.z) X [—Lrl.z,O], where u; = f;(y'). Therefore, we conclude that for g;(¢) :=
rl.‘2g,»(rl.21), R;.(y, 1) is uniformly bounded on Bg,o)(y, L) X [-L, 0] since

r2

Rg’i()/a t) l(y ) =

+ 1]

Then it is clear as before that

y C*—Cheeger—Gromov n
(Mi’xia 81’(0)150 (Mooaxoo’goo(t))lﬁo

for a complete smooth Ricci flow solution (M, go(?));<o With uniformly bounded curvature. From
(3.87) and the backward uniqueness of the Ricci flow [39, Theorem 1.1], we conclude that

(Mo, 800 = (S" ' X R, ge(H)r<0-

However, this implies that x; is the center of an evolving e-neck for large i, which is a contradiction.
m]
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Cap region

In this subsection, we assume that (3.46)) is violated in the other direction and hence there exists a
) € (ty, o0) such that on X(7y, 1)

n-—1

2

‘R _ ‘ <6 (3.89)

and

n-1
R=— + 6. 3.90
rzr}%i 5 153 (3.90)

Now we set EZ = X(t», s) C E and prove the following result.

Proposition 3.18. With the assumptions above, there exists a positive constants ¢z, ¢4 depending
only on n, A and B such that

1 1
- . S R(x) < = 1.
i C3€22‘2 t i C4€22‘2 t

(3.91)

for any x € E*, where t = f(x). Moreover, R(Y/(x)) is increasing for t > 0 as long as y'(x) stays in
E.

Proof. By our assumption, there exists z € X(#;) such that
n-—1
R(z) = — + 6.
(2) S te
From Lemma[3.8] we may assume on X(f,) that
n—-1 1 n—1

3
-6 <R< —=€. 92
5 +262_ < +262 (3.92)

Recall from (3.70) we have

n—

2 1 2 1
—c1e3|R* - R< IR, < +c1€’ |R> =R (3.93)
n-1 0 1 0

for some constant ¢; = ¢;(n) > 0. By considering the ODE with the given initial values in (3.92),
we obtain

1 1
- <R@® < 1 (3.94)
n%] - c1€; —czeztzlt n%] +c1g —C3€2l‘512‘
for any ¢ > t,. Here, the constants ¢; and c¢3 are determined by
1 n—1 1

T == + 562' (3.95)
2 3
-1 —C1§y —2€&2

33



and

1 n—-1 3
- +le (3.96)

1
2 3
S tClE, — 6

It is clear from (3.94), (3.93), (3.96) and the definition of &, that (3.91)) holds if € is sufficiently
small. Now the last statement follows from (3.91) and (3.93)) since on EZ,

(n—l —c1603)R -R>0.
Parallel to Proposition (3.11) and Proposition we have the following result.

Proposition 3.19. Under the assumptions (i), B.89) and (B3.90), there exists o4 = o4(n, 5, A, B) >
0 such that if g < 04, then s < oo and there exists a point q € X(s) such that

R(q) = e f(g), (3.97)
if € is sufficiently small.

2ty
(n—1)ey¢4

Proof. By (3.91)), the scalar curvature blowup before the time ¢ = . Therefore, we must have

s < co. We move on to show (3.97).

From our definition of E in (i), there exists a point g € X(s) such that at g either
k £n
R=¢€¢f or |V'Rm|= BR:

for some 0 < k < 4. Notice that the second possibility can be excluded exactly as Proposition [3.16|
if g is sufficiently small and we sketch the proof below.

Assume there exists a sequence of Ricci shrinkers (M;, g;, f;) with the end E; = Z(#;, ;) satisfy-
ing (), (3:89) and (3.90) with ¢ ; — 0. Moreover, there exists a g; € X(s;) at which

k
V*Rm;| = BR"'
for a fixed 0 < k < 4.
Claim 1.
liminf e ;— > 0. (3.98)
i—o0 t2,i

Proof of Claim 1: Otherwise, it follows from the assumption (3.89) and (3.91) that

1
R-"2"1|-0.

1i
1m sup max >

i—oo  X(t0,i5Si)

Therefore, the same proof of Proposition (3.11) yields a contradiction.
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Now we set rl.‘2 = n%lRi(q,-). Then it is clear from (3.91) that r;, < 1. Moreover, we define
q' = ¥i(qi), st = fi(¢") and fix a constant 6 = (n) € (0, 1/20) determined later.

Claim 2. For any € [—25rl.2, 0], we have

Si

<sh < ————, 3.99
1+ — 5= (1 + |g)t—e (3:99)
Proof of Claim 2: For any t € [—25rl.2, 0] we have
dfig) Ve filg, fi—R;
L = (g = S—(g)).
dt 1-1¢ 1-t¢

Since 0 < R,-(qﬁ) <€y f,»(qﬁ) by our assumptions, it is clear that

fi(g) dﬁ(q) f-(q’)
(I - e, z) —

g~ 1-t
By solving the above ODE, we immediately obtain (3.99).

Claim 3. For any fixed number L > 1,1 € [- 26r -L- 1r2] and y € By, (q L(1 +#)” 2r,) we
have

il =< fi0) <5 (3.100)

for sufficiently large i.

Proof of Claim 3: We compute

Lr;
2VFEO) = 2405 = RVEG) = 24/ £(g) < —.
2/ =12V filg)l T
Therefore, it follows from (3.99)) that
Lr: 2\/5,’ Lr;
2VF) <245+ L < + ) 3.101)
U fONTH Sl T+ (

I+

Since L‘lrl.2 << 6rl.2 < 6, there exists a universal constant ¢; > 0 such that

24/s;
24/si — —\/_]E] > cilf|\s = e L7 1 2 \[5; > (3.102)
(1+1)~= ! +| ]
Here, the last inequality follows from the fact that limsup,_, si‘lr.‘2 = 0 since R; < €;fi on

1

E;. Therefore, the second inequality in Claim 3 follows from (3.I0I) and (3.102). Similarly, we
compute

\[ . 2VE-L | 2VE
! 1+||_ VIi+l]  V1+26

since lim;_,o §; = o0 and |¢| < 8. Therefore, the first inequality in Claim 3 follows.
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Combining (3.98) and (3.100)), we conclude that y € El2
Claim 4. If we set g;(1) = rl.‘2g,»(ri21), then

C*®—Cheeger—Gromov

(M, gi, 8(t))re[-5.0] S" ' X R, pes 8e())rer-5.0]

for a complete smooth Ricci flow (MY, goo(?))1e[-s,0) With uniformly bounded curvature.

Proof of Claim 4: For any L > 1 and (y,1) € By, (¢!, L(1 + |z|)—%r,~) x [-26r2, ~L7'r2], it follows
from Proposition 3,18l that R;(y) is bounded above by R;(¢"(y)), where u = s — f(y). Since the scalar
curvature is almost constant on X(s) by Lemma[3.8 we have

1
——Ri(y) < (n—Dr%
TRiO) < (=1

The rest of the proof follows exactly like that of Proposition [3.16] and we can derive a contradiction
as before.

In sum, the proof is complete. m|

Corollary 3.20. Under the assumptions of Proposition[3.19 there exists ¢s = ¢5(n,A, B) > 0 such

that
s>36 and R@) = 2. (3.103)
€ €
Proof. By our assumption (f)), R(q) = € f(g) > n. Therefore, it follows from (3.9])) that
n+1 153
Tnn-1Dés e
Consequently,
n+1l €b n+1 1
R = > - .
D=easz e S n-Dao
O

Next, we show that any point in E far away from Z(fy) is the center of an evolving e-neck. We
omit the proof as it is similar to the proofs of Proposition [3.17 and Proposition

Proposition 3.21. Under the assumptions (f)), (3.63) and (3.66), for any € > 0, there exists n5 =
ns(€,n, 69, A, B) > 0 such that if g < ns, then any point x € E(n;lto, s) C EZ? is the center of an
evolving e-neck.

For later applications, we show that any point in £ has a positive curvature operator.

Proposition 3.22. Under the assumptions (f)), (3.63) and (3.66), there exists o5 = os5(n, A, B) > 0
such that if ¢y < s, then

2
Rm > 6eg—

f
for 6 = 6(n) > 0 on E2.
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Proof. From (3.6)), we have

R
R =— - + O(&R).
el = LT =) (8ac&bd = 8ad8be) + O(&R)

Moreover, it follows from (2.2)) that

R V.R YV R \v/ ]% -V ]% + VoR8ac _ VaRgbe
abel 1 _ Vblge = Valpe  Vbltac abe n—1 n—1

VA IV/] - IV

Therefore, it is clear from (B.18]) and Lemmal[3.7] that

Rabcn =

1
Rapen = O(Géf_%R%)

In addition, from the computation in the proof of Proposition we have

2Rakclel - chRka - Rac/2 + ARac - VgcR/z
Ranen = |Vf|2 :

From direct calculations,

2Rakclel :2Rabcded + 2Rabcann + 2Rancann
=2RapcaRpa + O(f "' RY) + O(f*RY)

SRS R O(R?) + O(¢ R?

T (n-Dm=-2) (8ac8pd — 8ad&bc)Rpa + O(&R”) + O(€1R”)

__ 2% 2RRe  2RRy, O(e)R?
T n-Dn-2) (-Dn-2) @m-1Hn-2) (€R%)
_ 2R )

=+ 0@k,

where we have used (3.4) and (3.3). In addition,

R
RicRia = RpeRap + RepnRap = m + O(EORQ)-

Combining (3.103), (3.106), (3.38) and Lemma[3.10] it follows from (3.104) that

! R? R P o1p2
Ranen = |Vf|2 (n— 1)2 - 2n—1) 8ac t O(Eof R7).

. -1 2 .
Since R > 5= + 5 on E*, we obtain from (3.107) that
RZ
Ranan = 16—
f
for some constant ¢; = c¢;(n) > 0. For any two-form w, we decompose it as

w=w+ x.e% A e,
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where W is the two-form on 2. If we set |x| = ,/ZZ;} x2, then we compute

Rm(w,w) =Rm(W, W) + 2x,Rm(W, e* A €") + X, XpR unpm

R 2 2 3 p-ipl
> W|© — creRW|” — co|x||[Wle? FT2R? + x,x5R
(n—l)(n—2)|| 2€0 || 2| ” |0f arbINanbn

R 2 2 §13 2 1p2 2 3 12
>———— W] — cregRW|" — colx|[Wle? F 2R + cy|x| € R —c3lx|°e’ 'R
T~ R - el f e f P f

1
for some constants ¢, and c¢3 depending only on n, A and B. Since € = €, it follows from the mean
value inequality that

(& _ - C1 _
Rmw,w) 2 e f IRY (1 + W) = Seaf TR%|wl?,

if g is sufficiently small. O

4 [Estimates on the cap region

Throughout this section, we assume (f)), (3.89), (3.90) and ¢ is small enough such that Proposition
holds. We will fix € and choose € to be a small parameter which may depend on €. In

1 1
articular, we assume €, < €2 and hence g = €? which is also fixed.
0 1

1= €
Define
D = the connected component of M\Int X(zy, s) containing X(s). 4.1)

From Proposition 3.18] there exists a point g € X(s) such that
R(q) = e1f(q) = e15.

First we prove

Proposition 4.1. Under the above assumptions, there exist positive constants m, m, depending
only on n such that

0.9 R(©) 1.1
< <
61_1 +myL s 61_1 +m L

4.2)

forany L € [0,s/2] andy € (s — L).

Proof. We first prove X(s/2, s) C E2. Otherwise, there exist s; € [s/2, s] and a point x € X(s;) such
that X(s;, s) ¢ EZ and

R(x) = ”T +e. 4.3)
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From (3.70) we have on E that

1

2 3\ 2
IR, > |———c1; |R" - R.
n-—1

Consequently, solving the ODE yields that

R(q") 2 - (4.4)

% - C1€03 — 01t

for any 7 € [s1, s], where ¢' = ¢'*(q) € Z(¢) and §; is determined by
€15 =R(g) = T . 4.5)
n—%l -y ES - 01
Since R(g) > 1 by (3.103), it follows from .4) and (.3)) that
n

Rg") 2 5. (4.6)

However, (.6) contradicts (4.3)) by Lemma[3.8]

Now it is clear that (4.4) holds for any ¢ € [s/2, s]. Therefore, it follows from (.4 and (4.3) that
for L € [0, 5/2],
1 1 1

R(¢"™") = = =
%—0165—51@—14) L'|‘61S—61(S—L) L-|-61L
—

€15 €15

and hence

R(g*h) S 1
R(q) ~— 1+61selL’

4.7

From (4.3) and the fact that R(g) > 1, we know that §;s ~ n%l Combining (4.7) and Lemma 3.8
we conclude that

Y(s—L) 1+ mpe L

for some constant my = my(n) = n%l Therefore,
0.9
min R > —s.
(s-L) e +mlL
Now the other inequality in (4.2]) can be proved similarly by considering
2 1) p2
IRy <|——= +ci1§ |R" - R,
n—1

which follows from (3.70). m]
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Next, we prove
Proposition 4.2. Under the above assumptions, for any small €| > 0, there exist T\ = 1T1(€1,n, 6, A, B) >
O and Ly = Ly(€1,n,00,A, B) > 0 such that if €] < 71, then
. Ly
diam,D < — and sup|f —s| < L.
Vs D

In particular, D is compact and 0D = X(s).

Proof. We prove it by contradiction. Suppose for fixed € the conclusion does not hold. Then there
exists a sequence of Ricci shrinkers (M, g;, f;) satisfying all the assumptions with €] ;— 0Oand
. P 2
diam,,D; > ﬁ, or sgip |fi — sil =i 4.8)
From Proposition 3.18] there exists a point g; € X(s;) satisfying
Ri(g) = e fi(qi) = €1 s;.

Now we define f; := f; — s; and g; := s;g;. From direct calculations, we have

. R + |V, fil2 . F
Re + Vo i = ———&lle Sy i 4.9)
' 8 Si Si
and
x 8i _ &i
Hessg, fi + Rcg, = Hessg, fi + Re; = = = —. (4.10)
2 2S,‘
For any L > 1 and y € B (g;, L), it follows from (4.9) that
il <2L and Rg(y) <2 4.11)
if i is sufficiently large. Therefore, it follows from (.11]) and Theorem [3.1] that
1Bz (qi> Dly; = vo (4.12)

for some vy = vo(n, A) > 0, where y; := e‘fNidVg,l. is the weighted measure. Combining (4.9)-(.12),
it follows from the main result [44] Theorem 1.1] and its variant [44] Theorem 10.2] that by taking
a subsequence if necessary,

_ ~_ pointed=Gromov—Hausdorf f
(Mi,qiagiaﬁ) (Xoo,qoo,doo,foo)a (4]3)

where (X, dw) 1s a length space, f. is a Lipschitz function on (X, dw). The space X has a natural
regular-singular decomposition Xo, = R U S satisfying

(a). The singular part S is a closed set of Minkowski codimension at least 4. Namely, we have

dimp S <n-—4. (4.14)
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(b). The regular part R is an open manifold with smooth metric g, satisfying Ricci steady soliton
equation

Rcoo + Hessg foo = 0. (4.15)

(c). The convergence (@.13) can be improved to

- pointed—C® —Cheeger—Gromov

(Mi,%’,gi,fi) (XOO’qOO’gOO’fOO)' (4]6)

(d). On the regular part R,

Reo + |[Vful? = 1. (4.17)

Note that (4.16) implies that away from S, the convergence is smooth. This follows from the
bootstrapping argument based on (#.9) and @.I0Q), see [44]. Moreover, and @.17) follow
from (4.10Q) and (4.9), respectively, by taking the limit.

In addition, it follows from [34, Theorem 4.10] that the regular part R is geodesically convex.
Therefore, the limit (X, goo, dwos fo) 18 @ Ricci steady soliton conifold in the sense of Definition

A

By our assumptions, any point y € Bz(¢;, L) N E? satisfies (f) and @.2). Furthermore, y is an
evolving e-neck by Proposition 3.2l Therefore, the corresponding limit set Eo, of El2 under the
convergence (4.16) is an end of (X, dw). On the other hand, it follows from Theorem that
(X, ds) has only one end. In other words, Dy = X \E is a compact set, which fact in turn
yields that diamg_Ds < co. Since fe is 1-Lipschitz and f(ge) = 0, it is clear that sup |fo| < 0.

0

Therefore, for some L; > 0 and sufficiently large i, we have

diamg D; < Ly, suplf; — si| < Ly,
D;
which contradicts (4.8). The proof is established by this contradiction. O

We have the following definition, which measures how close the neighborhood of a point in a
Ricci shrinker is to a Ricci steady soliton conifold.

Definition 4.3 (Center of an e-steady soliton conifold). Let (M", g, f) be a Ricci shrinker and let
X € M such that f(x) = s. We say that X is the center of an e-steady soliton conifold if, after
rescaling the metric by the factor s, the neighborhood Bg(X, e_ls_%) is e-close in the Gromov-
Hausdorff sense to a nontrivial (X, q,d, ) € S(n).

From the proof of Proposition [4.2] we immediately have

Corollary 4.4. Under the above assumptions, for any €, € > 0, there exists T, = T,(€, €1, n,00,A, B) >
0 such that if €] < 12, then any point in D is the center of an e-steady soliton conifold.

Next, we estimate the scalar curvature on the cap region. Before that, we recall the following
Sobolev inequality proved in [48]].
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Theorem 4.5. ([48, Theorem 1]) For any Ricci shrinker (M", g, ) with u(g) > —A, there exists a
C = C(n,A) > 0 such that for any compactly supported locally Lipschitz function u, we have

n=2

(fu_z dV) ' ng4|Vu|2+Ru2dV.

Notice that the Sobolev inequality is scaling-invariant and also holds at different time slices of
the Ricci flow associated with a Ricci shrinker. Now we have

Proposition 4.6. Under the above assumptions, for any small €, > 0, there exist positive numbers
73 = 13(€1, 1,00, A, B) and Ly, = Ly(e1,n, 6y, A, B) such that ifE; < 13, then

L's<R<s+1, (4.18)
on D, where L, is the same constant in Proposition

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume 73 < 71 and the conclusion of Proposition [4.2] holds.
In particular, we have

Ry < f(y)<s+L;, YyeD. (4.19)

For the other direction, we assume the inequality does not hold. Then there exists a sequence of
Ricci shrinkers (M, g;, gi» f;) satisfying all the assumptions with €] ; — 0 such that

Ri(x;) < i (4.20)
for some x; € D;. Fort < 0, we define
80 = sigi(s7' 0, Fi(0) = Fi(sy'0) =51, 8= 8, = A
where F;(¢) = (1 — 1) f;(¢). Direct calculation shows that

8i(s7'n

L » G Fi(s7'n) - (1= s7'1°R
|V§,-(I)Fi(t)|gi(t) =S; |Vg,.(slf1;)Fi(S,' t)|gi(si_'l) = 5

Thus we obtain

g - Fi(t)
|Vg,-(;)F,'(t)|§i([) +(1=s; 1l)2R§’i(t) =1+—.

i
Moreover, we compute

0, Fi(t) = 57 0,Fi(s7 ') = —s7 (1 - s,.—lz)Rg,_(Si_lt) = —(1 - 57 DRz 4.21)

and

n

-1
> —(1-5'"DRz).  (4.22)

- _ _ _1(n _
g Filt) = 57 gyt Fils; ') = 57! (5 —(-s lt)Rgi(si_][)) -
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Combining (4.21)) and (4.22])), we obtain

BF (1) = @ = Mg Fi(0) = — 53— (4.23)

Now we define the following parabolic balls
Pl = {(.0) |1Fi(y, 0l < 2Ly, =2L; <1 <0},

P? = {(n0) ||1Fi(y, 0] < 4Ly, —4L; <1 < 0}.

In the following proof, all positive constants C; in the following proof depend only on n, 6y, A, B
and € and the corresponding inequalities hold for sufficiently large i. It follows from (£.2)) and

@19 that
0 <Rz < C) (4.24)

on P?, since by the definition we know

_ _ 1o ~1t
Ry@ = 57 Ry 19@ = 57" (1= 57 07 Ry @, ' (2)
for any point z. Since F;(g;,0) = 0, it follow from #.21)) and @.24)) that
0<Fig.)<C,

for t € [-4L,,0].

Claim 1. Suppose u is a nonnegative function such that
Bu <0, on Pl.2.

Then we have

P;

i

max u” < C3 f f u* dVy,dt (4.25)
p?

for some C3 > 0.

Proof of Claim 1: The proof follows verbatim as [44, Lemma 9.7] by using the Moser iteration.
Notice that the Sobolev inequality and the control of Rz, on Pl.2 are guaranteed by Theorem
and (4.24) respectively. Moreover, the cutoff functions 7 in the proof of [44, Lemma 9.7] can be
defined similarly by using F; and 7; can be estimated similarly by using (#.23). We omit the details.

Next we define for any 7 > 0,

Pi(7) = PP N {(z,1) | Rgy)(2) < 7.

Claim 2. There exists a constant C4 > 0 such that
|Pi(2i7%)| = C4. (4.26)

Here the volume is with respect to d V7, dt.
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Proof of Claim 2: 1t follows from (4.20) that (x;,0) € P}. Then the proof follows exactly as that
of [44] Lemma 9.8] by using (4.23).

It is clear from that for any i sufficiently large, there exists #; € [-2L;, 0] such that
Zilavy,., = Cs,
where X; = M; x {t;} N P;(2i%) and Cs = 2CT4] Now, we define

—1
S; t

Qi =y " (pr(Z))

where pr is the projection onto M;. Then we compute

1 1 .n 1
1Qilav, o, = 51 = lti)zlgildVgi(g) = §|2i|dV§i(,i) > Cg, (4.27)

i(0) — 2
where Cg = Cs/2. On the other hand, for any (z, #;) € Z;, we have
Fi(z,t) = Fiz, ) = s; = (1 = 57 ') /i, 0) = s;

1.
where 7/ = wf" f (2). Therefore, it follows from the definition of P? and (4.18) that

() = 1fi(Z,0) — sil <4L; + 1. (4.28)

As in the proof of Proposition 4.2] by taking a subsequence if necessary, we have

- pointed—C*® —Cheeger—Gromov

(Mi’qi’gi’ﬁ) (MOanOOagOO’fOO)a

where (M, oo, 8» foo) 18 a steady soliton conifold. Notice that lim,,. f(z) = —co by our as-
sumptions. Combining (4.27) and @.28)), we conclude that there exists a point z € R such that

R, (2) = 0.

By applying the strong maximum principle for Ay Re, = —2|Rcw|? < 0, we conclude that Ry, = 0
on R. However, this contradicts the fact that Ry, (¢w) = €.

In sum, the proof is complete. m|

As observed above, the cap region is modeled on a steady soliton conifold if €] is sufficiently
small. In general, it is difficult to classify all steady soliton conifolds even though there are no singu-
larities. However, under some special conditions, we can classify all such steady soliton conifolds.
For the definition of PIC2, see [2, Section 7.5].

Theorem 4.7. Let (X, p,d, f) € S(n) be non-compact such that (R, g) has PIC2. Suppose there
exists a compact set C satisfying

(a). The singular part S C C.
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. C1 (&)
(b). For any x € X\C, the scalar curvature satisfies < R(x) < , where ci,c are
X

d(p, x) d(p, x)

two positive constants.

(c). For any sequence q; — oo, q; is the center of an evolving €;-neck with €; — 0.
Then (X, d) is isometric to the Bryant soliton up to scaling.

Proof. Since (R, g) has PIC2 on R, it implies that sec > 0 on R. Combined with the identity
R+ |Vf [ = 1 as (X, d) is nontrivial, we conclude that |Rm| is uniformly bounded on R. For any
x € R, we define 4 = A(x) to be the largest constant such that S := Rm — Al has weakly PIC2. By
our assumption, 4 > 0 on R.

Claim 1. A satisfies the following inequality on R.

Af/lSO

Proof of the Claim 1: By our definition, S is contained in the boundary of PIC2 cone. For fixed
x € R, there exists a four-frame {ey, e;, €3, e4} € T M and constants u, v € [0, 1] such that

2 2 2.2
S1313 + U S 1414 + V52303 + UV S 2404 — 2uvS 1234 = 0.

Therefore, it follows from [2l Proposition 7.21] that

O(S)1313 + 1> O(S ) 1414 + V2 O(S 2323 + 1V O(S )aana — 2uvQ(S 1234 > 0, (4.29)

where Q is a quadratic term of the curvature tensor, see [31] for its precise definition.

In addition, we have
O(S) = Q(Rm) — 2ARc ®id + 2(n — D2, (4.30)
where @ is the Kulkarni-Nomizu product. Therefore, it follows from (.29) and (@.30) that

Q(Rm)1313 + u> Q(Rm) 1414 + v Q(Rm)2303 + 1°v: Q(Rm)aang — 2uvQ(Rm) 1234
>21 (Rll +Raz + u*(R11 + Rag) + V' (Rop + R33) + PV (R + R44))
—2(n — DA2(1 +u? +V2 +uP?) > 0,
where for the last inequality, we have used R;; > (n — 1)A since S has weakly PIC2. Therefore, we
conclude that
<Af(Rm)1313 + P A p(Rm) 1414 + VA r(Rm)ozos + uPv? A p(Rm)aana — 2uvA f(Rm) 1234
- (1 4+ u?)(1 +?)

__ ORm)i313 + u? Q(Rm) 1414 + v Q(Rm)2303 + u>v: Q(Rm)pa04 — 2uvQ(Rm) 1234 <0
B (1 +u2)(1 +v2) -

Asa

at x, where we have used the equation AyRm = —Q(Rm).

Hence, we have on R,

Af/l <0.
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Since A is positive on R, it follows from Proposition [A.10] that

inf >0 4.31)
KnR
for any compact set K. Since the regular part R is geodesically convex and (X, d) is the completion
of (R, g), it follows from [61]] that (X, d) is an Alexandrov space with sec > 0.

Claim 2. f is a concave function on (X, d) with a unique critical point.

Proof of the Claim 2: Since Hess f = —Rc < 0, it is clear that f is concave on (R, g) in the sense
that for any geodesic () contained in R, f(y(#)) is concave. Now we fix a geodesic y(f).[o,r] in X
such that y(0) = x and y(L) = y. For any small number € > 0, we set x’ = y(¢€) and y’ = y(L — €).
Since R is dense, we can take two sequences x, — x’ and y, — y’ such that x,, and y, are contained
in R. From the geodesical convexity of R, there exists a geodesic y, C R connecting x, and y,.
Since the geodesic in an Alexandrov space is not branching, y, converges to y(f)c[¢,1-¢]- By taking
the limit, we immediately conclude that f(y(r)) is concave for ¢ € [€, L — €]. Since € > 0 is arbitrary,
f(¥(?)) is concave for any ¢ € [0, L]. Therefore, f is concave in the sense of [60, Definition 1.1].

We fix a point x € X. Starting from x, we denote the gradient flow of f by a(¢) for ¢ > 0, see [60,
Section 2]. If a(#):e[0,0) is contained in a compact set K of X, then there exists a sequence t; — oo
such that |V f|(a(t;)) — 0, since f is bounded on K. By taking a subsequence, we may assume
a(t;) converges to a point y € K. By the lower semicontinuity of |V f| [60, Corollary 1.3.5], y is a
critical point of f. If &(f).c[0,00) 1S DOt contained in any compact set, there exists a sequence s; such
that a(s;) — oo. By our assumption (b), R(a(s;)) — 0. However, this contradicts the fact that R is
increasing along a(t) as long as a(¢) is outside C since (VR,Vf) = 2Rc(Vf,Vf) > 0. In any case, f
has a critical point. Without loss of generality, we set p to be a critical point of f.

It follows from (4.31)) that for any constant c, there exists a constant § > 0 such that (X, d) is
an Alexandrov space with sec > ¢, where X, = {x € C | f(x) > c}. By this reason, f is a strictly
concave function on X. Therefore, it is a standard fact that p is the unique critical point which is
also the maximum point.

Claim 3. X\{p} c R.

Proof of the Claim 3: Otherwise, we set ¢ € S and g # p such that f(g) = ¢ is minimal. Notice
that by our assumption (b), the choice of 7 is possible. By our assumption, [V f|(g) > 0 since p is the
only critical point of f. From the lower semicontinuity of |V f| [60, Corollary 1.3.5], we conclude
that there exists a small ¢ > 0 such that

IVfl>6 4.32)

on B(g,5). Now we take any positive sequence ; — 0 and define d; = ri‘ld, gi = ri‘zg and
fi= ri‘1 (f = f(q)). From the definition, it is clear that on R

Hess,, f; = -7 'Rc;. (4.33)

Now we have

pointed—Gromov—Hausdor f f
(X’ q, d;, ﬁ) (Kq’ 0,dw, foo),
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where (K, d) is the tangent cone at g and f. is a locally Lipschitz function. In addition, it follows
from (.33) and the same arguments in Claim 1 that f, is both concave and convex on Kj,.

For any s < t, it is clear from our choice of ¢ that f~'(s) N B(g,5) € R on which the |Rm| is

uniformly bounded. Moreover, for any x € f~!(s) N B(q, §), it follows from [@32) that the second
fundamental form at x, which is Hlevs;lf (x), is uniformly bounded. Therefore, we conclude that

C*—Cheeger—Gromov

(£ ((=00,00), 9 8i. £i) (£="((=00,00), 0, des, fio)

Here, for the smooth convergence, we have used AyRm = —Q(Rm) to obtain the higher order
estimates of Rm on f~!(s) N B(g, §). Moreover, we have

(f5'((=0,0)), d) = (R" N {x, < 0}, gE).

In particular, it follows from the smooth convergence of f; to fs on f2!((—c0,0)) and @.32) that
fo 18 not a constant. Since f,, is both convex and concave, it is clear (see [60, Lemma 2.1.4]) that
(K4, de) is isometric to (¥ X R,d" X gg), where Y is a metric cone isometric to any level set of fi.
Therefore, it is immediate from @.33) that Y is smooth and hence isometric to R”~!. From this, we
conclude that (K, do) is isometric to (R", gg). However, this implies that g € R, which contradicts
our assumption.

Claim 4. p e R.

Proof of the Claim 4: From Claim 2, any point in X\{p} is regular with uniformly bounded |Rm]|.
Therefore, for any sequence r; — 0, the convergence

pointed—Gromov—Hausdor f f

X, p,r;d) (Kp» 0, dwo)

is smooth away from the vertex. Moreover,
(Kp,d) = (R*/T, gp) (4.34)

where I' < O(n) is a finite subgroup acting freely on S"~!. If we set the nontrivial level set of f by
¥, then near p we have two foliations by X and §"~!/I respectively. Then it is easy to see that X
and S"~!/T are h-cobordant. Indeed, by our assumption, there exist a region in M homeomorphic
to £ X [0, 4] and an embedding of N X [1, 3] into the interior of X X [1, 4] such that N x {k} separates
Y x {k} and X x {k + 1} for 1 < k < 3. By an easy topological argument, the compact manifold
bounded by N x {1} and X X {3} is a cobordism such that the boundary inclusions are homotopy
equivalences. In particular, X and N are homotopic and hence I must be trivial. From (£.34), we
have

(Kp,d) = (R", gp)

and hence p € R.

In sum, we have proved that S = 0 and hence (X, p, d, f) is a smooth steady soliton. The rest of
the proof follows from the classification theorem of Brendle [3, Theorem 1.2]. O

Combining the results in Section 3 and Section 4, we are able to prove Theorem now. Let us
first recall and fix notations.

For any constants n, 6y, A, B and €, we define the following constants:
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° Let o= mln{o-l (n’ B)a 0_2(71, 60a Aa B)v 0-3(n7 60a Aa B)v 0-4(n7 60a Aa B)v 0-5(n7 Av B)}’ Where g,
03, 073, 04 and o5 are functions in Proposition 3.4} Proposition [3.11], Proposition Propo-
sition and Proposition [3.22] respectively.

e Let 7 = min{n3(e, n,do, A, B),1n4(€,n, 00, A, B),ns(e, n, 00, A, B)}, where 13, n4 and 55 are
functions in Proposition [3.12], Proposition 3.17 and Proposition [3.21], respectively.

e Let o := min{5?, 1'72}.

o Letn = min{o-%,ﬁ,ﬁ(o: n, oo, A, B), T2(o, n, 6y, A, B), T3(0, n, 69, A, B)}, where 71, T2 and 73
are functions in Proposition 4.2} Corollary 4.4l and Proposition respectively.

o Let L = max{L(o,n,dp, A, B), Lo(0,n,0p, A, B)}, where L; and L, are functions in Proposi-
tion 4.2l and Proposition [4.6] respectively.

We close this section with the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem From our assumptions, the condition (I.3)) in particular holds for €, = o~ and
€, = 1. With our choice of o, 7 and L, it is clear from the results of Section 3 and Section 4 that the
conclusion holds. O

5 Proof of the main theorem

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem [[LIl As we discussed in the introduction, the key
ingredient is to show each point in the Ricci shrinker is either in a cylinder-like neighborhood or in
a Bryant-soliton-like neighborhood, then we apply the symmetry improvement argument.

We recall the following definition of the curvature cone from [8]]. Here ©5(R") denotes the vector
space of algebraic curvature tensor.

Definition 5.1. A cone C in €3(R") has the property (x) if it satisfies the following conditions:

o Cis closed, convex, O(n)-invariant, and of full-dimension.

A dR
o ( is transversally invariant under Hamilton’s ODE: am O(Rm).

dt

o FEvery algebraic curvature tensor Rm € C\{0} has positive scalar curvature.

e The identity I lies in the interior of C.

For later applications, we mainly consider the following example from [4], Definition 2.2].
Example 5.2. For any parameter o € (0,2) and 6 > 0, we define the cone Cy g as the set
{Rm=S+HQ@id|S € PIC2,Rcy(S) =0, tr(H)id — (n — 20)H > 0, tr(H) — fscal(S) > 0},

where H is a symmetric bilinear form, @ is the Kulkarni-Nomizu product, Rcy is the traceless Ricci,
and PIC2 denotes the cone consists of curvature tensor satisfying the weakly PIC2 condition. It
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follows from [4] Theorem 2.5] and the definition that C, g has the property (x) if o € (1,2) and
0 € (0, 0(n)) for a constant 0 depending only on n.

We denote Ci4g9 by C’(@)for 6 € (0,min{1/2,6}). It is clear from the definition that
Rc > —C(n)6R 5.1

for any Rm € C(0). Furthermore, it is easy to see that the curvature tensor of S"~' x R lies in
C(0). Indeed, we can write the curvature tensor as Rm = H @ id, where H;; = 6;; for i, j > 2 and
H\; = —61; and hence it is easy to check from the definition.

If a cone C has the property (x), we have the following result (see, e.g., [55, Lemma 4.2]).

Lemma 5.3. Let C in €3(R") be a cone with property (x). Then there exists two positive constants
7 and K depending only on the cone such that

O(Rm) — TR*I € Tg,,C and |Rm| < KR
for any Rm € C.

We prove the following theorem, which implies that locally the Ricci flow associated with a
Ricci shrinker almost preserves the cone C. Recall that on the Ricci flow associated with a Ricci
shrinker, F(x, 1) := (1 — 1) f(x,t) for any ¢ < 1. Moreover, the constant 7 and K are from Lemma[3.3]
which depends only on the cone C.

Theorem 5.4. Let C in €5(R") be a cone with (x). There exist constants § = 6(n,7,K) > 0 and
C = C(n) > 0 satisfying the following property. For any Ricci flow (M", g(t))<1 associated with a
Ricci shrinker, we define A(x,t) be the minimal number such that Rm(x,t) + A(x, 1)l € ¢, for any
(x,1) € M X (=00, 1). Foranyr>0,e>0, ife+r > <6Ron Py :={(x,1)| F(x,f) <2r,0<t < 1}
and A < eon {(x,0) | F(x,0) < 2r}, then

1< e+Cr?

on P1:={(x,t) | Fx,) <r,0<t<1}.

Proof. We fix a smooth function 77 on [0, o) such that0 < n < 1,n=10n[0, 1] andn = 0 on [2, o).
1

Furthermore, ||> < Cn% and |i7”’| < Cn2 for a universal constant C. If we set ¢ = ¢, = n(é), it

follows from the identities of F (see [48| Section 3] for details) that

IVl < Co?r! and |o¢| < Cop2r! (5.2)

for some constant C depending only on n.

From our definition, the curvature operator
S =Rm+ Al (5.3)
lies on the boundary of C. Therefore, it follows from Lemma [5.3] that

0(S) — rscal*($)I € TsC, (5.4)
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where scal(S) is the scalar curvature of S. Direct calculation yields that

0(S) = O(Rm) + 2ARc ®id + 2(n — DA%, (5.5)
scal($) = R + n(n — DA. (5.6)

Combining (5.4), (3.3) and (5.6), we have
O(Rm) + 2ARc ® id + 2(n — DA’I — (R + n(n — DA’ € T C. (5.7)

Moreover, it follows from Lemma (3.3l again that
IS| < Kscal(S) = K(R+nn— 1)),
which implies that
|[Rm| < C1(R + |1]) (5.8)
for some C; = C(n, K) > 0. In light of (3.3)), direct calculation(with Uhlenbeck’s trick) yields that
0S = (9, - A)S = Q(Rm) + (@I = {Q(Rm) — I} + @A + A*)1. (5.9)
Note that Q(Rm) — A2 € TsC if 0 < A < &R for some small constant §; = &;(n, K,7) > 0.
Actually, under this condition, it follows from (3.8]) that
2ARc ®id + 2(n — DA’ < CLA(A + R)I
for some C, = C»(n, K) > 0. Combining the above inequality with (3.7), we have
Q(Rm) + (C2A(A + R) = T(R + n(n — NA)*)I € TsC.

If 6y is sufficiently small, then C2A(1+R) — 7(R +n(n— 1)2)*> < —1%. Consequently, we have proved
that

O(Rm) — 2’1 € TsC (5.10)

if0 <A< R

On the other hand, the choice of A in (3.3)) implies that OS is not in the interior of T's C, see [18,
Claim 3 on Page 11] for details. Therefore, it follows from (5.10) and (5.9) that

ol < -2

wherever 0 < A < 6;R. Thus we have

O(¢A) =([@P)A + $(O) — 2V, VA) < (O¢)A — p2° — 2(V log ¢, V(p)) + 2

Vo[ N
¢

Plugging (5.2)) into the above inequality, we obtain
O(¢pA) < — ¢pA% + Cr ' \Jpa — 2(Viog ¢, V(pA)) < Cr? — 2V log ¢, V(pA)) (5.11)
for some C = C(n). Applying the maximum principle to (3.11)), we obtain
pA< e+ Cr?

as long as e + Cr2 < 6;R. If we set 6 = 5—C' in our assumption, then the conclusion follows. O
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Remark 5.5. In the proof of Theorem a key fact we use is that C is transversally invariant
under Hamilton’s ODE. This restriction excludes many well-known cones like {Rm > 0}, PICI, and
PIC2. Another critical fact we use is the existence of a good cutoff function from (3.2), which is not
available for general non-compact Ricci flows.

The following lemma follows directly from Definition 2.3 and Definition [B.1l

Lemma 5.6. For any n and € > O, there exists a constant T4 = 14(€,n) > 0 satisfying the following
property.

Suppose (M", g(¢)) is an n-dimensional Ricci flow solution and (X, 1) is a spacetime point. Then
(X,7) is e-symmetric in the sense of Definition B if (X, 1) is the center of an evolving t4-neck with
respect to S"! x R.

Proposition 5.7. There exists a small constant € = &(n) > 0 satisfying the following property.

Suppose (M", p, g, f) is a Ricci shrinker and (M", g(t)),<o is the associated ancient Ricci flow
solution. If

dPGH {(Mn’p’g)a (Sn_l XR’pC’gc‘)} < éa (512)
then one of the following conclusions hold:
(A). The flow is 61-symmetric of type A (cf. Definition[B.3and Theorem[B.2).

(B). The flow is 5;-symmetric of type B, and Assumption [Il and Assumption 2] are satisfied (cf.
Definition [B.4 and Theorem|B.3).

(C). The flow is 64-symmetric of type C, and Assumption (Il and Assumption [3 are satisfied (cf.
Definition [B.6l and Theorem[B.7).

Proof. First, we fix some constants and parameters as follows:

1
A=—-ulS"'xR,g)+1, B=l, & = 5

1
_ 4
62—60,

Nl

€1 =0 =0(n,d0,A,B), € =€,
L = L(n,60,A,B), € =n=n(n,0o,A,B,e),
where o, L and 7 are functions defined in Theorem [[.2] Notice that €] and 5 depend on n and € and
all other constants depend only on n.
We argue by contradiction.

If the Proposition were wrong, we could find a sequence of Ricci shrinkers (MY, p;, g;, fi) which
does not satisfy any situation of (A), (B), or (C) and satisfy

pointed—Gromov—Hausdor f f el
(Mia Di> 8i» ﬁ) (S XRa gc’pC)'

Note that the above convergence can be improved (cf. [44, Theorem 1.1]) as follows

C*—Cheeger—Gromov el
(M;, pis 81) (S""' xR, pe.ge). (5.13)

Furthermore, by [44] Proposition 8.8], we know u(M;, g;) — u(S"~' x R, g.). Consequently, there
exists a sequence r; — +oo satisfying the following properties if i is sufficiently large.
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1. {x e M; | r; < fi(x) < 2r;} consists of two components, denoted by Z} (r;,2r;) and Zl.z(r,-, 2r),
which satisfy the condition (L3)) of Theorem .2

2. Each pointin {x € M; | fi(x) < 77‘1 r;} is the center of an evolving normalized e-neck.

From Theorem [1.2] there exist sets El.1 and El2 with c'iEl.1 = Z} (r;) and c'iEl.2 = Zl.z(ri) such that one of
the following holds:

(A). Both E! and E? are ends of M;.
(B). E! is compact and E? is an end of M;.

(C). Both E! and E? are compact.

We shall discuss the above situations case by case.

Case A: If (A) happens, then the flow (M;, g(t))<0 is 61-symmetric of type A.

We take € < 74(01,n), where 74 is from Lemma [5.6] and ¢, is the constant in Theorem [B.2] It
follows from Theorem [[2] that any point in £} (7" r;, 00) or £2(77'r;, 00) is the center of an evolving
normalized 74-neck. Combining with property 2 above, we conclude from Lemma that each
point (x,0) € M; x {0} is §;-symmetric. Moreover, it is easy to see M, is diffeomorphic to $"~! x R.
Therefore, (M;, g;) is 6;-symmetric of type-A at time 0, see Definition [B.3]

Since the associated Ricci flow g;(r) of (M;, g;) is self-similar, we claim that each spacetime

point (%,7) € M; X (—o00,0] is also §;-symmetric. Indeed, it follows from the definition of the
diffeomorphisms ¢! (2.12) that

o
i oul =y,

where 0(s) = ‘l‘—j Therefore, for any s < 7,

gi(s) = (1= )W) gi = (1 = DA = )W) @) g = (1 - DWW gilB(s)).

We set gl/f._ (X) = x, then (x, 0) is §;-symmetric. By comparing the similar parabolic neighborhoods in
the Definition [B.] based at (x, 0) and (X, 7) respectively, it is easy to see (X, f) is also §;-symmetric,
since the CMC foliation is unique, see 9} Proposition D.1]. In particular, if U = {U @:]1<ax< (g)}
is the collection of vector fields in the Definition [B.I around (x,0), then U = {U@ = (y/);' U@ :
Il <ac< (g)} is the collection around (X,7). In summary, we know the flow (M;, g;(t)):<o is 01-
symmetric of type-A .

Case B: If (B) happens, then the flow (M;, gi(1))<o is 62-symmetric of type B, and Assumption [I]
and Assumption 2lin Appendix[Blare satisfied.

In this case, it follows from Theorem that there exists s; > 2r; and a point g; € Z(s;) with
fi(gi) = e1Ri(g;). By our choice of parameters, any point x € M;\D; is the center of an evolving
normalized e-neck, where D; = E 11 \El.1 (r;, 5;). Moreover, we fix a point z; € D; to be a maximum
point of f;.
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Claim 1: On Py; = {(x,1) | Fi(x,t) < 2r;, 0 <t < 1}, we have

R >-. (5.14)

| —

Proof of Claim I: For any (x,t) € M; X [0, 1) with F;(x,t) < 2r;, we have (1 — t)f,-(wf(x)) < 2r
by the definition of F;. If ﬁ(t//f(x)) < r;, then wf(x) is the center of an evolving normalized e-neck.
In particular, R;(¢/(x)) > 1 and hence

1
Ri(x,t) = l—tR,(lﬁ:(X)) > 1.

If fi(¥!}(x)) > r;, then it follows from Lemma[3.2] that

;
R/ v
W= T

and hence

R z—LR.l >LL>1
e = TR = TR T 2

Claim 2: If we set f; = f; — s; and §; = s;gi, then (M, ¢, &, f;) converges smoothly in the
Cheeger-Gromov sense to the Bryant soliton.

Proof of Claim 2: We consider a continuous family of cones C(6) from Example for 6 a
small positive number.

For any small 6, since the curvature tensor of S”~! x R is contained in C(0), then there exists a
sequence v; — 0% such that

Rm; + vil € C(0).
on {(x,0) € M; x {0} | Fi(x,0) < 2r;}. Therefore, it follows from and Theorem [5.4] that
Rm; + (v; + C1r7 )1 € C(6) (5.15)

on Py; ={(x,1) | Fi(x,t) < r;, 0 <t < 1}, for some constant C; = Ci(n) > 0, if i is sufficiently large.

Now we define the set X; := E/\X!(r;, 2r;) and the following subsets

A; = {x € X; | there exists a point y with f;(y) < r; such that wﬁ(y) = x for some ¢t € (0, 1)},
B ={xeX;||Vfil(x) =0},
Ci =X\(A;UB,)).

It is clear that A;, B; and C; are disjoint and A; is open. Moreover, from our construction B;UC; C D,.
For any x € A; with ¢/(y) = x for some f(y) < r;, we compute

Fiy,t) = (1 = 0fiy,0) = (1 = fi(fi ) < fiy) < 13,
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where we have used the ODE inequality

dfii(») VAP ) - [ih))
a4 1-t = 1-t"

Therefore, it follows from (3.13)) that
Rmi(x) + (1 = )(v; + C177 )1 € C(O).
In particular, we have for any x € A;,

Rmi(x) + (v + C1r7 )1 € C(0). (5.16)

Next we define

Y; := the closure of the interior part of B; U C;.
Z; = (Bl U C,)\Yl

It is clear that Z; has no interior point and Z; C dA;. From the continuity, we conclude from (3.16)
that on Z;

Rm; + (v; + Cyr;HI € C(0). (5.17)

Now we claim that there exists a constant C, = C»(n) > 0 such that
R; > (1 - Cy0)s;

on dY; if i is sufficiently large.
Indeed, if x € B;, then R;(x) = f;(x) and hence by (L.6)) that

limmzlim@:

i—oo §; i—oco  §;

1

uniformly since x € D;. If x € C;, we denote the gradient flow generated by |VV ]{’iz by ¢ and there
exist y € B; and #; < O such that

lim ¢i(x) = y.
t—tF

Moreover, it follows from (L.6) again that 7; > —L since both x,y € D;. From the choice of x, there
exists a sequence x; € A; — x. We define y; = ¢§" (x;). Then it is clear that y; — y. Now we have
the ODE:

dRi($;(x)) (VR Vf)
d |VfP

2Rci(V i, V)
IV£il*

(@i(x)) = (@i(x)))- (5.18)

From the definition of C(6) and (3.1)), it is clear that Rc > —COR for any Rm € (). Combining
this fact with (3.17), we have on A; that

Rc; > —COR; (5.19)
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for some constant C = C(n) > 0, if i is sufficiently large. Hence, it follows from (5.18) and (3.19)
that

dR;(#(x}))

L > —COR(9)(x))

and hence

Ri(xj) > e “MIR(¢i(x))) = e MR (y;) > e Ry (y)).

Notice that R;(y) = f;(y) since y is a critical point of f;. By taking j — oo, we conclude
Ri(x) 2 € Ri(y) = € " fi(»)
and hence by (L.6)
Ri(x) = (1 = C10)s; (5.20)

if i is sufficiently large. Now we have the elliptic equation
2 20
Afl.R,' =R; —2|R¢ci|” £ R; — ;Ri <0

on Y;, where for the last inequality we have used Y; C D; and (L6). From (3.20) and the maximum
principle, we have on Y;,

R; > (1 — C0)s;. (5.21)

From Theorem [1.2] (¢c), we have

~  pointed—C*® —Cheeger—Gromov

(Mi’ qlaglaﬁ) (Xoo’qoo’doo’foo)a

where (Xwo, oo doos foo) € S(n) is a nontrivial steady soliton conifold. From (3.16), (5.17) and
(3.21)), we have

Rmg, + 57 (v + C1r7)I € C(0) (5.22)
onA; UZ; and
Rz > 1-C20 (5.23)
on Z;. Therefore, for any x € R, it follows from (5.22)), (5.23) and the smooth convergence that
Ries(x) € C(0) or Ruo(x)>1—Cr6.
Now we let & — 0 and conclude that

Rmeo(x) € C(0) or Reo(x) = 1.
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Here, we have used the fact that |V fi|* + Reo(x) = 1 on R. Notice that the set {x € R | Reo(x) = 1}
has no interior point since otherwise from Az Ro, = —2|Rcw|* and the analyticity that Rc,, = 0 on
R, which contraditcs the fact that R, (g-) = €;. By continuity, we have

Rmeo(x) € C(0)

for any x € R. In addition, it follows from [4, Proposition 2.3] that C(O) C PIC2. Therefore, it
implies that on R

Rm, € PIC2.

Now we claim that (R, g) has strictly PIC2. Indeed, it follows from Proposition [3.22] Proposition
K. Iland the smooth convergence that

Rme(x) > L;Q)Rc,o(x) >0

if foo(x) = —t < 0. Therefore, it follows from the geodesic convexity of R and the strong maximum
principle (see [10, Proposition 9]) that (R, g) has strictly PIC2.

Moreover, one can show as [15, Lemma 6.1] that — £, is comparable to the distance function
do(zeo, ) Outside a compact set, where zo, is the limit point of z;. From Proposition 4.1l we conclude

c1 < Ru(x) < c2
— L <R ()< —2
Adoo(Zeo, X) Aoo(Zoos X)

for x outside a compact set, where cy, ¢, are positive constants.

Combined with Proposition 3.21] it is clear that all assumptions of Theorem [4.7] are satisfied.
Therefore, we conclude that the limit steady soliton conifold (X, dw) must be isometric to the
Bryant soliton. In particular, it implies that (M, ¢;, g:, f;) converges smoothly in the Cheeger-
Gromov sense to the Bryant soliton whose maximum of the scalar curvature is 1.

In addition, if we set g;(r) = s,-g,-(sl.‘lt), then the Ricci flow (M}, g;, 8i(t))<o converges smoothly
to the Ricci flow associated with the Bryant soliton.

Claim 3: There exists a constant 8y = 6p(n) > 0 such that for sufficiently large i if (x,7) €
M; X (—o0, 0] satisfies

Ai(x, 1) < ORi(x, 1),

where A; is the minimal eigenvalue of Rc;, then x is §;-symmetric in the sense of Definition [B.1l

Proof of Claim 3: We may assume that the parameter € < 74(d1,7) so that any point x € M;\D;
is 01-symmetric. From Claim 2, it is clear that (D;, s;g;) converges smoothly to a cap in the Bryant
soliton. Therefore, there exists a constant ) depending only on n that

Ai = OoR;,
on D;, if i is sufficiently large. In other words, any point x € M; with 1;(x) < 6yR;(x) is contained in

M;\D; and hence §;-symmetric.
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Since the Ricci flow (M;, gi(?));<0 associated with (M;, g;) is self-similar, it is clear that if a
spacetime point (x, f) satisfies

Ai(x, 1) < ORi(x, 1),

then (x, 1) is 1-symmetric.

Claim 4: There exist constants € = € (n) > 0 and Ag = Ag(n) > 0 such that for € < € and
1
sufficiently large i, if (x,7) € M; X (=0, 0] and dg,)(zi, x) > AoR;(z;,1)” 2, then

O,
A1) < 3°Ri(y, 1),

for any (y, 1) € By, (x, LRi(x, )~7) x [-LR;(x,7)~", 7], where L is the constant from Theorem B2l

Proof of Claim 4: We choose our parameter € small enough so that if a point x € M; is the
center of an evolving normalized e-neck, then 4;(x) < %"Ri(x) and R;(u) > 0.9R;(v) for any u,v €
By (x, LRi(x)"%).

Assume y € By (x, LR:(x)"2) N D;, then

9 Os
Ri(x) > —R;(y) 2 —
l(x)— 10 z()/)— IOL,

where the last inequality follows from (L6)). Therefore,

=

1
- (10L)?
dg,-(Ziax) S dg,-(Zi,J’) + dg,-()” x) S {L + L(T) ]S_ .

On the other hand, since z; is a critical point of f;, it follows from (L)) that

fim R _ pipy S0

i—oco §; i—oo §;

=1.

1
From (L) again, if we take Ag = 2L + 2L (IOTL)Z, then for any point x with d;(x,z;) > AoRi(z:)"2,
By, (x, l_,R,-(x)‘%) must be contained in M;\D; and hence

1) < TR )

for any y € By, (x, LR;(x)7?).

In addition, for any (y, ) € Bg,(x, LRi(x)"3) x [~LR;(x)™', 01, (y) & D; since fi('()) < fi(y).
Therefore, for the associated Ricci flow (M;, gi(1)):<o, if (x,0) € M; X (—=00,0] and dy,(0)(zi, x) >
AoR;(z;, 0)_% , then

0
Ai(.0) < ' Ri(y. ).

for any (y,7) € By)(x, LRi(x, 0)‘%) x [-LR;(x,0)"',0]. Therefore, the Claim follows from the
self-similarity of (M;, g;(¢)):<o-
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Now we fix € = min{r4(81,n), 74(02, n), € (n)}, where 6, is from Theorem From Claim 2-
Claim 4, it is clear that Assumption [I] and Assumption 2]in Appendix [Bl are satisfied. Moreover,
if i is sufficiently large, (M;, g;(¢)) is dp-symmetric of type-B at time O in the sense of Definition
B.4l From the self-similarity of (M;, g;(r)) as in Case A, we immediately conclude that (M;, g;(¢)) is
0-symmetric of type-B at time ¢ for any ¢ < 0.

Case C: If (C) happens, then the flow (M;, gi(t))i<o is 64-symmetric of type C, and Assumption [I]
and Assumption 3lin Appendix Bl are satisfied.

In this case, it follows from Theorem [L.2] that there exist s;,s? > 2r; and points g € Z!(s})
and ql.2 € Zl.z(siz) with ﬁ(q}) = elRi(q}) and f,-(ql.z) = elRi(ql.z) . By our choice of parameters,
any point x € M;\D; is the center of an evolving normalized e-neck, where D; = Dl.1 U D? =
(El.1 \Z} (ri, s} ) U (E?\Ziz(ri, sl.z)). Moreover, we fix points z} € D} and zl.2 € Dl.2 to be a maximum
point of f; on D! and D?, respectively.

If weset gl = sg;, 8 = s?gi. f = fi—s! and f? = f; — s?. Following the the discussion in case
B, it is clear that both (M, q} , g} , fil) and (M;, ql.z, gl.z, f?) converge smoothly in the Cheeger-Gromov
sense to the Bryant soliton. Furthermore, there exist constants €’ = €’(n) > 0and A = Ai(n) >0
such that for € < €” and sufficiently large i, if (x,7) € M; X (-0, 0], dgi(;)(z}, x) > ARi(z;, f)‘% and
dgn (22, %) = A1Ri(zi, D)2, then

O,
&mnsf&mm

for any (y, 1) € By (x, LRi(x, 1)) X [~LRi(x, D", 7.

Now we fix € = min{t4(81, n), 74(64,n), €’ (n)}, where o4 is from Theorem From Claim 3,
Claim 4 and the discussion above, it is clear that Assumption [l and Assumption [3lin Appendix
are satisfied. Moreover, if i is sufficiently large, (M;, gi(¢)) is d4-symmetric of type-C at time O in
the sense of Definition Applying the self-similarity of (M;, g;(¢)) as in Case A, we immediately
conclude that (M;, g;(¢)) is d4-symmetric of type-C at time ¢ for any ¢ < 0.

In conclusion, for each large i, the associated ancient Ricci flow (M;, g;(f));<o must locate in one
of the situations of (A), (B), or (C). However, this contradicts our assumption at the beginning. This
contradiction establishes the proof of this Proposition. O

Now we are able to finish the proof of Theorem [L.1

Proof of Theorem [ Il 1t follows from the combination of Theorem [B.2] Theorem and The-
orem [B.7] that each ancient Ricci flow solution (M", g()),<o satisfying one of (A), (B) or (C) in
Proposition [5.7] is rotationally symmetric. Then we can apply Kotschwar’s classification [38] to
obtain that (M, g) must be isometric to $”, $"~! x R, or R”. Applying (I.2) again, we know that
(M, g) can only be S xR. m|
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6 Further discussion

In this paper, we mainly focus on the model space (S"~! X R, g.). One can also consider the model
space ((S "~ xR, gc), where I' < O(n) is a finite subgroup acting freely on S”~!. Then we can
also define a spacetime (x,t) in a Ricci flow (M, g(¢)) to be the center of an evolving (normalized)
e-neck if the model space S"~! x R is replaced by (S"~!/T') x R.

The following theorem is another version of Theorem in this case, whose proof is almost
identical and hence omitted.

Theorem 6.1. For any positive constants n, N, A, B, € and 6y € (0, 1), there exist positive constants
o = o(,N,6p,A,B), L = L(n,N,d6y,A,B) and n = n(n, N, g, A, B, €) satisfying the following
property.

Let (M", g, f) be a Ricci shrinker with

IViRm| < BR3*!, VO0<i<4 on  X(to, s0),
R<ef on X(ty, So),
Rms| < € R on  Xto).
|R-2L| <€ on  Xty),

(1 —dg)sg =ty = nel_l,

ug) = —A,

X(to) is diffeomorphic to S™' /T with || < N.

If @ < o and € <, then one of the following statements holds.

(a). There exists an end E with OE = X(to) such that any point in 2(n~'ty, 00) C E is the center
of an evolving normalized e-neck. Moreover, E is asymptotic to ((S =) x R, gc) with rate

0(™m),

(b). There exists an end E with OE = X(ty) such that any point in X( 'ty, c0) C E is the cen-
ter of an evolving e-neck. Moreover, E is asymptotic to a regular cone with cross section
diffeomorphic to S"~'T.

(c). There exists a compact set E with OE = X(ty), a number s > sy and a point g € X(s) such that
R(q) = os. Moreover, any point in (1" 'ty, s) C E is the center of an evolving e-neck and any
point in the cap D := E\X(ty, s) is the center of an e-steady soliton conifold. Furthermore,

L
diam,D < —, sup|f—s|<L and L's<infR<supR<s+L.
Vs D D D

However, the following conjecture originally proposed in [47] is still open.

Conjecture 6.2. For any n > 0 and N > 0, there exists a small constant € = €(n, N) > 0 with the
following property.
Suppose (M", p, g, f) is a Ricci shrinker such that

dpu {(M", p.8). (8" /T) X R, pe.gc)} < €

with [I'| £ N, then (M, g) is isometric to ((S =1 T) x R, pc,gc).
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Notice that the same proof of Theorem [L.1]does not go through. The key point is another version
of Theorem 4.7l corresponding to (S "~1/T)xR does not hold. In fact, in this case one can show (X, d)
in Theorem [4.7]is isometric to (R"/T", gg,), where gp, is the quotient metric of the Bryant soliton. In
other words, even though the cap region is modeled by (R"/T’, gg,), the underlying topology of the
cap is unclear. A deeper bubble may exist and converge to the singularity of (R"/I’, gg,). For this
reason, one cannot apply the theorems of symmetry as done in the proof of Theorem [L.1

However, if we assume f has no critical point outside a compact set, we have the following
weaker theorem.

Theorem 6.3. There exists a small constant € = é(n, N) > 0 satisfying the following property.
Suppose (M", p, g, f) is a Ricci shrinker such that |Vf| > 0on{x e M| f(x) > n} and
dpeu {(M", p. 8),((S"/T) X R, pe. gc)} < &

with |I'| < N, then (M, g) is isometric to ((S =) x R, pc,gc).

Proof. Suppose the conclusion does not hold, there exists a sequence of Ricci shrinkers (M, p;, gi, f;)
such that

pointed—Gromov—Hausdor f f _
(M;, pis gi» ) ((S™'/T)) X R, pe, ges £:)

for |I';] < N, but no (M,, g;) is isometric to ((S =1/ x R, gc). Since there are only finitely many
conjugacy classes of subgroups of O(n) with order no larger than N, we may assume I'; = I for a
fixed T" < O(n) acting freely on S"~!.

If i is large, the conclusion of Theorem [6.Iholds. Since f; is assumed to be regular on {x € M, |
fi(x) = n}, we conclude as in the proof of Theorem [L.Tlthat each M; is diffeomorphic to (S "~ TMxR
and each point is the center of an evolving normalized §;-neck. By considering the universal cover
(M, 8:, f)) of (M, gi, f;). We can apply Theorem [B2] by iteration and conclude that (M;, g;, f;) is
rotationally symmetric. From [38] Theorem 1], (M;, g;) is isometric to (S"~' x R, g.). This implies
that (M;, g;) is isometric to ((S =1 xR, gc), which is a contradiction. O

On the other hand, inspired by the main theorem of [21]], it is natural to guess that all generalized
round cylinders are also rigid in Ricci shrinkers.

Conjecture 6.4. For any n and 2 < k < n — 2, there exists a small constant € = e(n) > 0 with the
following property.
Suppose (M", p, g, f) is a Ricci shrinker such that

dpcH {(M",p, 2, (5" x Rk,Pc,gc)} <k,

then (M, g) is isometric to (S n=k » Rk, gc)-
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Appendix

A Steady soliton conifold

Following Chen-Wang [24]], we introduce the concept of the steady soliton conifold and prove many
fundamental properties.

Definition A.1. Ler S(n) be the collection of geodesic spaces (X", p,d, g, f) with the following
propetrties.

1. fis alocally Lipschitz function defined on X and f(p) = 0.

2. X has a disjoint regular-singular decomposition X = RU S, where R is the regular part, S
is the singular part. A point is called regular if it has a neighborhood that is isometric to
a totally geodesic convex domain of some smooth Riemannian manifold. A point is called
singular if it is not regular.

3. (R, g) is an open (possibly incomplete) Riemannian manifold of dimension n with R > 0 and
satisfies the Ricci steady soliton equation

Rcy := Rc +Hess f = 0. (A.1)

4. R is geodesically convex, i.e., for any pair of points x,y € R, there exists a shortest geodesic
in R connecting x and y.

5. dimp( S < n— 4, where dimyq means Minkowski dimension.

6. Every tangent space of x € S is a metric cone of Hausdorff dimension n. Moreover, if Y is a
tangent cone of x, then the unit ball B(X, 1) centered at vertex X must satisfy

IB(x, D] < (1 = 60)wy

for some uniform positive number 69 = 6o(n) > 0. Here the volume is the n-dimensional
Hausdorff measure and w,, is the volume of the unit ball in R”".

Note that (X, d) is called a (Riemannian) conifold if all the properties in the above definition
except equation (A.I) are satisfied (cf. Definition 1.2 of [24]). The geodesic space (X,d) is the
completion of (R, g). The equation (A.I)) justifies the “steady soliton” in the name. By taking the
divergence of (A.I), we obtain R + |Vf|> = 1 on R for a constant A > 0. If A = 0, then R = 0 and f
is a constant. From the equation A¢R = —2|Rc|* on R, we conclude that Rc = 0 on R. In this case,
(X, d) is a Ricci-flat Riemannian conifold and is called a trivial steady soliton conifold. If 4 > 0,
we rescale the metric such that A = 1 and hence

R+|Vf? =1 (A.2)

on R. In this case, (X, d) is called a nontrivial Ricci steady soliton. In the following, we derive
some geometric and analytic properties of (X,d) € S(n). Most results are generalizations of the
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corresponding results in [34] for smooth metric measure spaces and can be proved similarly as
in [24]. Moreover, we define the weighted measure e~/ dV by u, where dV is the n-dimensional
Hausdorff measure and denote the volume with respect to du by | - |,,.

Proposition A.2. (Volume comparison) Let (X, p,d, f) € S(n). Forany 0 < r| < ry and x € X, we
have

|B(x, )|y <on IB(x, 1)l .

" n

(A.3)

Proof. If (X, d) is smooth, then (A.3) follows from [68 Theorem 1.2] since Rcy > 0 and |V f] < 1
by (A.2). For the general case, we can derive the result as [24] Proposition 2.3]. o

Next, we have the following segment inequality, which is a generalization of [34, Theorem 2.6]
by following the argument of [24] Proposition 2.6]

Proposition A.3. (Segment inequality) Let (X, p,d, f) € S(n). For any L > 0, there exists a constant
C, =Ci(n,L) > 0 such that if Ay, Ay are two subsets of B(q,r) CC B(p, L), we have

Fulx, y) du(x)du(y) < Cir(|Arl, + 1A2,) udp,
A XAy B(q,3r)

where u is a nonnegative continuous function on B(q,3r) and

d(x,y)
Fulos) = inf f u(y () dt
0

with infimum being taken over all geodesics connecting q, and y.

Definition A.4. The Sobolev space N'2(X, ) is the subspace of L*(X, i) consisting of functions u
for which the norm

u = ||u||5, + inf lim inf ||A; < 00
lulysz = N7, + inf Tim inf 1], < oo,

where the limit infimum is taken over all upper gradients h; of the functions u; satisfying ||u;—ul|;2 —
0. Notice that for any domain Q C X, one can define NV*(Q, u) similarly. Also, Ng’z, N(l)’2 and N llof
can be defined as the usual Sobolev space.

The definition of the upper gradient can be found in Cheeger [[16, Definition 1.1]. Notice that the
only difference between N L2(x, ) and the one defined in [24] Definition 2.10] is the former uses
the measure du. Similar to [24) Corollary 2.12] and [24} Proposition 2.12], we have

Proposition A.5. C°(R) N NV2(X, p) is dense in NY2(X, ). Moreover, for any open set Q C X, the
restriction map N'Y(Q, ) — WHA(R N Q, ) is an isomorphic isometry.

Combining Proposition [A.2] and Proposition [A.3] we obtain the following local L?-Poincaré
inequality and local L2-Sobolev inequalities as [34} Proposition 2.7,2.9]
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Proposition A.6. (Local L>-Poincaré inequality) Let (X, p,d, f) € S(n). For any L > 0, there exists
a constant Cp = Co(n, L) > 0 such that for any B(q,r) C B(p, L), we have

J( u— J( udu
B(g,r) B(q.r)

foranyu e Nllo’f(X, ), where
Fuon = By Jyg
udy := ——— udu.
B(q.r) 1B(q, My IBg,n

Proposition A.7. (Local L>-Sobolev inequality) Let (X, p,d, f) € S(n). For any L > 0, there exists
a constant C3 = Cz(n, L) > 0 such that for any B(q,r) C B(p, L), we have

2

du < C2r2f \Vul du,
B(q,r)

n=2

o " Csr? 2, 22
un2 du < — |\Vul” + r“u” du, (A4
Blg.n) |B(q, r)|j; ~B@"

forany u € Nllo’f(X,,u).

Definition A.8. Suppose u € N;O’CZ,(Q, w) and h € leoc(Q’ ). Then Aru < hin the weak sense if for
any nonnegative v € Ng ’2(Q, ),

- (Vu,Vv)du vahd,u.
QNR Q

Moreover, we say u is a harmonic function if Agu = 0 in the weak sense.

As the singular part S has high codimension, we can extend any bounded subharmonic function
on the regular part globally. The following lemma can be proved similarly as [24], Proposition 2.19].

Lemma A.9. Let (X, p,d, f) € S(n) and Q a bounded open domain. Suppose u is a bounded
function on R N Q satisfying

AfM:hZO.

Then u N1’2(Q,y) and Agu = h in the weak sense on Q.

loc
Next, we prove a quantitative version of the strong maximum principle.

Proposition A.10. Let (X, p,d, f) € S(n). Given any L and q € B(p, L), suppose u is a bounded,
nonnegative, continuous function on B(q,3) N R such that

Afu <0 (A.5)

in the weak sense on B(q,2) N‘R. Then there exists a constant 6, = 61(n, L) > 0 such that ifu(y) = v
for some y € B(q,1) N R, then

{u < 27} N B(g, )|y = 611B(g, 2.
In particular, either u = 0 on B(q,2) N R or

inf u>0.
B(g,DNR
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Proof. Tt follows from Lemmal[A.9]that u € N'?(B(q, 2), ;1) and (A.3) holds on B(g, 2), by the same
argument of [24] Proposition 2.19]. If u = 0 at some point in B(g,2) N R, it follows from the
classical strong maximum principle that # = 0 on B(g, 2) N R. Therefore, we may assume u > 0 on
B(g,2)nR.

Since (27 — u)* is a bounded subharmonic function (with respect to As) in N L2(B(q,2), ). We
can apply (A7), (A-4) and the standard Moser iteration to obtain

1
1 2
127 — u)lli=ig1y) < C(— f 27 —u)*? dﬂ) <C ()( 27 — u)*? dﬂ) (A.6)
1B(q, Dl JB(g.2) B(g,2)

for some constant C = C(n,L) > 0, where we have used (AJ) for the last inequality. Since u is
continuous on B(g,2) N R and u(y) = 7 for some y € B(g, 1) N R, it follows from (A.6) that

1 1

: <27} N B(g,2)l,\}

Tsc(f |(2T—u)+|2du) SZCT(HM 1N B )|“)
B(q.2) |B(q, 2l

Therefore, the proof of (A.3) is complete. For the last conclusion, if inf Bg.Hnr U = 0, then there
exists a sequence y; € B(g, 1) N R with u(y;) = 7; — 0. Applying (A.3) for T = 7;, we conclude that
there exists a point z € B(g, 1) N R such that u(z) = 0, which is a contradiction. m|

As an application, we have

Proposition A.11. Ler (X, p,d, f) € S(n) be compact. Then Rc = 0 on R.

Proof. Since X is compact and f is locally Lipschitz, there exists a point ¢ € X such that
= inf f.
flg)=inff

From the equation A¢(f — f(q)) = —(IVf > + R) < 0, we conclude from Proposition [A.10)] that
f = f(q). In this case, it follows from the steady soliton equation that Rc = 0 on R. O

Next, we have the following existence result and gradient estimates for harmonic functions. The
proof follows verbatim from [24], Proposition 2.26].

Proposition A.12. Let Q C X be a bounded domain and v a continuous function in NY*(Q, p). Then
there is a unique solution u € N'*(Q, u) solving the Dirichlet problem

Aru=0inQandu—v € Né’Z(Q,y).
Moreover, the weak maximum principle holds for u, that is,

supu = supu, infu =infu.
Q FTe) Q 0Q

Next, we have the following splitting result.
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Proposition A.13. Let (X, p,d, ) € S(n). Suppose there exists a smooth function b on R satisfying
Arb=5s and |Vb| =t

on R, where s and t are constants with t > 0. Then (X, d) is isometric to (Y X R,d’ X dg,), where
(Y,d") is a Ricci steady soliton conifold.

Proof. 1t follows from the Weitzenbock formula that on R
1
0= EAfwa = [Hess b|* + Rc;(Vb, Vb) + (VAsb, Vb) = [Hess b|*.

Therefore, Hess » = 0 and one can prove as [24, Lemma 2.31] that the gradient flow of Vb preserves
the regular point. Now the conclusion follows easily. O

For any u,v € N'2(X, 1), we define a nonnegative symmetric bilinear from & by
E,v) = f(Vu, Vv)du.
R

It can be proved (see [24] Proposition 2.15]) that & is an irreducible, strongly local and regular
Dirichlet form. The associated semigroup (P;)>( can be expressed as

PAw)) = f WPt %, ) du(d), V€ LX), £ > 0.

Here, p(t, x,y) is called the heat kernel with respect to &. Notice the Ay can be regarded as the
unique generator concerning & and the domain of A, denoted by X(Ay), is a subspace of LA(X, .

We have the following estimates which follow from [[64]] and [65]] as [24] Proposition 2.20], see
also [34, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem A.14. (Heat kernel estimates) There exists a unique heat kernel p(t, x,y) with respect to
the Dirichlet form &.

1. p(t,x,y) is stochastically complete. That is,

2. Forany L > 0, there exists a constant Cs = Cs(n, L) > 0 such that

;! [ d*(x, y)
€X —

d*(x, y))
IB(x, VD, Cilt

5
) =P < eXp( Cst

for any x,y € B(p,L) and 0 <t < L.

Next, we have the following Bakry-Emery condition.
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Proposition A.15. (Bakry—Emery condition) Let (X, p,d, ) € S(n). Then for any u € X(Ay) with
Apue N'Y2(X,p) and v € L™ N E(Ag) withv > 0 and Agv € L™,

1
3 f IVulAsvdu > f W(Vu, VA pu) du.
Proof. If u € C2(R), then it follows from the Weitzenbock formula that

1
EAfWuF = [Hess ul® + Re(Vu, Vi) + (Vu, VA ) > (Vu, VA su).

Then for any v € L* N Z(Ay) with v > 0 and Ayv € L™, it is clear from the integration by parts that

1
3 f IVul*Apvdu > f W(Vu, VA pu) dp.
Now the general case follows by approximating u by functions in C.°(R) as Proposition O

Now we obtain the following result. For the definition of RCD(K, o0) space, see [29] Definition
2.1].

Theorem A.16. Let (X, p,d, f) € S(n). Then (X, d, 1) is a RCD(0, o) space.

Proof. (i), (ii) and (iv) in [29] Definition 2.1] follow from the definition of &, Proposition [A.2] and
Proposition respectively. (iii) in [29 Definition 2.1] follows from Proposition and the
corresponding result on R. O

For applications, we have the following gradient estimate for the positive harmonic function, see
also [51, Theorem 1.1].

Proposition A.17 (Cheng-Yau estimate). Let (X, p,d, f) € S(n). Suppose Q = B(x,4r) and u €
L=(Q) N NM2(Q, W) satisfies

Aru = 0.
Then there exists a constant C4 = C4(n) > 0 such that if x € R,

Cy
[Vul(x) < —Ilullz=()-
p

Proof. The proof follows verbatim from [24), Proposition 2.24] by using the 6-function property of
the heat kernel and the weighted Sobolev inequality. The latter can be derived from [1}, Proposition
2.1], since (X, d, ) is a RCD(0, o0) space. O

From Proposition [A.17, we immediately obtain

Corollary A.18 (Liouville theorem). Suppose u is a harmonic function on R with sublinear growth,
then u = C on R.

Now we recall
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Definition A.19. The first eigenvalue fo Ay is defined by

ép(u’u)— inf M

A:= n = mn .
ueN2(X,p) f u? du ueC2R) f u? du

Notice that the last equality holds from Proposition For any non-compact Ricci steady
soliton conifold, we have the following theorem, which is a generalization of [51, Proposition 2.1].

Theorem A.20. Let (X, p,d, f) € S(n) be non-compact. Then A = %.

Proof. First we show that 4 < 1/4. This can be done by considering the test function u(x) :=
e‘%(lﬁ)d(”’x)(b(x), where ¢ is a cutoff function with ¢ = 1 on B(p, L — 1) and ¢ = 0 outside B(p, L).
Since the volume |B(p, L)| < L"e"|B(p, 1)|, by (A3), one can compute directly that A < %(1 +e)?
for any € > 0.

Next we compute on R,

! 1 VAP £ 1 g
Arer = |-+ )05 < 205
fe ( ) 4 e: < 43

Since f is locally bounded, the above equation also holds on X in the weak sense. Therefore, we
have A > 1/4 by the same argument of [S1, Lemma 2.2]. O

Theorem [A.20] implies, in particular, that any non-compact (X, p,d, f) € S(n) admits a positive
Green’s function (see, e.g. [28, Lemma 5.2]):

G(x,y) = fO p(t, x,y)dt.

Next, we recall the following definition.

Definition A.21. Let (X, p,d, f) € S(n) be non-compact and E an end of X. E is said to be parabolic
if it does not admit a positive harmonic function h satisfying

h=1
on OF and

liminf A(x) < 1,

x—E(c0)

where E(00) denotes the infinity of E. Otherwise, E is said to be nonparabolic.

It is clear from the existence of a positive Green’s function that X has at least one nonparabolic
end.

Now we can follow the same proof as in [51, Theorem 4.1] to prove the following result.

Theorem A.22. Let (X, p,d, f) € S(n) be non-compact and nontrivial. Then X has only one end.
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Proof. We assume X has at least two ends and derive a contradiction. We first show X has at most
one nonparabolic end. Indeed, if X has two nonparabolic end, one can follow the arguments of [43]
Theorem 21.1,21.3] to construct a positive, bounded, nonconstant, harmonic function u satisfying

E(u,u) = fIVulz du < oo,

However, this contradicts Corollary [A.I8 Hence, X has exactly one nonparabolic end E. Suppose
X has more than one end, then we can choose F as a parabolic end. For simplicity, we may assume
that X has exactly two ends £ and F.

Claim 1: F contains a geodesic ray y C F N R.

Actually, we fix a point ¢ € RN F and a sequence of points y; € RN F. Let @; C R be a shortest
geodesic connecting g and y;, whose existence is guaranteed by item 4 of Definition A.1. Then ¢;
converges to a geodesic y C F, naturally parametrized by arc length, such that y(0) = ¢. Since ¢
is regular point, there exists a small constant € such that y([0, €]) ¢ R. In particular, at each point
y € ([0, €]), each tangent space at y is R*. By volume comparison and heat kernel estimate(cf.
[34] Theorem 4.5]), for each sequence r, — 0%, the unit balls in tangent spaces associated to this
sequence and points y = y(f) varies continuously in Gromov-Hausdorff topology for ¢ € [0.5¢, o).
In particular, the volume of unit balls in tangent spaces is then a continuous function of ¢. Thus, by
the gap property(Item 6 of Definition A.1), it is a constant independent of 7. This means that for
each r € [0.5¢, o0), a tangent space of y(¢) is R". Therefore, it follows from definition that y(¢) is a
regular point, i.e., y(¢) € R for any ¢ > 0. We define the Busemann function

B = lim (1 = d(x, Y(1).
It follows from the Laplacian comparison that
AB=-1, VB =1,
which in turn implies that

Aréf > 0. (A7)

Claim 2: Fix p € X, for all L > 0 large enough, we have

|B(p,L) N E|, < Ce". (A.8)

On the end E, the function d(p, -) + 8 is uniformly bounded. Therefore, it suffices to show that
for some large s > 0, we have

{is<-B<HNE|,<Ce, Yi>s. (A.9)

Actually, by perturbing distance function and the high co-dimension assumption of S(cf. [24], Corol-
lary B.3]), for each small 6 > 0, we can find an almost “tubular neighborhood” Ts of S. The distance
from any point in 075 to S is comparable to d, and the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of
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0Ts N K is bounded by C(K)s” for dimensional reason, where K is any compact set. Applying
integration by parts away from T, we have

0< f (ArePe™! = f el — f el + f (VB, ityePe™,
{s<—B<t)\Ts {=B=sIN(E\Ts) {=B=0N(E\Ts) OTsNE

where 7 is the outward unit normal vector of dT. It follows that
1B = ~1} N (E\Tp)ly < €1 = ~s} N El, + C(E, 5,16%¢,
where p is the induced measure on the hypersurfaces. Integrating the above inequality, we obtain
(s < =B <1t} N (E\T5)l, < e |B = —s} N E|, + C(E, s, 1)6%¢".

Letting § — 0, we arrive at (A.9). By choosing proper cutoff functions, integration by parts(cf. [24,
Proposition 2.17], [49, Theorem 1.4]) then implies that

|[F\B(p,L)|, < Ce ™t (A.10)

Then we verbatim follow the proof in [S1]]. Define a cut-off function ¢ with support in B(p, 2L) such
that ¢ = 1 on B(p, L) and |[V¢| < CL™!. Using the fact 2;(A) = }L, and the volume estimate (A.9)
and (A.IQ), integration by parts implies that

1 1 C
= f {Afeﬁ}zﬁze_f = fe%'g Afe%'8 + —edP ¢)ze—f < f |V¢|2eﬁe_f <—-0.
It then follows from the combination of (A.7) and the above inequality that on R,

Ap? =0, AjB=-1 and |VB|=1.

It follows from Proposition [A.I3]that (X, d) is isometric to (Y X R, d’ X d,, ), where (¥,d") is a Ricci
steady soliton conifold. Since we assume X has at least two ends, ¥ must be compact. Therefore, it
follows from Proposition [A. TT]that Rcy and hence Rcy are identically 0 on R.

In sum, we obtain a contradiction, and the original conclusion holds.

B Improvement theorems of symmetry

We recall the following definition, see [9, Definition 4.2].

Definition B.1 (Neck-symmetry). Let (M", g(t)) be an n-dimensional Ricci flow solution and let
(%, 1) be a spacetime point with R(X,t) = "5~ Ly=2. Assume that (%,7) is the center of an evolving
€-neck for some small positive number €. We say (X, ) is e-symmetric if there exists a smooth, time-
independent family of vector fields U = (U@ : 1 < a < ( ) defined on the closed ball Bg@ (x,100r)
with the following properties:
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o In By (%, 100r) x [f - 10072, 7], we have the estimate

2 ()
Z Z DLy (@) < €.

=0 a=1

o Ift € [T — 10072, 1] and v denotes the unit normal vector to Hamilton’s CMC foliation of the
€-neck at time t, then in By (X, 100r), we have the estimate

()
Z U@ WP < 2.

a=1

o Ift € [f— 10077l and X C By (X, 100r) is a leaf of Hamilton’s CMC foliation of the €-neck
at time t, then
G

2,

a,b=1

2
_ntl
Oab — areag(H(X) -1 f(U(a), U(b)>g([) dugn| < .
2

Now we state the Neck Improvement Theorem proved by Brendle [5, Theorem 8.6] in dimension
3 and Brendle-Naff [9, Theorem 4.8] in general dimension.

Theorem B.2 (Improvement Theorem A). There exists a large constant L (depending only upon n)
and a small constant &\ (depending only upon L and n) with the following property. Let (M", g(t))
be a Ricci flow solution, and let (xg, ty) be a spacetime point that is the center of an evolving 6-neck
and satisfies R(xo, tg) = "2;11’_2. Moreover, suppose that every point in the parabolic neighborhood
Byg(10) (X0, Lr) X [ty — Lr*, 1) is e-symmetric, where € < 81. Then (xo, tp) is %-symmetric.

Next, we define the global symmetry of the Ricci flow. We have the following three types.

Definition B.3 (e-symmetry of type-A). Let (M", g(t)),<; be an n-dimensional Ricci flow solution.
(M", g(1)) is said to be e-symmetric of type-A at time t if

o M is diffeomorphic to S"! X R.
o (x,7) is e-symmetric in the sense of Definition[B|for any x € M.

Now we make the following assumptions for ancient solutions to the Ricci flow.

Assumption 1. There exists a constant 6y > 0 such that if spacetime point (x,t) of the Ricci flow
(M", g(t)),<0 satisfies

A1(x, 1) < OoR(x, 1),

where Ay to be the minimal eigenvalue of Rc, then (x,t) is 01-symmetric in the sense of Definition
Bl where 61 is the constant in Theorem|[B2]
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Assumption 2. There exists a constant Ay > 0 such that for the Ricci flow solution (M", g(t));<o
1
with a marked point z, if (X,1) € M X (—o0,0] and dgi)(z, X) > AoR(z,1)72, then

0
A(x, 1) < 3°R<x, N,

for any (x,1) € By (X, LR(X, )72) X [f — LR(%, D", 7], where L is the constant in Theorem B2}

The definition of the symmetry of type-B follows from [9, Definition 5.2]. In the following, we
1
set rmax (f) = (max,, R(f))" 2.

Definition B.4 (e-symmetry of type-B). The Ricci flow (M", g(t)),<; with Assumption [Il and As-
sumption 2 is called e-symmetric of type-B at time t if M is diffeomorphic to R" and there exists a
compact domain D ¢ M and a family of time-independent vector fields U = {U® : 1 < a < (;)}
which are defined on an open subset containing D such that the following statements hold:

o There exists a point x € 0D such that 11(x,1) < OyR(x, 1).

e Foreach x € D, we have A1(x,t) > %QOR(x, f).

o The boundary 0D is a leaf of Hamilton’s CMC foliation at time t.

e For each x € M \ D, the point (x, ) is e-symmetric in the sense of Definition[B_I]

o In D X [f — rmax (D)2, 7], we have the estimate
2
D0 DLy (@D < €.

o [f¥X C Disaleaf of Hamilton’s CMC foliation of (M, g(f)) that has distance at most 50 rpeck (0D)
from 0D, then
()
SUp > ranax (DU, M < €,
z a=1
where v is the unit normal vector to X in (M, g(f)) and rpeck(0OD) is defined by the identity
areay;(0D) = areag, (S ) ek (OD)Y 1.

o [f¥X C Dis aleaf of Hamilton’s CMC foliation of (M, g(f)) that has distance at most 50 rpeck (0D)
from 0D, then
)

2

a,b=1

2
_ntl

Oap — areagp(X) nT f(U(a), U(b))g@ dugp| < e,

z

where ruec(OD) is defined by the identity areay(0D) = area,, , (S =Dy ek (@D)YL

Now we can state the improvement theorem for the second type. The proof follows verbatim
from [|5, Section 9] and [9, Section 5].
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Theorem B.5 (Improvement Theorem B). There exist positive constants 6, and 53 depending only
6o, Ao and n with the following property. Let (M", g(t))<; be a Ricci flow solution satisfying As-
sumption [l and Assumption 21 Suppose (M", g(¢)) is e-symmetric of type-B at time t for any t <
with € < 0y and the marked point z in the Assumption [2| belongs to D. Moreover, after rescaling

the metric by r=2, the parabolic neighborhood By (2,65 'y x 71— (5§1r, t] is 83-close in the clo'l.

topology to the Bryant soliton based at the tip whose scalar curvature is 1, where R(z,7) = r™2.

Then (M", g(1)) is 5-symmetric of type-B at t.

Assumption 3. There exists a constant Ay > 0 such that for the Ricci flow solution (M", g(t));<o
1

with two marked points z1, 22, if (X,1) € M X (=00,0], dgi(z1,%) = A1R(z1,0)72 and dy (22, X) 2

AR(z2, 72, then

0,
A(x,0) < 3°R<x, 1),

for any (x,1) € By (X, LR(X, )72) X [f— LR(%, D", 7], where L is the constant in Theorem B2}

Next, we have the following definition, see [6, Definition 3.1].

Definition B.6 (e-symmetry of type-C). The Ricci flow (M", g(t));<; with Assumption [I] and As-
sumption Blis called e-symmetric of type-C at time t if M is diffeomorphic to S™ and there exists a
compact domain D C M and a family of time-independent vector fields U = {U? : 1 < a < (;)}
which are defined on an open subset containing D such that the following statements hold:

o The domain D is a disjoint union of two domains D1 and D,, each of which is diffeomorphic
to B".

o Ai(x, 1) < OR(X, 1) for all points x € M \ D.

e Ai(x,0)> %QOR(x, ?) for all points x € D.

e 90D\ and OD; are leaves of Hamilton’s CMC foliation of (M, g(©)).

e For each x € M\ D, the point (x, 1) is e-symmetric in the sense of Definition[B.1
o The Lie derivative L« (g(t)) satisfies for each k € {1,2} the estimate

2 ()
sup Z ZpillDl(LUw(g(t»)P <é,

Dyx[F-p2.11 =0 a=1
where p;z '= SUPep, R(x, ).

e For each k € {1,2}, the following property holds. If L C Dy is a leaf of Hamilton’s CMC
foliation of (M, g(t)) that has distance at most 50 rpecx (0Dy) from 0Dy, then

@
sup > pe kU@ P < &,
z a=1

where v is the unit normal vector to X in (M, g(f)) and ryecx(0Dy) is defined by the identity
areay(0Dy) = areag, | (S "‘l)rneck((')Dk)”‘l.
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e For each k € {1,2}, the following property holds. If £ C Dy is a leaf of Hamilton’s CMC
foliation of (M, g(t)) that has distance at most 50 rpeck (0Dy) from 0Dy, then
)

2,

a,b=1

2
_nl

S — Areag(p(X) 1 f (U@, Uy dgi| < €.

z

Following the same arguments of [7, Section 3] and [6 Section 3], we have the following theo-
rem.

Theorem B.7 (Improvement Theorem C). There exist positive constants 64 and 8s depending only
on 6y, A1 and n with the following property. Let (M", g(t));<; be a Ricci flow solution satisfying
Assumption [l and Assumption[3l Suppose (M", g(1)) is e-symmetric of type-C at time t for any t < f
with € < 04 and the marked points 7| and 7, in the Assumption |3 belong to D and D, respectively.
Moreover, after rescaling the metric by rl._z, the parabolic neighborhood B (z;, 6;1r,-) X [f— 6;1 ri, t]
is 8s-close in the C'% 1]-topology to the Bryant soliton based at the tip whose scalar curvature is 1
fori=1,2, where R(z;,t) = rl._z. Then (M", g(t)) is 5-symmetric of type-C at .

References

[1] D. Bakry, On Sobolev and logarithmic inequalities for Markov semigroups, in New Trends
in Stochastic Analysis (Charingworth, 1994) (World Scientific Publishing, River Edge, NJ,
1997), 43-75.

[2] S. Brendle, Ricci Flow and the Sphere Theorem, Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 111,
American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2010. MR 2583938.

[3] S. Brendle, Rotational symmetry of Ricci solitons in higher dimensions, J. Differ. Geom.,
97(2014), no. 2, 191-214.

[4] S. Brendle, Ricci flow with surgery in higher dimensions, Ann. Math., 187 (2018), 263-299.
[5] S. Brendle, Ancient solutions to the Ricci flow in dimension 3, Acta. Math., 225 (2020), 1-102.

[6] S. Brendle, P. Daskalopoulos, K. Naff, N. Sesum. Uniqueness of compact ancient solutions to
the higher dimensional Ricci flow, arXiv:2102.07180.

[7] S. Brendle, P. Daskalopoulos, N. Sesum, Uniqueness of compact ancient solutions to three-
dimensional Ricci flow, Invent. math. (2021). https://doi.org/10.1007/s00222-021-01054-0.

[8] S. Brendle, G. Huisken, C. Sinestrari, Ancient solutions to the Ricci flow with pinched curva-
ture, Duke Math. J. 158 (2011), 537-551.

[9] S. Brendle, K. Naff, Rotational symmetry of ancient solutions to the Ricci flow in higher di-
mensions, arXiv:2005.05830.

[10] S. Brendle, R. Schoen, Classification of manifolds with weakly 1/4 -pinched curvatures, Acta.
Math., 200 (2008), 1-13.

73



[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

H. Cao, Existence of gradient Kdhler-Ricci solitons, Elliptic and Parabolic Methods in Geom-
etry(Minneapolis, MN, 1994), A K Peters, Wellesley, MA, (1996), 1-16.

H. Cao, Q. Chen, On Bach-flat gradient shrinking Ricci solitons, Duke Math. J. 162 (2013)
1149-1169.

H. Cao, B. Chen, X. Zhu, Recent developments on Hamilton’s Ricci flow, Surveys in dif-
ferential geometry, Vol. XII. Geometric flows, 47-112, Surv. Differ. Geom., 12, Int. Press,
Somerville, MA, 2008.

H. Cao, D. Zhou, On complete gradient shrinking Ricci solitons, J. Differ. Geom., 85(2010),
no. 2, 175-186.

J. Carrillo, L. Ni, Sharp logarithmic Sobolev inequalities on gradient solitons and applica-
tions, Comm. Anal. Geom., 17(4):721-753, 20009.

J. Cheeger, Differentiability of Lipschitz functions on metric measure spaces, Geom. Funct.
Anal. 9 (1999), 428-517.

B. Chen, Strong uniqueness of the Ricci flow, J. Differ. Geom., 82(2009), no. 2, 363-382.

J. Cho, Y. Li, Ancient solutions to the Ricci flow with isotropic curvature conditions,
arXiv:2005.11866.

B. Chow, P. Lu, B. Yang, Lower bounds for the scalar curvatures of non-compact gradient
Ricci solitons, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris, 349 (2011), 1265-1267.

C. Cifarelli, Uniqueness of shrinking gradient Kdhler-Ricci solitons on non-compact toric
manifolds, arXiv:2010.00166.

T. H. Colding, T. [lmanen, W. P. Minicozzi Il, Rigidity of generic singularities of mean curva-
ture flow, Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci., 121(2015), 363-382.

R.J. Conlon, A. Deruelle, S. Sun, Classification results for expanding and shrinking gradient
Kdhler-Ricci solitons, arXiv:1904.00147.

X. Chen, Y. Wang, On four-dimensional anti-self-dual gradient Ricci solitons, J. Geom. Anal.
25 (2015), 1335-1343.

X. Chen, B. Wang, Space of Ricci flows (I1)—Part A: moduli of singular Calabi-Yau spaces,
Forum Math. Sigma 5 (2017).

B. Chen, X. Zhu, Uniqueness of the Ricci flow on complete non-compact manifolds, J. Differ.
Geom. 74 (2006), no. 1., 119-154.

J. Enders, R. Miiller, P. Topping, On Type-I singularities in Ricci flow, Comm. Anal. Geom,
19(2011), no. 5, 905-922.

M. Feldman, T. Ilmanen, D. Knopf, Rotationally symmetric shrinking and expanding gradient
Kidihler-Ricci solitons, J. Diff. Geom. 65(2003), 169-209.

74



[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

A. Grigor’yan, J. Hu, Heat Kernels and Green Functions on Metric Measure Spaces, Canad.
J. Math., 66 (2014), no. 3, 641-699.

N. Gigli, Lecture notes on differential calculus on RCD spaces, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 54
(2018), no. 4, 855-918.

D. Gilbarg, N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, Springer,
2001.

R. Hamilton, Four-manifolds with positive curvature operator, J. Differ. Geom. 24(1986),
no.2, 153-179.

R. Hamilton, The formation of singularities in the Ricci flow, Surveys in Differential Geom.,
2(1995), 7-136, International Press.

R. Haslhofer, R. Miiller, A compactness theorem for complete Ricci shrinkers, Geom. Funct.
Anal., 21(2011), 1091-1116.

S. Huang, Y. Li, B. Wang, On the regular-convexity of Ricci shrinker limit spaces, Journal fiir
die reine und angewandte Mathematik (Crelle’s Journal), 771(2021), 99-136.

G. Huisken, Ricci deformation of the metric on a Riemannian manifold, J. Differ. Geom.
21(1985), 47-62.

N. Koiso, Rigidity and infinitesimal deformability of Einstein metrics. Osaka J. Math.
19(1982), no. 3, 643-668.

N. Koiso, On rotationally symmetric Hamilton’s equation for Kdhler-Einstein metrics, Re-
cent Topics in Diff. Anal. Geom., Adv. Studies Pure Math. 18-1, Academic Press, Boston
MA(1990), 327-337.

B. Kotschwar, On rotationally invariant shrinking gradient Ricci solitons, Pacific J. Math.
236(2008), no. 1, 73-88.

B. Kotschwar, Backwards uniqueness of the Ricci flow, Int. Math. Res. Not., 21(2010), 4064-
4097.

B. Kotschwar, L. Wang, Rigidity of asymptotically conical shrinking gradient Ricci solitons,
J. Differ. Geom., 100(2015), no. 1, 55-108.

B. Kotschwar, L. Wang, A uniqueness theorem for asymptotically cylindrical shrinking Ricci
solitons, arXiv:1712.03185.

K. Kroncke, Rigidity and Infinitesimal Deformability of Ricci Solitons, J. Geom. Anal. 26,
1795-1807 (2016).

P. Li, Geometric Analysis, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Math, vol. 134, Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, New York, 2012.

H. Li, Y. Li, B. Wang, On the structure of Ricci shrinkers, J. Funct. Anal., 280(2021), no.9,
108955.

75



[45]

[46]

[49]

[50]
[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]
[56]
[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

X. Li, L. Ni, Kdhler-Ricci shrinkers and ancient solutions with nonnegative orthogonal bisec-
tional curvature, Jour. Math. Pures Appl, 138(2020), 28-45.

X. Li, L. Ni, K. Wang, Four-dimensional gradient shrinking solitons with positive isotropic
curvature, Int. Math. Res. Not., vol. 2018, no. 3, 949-959.

Y. Li, B. Wang, The rigidity of Ricci shrinkers of dimension four, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.,
371(2019), no.10, 6949-6972.

Y. Li, B. Wang, Heat kernel on Ricci shrinkers, Calc. Var. Partial. Differ. Equ. 59 (2020),
article 194.

P. Li, J. Wang, Complete manifolds with positive spectrum, J. Differ. Geom. 58(2001), 501-
534.

O. Munteanu, N. Sesum, On gradient Ricci solitons, J. Geom. Anal. 23 (2013), no. 2, 539-561.

O. Munteanu, J. Wang, Smooth metric measure spaces with nonnegative curvature, Comm.
Anal. Geom. 19 (2011), no.3, 451-486.

O. Munteanu, J. Wang, Positively curved shrinking Ricci solitons are compact, J. Differ.
Geom.,106(2017), no. 3, 499-505.

O. Munteanu, J. Wang, Structure at infinity for shrinking Ricci solitons, Ann. Sci. Ecole. Norm.
Sup. 52 (2019), 891-925.

A. Naber, non-compact shrinking four solitons with nonnegative curvature, J. Reine Angew.
Math. 645(2010), 125-153.

K. Naft, Shrinking Ricci solitons with positive isotropic curvature, arXiv:1905.10305.
L. Ni, Ancient solution to Kdhler-Ricci flow, Math. Res. Lett. 12(2005), no. 5, 633-654.

L. Ni, N. Wallach, On a classification of gradient shrinking solitons, Math. Res. Lett.
15(2008), no. 5, 941-955.

G. Perelman, The entropy formula for the Ricci flow and its geometric applications,
arXiv:math.DG/0211159.

P. Petersen, W. Wylie, On the classification of gradient Ricci solitons. Geom. Topol. 14(2010),
no. 4, 2277-2300.

A. Petrunin, Semiconcave Functions in Alexandrov Geometry, Surveys in Differential Geom-
etry, vol. XL. Int. Press, Somerville (2007).

A. Petrunin, A globalization for non-complete but geodesic spaces, Math. Ann., 366(2016),
no. 1-2, 387-393.

F. Podesta, A. Spiro, On moduli spaces of Ricci solitons. J. Geom. Anal. 25(2015), no. 2,
1157-1174.

76



[63]

[64]

[65]

[66]
[67]

[68]

[69]

[70]

W. Shi, Deforming the metric on complete Riemannian manifolds, J. Differ. Geom., 30(1989),
no. 2, 223-301.

K. Sturm, Analysis on local Dirichlet spaces. 1I. Upper Gaussian estimates for the fundamental
solutions of parabolic equations, Osaka J. Math. 32(1995), no. 2, 275-312.

K. Sturm, Analysis on local Dirichlet spaces. IIl. The parabolic Harnack inequality, J. Math.
Pures Appl. 75(1996), no. 9, 273-297.

A. Sun, J. Zhu, Rigidity of spherical product Ricci solitons, arXiv:2108.02326.

B. Wang, The local entropy along Ricci flow—Part B: the pseudo-locality theorems,
arXiv:2010.09981.

G. Wei, W. Wylie, Comparison geometry for the Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor, J. Differ. Geom.,
83 (2009), no. 2, 377-405.

T. Yokota, Perelman’s reduced volume and a gap theorem for the Ricci flow, Comm. Anal.
Geom.,17 (2009), no. 2, 227-263.

T. Yokota, Addendum to ‘Perelman’s reduced volume and a gap theorem for the Ricci flow’,
Comm. Anal. Geom., 20 (2012), no. 5, 949-955.

Yu Li, Institute of Geometry and Physics, University of Science and Technology of China, No.
96 Jinzhai Road, Hefei, Anhui Province, 230026, China; yuli21 @ustc.edu.cn.

Bing Wang, Institute of Geometry and Physics, School of Mathematical Sciences, University of
Science and Technology of China, No. 96 Jinzhai Road, Hefei, Anhui Province, 230026, China;
topspin @ustc.edu.cn.

7



	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 Estimates on the neck region
	4 Estimates on the cap region
	5 Proof of the main theorem
	6 Further discussion
	Appendix
	A Steady soliton conifold
	B Improvement theorems of symmetry

