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Abstract. In 2014, Gromov vaguely conjectured that a sequence of man-
ifolds with nonnegative scalar curvature should have a subsequence which
converges in some weak sense to a limit space with some generalized no-
tion of nonnegative scalar curvature. The conjecture has been made pre-
cise at an IAS Emerging Topics meeting: requiring that the sequence be
three dimensional with uniform upper bounds on diameter and volume,
and a positive uniform lower bound on MinA, which is the minimum
area of a closed minimal surface in the manifold. Here we present a se-
quence of warped product manifolds with warped circles over standard
spheres, that have circular fibres over the poles whose length diverges
to infinity, that satisfy the hypotheses of this IAS conjecture. We prove
this sequence converges in the W1,p sense for p < 2 to an extreme limit
space that has nonnegative scalar curvature in the distributional sense as
defined by Lee-LeFloch and that the total distributional scalar curvature
converges. This paper only requires expertise in smooth Riemannian
Geometry, smooth minimal surfaces, and Sobolev Spaces. In a second
paper, requiring expertise in metric geometry, the first two authors prove
intrinsic flat and Gromov-Hausdorff convergence of our sequence to this
extreme limit space and investigate its geometric properties.

1. Introduction

For nearly half a century, mathematicians have been studying classes of
Riemannian manifolds with various curvature bounds, whether sequences
of spaces in these classes have converging subsequences, and what kinds of
properties hold on their limit spaces. With strong enough curvature and in-
jectivity radius bounds one can obtain smooth convergence of the Riemann-
ian manifolds, and with less strong hypotheses one obtains C1,α convergence
to a smooth manifold with a C1,α metric tensor. With only nonnegative
sectional curvature, one has Gromov-Hausdorff convergence to an Alexan-
drov space with nonnegative curvature, and with only Ricci curvature, one
has Gromov-Hausdorff Convergence to a connected geodesic metric space
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called an RCD space. See the texts of Petersen [32] and Gromov [14] and
the survey by the first author [38].

In [13] and [12], Gromov conjectured that a sequence of Riemannian
manifolds with nonnegative scalar curvature, Scalar ≥ 0, should have a
subsequence which converges in some weak sense to a limit space with
some generalized notion of “nonnegative scalar curvature”. This conjecture
was made more precise at an IAS Emerging Topics Workshop co-organized
by Gromov and the first author as follows [38]:

Conjecture 1.1. Let {M3
j } be a sequence of closed oriented three dimen-

sional manifolds without boundary satisfying

(1) Scalar j ≥ 0, Vol(M j) ≤ V, Diam(M j) ≤ D,

and

(2) MinA(M3
j ) = inf{Area(Σ) : Σ closed min surf in M3

j } ≥ A0 > 0.

Then a subsequence of {M j} converges in the volume preserving intrinsic
flat sense to a three dimensional rectifiable limit space, M∞. Furthermore,
M∞, is a connected geodesic metric space, that has Euclidean tangent cones
almost everywhere, and has nonnegative generalized scalar curvature.

The MinA condition in (2) can be viewed as a noncollapsing condition
which prevents counter examples like sequences of round spheres rescaled
to a point. Note that in a warped spheres with

(3) g j = dr2 + h j(r)2gS2 where h j : [0,D j]→ (0,∞)

any level set r−1(r0) where h′j(r0) = 0 is a minimal surface of area 4πh j(r0)2.
In joint work with Jiewon Park, the second and third authors have proven
Conjecture 1.1 for sequences of warped spheres with metric tensors of the
form (3) [31]. In particular they show the MinA condition prevents the for-
mation of a thin tunnel between two noncollapsed regions. More precisely,
they prove a subsequence of the h j converge in the C0 and H1

loc sense to a
bounded function h∞ : [0,D∞] → [0,∞). Although h∞ can equal zero, the
set {r : h∞(r) > 0} is a connected set.

The MinA condition in (2) was added to the conjecture in light of se-
quences of M3

j satisfying the other three hypotheses (1) of this conjecture
constructed by Basilio, Dodziuk, and the first author whose limit spaces
do not satisfy the properties of spaces with a natural notion of general-
ized nonnegative scalar curvature [3]. These sequences have increasingly
many increasingly tiny tunnels. One of their limit spaces is a standard round
sphere with a great circle collapsed to a point. More recently Basilio and the
first author constructed sequences of M3

j satisfying (1) whose limit space is
a three-sphere with an arbitrary region collapsed to a point [5]. Basilio,
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Kazaras, and Sormani constructed a sequence of M3
j satisfying (1) whose

limit space is a metric space with no geodesics [4]. In higher dimensions
even more problematic issues can occur as seen in the work of Lee-Naber-
Neumeyer [22] and Lee-Topping [24].

In Section 2, we present a new example: a sequence of M3
j diffeomorphic

to S2 × S1, with metric tensors of the form

(4) g j = gS2 + f 2
j gS1 where f j : S2 → (0,∞)

that satisfy all the hypotheses of Conjecture 1.1 [Example 2.1]. This new
example is of interest because the f j diverge to infinity above the poles,
stretching two circular fibres to infinite length as j → ∞ [Lemma 2.9].
Despite this stretching in one direction, we prove the diameters and the
volumes are uniformly bounded in Proposition 2.13 and Proposition 2.6
respectively.

In Section 3, we introduce an extreme warped product space, S2 × S1

with a metric tensor g∞ of the form described in (4) with a warping factor
f∞ : S2 → (0,∞] that is equal to∞ at the poles so that g∞ is a smooth metric
tensor away from a singular set S which consists of the two circular fibres
above the poles [Example 3.1]. In Proposition 3.2 we prove our sequence
of g j of Example 2.1 converge to g∞ smoothly away S . In Proposition 3.6
we prove g∞ is in W1,p(S2 × S1) for p ∈ [1, 2) but not H1

loc.
We postpone all discussion of the distance functions on this extreme limit

space and how to view this extreme limit space as a metric space to a sepa-
rate paper by the first two authors [40]. That paper also contains a proof that
our sequence of Riemannian manifolds M j converges in the intrinsic flat and
Gromov-Hausdorff sense to our extreme warped product limit space. Thus
it is essential that any notion of generalized nonnegative scalar curvature
being considered for the statement of Conjecture 1.1 must hold on our limit
space.

In Section 4 we study the curvature of our extreme warped product space,
(S2 × S1, g∞), because it can be used to test notions of generalized nonneg-
ative scalar curvature. It is a particularly interesting example, because the
singularities are not isolated. Note that smooth metric tensors with non-
negative scalar curvature and isolated singularities have been studied by
Korevaar, Mazzeo, Pacard, and Schoen in [19]. More recently, Li and Man-
toulidis have studied manifolds with nonnegative curvature and skeleton
singularities in [27], however they do not allow the metric tensor to blow up
along the edge singularities as ours does.

We calculate the Ricci curvature of g∞ where it is smooth and see that
it has no lower bound in Lemma 4.1. As a consequence our space cannot
be a CD space as defined in work of Lott-Villani [29] and Sturm [41], nor
an RCD space as defined in the work of Ambrosio-Gigli-Savare [1]. See
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Remark 4.3. It is possible that our calculation might be useful for those
who would like to study the Ricci flow emanating from g∞. Recall that
Bamler used Ricci flow to prove that when a sequence of smooth manifolds
with nonnegative scalar curvature converge in the C0 sense to a smooth
manifold, then the limit manifold has nonnegative scalar curvature as well
[2]. Burkhardt-Guim [7] then used Ricci flow to define a generalized notion
of nonnegative scalar curvature for C0 metric tensors in [7]. See Remark 4.4
for a discussion how one might extend this to our even lower regularity
metric tensor.

In Theorem 4.9, we prove the limit space, (S2 × S1, g∞) has nonnega-
tive distributional scalar curvature in the sense of Lee-LeFloch [21]. Lee-
LeFloch defined their notion building upon the work of LeFloch-Mardare
[26] and they were able to prove the positive mass theorem for manifolds
whose metric tensors are C0 ∩ W1,n using this notion. See also the work
of Cecchini, Simone and Hanke [8] and the work of Lee and Tam [23] for
other application of Lee-LeFloch’s notion of distributional scalar curvature.
Although our metric tensors are not as regular as the metric tensors they
studied, we are nevertheless able to prove we have nonnegative scalar cur-
vature in their sense [Remarks 4.7-4.8]. One may view our example as yet
another validation of the Lee-LeFloch notion.

In Definition 4.18 we extend the notion of total distributional scalar cur-
vature to a natural one defined in the sense of Lee-LeFloch. In Lemma 4.20,
we prove the total scalar curvature of our sequence, M j = (S2×S1, g j), con-
verges to the total distributional scalar curvature of our extreme warped
limit space, M∞ = (S2 × S1, g∞). In Remark 4.21 we observe that although
the singular set consists of only two fibres it contributes a positive amount
to this total distributional scalar curvature. See the work of Hamanaka ex-
ploring the behaviour of the total scalar curvature under C0 convergence in
[16].

Finally in Section 5, we prove our sequence satisfies the MinA hypothesis
of Conjecture 1.1. Note that it is incredibly difficult to find a uniform lower
bound on MinA for a Riemannian manifold. Although we believe that the
manifolds M3

j our sequence in Example 2.1, have MinA(M3
j ) ≥ 4π (see

Conjecture 5.9), we were not able to prove this. Instead, in Theorem 5.1,
we complete a proof by contradiction that there is a uniform lower bound
on MinA(M j) for our sequence using the smooth convergence away from
the singular set and the mean curvature of the boundaries of regions which
have smooth convergence. This work and additional lemmas exploring the
areas of key minimal surfaces in our sequence in appears in Section 5. We
believe that the techniques we apply there should be useful in other settings
as well.
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2. The Sequence of RiemannianManifolds

In this section we define a sequence of Riemannian manifolds and prove
they satisfy the uniform bounds in the hypotheses of Conjecture 1.1.

Example 2.1. Consider the sequence of warped product Riemannian mani-
folds, S2×g jS

1, which are diffeomorphic to S2×S1, with Riemannian metrics

(5) g j = gS2 + f 2
j (r)gS1 = dr2 + sin2(r)dθ2 + f 2

j (r)dϕ2.

written using (r, θ) coordinates on S2 and ϕ on the S1-fibres where

(6) f j(r) = ln
 1 + a j

sin2 r + a j

 + β,

taking β ≥ 2, positive a j decreasing to 0. See Figure 1.

Figure 1. On the left we have S2 × f j S
1 with circles above

every point in S2 of varying size depending on f j. On the
right, we look at one hemisphere of S2 viewed as a disk,
with the circles of varying size depicted as horizontal line
segments of length 2π f j(r).

In Subsection 2.1 we confirm that S2 ×g j S
1 defined in Example 2.1 are

indeed smooth Riemannian manifolds with no singularity at r = 0 and r =

π. We show the functions, f j, viewed as functions on S2×1
S are smooth in
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Lemma 2.2, increasing with j in Lemma 2.3, and unbounded as j → ∞ in
Lemma 2.4.

In Subsection 2.2 we prove S2 ×g j S
1 defined in Example 2.1 have non-

negative scalar curvature [Proposition 2.5].
In Subsection 2.3 we prove a uniform upper volume bound on the se-

quence of Riemannian manifolds in Proposition 2.6 and also control the
areas of the level sets r−1(r0) in these spaces.

In Subsection 2.4 we prove the fibres above the poles have lengths di-
verging to infinity in Lemma 2.9.

In Subsection 2.5 we view the Riemannian manifolds (S2 × S1, g j) as
metric spaces with distance functions, (S2 × S1, d j). We prove the distance
functions are increasing in Lemma 2.11 and prove uniform bounds on the
distance functions in Lemma 2.12. We also prove the diameter is uniformly
bounded from above (even though the metric tensors are not bounded) in
Proposition 2.13.

2.1. The Sequence is Smooth but Increasing and Unbounded. Here we
prove functions and metric tensors in Example 2.1 are smooth in Lemma 2.2.
We show they are increasing in Lemma 2.3 and unbounded in Lemma 2.4.

Lemma 2.2 (Regularity of the Metric). The function f j and the metric ten-
sor g j are smooth in Example 2.1 .

Proof. The function sin2(r) is smooth on S2 and thus f j(r) is smooth on S2.
Thus the metric g j is smooth as a metric tensor on S2 × S1. For more details
see below.

Denote N as the north pole in S2, we use the coordinate (r, θ) to denote
the polar coordinate centered at N. In this coordinate the metric in S2 × f j S

1

is g j = dr2 + sin2 rdθ2 + f 2
j (r)dϕ2.

Consider the point p ∈ S2 where r(p) = π
2 and θ(p) = 0. We use (r̃, θ̃)

to denote the polar coordinate centered at the point p, then in the new co-
ordinate the metric g j = dr̃2 + sin2 r̃dθ̃2 + f̃ 2

j (r̃, θ̃)dϕ̃2, where we choose the
geodesic in S2 connecting N and p as the line for θ̃ = 0.

Consider a point q ∈ S2 such that q = (r, θ) in the polar coordinate cen-
tered at N and that q = (r̃, θ̃) in the polar coordinate centered at p. By the
cosine law in the sphere, we have

(7) cos r = cos
π

2
cos r̃ + sin

π

2
sin r̃ cos θ̃,

and as a result,

(8) sin2 r = 1 − sin2 r̃ cos2 θ̃.
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Hence

(9) f̃ j(r̃, θ̃) = ln
 1 + a j

1 − sin2 r̃ cos2 θ̃ + a j

 + β.

As a result we conclude that f j as a function on S2 is smooth and so the
metric tensor, g j, is smooth on S2 × S1. �

Lemma 2.3. For f j(r) and g j as defined in Example 2.1 we have

(10) f j(r) ≤ f j+1(r) and g j ≤ g j+1.

Proof. This follows because a j are decreasing and ln is increasing and

(11)
d

da

(
1 + a

sin2 r + a

)
=

(1)(sin2 r + a) − (1 + a)(1)
(sin2 r + a)2

≤ 0.

�

Lemma 2.4. The sequence f j as defined in Example 2.1 is unbounded in
the sense that

(12) lim
j→∞

f j(0)→ ∞ and lim
j→∞

f j(π)→ ∞.

Proof. We have

(13) f j(0) = f j(π) = ln
(
1 + a j

0 + a j

)
+ β

and a j decrease to 0, so (1 + a j)/a j → ∞. �

2.2. Proving the Sequence has Nonnegative Scalar Curvature: Here we
prove the sequence in Example 2.1 has nonnegative scalar curvature.

As the curvatures of warped product manifolds have been computed in
the past, we simply consulted the article of Dong-Soo Kim and Young Ho
Kim [18] rather than completing the computation from scratch. In Proposi-
tion 2 of [18], the scalar curvature of a warped product metric tensor of the
form

(14) g = gS2 + f 2(u)dϕ2 where f : S2 → R+

was computed to be

(15) Scalar = 2 − 2
∆ f
f

= 2
(

f − ∆ f
f

)
where ∆ is the Laplace Beltrami operator on the standard round sphere,
(S2, gS2). This particular partial differential equation has been studied in re-
lation to scalar curvature and minimal surfaces in the past. See, for example,
the work of Schoen-Yau [34] [36] and Kai Xu [42].
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Note that in particular

(16) Scalar ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ f ≥ ∆ f .

In fact, we studied this equation for some time while trying to prove Con-
jecture 1.1. in this setting before devising our example.

Proposition 2.5 (Scalar Curvature). The manifold S2 × f j S
1 as defined in

Example 2.1 has

(17) Scalar j = 2 − 2
∆ f j

f j
= 2

(
f j − ∆ f j

f j

)
≥ 0.

Proof. In polar coordinates in S2 we have

(18) ∆ f j = ∂2
r f j +

cos r
sin r

∂r f j

because f j only depends on r. We have

(19) ∂r f j = −
2 cos r sin r
sin2 r + a j

,

and

(20) ∂2
r f j =

4 cos2 r sin2 r
(sin2 r + a j)2

−
2 cos2 r

sin2 r + a j
+

2 sin2 r
sin2 r + a j

.

As a result

∆ f j =
4 cos2 r sin2 r
(sin2 r + a j)2

−
4 cos2 r

sin2 r + a j
+

2 sin2 r
sin2 r + a j

=
−4a j cos2 r + 2a j sin2 r + 2 sin4 r

(sin2 r + a j)2

=
2(sin2 r + a j)2 − 2a j sin2 r − 2a2

j − 4a j cos2 r

(sin2 r + a j)2

≤ 2.

(21)

On the other hand, since β ≥ 2 and 1 + a j ≥ sin2 r + a j we have

(22) f j(r) = ln
 1 + a j

sin2 r + a j

 + β ≥ 2.

Thus f j ≥ ∆ f j and we are done. �
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2.3. Proving a Uniform Volume Bound for the Sequence: Here we prove
a uniform volume bound on the sequence of Riemannian manifolds defined
in Example 2.1 in Proposition 2.6. We also control the areas of the level
sets r−1(r0) in these spaces in Lemma 2.7.

Proposition 2.6 (Volumes). For S2 × f j S
1 as defined in Example 2.1, the

volumes are uniformly bounded from above:

(23) Vol j(S2 ×g j S
1) ≤ 4π3β.

Before we prove Proposition 2.6, we prove the following lemma which
we will apply both to prove the proposition and to prove other results later
in the paper.

Lemma 2.7 (Areas of Level Sets). Let A j(r0) be the area of the level set
r−1(r0) in S2 × f j S

1 as defined in Example 2.1. Then

(24) A j(r0) =

∫ 2π

θ=0

∫ 2π

ϕ=0
sin(r0) f j(r0) dϕ dθ = 4π2 sin(r0) f j(r0).

which increases on (0, π/2) and decreases for r ∈ (π/2, π) and has a maxi-
mum value at r = π/2:

(25) A j(π/2) = 4π2 sin(π/2) f j(π/2) = 4π2β.

Proof. Note that

(26) f ′j (r) = −
2 cos r sin r
sin2 r + a j

.

Taking the derivative of A j(r) with respect to r, we get

(27) d
dr A(r) = 4π2(cos r f j(r) + sin r f ′j (r)) = 4π2 cos r

 f j(r) −
2 sin2 r

sin2 r + a j


Since f j(r) > f j(π/2) ≥ 2, the only critical point in (0, π) occurs at r = π/2
where

(28) A j(π/2) = 4π2 sin(π/2) f j(π/2) = 4π21(ln(1) + β) = 4π2β.

Note that

(29) d2

dr2 A(r) = 4π2(− sin r f j(r) + 2 cos r f ′j (r) + sin r f ′′j (r)).

Recall that by Proposition 2.5, the scalar curvature nonnegative condition is
equivalent to

(30) sin r f ′′j (r) + cos r f ′j (r) = sin r
(

f ′′j (r) +
cos r
sin r

f ′j (r)
)
≤ sin r f j(r).
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In particular, using (29), we have

(31) d2

dr2 A j(r) ≤ cos r f ′j (r) = −
2 cos2 r sin r
sin2 r + a j

≤ 0.

By the reflective symmetry of f j(r) = f j(π − r), and the fact that

(32) lim
r→0

A j(r) = lim
r→0

4π2 sin(r) f j(r) = 0(ln((1 + a j)/a j) + β) = 0

we see that A(r) increases on (0, π/2), has a maximum value at r = π/2
which is ≥ 4πβ > 4π and then decreases for r ∈ (π/2, π). �

The proof of Proposition 2.6 is now easy to see as follows:

Proof. By the coarea formula,

(33) Vol j(S2 ×g j S
1) =

∫ π

r=0
A j(r) dr

where A j(r) is as defined in Lemma 2.7. Thus by this lemma

(34) Vol j(S2 ×g j S
1) ≤ πA j(π/2) = 4π3β.

�

2.4. Proving Fibres Stretch to Infinite Length. Recall that in Lemma 2.4,
we proved our warping functions, f j, are unbounded:

(35) lim
j→∞

f j(0)→ ∞ and lim
j→∞

f j(π)→ ∞.

Here we prove in Lemma 2.9 that the S1 fibres over the poles at r = 0 and
r = π have lengths increasing to infinity.

We begin with a review of the standard definition of length of a curve in
a Riemannian manifold applied to our sequence:

Definition 2.8 (Length of a Curve). Given a piecewise differentiable curve
c : [a, b] → S2 × S1, we define the length of c as measured by the metric g j

of Example 2.1as

L j(c) =

∫ b

a
|ċ(t)|g j dt,

where ċ denotes the derivative with respect the t.

Lemma 2.9. The S1 fibres above the poles in Example 2.1 can be parametrized
as
(36)

c0(t) = (r(t), θ(t), φ(t)) = (0, 0, t) and cπ(t) = (r(t), θ(t), φ(t)) = (π, 0, t)

where t ∈ [0, 2π] and have lengths, L j(c0) = 2π f j(0) and L j(cπ) = 2π f j(π),
which diverge to infinity as j→ ∞.
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Proof. First note that

(37) |ċ0(t)|2g j
= f 2

j (0) and |ċπ(t)|2g j
= f 2

j (π).

By Definition 2.8

(38) L j(c0) =

∫ 2π

0
f j(0) dt = 2π f j(0) and L j(cπ) =

∫ 2π

0
f j(π) dt = 2π f j(π)

as claimed. By Lemma 2.4, these lengths diverge to infinity. �

2.5. Proving Uniform Distance and Diameter Bounds for the Sequence:
Here we prove the diameter of the sequence of Riemannian manifolds in
Example 2.1 is uniformly bounded from above [Proposition 2.13]. We also
prove some bounds on the distances between points in Lemma 2.11 and
Lemma 2.12 that we will apply later to prove convergence.

We define the distance function on (S2 × j S
1, g j) of Example 2.1 in the

usual way as follows:

Definition 2.10 (Distance Function). For any p, q ∈ S2 × S1, define

(39) d j(p, q) = inf{L j(c)},

where the infimum is taken over piecewise differentiable curve connecting
p and q and L j is defined as in Definition 2.8.

Lemma 2.11 (Distance Functions are Increasing). The sequence of distance
function d j as defined in Definition 2.10 satisfies the inequality:

(40) d j(p, q) ≤ d j+1(p, q) ∀ j ∈ N.

Proof. By Lemma 2.3 we know g j ≤ g j+1. As a consequence, for any
piecewise C1 curve c, we have L j(c) ≤ L j+1(c).

For any p, q ∈ S2×S1, since (S2×S1, g j+1) is a compact Riemannian man-
ifold with a smooth metric, there exists a minimizing geodesic c connecting
p and q such that

d j+1(p, q) = Lg j+1(c),

and as a result we have

d j(p, q) ≤ L j(c) ≤ L j+1(c) = d j+1(p, q).

�

To uniformly bound the diameter, we need to find curves between points
whose lengths remain uniformly bounded. We do this by traveling in the ra-
dial direction away from regions where the warping functions are too large.
In the next lemma we show that we can estimate the distance between points
involving only the warping function at one end point.
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Lemma 2.12 (Uniform Bound for Distance Functions). Given any p1 =

(r1, θ1, ϕ1) and p2 = (r2, θ2, ϕ2) in S2 × f j S
1 as defined in Example 2.1,

(41)
d j((r1, θ1, ϕ1), (r2, θ2, ϕ2)) ≤ |r1 − r2| + sin(r2) dS1(θ1, θ2) + f j(r2) dS1(ϕ1, ϕ2).

Proof. For any pair of points, p1 = (r1, θ1, ϕ1) and p2 = (r2, θ2, ϕ2) in S2 × f j

S1, using triangle inequality we have
d j((r1, θ1, ϕ1), (r2, θ2, ϕ2)) ≤ d j((r1, θ1, ϕ1), (r2, θ1, ϕ1))

+ d j((r2, θ1, ϕ1), (r2, θ2, ϕ1))
+ d j((r2, θ2, ϕ1), (r2, θ2, ϕ2))

(42)

If we take c1(t) = (t, θ1, ϕ1) for t ∈ [r1, r2], we have |ċ1(t)|g j = 1. So

(43) d j((r1, θ1, ϕ1), (r2, θ1, ϕ1)) ≤ L j(c1) = |r2 − r1|.

If we take c2(t) = (r2, θ(t), ϕ1) where θ(t) is a minimal arc in S1 from θ1 to
θ2, we have |ċ1(t)|g j = sin(r2). So

(44) d j((r2, θ1, ϕ1), (r2, θ2, ϕ1)) ≤ L j(c2) = sin(r2) dS1(θ1, θ2).

If we take c3(t) = (r2, θ2, ϕ(t)) where ϕ(t) is a minimal arc in S1 from ϕ1 to
ϕ2, we have |ċ1(t)|g j = f j(r2). So

(45) d j((r2, θ2, ϕ1), (r2, θ2, ϕ2)) ≤ L j(c3) = f j(r2) dS1(ϕ1, ϕ2).

Combining these four equations completes the proof of the lemma. �

We now apply the above lemma to prove a uniform bound on diameter:

Proposition 2.13 (Uniform Bound for Diameter). For S2 × f j S
1 as defined

in Example 2.1, we have

(46) Diam(S2 × f j S
1) ≤ (3 + 2β)π.

Proof. Given any pair of points p1, p2 ∈ S
2× f j S

1 such that p2 has r(p2) = π
2 ,

by Lemma 2.12, we have

(47) d j(p1, p2) ≤ π/2 + π + βπ

because |r1 − r2| ≤
π
2 , sin(r2) dS1(θ1, θ2) ≤ π and

(48) f j(r2) dS1(ϕ1, ϕ2) ≤ (ln((1 + a j)/(sin2(π/2) + a j)) + β)π = βπ.

Given any pair of points q1, q2 ∈ S
2 × f j S

1, by the triangle inequality,

(49) d j(q1, q2) ≤ d j(q1, p2) + d j(p2, q2)

where p2 has r(p2) = π
2 . By (47), applied twice, we have

(50) d j(q1, q2) ≤ (π/2 + π + βπ) + (π/2 + π + βπ) = (3 + 2β)π

which gives the lemma. �
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3. Converging to an ExtremeWarped Product Space

We have already shown that the sequence of warping functions, f j, from
Example 2.1 are increasing [Lemma 2.3] and unbounded [Lemma 2.4] In
particular, the fibres above the poles are stretched to infinite length [Lemma 2.9].

In this section we will prove that f j : S2 → (0,∞) converge smoothly
away from the poles to an unbounded function, f∞ : S2 → (0,∞] [Proposi-
tion 3.2].

This allows us to define a singular Riemannian manifold, S2 × f∞ S
1 in

Example 3.1 which we call an extreme warped product space because

(51) f∞(0) = ∞ and f∞(π) = ∞.

Intuitively, this extreme limit space has infinitely stretched ”fibres” above
the poles. See Figure 2.

Figure 2. Here we view fibres above hemispheres in the se-
quence S2 × f j S

1 as j → ∞ so that we can see the warping
functions diverging: f j(0) → ∞. We view our extreme limit
space S2 × f∞ S

1 with an infinitely stretched “fibre” above the
pole depicted by a dotted line.

Example 3.1. Consider the extreme warped product space, S2 × f∞ S
1, with

metric tensor

(52) g∞ = gS2 + f 2
∞(r)gS1 = dr2 + sin2(r)dθ2 + f 2

∞(r)dϕ2.
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written using (r, θ) coordinates on S2 and ϕ on the S1-fibres with the extreme
warping function defined by

(53) f∞(r, θ) = ln
(

1
sin2 r

)
+ β = −2 ln sin r + β,

where β ≥ 2 as in Example 2.1. Note that g∞ is smooth away from the
singular set

(54) S = {(r, θ, ϕ) ∈ S2 × S1, such that r = 0 or r = π}

so (S2 × S1\S , g∞) is a smooth open Riemannian manifold. See Figure 2.

In Subsection 3.1, we prove the sequence of metric tensors, g j, in our
example converge smoothly on compact sets away from the fibres above
the poles to g∞, in Proposition 3.2. Smooth convergence away from singular
sets has been studied often before. See for example the paper of Lakzian-
Sormani [20].

In Subsection 3.2, we prove that the volume of the extreme limit is finite
in Lemma 3.3. So in some sense this is like a cusp singularity, but keep in
mind that the singularity is not isolated. The singular set, S , consists of two
circles in S2 × S1.

In Subsection 3.3 we prove the metric tensor, g∞, of the extreme limit
space in Example 3.1 is W1,p(S2 × S1) for p ∈ [1, 2) but not H1

loc in Propo-
sition 3.6. In Subsection 3.4, we prove Proposition 3.9 that the metric
tensors, g j, of our sequence converge to g∞ of our extreme limit space in
W1,p(S2 × S1) as j→ ∞ for p ∈ [1, 2).

3.1. Smooth Convergence Away from the Singular Set. Here we prove
that our sequence of metric tensors, g j, converges to the metric tensor, g∞,
of the extreme warped space smoothly away from the singular set, S , above
the poles.

Proposition 3.2. The sequence g j as defined in Example 2.1 converges
smoothly away from S to g∞ of Example 3.1. That is, on compact subsets
K ⊂ (S2 × S1) \ S we have

(55) | f j − f∞|C∞(K) → 0 and |g j − g∞|g∞,C∞(K) → 0

Proof. For any compact set K ⊂⊂ (S2 × S1) \ S there exists δK such that

(56) 0 < δK ≤ r(p) ≤ π − δK < π ∀p ∈ K.

Thus

(57) sin2(r(p)) + a j ≥ sin2(δK) > 0 ∀p ∈ K.
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Since h j → h∞ in C∞(K) and h j uniformly bounded away from 0 implies
h−1

j → h−1
∞ in C∞(K) we have

(58) (sin2(r) + a j)−1 → (sin2(r))−1 as a j → 0 in C∞(K).

This implies

(59)
1 + a j

sin2(r) + a j
+ β→

1
sin2 r

+ β as a j → 0 in C∞(K).

which is also bounded uniformly away from 0:

(60)
1 + a j

sin2(r) + a j
+ β ≥ β on K.

Since h j → h∞ in C∞(K) and h j uniformly bounded away from 0 implies
ln(h j)→ ln(h∞) in C∞(K), we have

(61) ln
 1 + a j

sin2(r) + a j

 + β→ ln
(

1
sin2 r

)
+ β as a j → 0 in C∞(K)

which completes the proof. �

3.2. The Volume of the Extreme Limit Space: Here we see that the ex-
treme limit’s warping function is Lebesgue and that the volume of the ex-
treme limit is finite.

Lemma 3.3. For any β > 0, we may define f∞ : S2 → R by

(62) f∞(r, θ) = ln
1

sin2 r
+ β = −2 ln sin r + β.

as in (53). Then f∞ ∈ L1(S2) and

(63) ‖ f∞‖L1(S2) = 2π(2β + 4 − 2 ln 4).

In particular,

(64) Vol∞(S2 × S1\S ) = 4π2(2β + 4 − 2 ln 4).

Proof. In the polar coordinate in S2, the metric is

(65) gS2 = dr2 + sin2 rdθ2.

The volume form is

(66) d VolS2 = sin(r)dr ∧ dθ,

and

(67) | f∞|L1(S2) =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0
f∞(r) sin rdrdθ.
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The function − ln(sin r) sin r has anti-derivative

(68)
∫
− ln(sin r) sin rdr = − cos r + ln

(
cot

r
2

)
+ cos r ln(sin r) + C.

After plugging in the bounds, we get

(69)
∫ π

0
−2 ln(sin r) sin rdr = 4 − 2 ln 4.

As a result we get

(70) | f∞|L1(S2) = 2π(2β + 4 − 2 ln 4).

The volume of the warped product space can be computed using its vol-
ume form as follows:

(71) Vol∞(S2 × S1\S ) =

∫ 2π

ϕ=0

∫ 2π

θ=0

∫ π

r=0
sin(r)dθ ∧ f∞(r)dϕ ∧ dr.

Combining this with (67) and (70) we have

(72) Vol∞(S2 × S1\S ) = 2π| f∞|L1(S2) = 4π2(2β + 4 − 2 ln 4).

�

3.3. Regularity of the limit metric tensor. Here we prove that the metric
tensor, g∞, of the extreme limit space in Example 3.1 is W1,p for all p ∈
[1, 2) but not in H1

loc in Proposition 3.6. We begin by studying the regularity
of the warping function, f∞, in Lemma 3.4.

Lemma 3.4 (Regularity). The warping function f∞(r, θ) = f∞(r) as defined
in Example 3.1 is in Lp(S2) for all p ∈ [1,∞), but not in L∞(S2). Also f∞ is
in W1,p(S2) for all p ∈ [1, 2), but not in H1(S2).

Proof. For any a ≥ 0, b ≥ 0 and p ∈ [1,∞) we have the elementary inequal-
ity

(73) (a + b)p ≤ 2p(ap + bp).

As a result for any p ∈ [1,∞) we have

(74) f p
∞ ≤ 4p(| ln(sin r)|p + (β/2)p).

Hence we only need to consider the integrability condition of the function
| ln(sin r)|p.

In the polar coordinate in S2 we have
(75)∫
S2
| ln(sin r)|p =

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0
| ln(sin r)|p sin rdrdθ = 4π

∫ π
2

0
| ln(sin r)|p sin rdr.
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Since the function | ln(sin r)|p sin r is continuous on the interval (0, π2 ], we
only need to consider the asymptotic behavior when r → 0. Since

(76) lim
r→0
| ln(sin r)|p sin r = lim

x→0
x| ln x|p = 0,

for all p ∈ [1,∞), we know that f∞ ∈ Lp(S2) for all p ∈ [1,∞).
Now we consider the gradient ∇ f∞. In the polar coordinate in S2, we

have

(77) ∇ f∞ = −2
cos r
sin r

∂r,

and

(78) |∇ f∞|p = 2p
∣∣∣∣∣cos r
sin r

∣∣∣∣∣p .
When we integrate over S2 we get

(79)
∫
S2
|∇ f∞|p = 2p

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

∣∣∣∣∣cos r
sin r

∣∣∣∣∣p sin rdrdθ = 4π2p
∫ π

2

0

cosp r
sinp−1 r

dr.

For any p ∈ [0,∞), as r → 0 we have

(80) lim
r→0

rp−1

sinp−1 r
= 1,

where 1
rp−1 is integrable at r = 0 only when p < 2. �

As a consequence, we will prove the regularity of the metric tensor. But
before that we need the following definition:

Definition 3.5. We define Lp(S2 × S1, g0) as the set of all tensors defined
almost everywhere on S2 ×S1 such that its Lp norm measured in terms of g0

is finite where g0 is the isometric product metric

(81) g0 = gS2 + gS1 on S2 × S1.

We define W1,p(S2 × S1, g0) as the set of all tensors, h, defined almost every-
where on S2 × S1 such that both the Lp norm of h and the Lp norm of ∇h
measured in terms of g0 are finite where ∇ is the connection corresponding
to the metric g0.

Now we prove the regularity of the metric tensor g∞:

Proposition 3.6 (Regularity of the metric tensor). Choose the product met-
ric g0 = gS2 + gS1 on S2 × S1 as a smooth background metic, then we have

(82) g∞ ∈ W1,p(S2 × S1, g0)

for all p ∈ [1, 2). However, g∞ < H1
loc(S

2 × S1, g0).
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Proof. Using the background metric, we have

(83) ‖g∞‖
p
Lp(S2×S1,g0) =

∫ 2π

ϕ=0

∫ 2π

θ=0

∫ π

r=0
sin(r)(2 + f 4

∞)p/2dr dθ dϕ.

From Lemma 3.4, we know that g∞ ∈ Lp(S2 × S1, g0) for all p ∈ [1,∞).
Here we use ∇ to denote the connection of the background metric g0.

Through direct calculation we have

(84) ∇g∞ = ∇gS2 + ∇ f 2
∞ ⊗ gS1 + f 2

∞∇gS1 .

Since g0 is the direct sum metric, we have

(85) ∇gS2 = 0, and ∇gS1 = 0.

Moreover, since ∇ f 2
∞ = 2 f∞ f ′∞dr we have

(86) ∇g∞ = 2 f∞ f ′∞dr ⊗ gS1 .

As a result, we have

‖∇g∞‖
p
Lp(S2×S1,g0) =

∫ 2π

ϕ=0

∫ 2π

θ=0

∫ π

r=0
sin(r)(2 f∞ f ′∞)pdr dθ dϕ

= 2π2p
∫
S2

f p
∞( f ′∞)pd VolS2 .

(87)

If p ∈ [1, 2), we can choose q ∈ (p, 2) such that q
p ∈ (1, 2). Choose t such

that 1
t +

p
q = 1. Note that we have t ∈ (2,∞). By Hölder’s inequality we

have

‖∇g∞‖
p
Lp(S2×S1,g0) = 2π2p

∫
S2

f p
∞( f ′∞)pd VolS2

≤ 2π2p

(∫
S2

( f p
∞)td VolS2

)1/t (∫
S2

( f ′∞)qd VolS2

)p/q

.

(88)

From Lemma 3.4 we know that ‖∇g∞‖
p
Lp(S2×S1,g0) < ∞ and hence ∇g∞ ∈

Lp(S2 × S1, g0) for all p ∈ [1, 2).
If p = 2 then we have

‖∇g∞‖2L2(S2×S1,g0) =

∫ 2π

ϕ=0

∫ 2π

θ=0

∫ π

r=0
sin(r)(2 f∞ f ′∞)2dr dθ dϕ

= 16π2
∫ π

r=0
sin r f 2

∞( f ′∞)2dr

= 16π2
∫ π

r=0
sin r f 2

∞

(
2

cos r
sin r

)2
dr

= 64π2
∫ π

r=0
f 2
∞

(cos r)2

sin r
dr.

(89)
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Since f 2
∞ ≥ β

2 ≥ 4 and
∫ π

r=0
(cos r)2

sin r dr = ∞, we conclude that ‖∇g∞‖2L2(S2×S1,g0) =

∞. Moreover, since S2×S1 is compact, if g∞ ∈ H1
loc(S

2×S1, g0) then we can
conclude that g∞ ∈ W1,2(S2 × S1, g0), which is a contradiction. As a result
we conclude that g∞ < H1

loc(S
2 × S1, g0). This finishes the proof. �

3.4. Convergence of the Metric Tensor. Here we prove Proposition 3.9
that the metric tensors, g j, of our sequence converge to g∞ of our extreme
limit space in W1,p(S2 × S1, g0) as j → ∞ for p ∈ [1, 2). First we prove
convergence of the warping functions in Proposition 3.7.

Proposition 3.7 (Convergence of the Warping Function). The sequence
f j(r, θ) = f j(r) of Example 2.1 converges to f∞(r, θ) in Lp(S2) for all p ∈
[1,∞) and in W1,p(S2) for all p ∈ [1, 2).

Proof. By Lemma 2.3 and Proposition 3.2, we know as j increases, f j(r, θ)
increase to f∞(r, θ) on r−1(0, π).

As functions on S2 we have

(90) f j(r, θ) ≤ f∞(r, θ) almost everywhere on S2.

Hence we have

(91) | f j − f∞|p ≤ 2p f p
∞, for all p ∈ [1,∞).

By Proposition 3.2, Lemma 3.4 and the Dominated Convergence Theorem,
we have f j converges to f∞ in Lp(S2) for all p ∈ [1,∞).

Moreover, since

(92) 0 ≤ |∇ f j| =
2| cos r| sin r
sin2 r + a j

≤
2| cos r|

sin r
= |∇ f∞|.

Hence for p ∈ [1, 2) we have

(93) |∇ f j − ∇ f∞|p ≤ 2p|∇ f∞|p

Using Proposition 3.2, Lemma 3.4 and the Dominated Convergence Theo-
rem, we know that for p ∈ [1, 2)

(94)
∫
S2
|∇ f j − ∇ f∞|p → 0 as j→ ∞.

This finishes the proof. �

Remark 3.8. Note that that f j does not converge in W1,2(S2) to f∞ because
we showed f∞ < W1,2(S2) in Proposition 3.4.

As a consequence of Proposition 3.7, we prove the following proposition
concerning the metric tensors g j of Example 2.1 and g∞ of Example 3.1:

Proposition 3.9. The metric tensors, g j, converge to g∞ in W1,p(S2 ×S1, g0)
as j→ ∞ for p ∈ [1, 2).
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Recall the definition of the W1,p norm in Definition 3.5.

Proof. Since

(95) g j − g∞ = ( f 2
j − f 2

∞)gS1 ,

using the background metric g0 we have

‖g j − g∞‖
p
Lp(S2×S1,g0) = 2π

∫
S2
| f 2

j − f 2
∞|

p

= 2π
∫
S2
| f j − f∞|p| f j + f∞|p

≤ 2π
∫
S2
| f j − f∞|p|2 f∞|p.

(96)

Now by Proposition 3.7 and the Hölder’s inequality, we get g j converges to
g∞ in Lp(S2 × S1, g0) as j→ ∞ for p ∈ [1,∞).

Moreover,

(97) ∇g j − ∇g∞ = (2 f j f ′j − 2 f∞ f ′∞)dr ⊗ gS1 .

using the background metric g0 we have

‖∇g j − ∇g∞‖
p
Lp(S2×S1,g0) = 2π

∫
S2

2p| f j f ′j − f∞ f ′∞|
p

= 22p+1π

∫
S2

(
| f j f ′j − f j f ′∞|

p + | f j f ′∞ − f∞ f ′∞|
p
)

≤ 22p+1π

∫
S2

(
| f j|

p| f ′j − f ′∞|
p + | f ′∞|

p| f j − f∞|p
)(98)

where in the second step we used the elementary inequality

(99) (a + b)p ≤ 2p−1(ap + bp) for all a, b ∈ [0,∞).

Now the conclusion follows from Proposition 3.7 and the Hölder’s inequal-
ity. This finishes the proof. �

4. Curvature of the ExtremeWarped Product Space

An essential part of Conjecture 1.1 is to explore generalized notions of
nonnegative scalar curvature on spaces which are the limits of sequences of
smooth manifolds with nonnegative scalar curvature. Thus, in this section,
we study the curvature of our limit space.

In Subsection 4.1 and Subsection 4.2 we study the Ricci and scalar cur-
vature of the smooth part of the extreme warped space of Example 3.1. We
show the Ricci curvature has no lower bound in Lemma 4.1. Then apply-
ing the smooth convergence away from the singular set, we see that our
sequence in Example 2.1 has no uniform lower bound on Ricci curvature in
Proposition 4.2. In Remark 4.3 we point out that our space thus does not fit
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in the classes of spaces with generalized notions of lower bounds on their
Ricci curvature. In Remark 4.4 we discuss how one might use our calcu-
lation to explore a Ricci flow emerging from our space and check if it has
nonnegative scalar curvature in the sense of Burkhardt-Guim [7].

In Subsection 4.2 we prove that the scalar curvature of our extreme warped
product space is nonnegative where the metric tensor is smooth [Proposi-
tion 4.5].

In Subsection 4.3 we prove the limit space has nonnegative distributional
scalar curvature in the sense of Lee-LeFloch [defn-Lee-LeFloch] [Theo-
rem 4.9]. Lee-LeFloch defined this notion of nonnegative scalar curvature
in [21] building upon the work of LeFloch-Mardare [26]. In Remarks 4.7-
4.8, we discuss how the metric tensors studied by Lee and LeFloch had
stronger regularity than the regularity of g∞ but nevertheless we are able to
prove the distributional scalar curvature is well defined in our setting.

In Subsection 4.4 we define total distributional scalar curvature on S2×S1

[Definition 4.18] and compute it for our extreme limit space in Lemma 4.20.
We prove that this is the limit of the total scalar curvatures of our sequence
in Proposition 4.22. We also compute the total scalar curvature away from
the smooth set in Lemma 4.17 and discuss in Remark 4.21 what the total
scalar curvature of the singular set must be.

4.1. The Ricci Curvature is Unbounded. Limits of sequences of mani-
folds with uniform lower bounds on their Ricci curvature have been studied
extensively over the past few decades. In this section we prove that the
sequence in Example 2.1 has no uniform lower Ricci curvature bound and
thus that theory may not be applied to study the sequence. We complete this
proof by first calculating the Ricci curvature of Example 3.1 away from the
singular set in Lemma 4.1 and then applying the smooth convergence away
from the singular set in Proposition 4.2.

Lemma 4.1 (Ricci Curvature). The Ricci curvature tensor Ric of the warped
product ((S2×S1)\S , g∞) as defined in Example 3.1 is not bounded from be-
low. In particular it satisfies

(1) Ric(X,Y) = gS2(X,Y) − 1
f D2 f∞(X,Y),

(2) Ric(X,V) = 0,
(3) R(V,V) = −

∆ f∞
f∞

g(V,V) = −
∆ f∞
f∞

( f 2gS1(V,V))

where X, Y to denote vectors tangent to S2, and we use V to denote vectors
tangent to S1. D2 f∞ denotes the Hessian of f∞ in the standard S2.

Proof. We can determine the Ricci curvature tensor using Proposition 2
from [18]. Note that the Ricci curvature in S2 is the identity metric gS2 ,
and we use ∆ to denote trace of the Hessian, which is different from the
notation used in [18].



22 CHRISTINA SORMANI, WENCHUAN TIAN, AND CHANGLIANG WANG

In the polar coordinate we can calculate

(100) D2 f∞ =

(
2 csc2 r 0

0 −2 cos2 r

)
.

As a result, in the orthonormal frame {∂r,
∂θ

sin r ,
∂ϕ
f∞
} we can calculate the

Ricci tensor to be

(101) Ric =


1 − csc2 r

1−ln(sin r) 0 0
0 1 + cot2 r

1−ln(sin r) 0
0 0 − 1

1−ln(sin r)


Note that we have

lim
r→0

Ric(∂r, ∂r) = 1 − lim
r→0

csc2 r
1 − ln sin r

= 1 − lim
r→0

1
sin2 r(1 − ln sin r)

= 1 − lim
x→0

1
x2(1 − ln x)

= −∞

(102)

and as a result, the Ricci curvature is not bounded below. �

Proposition 4.2 (Ricci Curvature of the Sequence). The Ricci curvature
tensor Ric j of the warped product ((S2 × S1), g j) as defined in Example 2.1
is not bounded from below. That is, there does not exists H ∈ R such that
for all j ∈ N we have

(103) Ric j(v, v) ≥ Hg j(v, v) for all tangent vectors v at p ∈ (S2 × S1).

Proof. Assume on the contrary that the sequence does satisfy (104). By
Property 3.2, we have C2 convergence away from the singular set S defined
in Example 3.1, so we have Ric j(v, v)→ Ric∞(v, v). Thus

(104) Ric∞(v, v) ≥ Hg∞(v, v) for all tangent vectors v at p ∈ (S2 × S1)\S .

This contradicts Lemma 4.1. �

Remark 4.3. Note that by Lemma 4.1 there is no uniform lower bound on
the Ricci curvature and so our space cannot be a CD space as defined in
work of Lott-Villani [29] and Sturm [41], nor an RCD space as defined in
the work of Ambrosio-Gigli-Savare [1].

Remark 4.4. In work of Bamler [2], Burkhardt-Guim [7], and Huang-Lee
[17] an idea of generalized nonnegative scalar curvature has been explored
in the low regularity setting using Ricci Flow. Our extreme warped product
has lower regularity than they have explored so far. It would be interesting
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to explore if there is a smooth solution to Ricci flow (S2 × S1, gt) with non-
negative scalar curvature such that in the limit as t → 0 we achieve W1, p
convergence of gt to our g∞ of Example 3.1 for p ∈ [1, 2). Note that Ricci
flow starting from singular Riemannian manifolds has been studied by Lee-
Topping [25], Simon [37] Chu-Lee [9], Deruelle-Schulze-Simon [11], and
others.

4.2. Scalar Curvature of the Limit Space away from the Singular Set.
Away from the singular set, our extreme warped product space has a smooth
metric tensor, so we can prove the scalar curvature is nonnegative as we did
in Subsection 2.2 using (16). That is

(105) Scalar∞ = 2 − 2
∆ f∞
f∞

.

So the nonnegative scalar curvature condition is equivalent to

(106) f∞ ≥ ∆ f∞.

Proposition 4.5 (Scalar Curvature). The open manifold ((S2×S1)\S , g∞) as
defined in Example 3.1 has nonnegative scalar curvature

(107) Scalarg∞ = 2 − 2
∆ f∞
f∞

= 2 −
4
f∞
,

Proof. In polar coordinate in S2 we have

(108) ∆ f∞ = ∂2
r f∞ +

cos r
sin r

∂r f∞.

We have

(109) ∂r f∞ = −2
cos r
sin r

,

and

(110) ∂2
r f∞ = 2 + 2

cos2 r
sin2 r

.

As a result

(111) ∆ f∞ = 2.

On the other hand, since

(112) f∞ ≥ β ≥ 2,

we are done by (106). �
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4.3. Nonnegative Distributional Scalar Curvature. Building upon work
of Mardare-LeFloch [26], Dan Lee and Philippe LeFloch defined a notion
of distributional scalar curvature for smooth manifolds that have a metric
tensor which is only L∞loc∩W1,2

loc . See Definition 2.1 of [21] which we review
below in Definition 4.6.

Here in Theorem 4.9, we prove that the metric g∞ = gS2 + f 2
∞gS1 of

Example 3.1 has nonnegative distributional scalar curvature in the sense
of Lee-LeFloch . In Remarks 4.7-4.8, we discuss how the metric tensors
studied by Lee and LeFloch had stronger regularity than the regularity of
g∞ but their definition of distributional scalar curvature is still defined with
our lower regularity.

First we recall Definition 2.1 in the work of Lee-LeFloch [21]. In their
paper, they assume M is a smooth manifold endowed with a smooth back-
ground metric, g0. They define the scalar curvature distribution, Scalarg, as
follows for any metric tensor, g, on M, such that g with L∞loc∩W1,2

loc regularity
and locally bounded inverse g−1 ∈ L∞loc.

Definition 4.6 (Lee-LeFloch). The scalar curvature distribution Scalarg is
defined, for every test function u ∈ C∞0 (M), by

(113) 〈Scalarg, u〉 :=
∫

M

(
−V · ∇

(
u

d Volg

d Volg0

)
+ Fu

d Volg

dµ0

)
dµ0,

where the dot product is taken using the metric g0, ∇ is the Levi-Civita
connection of g0, V is a vector field given by

(114) Vk := gi jΓk
i j − gikΓ

j
ji,

F is a function as

(115) F := Scalarg0 −∇kgi jΓk
i j + ∇kgikΓ

j
ji + gi j

(
Γk

klΓ
l
i j − Γk

jlΓ
l
ik

)
and

(116) Γk
i j :=

1
2

gkl
(
∇ig jl + ∇ jgil − ∇lgi j

)
.

The Riemannian metric g has nonnegative distributional scalar curvature,
if 〈Scalarg, u〉 ≥ 0 for every nonnegative test function u in the integral in
(113).

Remark 4.7. By the regularity assumption for the Riemannian metric g in
the work of Lee-LeFloch [21], one has the regularity Γk

i j ∈ L2
loc, V ∈ L2

loc, F ∈
L1

loc, and the density of volume measure d Volg with respect to dµ0 is

(117) d Volg
dµ0
∈ L∞loc ∩W1,2

loc .
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Thus

(118) FirstIntg =

∫
M

(
−V · ∇

(
u

d Volg

d Volg0

))
dµ0

and

(119) S econdIntg =

∫
M

(
Fu

d Volg

dµ0

)
dµ0.

are both finite. Since their sum is the integral in (113), Lee-LeFloch’s defi-
nition is well defined for the metric tensors that they study.

Remark 4.8. Our extreme metric is less regular than the metrics stud-
ied by Lee-LeFloch in [21]. Recall that in Proposition 3.6 we showed
g∞ ∈ W1,p(S2 × S1, g0) for 1 ≤ p < 2 but g∞ < W1,2

loc (S2 × S1, g0). In
fact we will show that neither of the integrals in (118) - (119) are finite in
Lemma 4.16 below. However in our Theorem 4.9 below, we show we have
enough regularity to apply Definition 4.6 because we prove that the integral
in (113) is finite by summing the integrands first before integrating.

Theorem 4.9. The metric g∞ has nonnegative distributional scalar curva-
ture on S2 × S1 in the sense of Lee-LeFloch as in Definition 4.6. In par-
ticular, (113) is finite and nonnegative for any nonnegative test function,
u ∈ C∞0 (S2 × S1).

The proof of Theorem 4.9 consists of some straightforward but technical
calculations. For the convenience of readers, we provide some details of
the calculations in the following lemmas, and some of which will be also
used in Subsection 4.4 to compute the total scalar curvature of the extreme
metric g∞.

As we have throughout the paper, we use g0 = gS2 + gS1 as background
metric, and use coordinate {r, θ, ϕ} on S2 × S1, where (r, θ) is a polar coor-
dinate on S2 and ϕ is a coordinate on S1. The corresponding local frame of
the tangent bundle is {∂r, ∂θ, ∂ϕ}. In this coordinate system, both g0 and g∞
are diagonal and given as

(120) g0 =

1 0 0
0 sin2 r 0
0 0 1

 and g∞ =

1 0 0
0 sin2 r 0
0 0 f 2

∞

 .
First of all, by the formula of Christoffel symbols:

(121) Γ
i
jk =

1
2

(g0)il

(
∂(g0)il

∂xk +
∂(g0)lk

∂x j −
∂(g0) jk

∂xl

)
,

one can easily obtain the following lemma:
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Lemma 4.10. The Christoffel symbols of the Levi-Civita ∇ of the back-
ground metric g0 = gS2 + gS1 , in the coordinate {r, θ, ϕ}, all vanish except

(122) Γ
r
θθ = − sin r cos r,

and

(123) Γ
θ

rθ = Γ
θ

θr =
cos r
sin r

.

Then by Lemma 4.10, the formula

(124) ∇i(g∞) jl = ∂i

(
(g∞) jl

)
− Γ

p
i j(g∞)pl − Γ

q
il(g∞) jq,

and the diagonal expression of g∞ in (120), one can obtain the following
lemma:

Lemma 4.11. For the extreme metric, g∞, with the background metric, g0,
the Christoffel symbols defined by Lee-LeFloch as in (116), in the coordi-
nate {r, θ, ϕ}, all vanish except

(125) Γr
ϕϕ = − f∞∂r f∞,

and

(126) Γϕrϕ = Γϕϕr =
∂r f∞

f∞
.

Note also that

Lemma 4.12. Note that the volume forms are:

(127) dµ0 = dr ∧ sin(r) dθ ∧ dφ

and

(128) dµ∞ = dr ∧ sin(r) dθ ∧ f∞(r) dφ

which are both defined almost everywhere. In particular,

(129)
dµ∞
dµ0

= f∞(r)

is in W1,p(S2 × S1, g0) for p < 2.

Proof. The first two claims hold away from r = 0 and r = π by the definition
of volume form. So dµ∞ = f∞dµ0 almost everywhere which gives us the
third claim. The rest follows from Lemma 3.4. �

Now we are ready to compute the vector field V and the function F de-
fined by Lee-LeFloch as in (114) and (115).
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Lemma 4.13. For the extreme metric g∞ with the background metric g0, the
vector field V defined in (114), in the local frame {∂r, ∂θ, ∂ϕ}, is given by

(130) V =

(
−2

∂r f∞
f∞

, 0, 0
)
.

Furthermore

(131) − V · ∇
(
u

dµ∞
dµ0

)
= 2

∂r f∞
f∞(r)

∂r(u f∞(r)).

Proof. By plugging the non-vanishing Christoffel symbols in Lemma 4.11
into

(132) Vk := gi j
∞Γk

i j − gik
∞Γ

j
ji,

we get

Vr = gϕϕ∞ Γr
ϕϕ − grr

∞Γϕϕr(133)

=
1

( f∞)2 (− f∞∂r f∞) −
∂r f∞

f∞
= −2

∂r f∞
f∞

.(134)

Also

(135) Vθ = gi j
∞Γθi j − gθθ∞Γ

j
jθ = 0.

(136) Vϕ = gi j
∞Γ

ϕ
i j − gϕϕ∞ Γ

j
jϕ = 0.

By Lemma 4.12, we now see that,

∇

(
u

dµ∞
dµ0

)
= ∇ (u f∞(r))(137)

= ∂r(u f∞(r)) +
1

sin2 r
∂θ(u f∞(r)) + ∂ϕ(u f∞(r))(138)

Thus

(139) − V · ∇
(
u

dµ∞
dµ0

)
= 2

∂r f∞
f∞(r)

∂r(u f∞(r)).

�

Lemma 4.14. For the extreme metric g∞ with the background metric g0, the
function F defined in (115) is given by

(140) F = 2 − 2
(
∂r f∞

f∞

)2

.

Furthermore,

(141)
(
Fu

dµ∞
dµ0

)
=

2 − 2
(
∂r f∞

f∞

)2 u f∞(r)
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Proof. First recall that

(142) ∇ig jl
∞ = ∂i(g jl

∞) + Γ
j
ipgpl
∞ + Γ

l
iqg jq
∞ ,

and the scalar curvature of standard product metric g0 is Scalarg0 = 2. Then
by Lemmas 4.10 and 4.11, one has

F := Scalarg0 −(∇kgi j)Γk
i j + (∇kgik)Γ j

ji + gi j(Γk
klΓ

l
i j − Γk

jlΓ
l
ik)(143)

= 2 − ∇rgϕϕΓr
ϕϕ − ∇ϕgrϕΓϕrϕ − ∇ϕgϕrΓϕϕr + ∇kgrkΓϕϕr(144)

+gϕϕΓϕϕrΓ
r
ϕϕ − gϕϕΓr

ϕϕΓ
ϕ
rϕ − grrΓϕrϕΓ

ϕ
rϕ − gϕϕΓϕϕrΓ

r
ϕϕ(145)

= 2 −
(
∂r(gϕϕ) + Γ

ϕ

rϕgϕϕ + Γ
ϕ

rϕgϕϕ
)
Γr
ϕϕ(146)

−2
(
∂ϕ(grϕ) + Γ

r
ϕϕgϕϕ + Γ

ϕ

ϕrg
rr
)
Γϕrϕ(147)

+
(
∂r(grr) + Γ

r
rrg

rr + Γ
r
rrg

rr
)
Γϕϕr(148)

+

(
∂θ(grθ) + Γ

r
θθg

θθ + Γ
θ

θrg
rr
)
Γϕϕr(149)

+
(
∂ϕ(grϕ) + Γ

r
ϕϕgϕϕ + Γ

ϕ

ϕrg
rr
)
Γϕϕr(150)

−grrΓϕrϕΓ
ϕ
rϕ − gϕϕΓϕϕrΓ

r
ϕϕ(151)

= 2 −
(
(−2)

∂r f∞
( f∞)3 + 0 + 0

)
· (− f∞∂r f∞) − 2(0 + 0 + 0)Γϕϕr(152)

+(0 + 0 + 0)Γϕϕr +

(
0 + (− sin r cos r)

1
sin2 r

+
cos r
sin r

)
Γϕϕr(153)

+(0 + 0 + 0)Γϕϕr(154)

−

(
∂r f∞

f∞

)2

−
1

( f∞)2

∂r f∞
f∞

(− f∞∂r f∞)(155)

= 2 − 2
(
∂r f∞

f∞

)2

.(156)

We immediately obtain our second claim by applying Lemma 4.12. �

Lemma 4.15. For the extreme g∞ = gS2 + f 2
∞gS1 , the scalar curvature dis-

tribution Scalarg∞ defined in Definition 4.6 can be expressed, for every test
function u ∈ C∞(S2 × S1), as the integral

(157) 〈Scalarg∞ , u〉 =

∫ π

0
−4 cos r∂rū(r) + 2ū(r) f∞(r) sin rdr.

where

(158) ū(r) =

∫ π

0

∫ π

0
u(r, θ, ϕ)dθdϕ.
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Proof. We choose the product metric g0 = gS2 + gS1 on S2 × S1 as a smooth
background metic. Combining Lemma 4.13 and Lemma 4.14 with (113) in
the definition of distributional scalar curvature, one has

〈Scalarg∞ , u〉 =

∫
S2×S1

(
−V · ∇

(
u

dµ∞
dµ0

)
+ Fu

dµ∞
d Volg0

)
dµ0

=

∫ π

0

∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0

[
2
∂r f∞(r)

f∞(r)
∂r (u(r, θ, ϕ) f∞(r))

+

(
2 − 2

(∂r f∞(r)2)
f 2
∞(r)

)
u(r, θ, ϕ) f∞(r)

]
sin r dφdθdr

=

∫ π

0

[
2
∂r f∞(r)

f∞(r)
∂r(ū(r) f∞(r))

+

(
2 − 2

(∂r f∞(r)2)
f 2
∞(r)

)
ū(r) f∞(r)

]
sin rdr.

Then

〈Scalarg∞ , u〉 =

∫ π

0

(
2
∂r f∞(r)

f∞(r)
∂r(ū(r) f∞(r)) +

(
2 − 2

(∂r f∞(r)2)
f 2
∞(r)

)
ū(r) f∞(r)

)
sin rdr

=

∫ π

0

(
2∂r f∞(r)∂rū(r) + 2

(∂r f∞(r))2

f∞(r)
ū(r)

+2ū(r) f∞(r) − 2
(∂r f∞(r))2

f∞(r)
ū(r)

)
sin rdr

=

∫ π

0
2∂r f∞(r) sin r∂rū(r) + 2ū(r) f∞(r) sin rdr

�

We now apply these lemmas to prove Theorem 4.9:

Proof. By doing integration by parts for the integral expression of 〈Scalarg∞ , u〉
in Lemma 4.15, one obtains

〈Scalarg∞ , u〉 =

∫ π

0
−4 cos r∂rū(r) + 2ū(r) f∞(r) sin rdr

= −4 cos rū(r)|π0 +

∫ π

0
−4 sin rū(r) + 2ū(r) f∞(r) sin rdr

= 4ū(0) + 4ū(π) +

∫ π

0
(2β − 4) sin rū(r) + 4(− ln sin r) sin rū(r)dr,

since f∞(r) = −2 ln(sin r) + β. This is nonnegative and finite provided that
u ≥ 0 on S2 × S1, because β ≥ 2,

(159) 4(− ln sin r)(sin r)ū(r) ≥ 0 for r ∈ [0, π],
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and

lim
r→0

(− ln(sin(r)) sin(r) = lim
s→0

(− ln(s))s = lim
h→∞

h/eh = lim
h→∞

1/eh = 0.

�

We close this section by proving the divergence of the integrals in (118)
and (119) as discussed in Remark 4.8:

Lemma 4.16. For g being our extreme metric tensor g∞ and a smooth non-
negative test function u, the integrals in (150)-(151) are given by

FirstIntg∞ =

∫
S2×S1

(
−V · ∇

(
u

dµ∞
dµ0

))
dµ0(160)

=

∫ π

0
(−4 cos r∂rū(r) + 8H(r)) dr,(161)

and

S econdIntg∞ =

∫
S2×S1

(
Fu

dµ∞
dµ0

)
dµ0(162)

=

∫ π

0
(2ū(r) f∞(r) − 8H(r)) dr,(163)

where

(164) H(r) =

(
cos2 r
sin r

) (
ū(r)

(−2 ln sin r + β)

)
≥ 0

and where ū is defined as in (158).
Moreover, if a smooth nonnegative test function u is chosen so that at

least one of ū(0) and ū(π) is non-zero, then neither of integrals in (161) and
(163) are finite.

Proof. By integrating the formulas in Lemma 4.13 and Lemma 4.14, one
can easily obtain the integrals in (161) and (163).

Clearly, for any smooth test function u, the integrals

(165)
∫ π

0
−4 cos r ∂rū(r) dr and

∫ π

0
2ū f∞(r) dr

are both finite. If ū(0) , 0 or ū(π) , 0, then we claim

(166)
∫ π

0
H(r) dr

is an improper integral with the convergence issue at r = 0 or r = π re-
spectively. Without loss of generality, we assume ū(0) > 0. Then by the
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continuity of ū(r), there exists 0 < r0 < π
4 such that ū(r) ≥ ū(0)

2 for all
r ∈ [0, r0]. So∫ π

0
H(r) dr ≥

∫ r0

0
H(r) dr

=

∫ r0

0

(
cos2 r
sin r

) (
ū(r)

(−2 ln sin r + β)

)
dr

= lim
ε→0

∫ r0

ε

cos2 r
sin r

ū(r)
(−2 ln sin r + β)

dr

≥
ū(0)

2
· cos r0 · lim

ε→0

∫ r0

0

cos r
sin r

1
(−2 ln sin r + β)

dr

=
ū(0)

2
· cos r0 · lim

ε→0

[
ln(−2 ln sin ε + β) − ln(−2 ln sin r0 + β)

]
2

= +∞.

�

4.4. Distributional Total Scalar Curvature. Recall the singular set of the
extreme metric g∞ of Example 3.1 is

(167) S = {(r, θ, ϕ) ∈ S2 × S1 | r = 0, π},

and g∞ is smooth on the regular part S2 × S1 \ S . So in Lemma 4.17, we
compute the total scalar curvature on the regular part by integrating the
usual scalar curvature. However, intuitively there seems to be an infinite
amount of scalar curvature concentrated on the singular set.

In Definition 4.18 we define a notion of total distributional scalar cur-
vature building upon the definition of Lee-LeFloch from the previous sub-
section. We compute the total distributional scalar curvature on S2 × S1 in
Lemma 4.20. In Proposition 4.22, we prove the total scalar curvatures of
the metrics in the sequence defined in Example 2.1 converge to the distribu-
tional total scalar curvature of the extreme limit metric defined in Example
3.1. In Remark 4.21 we discuss how the difference between the total distri-
butional scalar curvature on S2 × S1 and the total smooth scalar curvature
over S2 × S1 \ S can be explained as the contribution of the singular set to
the total scalar curvature.

Lemma 4.17. The total scalar curvature of g∞ on the regular part S2×S1\S
is given by

(168)
∫
S2×S1\S

Scalarg∞ dµ∞ = (2π)2
∫ π

0
2 sin r f∞(r)dr − 8(2π)2.
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Proof. By Proposition 4.5, on the regular part S2 × S1 \ S ,

(169) Scalarg∞ = 2 − 2
∆ f∞
f∞

= 2 −
4
f∞
.

Thus∫
S2×S1\S

Scalarg∞ dµ∞ =(170)

=

∫ 2π

0
dθ

∫ 2π

0
dϕ

∫ π

0

(
2 −

4
f∞(r)

)
sin r f∞(r)dr(171)

= (2π)2
∫ π

0
(2 sin r f∞(r) − 4 sin r)dr(172)

= (2π)2
∫ π

0
2 sin r f∞(r)dr − (2π)24

∫ π

0
sin rdr(173)

= (2π)2
∫ π

0
2 sin r f∞(r)dr − 8(2π)2.(174)

�

Now in order to give a description for the total scalar curvature on the
whole manifold, including singular set, we would like to use the scalar cur-
vature distribution defined by Lee-LeFloch as in Definition 4.6.

Definition 4.18 (Distributional total scalar curvature). The total distribu-
tional scalar curvature of metric g is 〈Scalarg, 1〉, which is obtained by set-
ting the test function u ≡ 1 in the integration in (113).

Remark 4.19. On the smooth compact Riemanian manifold, the distribu-
tional total scalar curvature is the same as the usual total scalar curvature,
i.e. the integral of the scalar curvature. In general, on a non-compact
manifold M, for a Riemannian metric with the regularity assumptions as in
Definition 4.6, the distributional total scalar curvature may diverge. But for
our extreme metric g∞ on S2 × S1, it is finite.

Lemma 4.20. The extreme metric g∞ defined in Example 3.1 has finite and
positive distributional total scalar curvature as

(175) 〈Scalarg∞ , 1〉 = (2π)2
∫ π

0
2 sin r f∞(r)dr.

Proof. Note that for u ≡ 1 one has ū =
∫ 2π

0

∫ 2π

0
u(r, θ, ϕ)dθdϕ ≡ (2π)2. Then

by using Lemma 4.15, we obtain

(176) 〈Scalarg∞ , 1〉 = (2π)2
∫ π

0
2 sin r f∞(r)dr.
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Then because f∞(r) = −2 ln sin r + β ≥ 0, and sin r ln sin r → 0 as r → 0 or
π, we see that the integral in (175) is convergent and nonnegative. �

Remark 4.21. Clearly distributional total scalar curvature given in (175) is
strictly greater than the total scalar curvature on the regular part given in
(168). The difference between them could be explained as the contribution
of the singular set S to the total scalar curvature, which is positive and equal
to 8(2π)2.

Proposition 4.22 (Continuity of distributional total scalar curvature). The
total scalar curvatures of the metrics in the sequence defined in Example
2.1 converge to the distributional total scalar curvature of the extreme limit
metric defined in Example 3.1.

Proof. By using the scalar curvature formula for metrics g j given in Propo-
sition 2.5, we have∫

S2×S1
Scalarg j dµ j =

∫ 2π

0
dϕ

∫
S2

(
2 − 2

∆ f j

f j

)
f j dµS2(177)

= (2π)
∫
S2

(2 f j − 2∆ f j) dµS2(178)

= (2π)
∫
S2

2 f j dµS2 .(179)

By the L1 convergence of f j to f∞ obtained in Proposition 3.7, we see that

lim
j→∞

∫
S2×S1

Scalarg j dµ j = (2π)
∫
S2

2 f∞ dµS2(180)

= (2π)2
∫ π

0
2 f∞(r) sin(r) dr(181)

which is the total distributional scalar curvature by Lemma 4.20. �

5. Proving the Sequence has a Uniform Lower Bound onMinA:

Here we study the minimal surfaces in our sequence in Example 2.1. We
prove the following theorem:

Theorem 5.1 (Uniform Bound for MinA). There is a uniform positive lower
bound, A0 > 0 such that any closed g j-minimal surface, Σ, in S2 × f j S

1 has
area Area j(Σ) ≥ A0. Thus

(182) MinA(S2 × f j S
1) ≥ A0 > 0 ∀ j ∈ N

Before we prove Theorem 5.1, we prove various lemmas about minimal
surfaces in S2× f j S

1 in Subsection 5.1. We then apply some of these lemmas
to prove the theorem in Subsection 5.2. We close with further remarks about
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the properties of minimal surfaces in S2 × f j S
1 and conjecture that A0 = 4π

in Subsection 5.3.
It is worth noting that minimal surfaces and their relationship with non-

negative scalar curvature was initially studied by Schoen-Yau in [35]. Since
then, this relationship has been explored by many mathematicians. See the
survey by Zhu [33] and the survey by the first author [39]. See in particular
the work of Marques-Neves [30], Bray-Brendle-Neves [6], Gromov-Zhu
[15], Liokumovich-Maximo [28], and Zhu [43]. In this paper we do not
directly apply these results. In fact we do not use the nonnegative scalar
curvature when studying the minimal surfaces.

5.1. Minimal Surfaces and Mean Convexity. Recall that by Definition 2,

(183) MinA(S2 × f j S
1) = min Area j(Σ)

where Σ is a g j-minimal surface, Σ ⊂ S2× f jS
1. More precisely Σ is a surface

without boundary lying in S2× f j S
1 which has H j(Σ, p, ν) = 0 at every p ∈ Σ

where H j(Σ, p, ν) is the mean curvature defined using the metric tensor g j

at p ∈ Σ with normal ν.
In general a surface might be g j-minimal for only one value of j ∈ N,

however we show there are three classes of surfaces which are g j-minimal
for all values of j ∈ N. These are depicted in Figure 3 and are proven to be
g j-minimal with Area j ≥ 4π in Lemmas 5.3- 5.4.

Figure 3. Three minimal surfaces in S2 × f j S
1. On the left is

Σϕ=ϕ0 of Lemma 5.3, in the middle is Σr=π/2 of Lemma 5.5,
and on the right is Σθ=θ0 of Lemma 5.4.

Lemma 5.2. If there is a g j-isometry I : M → M, I∗g j = g j, that preserves
Σ, I(p) = p ∀p ∈ Σ, but reverses its orientation,

(184) I∗ν = −ν where ν ⊥ Σ,

then Σ is a g j-minimal surface.

Proof. The g j mean curvature of Σ at p ∈ Σ depends on a choice of normal,
ν, at p as follows:

(185) H j(Σ, p, ν) = −H j(Σ, p,−ν).
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Since I is an isometry preserving Σ and I(p) = p we have

(186) H j(Σ, p, ν) = H j(I(Σ), I(p), (I∗ν)) = H j(Σ, p,−ν)

which implies H j = 0. �

Lemma 5.3. For any ϕ0 ∈ S
1, the surface,

(187) Σ2
ϕ=ϕ0

= { (r, θ, ϕ) : ϕ = ϕ0 } ⊂ S
2 × f j S

1,

which is a sphere, is a minimal surface of area 4π. See Figure 3.

Proof. This follows by Lemma 5.2 because the reflection across the surface,
I(r, θ, ϕ) = (r, θ, (2ϕ0 − ϕ)mod2π), is an isometry:

(188) I∗g j = I∗(dr2 + sin2(r)dθ2 + f 2
j (r)dϕ2) = dr2 + sin2(r)dθ2 + f 2

j (r)dϕ2.

The area is computed using its parametrization by r and θ:

(189) Area(Σ2
ϕ=ϕ0

) =

∫ π

r=0

∫ 2π

θ=0
sin(r) dθ dr = Area(S2) = 4π.

�

Lemma 5.4. For any θ0 ∈ S
1, the surface,

(190) Σ2
θ=θ0

= { (r, θ, ϕ) : θ = θ0 or θ = (π + θ0)mod2π } ⊂ S2 × f j S
1,

which is a torus above a longitude, is a minimal surface of area > 4π.

Proof. This follows by Lemma 5.2 because the reflection across the surface,
I(r, θ, ϕ) = (r, (2θ0 − θ)mod2π, ϕ), is an isometry:

(191) I∗g j = I∗(dr2 + sin2(r)dθ2 + f 2
j (r)dϕ2) = dr2 + sin2(r)dθ2 + f 2

j (r)dϕ2.

The area is computed using its parametrization by r and ϕ:

(192) Area(Σ2
θ=θ0

) =

∫ π

r=0

∫ 2π

ϕ=0
f j(r) dϕ dr > 2π2β > 4π.

�

Lemma 5.5. For any r0 ∈ (0, π) the surface,

(193) Σ2
r=r0

= { (r, θ, ϕ) : r = r0 } ⊂ S
2 × f j S

1

which is a torus above the latitude r = r0, is a surface of constant mean
curvature with area

(194) Area j(Σr=r0) = 4π sin(r0) f j(r0).

When r0 = π/2, it is a g j-minimal surface of area Area j(Σr=π/2) > 4π as in
Figure 3. When r0 , π/2 the mean curvature is positive with normal chosen
pointing away from the poles towards the equator.
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Proof. The surface, Σr=r0 for r0 ∈ (0, π) is a torus,

(195) Σr=r0 = {(r, θ, π) : θ ∈ S1, ϕ ∈ S1}.

and there are g j-isometries acting transitively on it because g j is constant in
θ and ϕ. Thus it has constant mean curvature. The area is computed using
its parametrization by θ and ϕ:
(196)

Area j(Σ2
r=r0

) = A j(r0) =

∫ 2π

θ=0

∫ 2π

ϕ=0
sin(r0) f j(r0) dϕ dr = 4π2 sin(r0) f j(r0).

By Lemma 2.7 we know A j(r) increases on (0, π/2), has a maximum value
at r = π/2 which is 4πβ > 4π and then decreases for r ∈ (π/2, π). Thus
Σr=r0 is mean convex away from the poles towards the equator for r0 , π/2
and is an unstable g j-minimal surface when r0 = π/2. �

The following well known proposition follows from the maximum prin-
cipal and is easily verified:

Proposition 5.6. If Σ ⊂ K is a minimal hypersurface of codimension one in
a Riemannian manifolds and K is a smooth compact region and there is a
point p ∈ Σ ∩ ∂K then H(∂K, p, ν) ≤ 0 measured using the outward normal
ν.

The following lemma applies this proposition.

Lemma 5.7. If Σ is a g j-minimal surface then Σ ∩ Σr0=π/2 , ∅.

Proof. Assume on the contrary that Σ ∩ Σr0=π/2 = ∅. Without loss of gen-
erality, Σ ⊂ r−1[0, π/2). Let r0 be the maximum value of r of Σ. Let
K = r−1[0, r0]. Then by Lemma 5.5, H(∂K, p, ν) > 0 measured using
the outward normal ν. This contradicts the maximum principal, Proposi-
tion 5.6. �

5.2. Proof of Theorem 5.1: We will apply the Monotonicity Formula (7.5)
from Colding & Minicozzi’s textbook [10] to prove Theorem 5.1, so we
state it here:

Theorem 5.8 (Monotonicity Formula). Let p be a point on a smooth min-
imal surface Σ′ in a 3-manifold (M, g). Let κ > 0 be a bound on sectional
curvatures KM on M (as in |KM | < κ) and let i0 > 0 denote a positive lower
bound on the injectivity radius on M. Then the function

(197) e2
√
κss−2 Area(Bg(p, s) ∩ Σ′)

is non-decreasing for s ∈
(
0,min{i0, κ

−1/2, dist(p, ∂Σ′)}
)
. Here the restric-

tion that s < dist(p, ∂Σ′) is only needed if Σ′ has a boundary.

We now prove Theorem 5.1:
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Proof. Assume on the contrary, that there exists a subsequence j → ∞ and
g j-minimal surfaces Σ j ⊂ S

2× f jS
1 such that Area j(Σ j)→ 0. By Lemma 5.7,

there exists p j ∈ Σ j such that r(p j) = π/2. In particular

(198) Σ′j = Σ j ∩ r−1[π/4, 3π/4] , ∅

is a g j-minimal surface which possibly has a boundary such that if ∂Σ′j , ∅
then

(199) distg j(p j, ∂Σ′j) ≥ min
{
|r(p j) − r(q)| : q ∈ ∂Σ′j

}
= π/4.

Let

(200) ĝ j = dr2 + sin2(r)dθ2 + f̂ 2
j (r)dϕ2

where f̂ j(r) = ln
( 1+a j

S (r)+a j

)
+ β where S (r(x)) is a smooth positive function on

S2 × S1 such that

(201) S (r) = sin2(r) for r ∈ (π/4, 3π/4).

Thus Σ′j is also a ĝ j-minimal surface which possibly has a boundary with

(202) distĝ j(p j, ∂Σ′j) ≥ π/4.

Furthermore, for s < π/4, Bĝ j(p j, s) = Bg j(p j, s) and

(203) Areaĝ j

(
Σ′j ∩ Bĝ j(p j, s)

)
= Areag j

(
Σ j ∩ Bg j(p j, s)

)
≤ Area j

(
Σ j

)
.

Recall that by Lemma 3.2 that as j → ∞, f j(r) converges smoothly away
from the poles to f∞(r).

Thus f̂ j(r) converge smoothly and uniformly to the smooth positive func-
tion f̂∞(r) = − ln(S (r)) +β. So ĝ j converge smoothly and thus have uniform
bounds on their sectional curvatures, κ j ≤ κ0, and on their injectivity radii,
i0, j ≥ i0 > 0. In particular. there is an s0 > 0 such that

(204) s0 < min
{
i0, j, κ

−1/2
j , π/4

}
for all j ∈ N.

We do not have such uniform bounds on the original metric tensors g j.
Applying the Monotonicity Formula recalled in Theorem 5.8 to Σ′j as

ĝ j-minimal surfaces, we have for any s ∈ (0, s0),

(205) e2√κ j ss−2 Areaĝ j

(
Bĝ j(p, s) ∩ Σ′j

)
≥ 4π

because 4π is the limit as s→ 0. By (203), we have

(206) Area j

(
Σ j

)
≥ 4πs2

0e−2
√
κ0 s0 ,

which contradicts Area j(Σ j)→ 0. �
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5.3. Remarks and Conjectures. Recall that we proved Σϕ=ϕ0 , Σθ=θ0 , and
Σr=π/2 all have area ≥ 4π in Lemma 5.3, Lemma 5.4, and Lemma 5.5 respec-
tively. In addition, we observe that if there is a surface Σ whose area is < 4π
then the projection of the surface to the sphere by (r, θ, ϕ)→ (r, θ), which is
an area nonincreasing map, cannot map surjectively onto the sphere.

This leads us to make the following conjecture:

Conjecture 5.9. MinA(S2 × f j S
1) = 4π for Example 2.1.

Recall that the strong maximum principal states that if there is a smooth
set K and an open domain U about p such that Σ ∩ U ⊂ K and p ∈ Σ ∩ ∂K
then H(∂K, p, ν) = 0 implies Σ ∩ U ⊂ ∂K. This gives us the following
remarks which might be useful to those trying to prove Conjecture 5.9.

Remark 5.10. We can apply this strong maximum principal to study sur-
faces which touch ∂K = Σϕ=ϕ0 from one side to conclude that ϕ cannot
achieve a strong local max or min on any g j-minimal surface. Since we
know surfaces of constant ϕ, Σϕ=ϕ0 , have area ≥ 4π, any g j-minimal surface
of area < 4π must wrap around the S1 fibre taking all values of ϕ.

Remark 5.11. We can apply this strong maximum principal to study sur-
faces which touch ∂K = Σθ=θ0 from one side to conclude that θ cannot
achieve a strong local max or min away from the poles where r = 0, π
on any g j-minimal surface. Since we know surfaces of constant θ, Σθ=θ0 ,
have area ≥ 4π, any g j-minimal surface of area < 4π must wrap around the
sphere taking on all values of θ. Be sure to prove this carefully if you wish
to use this remark.
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