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TWO-DIMENSION VANISHING, SPLITTING AND POSITIVE SCALAR

CURVATURE

XINGYU ZHU

Abstract. We prove several analogs of Gromov’s macroscopic dimension conjecture with extra
curvature assumptions. More explicitly, we show that for an open Riemannian n-manifold (M, g)
of nonnegative Ricci (resp. sectional) curvature, if it has uniformly positive scalar curvature
and it is uniformly volume noncollapsed, then the essential (resp. Hausdorff) dimension of an
asymptotic cone, as a notion of largeness, has a sharp upper bound n− 2, which is 2 less than
the upper bound for an open Riemannian manifold with only nonnegative Ricci curvature. As
a consequence, the dimension of space of linear growth harmonic functions of M has upper
bound n − 1 which is also 2 less than the sharp bound n + 1 when M only has nonnegative
Ricci curvature. We also prove the first Betti number upper bound is n − 2 if M is compact,
and n − 3 if M is non-compact. When M is compact we show a fibration theorem over torus,
and a rigidity theorem for the fiber when the first Betti number upper bound is achieved.

1. Introduction

Gromov’s macroscopic dimension conjecture roughly states that an open manifold of dimen-
sion n, n ≥ 3, with uniformly positive scalar curvature has “dimension at large” at most n− 2.
Here the largeness can be interpreted precisely in several equivalent ways, see [11,45]. We refer
the readers to [24] for a comprehensive exposition of the geometry of scalar curvature.

The principle or heuristic behind Gormov’s conjecture can be described as that uniformly
positive scalar curvature implies the vanishing of 2 dimensions in large scales, where the dimen-
sion is a vague notion to be interpreted properly. Instead of the macroscopic dimension, some
other types of quantities serving as notions of largeness can be considered. Then we can ask

Question 1.1. What are the quantities as notions of largeness whose upper bound become 2 less
when imposing a uniform positive scalar curvature lower bound?

We consider this question under a priori Ricci or sectional curvature lower bound 0. In such
a situation, polynomial growth order of the volume of geodesic balls is a candidate, which is
a conjecture of Gromov and is considered in [15, 38, 52] when the dimension is 3. We follow
this line of thoughts and include also Ricci limit spaces into our considerations, since we have
nice stability of lower Ricci or sectional curvature bounds under pointed (measured) Gromov-
Hausdorff convergence. Inspired and guided by Gromov’s principle, in a recent preprint [49],
Wang-Xie-Zhu and the author proved a theorem for Ricci limit spaces as another possible answer
to the above Question 1.1, where the notion of largeness is chosen to be the number of lines
split from a Ricci limit space. In particular, with the crucial use of the torical band estimates
[23], we showed
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Theorem 1.2 ([49, Theorem 1.1]). Let (Mi, gi, pi) be a sequence of pointed open Riemannian
n-manifolds of nonnegative Ricci curvature. If Scgi ≥ K > 0 and volgi(B1(pi)) > v > 0,
then any pointed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of this sequence can split at most R

n−2. Moreover,
if the maximal splitting happens, the non-splitting factor is either S

2 or RP 2 with a metric of
nonnegative curvature in the sense of Alexandrov, which is compact.

As a by product of Theorem 1.2 above, it is also shown in [49, Theorem 1.9] that if (M,g) is
an open n-manifold of nonnegative Ricci curvature and Scg ≥ K > 0, then for any p ∈ M , its
asymptotic volume ratio is zero, i.e.,

(1.1) lim
r→∞

volg(Br(p))

rn
= 0.

This means that any asymptotic cone must collapse in the presence of a positive scalar curvature.
It is then natural to wonder if it must collapse at least 2 dimensions, since the dimension of
an asymptotic cone also describes the largeness of a manifold. Having this idea in mind, we
proceed to the main results.

In this note, our focus is to provide some quantities as candidates of answers to Question 1.1
and also as applications of Theorem 1.2. More explicitly, we prove that some dimension upper
bound for an open manifold of nonnegative Ricci curvature becomes 2 less if this manifold also
has positive scalar curvature. Here, the dimension is interpreted as the dimension of the space
of linear growth harmonic functions in Theorem 1.3, as the essential or Hausdorff dimension of
an asymptotic cone as a Ricci limit space or an Alexandrov space in Theorem 1.6 and Theorem
1.9. The new challenge is that we need to tackle the collapsed asymptotic cones where Theorem
1.2 is not directly available.

To state our first main theorem we fix some notations. For a Riemannian manifold (M,g)
let h1(M) be the dimension of the space of linear growth harmonic functions and b1(M) be the
first Betti number of M .

Theorem 1.3. Let (M,g) be an open Riemannian n-manifold of nonnegative Ricci curvature. If
Scg ≥ K > 0 and volg(B1(x)) ≥ v > 0 for every x ∈ M , then h1+b1 ≤ n−1 and b1(M) ≤ n−3.

It is well-known ([27, 32]) that for an open Riemannian n-manifold of nonnegative Ricci
curvature, the dimension of linear growth harmonic functions is bounded above by n+1, which
is closely tied to the splitting in asymptotic cones, discovered by Cheeger–Colding–Minicozzi
[13], see section 2.3. We see that 2 dimensions vanish because of the uniformly positive scalar
curvature. The equality can be achieved by R

n−2 × S
2.

Remark 1.4. Theorem 1.3 is strengthened thanks to Pan–Ye that appears when this note is
under review.

Question 1.5. Is Theorem 1.3 true without the uniformly volume noncollapsed assumption, i.e.
volg(B1(x)) > v > 0 for any x ∈ M? Is R

n−2 × S
2 the only space, up to diffeomorphism, that

achieves the upper bound n− 1?

Theorem 1.3 will actually be a corollary of the next theorem, which concerns the collapsing
of asymptotic cones.

Theorem 1.6. Let (M,g) be an open Riemannian n-manifold of nonnegative Ricci curvature.
If Scg ≥ K > 0 and volg(B1(x)) ≥ v > 0 for every x ∈ M , then the essential dimension of any
asymptotic cone of M is at most n− 2.
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Compared to manifolds with only nonnegative Ricci curvature, whose asymptotic cones can
have essential dimension n if at some point the asymptotic volume ratio is positive, 2 dimensions
vanish because of the uniformly positive scalar curvature.

The next main theorem is to claim that the first betti number is also a candidate of the answers
to Question 1.1. We present here an upper bound of the first Betti number with positive scalar
curvature and then discuss its rigidity. Recall that we denote by b1(M) the first Betti number
of M . Let us relax the curvature bound in [49, Corollary 1.4] and prove a rigidity theorem.

Theorem 1.7. Let (M,g) be a complete compact Riemannian n-manifold, with Scg ≥ K > 0,
diam(M, dg) < D < ∞, and volg(M) > v > 0. There exists ε := ε(n,D, v,K) > 0, so that if
Ricg ≥ −ε, then b1(M) ≤ n− 2.

If b1(M) = n− 2, and in addition Ricg is bounded from above, then M is homeomorphic to a
fiber bundle over T

n−2, with the fiber F being S
2 or RP 2.

If M is orientable and a S
2 bundle over Tn−2, where 3 ≤ n ≤ 7, then we have that the minimal

area of any isometrically embedded S
2 is bounded above by 8π

K .

Theorem 1.7 is a compact counterpart of Theorem 1.2. In particular, the following corollary
will be clear from the proof of Theorem 3.6 and Theorem 1.7.

Corollary 1.8. Let (Mi, gi) be a sequence of complete compact Riemannian n-manifolds, with
0 ≤ Ricgi ≤ K1, Scgi ≥ K2 > 0, diam(M, dgi) < D < ∞, and volgi(M) > v > 0. If (Mi, gi) GH
converges to a noncollapsed limit space (X, d), then b1(X) ≤ n− 2, if b1(X) = n− 2, then X is
a topological fiber bundle over T

n−2, and the fiber is of topological type S
2 or RP 2.

Although Theorem 1.6 implies Theorem 1.9 below, we state it separately and give a proof
with only Alexandrov geometry tools. Because the argument is more elementary and encodes a
nice relation between the asymptotic cones and the limit space at infinity.

Theorem 1.9. Let (M,g) be an open Riemannian n-manifold of nonnegative sectional curva-
ture. If Scg ≥ K > 0 and volg(B1(x)) ≥ v > 0 for every x ∈ M . Then the Hausdorff dimension
of the asymptotic cone of M at any point is at most n− 2.

In the sequel, for a metric space (X, d) we say a sequence of points {pi}i∈N in X diverges to
infinity, denoted by pi → ∞, if d(x, pi) → ∞ for any fixed x ∈ X as i → ∞. We call a pGH
limit of (M,g, pi) a limit space at infinity of M if pi → ∞.

All of the proofs originate from the very same general idea, which is to find a large enough
number of splitting factors in the limit space at infinity from the information of a collapsed
asymptotic cone if the statements to be proved were not true, resulting in a contradiction to
1.2.

The relation between an asymptotic cone and a limit space at infinity is straightforward in
the presence of nonnegative sectional curvature, as can be seen from Theorem 4.1. The very
reason is the monotonicity of comparison angles, which helps passing information of geodesics
on a large scale to smaller ones. This is the content of section 4.

However, for nonnegative Ricci curvature, the asymptotic cones at a point can be non-unique,
even non-homeomorphic [17]. For collapsed asymptotic cones, they are not necessarily metric
cones, and they can even be nonpolar [35]. Moreover, the singular set can have larger Hausdorff
dimension than that of the regular set [41]. As opposed to nonnegative sectional curvature case,
the line splitting argument as in section 4 seems to be hard to proceed, see Remark 4.7.
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For our purpose, we only need to deal with the simplest possible codimension 1 collapsing.
In this case, a theorem of Kapovitch-Wilking [29, Theorem 5] can be applied to obtain a non-
collapsed limit space from a collapsed asymptotic cone by a rescaling, but there is no a priori
information for the rescaling sequence. The new observation is that this rescaling argument can
be done so that the uniformly positive scalar curvature is preserved. We also use this idea to
study the first Betti number for compact manifolds. These all have the 2-dimension vanishing
behavior hence are put together in section 5.

In order to to study the rigidity of the first Betti number we also establish a fibration theorem
for large first Betti number that maybe interesting in its own right. The fibration theorem is
based on the observation that if the limit space is coming from a sequence of manifolds with
Ricci curvature bounded above as well as almost nonnegative and the first Betti number almost
reach its upper bound, then it is homeomorphic to an manifold. In fact, with the help of
splitting theorem we can show that if the first Betti number is large then the universal cover
of the limit space is a manifold and the limit space itself is an orbit space of a nice isometric
group action on its universal cover, hence also a manifold. This is built on the identification
between the deck transform group and the fundamental group for Ricci limit spaces [47], the
equivariant convergence of the universal cover [39] and codimension 4 theorem [14]. We separate
it in Section 3.

Acknowledgements. The author would like to thank Bo Zhu for fruitful discussions, from
which stems the main topics of this work. The author is also grateful to Shouhei Honda for
helpful suggestions on an early draft of this work, to Jikang Wang for explaining [39,47] as well
as for several insights about the proof of Theorem 3.6, to Igor Belegradek for communicating
to the author a part of proof in Theorem 1.7, to Zetian Yan for useful disscusions over [25] and
[54].

2. Preliminaries and notations

2.1. Structure of metric measure spaces with lower Ricci curvature bounds. When
we speak of an RCD(K,N) space, we always assume K ∈ R and N ∈ [1,∞). When speaking
of an Aleksandrov space, we always assume it is complete and finite dimensional. It is shown in
[43] that an Alexandrov space along with its Hausdorff measure is an RCD space. So what we
say about RCD spaces is also true for Alexandrov spaces. We recall here some basic definitions
and facts.

We start with RCD spaces. Given an RCD(K,N) space (X, d,m), let Rk(X) be the set of
points at which the tangent cone is (Rk, | · |,Lk), for k ∈ [1, N ] ∩ N, called the k-regular set of
X, and R(X) := ∪kRk is called the regular set of X.

Definition 2.1 ([9]). there is a unique n ∈ [1, N ]∩N such that m(X \Rn) = 0. This n is called
the essential dimension of (X, d,m), denoted by essdim(X).

The essential dimension can also be defined as the maximum integer k so that R
k can be

split off in a tangent cone, as a result of [30]. Meanwhile, the essential dimension is lower
semicontinuous under pGH convergence.

Theorem 2.2 ([30]). Let (Xi, di,mi, xi) be a convergent pGH sequence of RCD(K,N) spaces
with limit (X, d,m, x). Then

essdim(X) ≤ lim inf
i→∞

essdim(Xi).
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An RCD(K,N) space (X, d,m) is called noncollapsed, denoted by ncRCD(K,N), if m = HN ,
otherwise it is called collapsed. It follows that N ∈ N, and essdim(X) = N , see [19]. A typical
example of a ncRCD(0, n) space is an Riemannian n-manifold (M, dg, volg) of nonnegative Ricci
curvature. For a noncollapsed space, the regular points can be characterized by the volume
density [19, Corollary 1.7]:

(2.1) ΘN (x) = 1 ⇔ x ∈ RN = R.

Also for a noncollapsed space, the singular set S := X \ R(X) is stratified into

S0 ⊆ S1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ SN−1,

where for 0 ≤ k ≤ N − 1, k ∈ Z, Sk = {x ∈ S : no tangent cone at x is isometric to R
k+1 ×

C(Z) for any metric space Z}, where C(Z) is the metric measure cone over a metric space Z.
The main theorem in [7] can be rephrased as a essential dimension gap theorem, which is

proved in [18] for Ricci limit spaces.

Theorem 2.3 ([7, Theorem 1.5]). If an RCD(K,N) space (X, d,m) is collapsed then its essential
dimension is at most [N ]− 1.

It follows from the stability of RCD(K,N) condition, see for example [22], that Ricci limit
spaces are RCD spaces. Furthermore, noncollapsed Ricci limit spaces are ncRCD spaces, because
in [19], the notion of noncollapsed Ricci limit spaces defined by Cheeger-Colding [12] and notion
of noncollapsed RCD spaces are unified in the following sense.

Theorem 2.4. Let (Xi, di,H
N , xi) be a sequence of pointed ncRCD(K,N) spaces. If (Xi, di, xi)

pGH converges to (X, d, x). Then exactly one the following happens.

• lim inf i→∞HN (B1(p)) > 0, and (X, d,HN , x) is ncRCD(K,N). (Xi, di,H
N , xi) pmGH

converges to (X, d,HN , x). In particular, the volume converges, i.e.,

lim
i→∞

HN (BR(xi)) = HN (BR(x)), ∀R > 0.

• lim inf i→∞HN (B1(p)) = 0, and the Hausdorff dimension of (Xi, di) is at most N − 1.

2.2. Monotonicity of Angles. See for example [10] or [5, section 2.1]. Let (A, dA) be an
Alexandrov space of nonnegative curvature. Recall that given 2 unit speed rays σ, γ : [0,∞) → A
emanating from the same point o ∈ A, we define the comparison angle between σ(t), γ(s), for

t, s > 0 at o, denoted ∠
0o

γ(s)
σ(t) , as

(2.2) ∠
0o

γ(s)
σ(t)

:= arccos
d
2
A(o, σ(t)) + d

2
A(o, γ(s)) − d

2
A(σ(t), γ(s))

2dA(o, σ(t))dA(o, γ(s))
.

(t, s) 7→ ∠
0o

γ(s)
σ(t) is monotone nonincresing w.r.t. both variables t, s when fix the other. It follows

that t 7→ ∠
0o

γ(t)
σ(t) is also monotone nonincresing. The angle between σ and γ, denoted ∠(σ, γ),

is defined as limt,s→0∠
0o

γ(s)
σ(t)

and the angle between σ and γ at infinity, denoted by ∠∞(σ, γ),

is defined as limt→∞∠
0o

γ(t)
σ(t). Both ∠ and ∠∞ are distance functions on the set of all rays

emanating from o. The (equivalence classes of) rays emanating from o equipped with distance
∠∞ is an Alexandrov space of curvature lower bound 1, which is called the ideal boundary of
(A, dA) at o, when equipped with distance ∠ it is the space of directions at o which is also an
Alexandrov space of curvature lower bound 1.
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2.3. Asymptotic cones and splitting for large scales. For a pointed metric space (X, d, x),
an asymptotic cone at x, whenever exists, is defined as a pGH limit of (X, r−1

i d, x) for some
sequence of scales ri → ∞. Recall that if (X, d,m) is an RCD(K,N) space, then for any r > 0,
(X, r−1

d,m) is an RCD(r2K,N) space. With the stability of RCD(K,N) condition it immeditely
follows that by passing to a subsequence if necessary, asymptotic cones always exist at every
point of an RCD(0, N) space and they are also RCD(0, N) spaces. An asymptotic cone of a
ncRCD(0, N) space is noncollapsed if and only if the asymptotic volume ratio is not zero, due
to Theorem 2.4 and a simple scaling. Recall (1.1).

For Alexandrov spaces of nonnegative curvature, the asymptotic cone at any point is unique
and it is a metric cone over its ideal boundary. See [5, Theorem 2.11] and references therein.

However, for RCD(0, N) spaces, as pointed out in the last paragraph of section 1, very little
structure theory of their asymptotic cones is known. However, it is known that every nonconstant
linear growth harmonic function induces a splitting factor R in the asymptotic cone. We state
the original version for manifolds [13], nevertheless an extension to RCD setting is essentially
done in [26, Theorem 4.8].

Theorem 2.5. Let (M,g) be an Riemannian open n-manifold. If the dimension of the space of
linear growth harmonic functions is k + 1, k ∈ N

+, then any asymptotic cone splits R
k.

To close this subsection we recall the following splitting theorem for large scales and varying
points by Kapovitch-Wilking [29, Lemma 2.1], which serves as a basis of the rescaling theorem.
We slightly extend it to the RCD setting.

Lemma 2.6. Let (Xi, di,mi, xi) be a sequence of RCD(−εi, N) spaces, where εi → 0+. Given
k ∈ N

+, and ri → ∞, if there exists (bi1, . . . , b
i
k) : Bri(xi) → R

k so that the following is satisfied

• For each i ∈ N and j = 1, 2 . . . , k the function bij is in D(∆, Bri(xi)), the domain of the

local Laplacian on Bri(xi).
• For any fixed R > 0,

(2.3) −

∫
BR(xi)

k∑
j,l=1

|∇bij · ∇bil − δj,l|+R2
k∑

j=1

(∆bij)
2dmi → 0, as i → ∞.

Then (Xi, di, (mi(B1(xi)))
−1

mi, xi) pmGH subconverges to an RCD(0, N) space (Rk × Y, (0, y))
with product distance and some limit measure.

We refer the readers to [1] for relevant definitions.

Proof. It follows from (2.3) that for each j, ‖∇bij‖L2(BR) and ‖∆bij‖L2(BR) are uniformly bounded,

so bij converges in H1,2
loc [1, Theorem 4.4] as i → ∞ to a bj ∈ D(∆, Y ). It again follows from

(2.3) that bj is harmonic and |∇bj| = 1, ∇bj · ∇bl = 0 a.e. in the limit measure for j 6= l. The
Sobolev-to-Lipschitz property shows that bj can also be chosen to be 1-Lipschitz. The conclusion
follows from the splittiing theorem [21]. �

2.4. Aspherical manifolds and asymptotic dimension. A manifold is asperical if all of its
higher homotopy groups πk, k ≥ 2, vanish. For dimension 2, S2, RP 2 are only closed surfaces
that are not aspherical. It is conjectured by Gromov-Lawson that closed aspherical manifolds
do not admit any metric of positive scalar curvature. Some partial progresses are known [15,25].
With an additional assumption on the fundamental group, the following is proved.
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Theorem 2.7 ([20, p.157 Corollary]). Let M be a closed aspherical manifold. If the fundamental
group π1(M) as a metric space equipped with the word metric has finite asymptotic dimension.
Then M does not admit a metric of positive scalar curvature.

We introduce the notion of asympototic dimension following closely the survey [6], see also
the references therein for the motivations and history of this definition.

Definition 2.8 ([6, p.1270 Definition]). Let X be a metric space. For n ∈ N , we say the
asymptotic dimension of X does not exceed n, if for every uniformly bounded open cover V,
there exist a uniformly bounded open cover U with multiplicity at most n + 1 so that V is
a refinement of U . We define the asymptotic dimension of X as asdim(X) := min{n ∈ N :
asymptotic dimension of X does not exceed n}.

Here the multiplicity of an open cover U is the maximum integer k so that every x ∈ X is
contained in the intersection of at most k open sets in U . We say an open cover U is uniformly
bounded if supU∈U diam(U) < ∞. When it comes to the asymptotic dimension of a group, then
it is viewed as a metric space endowed with the word metric.

We collect the following properties of the asymptotic dimension that will be used in the proof
of Theorem 1.7.

Proposition 2.9. The following are true.

(1) ([6, p.1271 Example]) asdim(Z) = 1;
(2) ([6, Theorem 32]) IfX,Y are metric spaces. Then asdim(X×Y ) ≤ asdim(X)+asdim(Y );
(3) ([6, Corollary 54 (1)]) If Γ is a finitely generated group and Γ′ ≤ Γ is a subgroup of finite

index, then asdim(Γ′) = asdim(Γ);
(4) ([6, Theorem 63]) If there is an exact sequence of groups

1 → F → G → H → 1,

where G is finitely generated, then asdim(G) ≤ asdim(F ) + asdim(H)
(5) ([6, Theorem 87]) Every finitely generated hyperbolic group has finite asymptotic di-

mension.

3. Fibration for large first Betti number

We discuss some topological properties of Ricci limit (or RCD) spaces. The aim is to
prove Theorem 3.6. It is motivated by the following question studied and disproved (for
b1 < dimension) by Anderson [3].

Question 3.1. Given a closed Riemannian n-manifold (M,g), is there an ε > 0 so that if

Ricg ≥ −ε and diam(M, dg) ≤ 1, then M is a fiber bundle over T
b1(M)?

This fibration-over-torus problem was also studied earlier in [28, 50, 51], under various cur-
vature bounds and extra assumptions. Anderson’s counterexample [3] shows that even when

|Ricg | ≤ ε, a fibration over Tb1(M) for any b1(M) < n may not exist if the volume is collapsing,
nevertheless Theorem 3.6 confirms that if we add the volume noncollpased assumption and a
Ricci upper bound, for large b1, we still retain the fibration over Tb1 .

We recall that the universal cover of an RCD space, hence a Ricci limit space, is defined (by
satisfying the universal property of covering spaces) and studied in [37]. It is now known that
the definition of the universal cover for RCD spaces coincides with the one for manifolds, proved
by Wang.
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Theorem 3.2 ([47,48]). Let (X, d,m) be an RCD(K,N) space. Then the deck transform group

of the universal cover (X̃, d̃, m̃) is isomorphic to π1(X). Moreover, let (Xi, di,mi) be a sequence
of compact RCD(K,N) spaces with supi diamdi

(Xi) < D < ∞. If (Xi, di,mi) mGH converges
to (X, d,m), then there is a surjective homomorphism π1(Xi) → π1(X).

Remark 3.3. A homomorphism takes commutators to commutators, so the sujective homomor-
phism π1(Xi) → π1(X) induces also a sujective homomorphism H1(Xi) → H1(X), meaning the
first Betti number is lower semicontinuous under mGH convergence and uniform upper diameter
bound.

On the other hand, [44, Theorem 5] shows that for noncollapsed spaces converging to a
noncollapsed space, the lower bound on the first Betti number does not decrease.

Theorem 3.4 ([44, Theorem 5]). Let (Xi, di,mi) be a sequence of compact RCD(K,N) spaces
with essdim(Xi) = n ≤ N , supi diamdi

(Xi) < D < ∞ and b1(Xi) ≥ r. If (Xi, di,mi) mGH
converges to (X, d,m) with essdim(X) = m ≤ n, then b1(X) ≥ r +m− n.

Combining Remark 3.3 and Theorem 3.4 results in the following.

Proposition 3.5. Let (Xi, di,H
N ) be ncRCD(K,N) with supi diamdi

(Xi) < D < ∞ and
inf iH

N (Xi) > v > 0. If (Xi, di,H
N ) GH converge to (X, d,HN ), then lim inf i→∞ b1(Xi) =

b1(X).

Proof. Let r = lim inf i b1(Xi). There exists a subseqence of (Xi, di,H
N ) (which converges to the

same limit) we do not relabel, so that b1(Xi) = r for large i, because a convergent sequence of
positive finite integers must stablize. It follows from Remark 3.3 that b1(X) ≤ r and Theorem
3.4 that b1(X) ≥ r. We have completed the proof. �

Theorem 3.6. Let (M,g) be a closed Riemannian n-manifold with diamg(M) < D < ∞,
volg(M) > v > 0 and Ricg ≤ K < ∞ for some K ≥ 0. If the first Betti number b1(M) = n− j,
j = 1, 2, 3, then there exists an ε := ε(D, v,K) > 0 so that when Ricg ≥ −ε, M is a topological

fiber bundle over T
b1.

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Assume there exists εi → 0+ and (Mi, gi) with diamgi(M) <
D < ∞, volg1(M) > v > 0 and −εi ≤ Ricgi ≤ K < ∞, so that b1(Mi) = n − j but M is
not a fiber bundle over T

n−j. Then we get a GH limit space (X, d,Hn) of (Mi, gi) which is
ncRCD(0, n). It follows from Proposition 3.5 that b1(X) = n − j. By [37, Theorem 1.3], the
number of R factors splits in universal cover of X is at least the first Betti number of X given the
identification between the group of deck transform (also called the revised fundamental group
in [37]) and the fundamental group π1(X), Theorem 3.2.

Along with this convergence, there is also an associated equivarient Gromov-Hausdorf (eqGH

in short) convergence of the Riemannian universal cover (M̃i, g̃i, π1(Mi)) where π1(Mi) acts

isometrically. More precisely, fix pi ∈ Mi and a lifting p̃i ∈ M̃i, there exists (Y, dY , y,G), G ≤

Isom(Y ), so that (M̃i, g̃i, p̃i, π1(Mi)) eqGH converges to (Y, dY , y,G) withX = Y/G isometrically
as an orbit space. Meanwhile, let H be the group generated by all isotropy subgroups of G, then
Y/H is the universal cover of X, by [39, Theorem 1.4, Corollary 6.3]. The identity component
subgroup G0 in there is trivial for noncollapsed spaces since G ,thus H, is a discrete group. To
proceed, we consider 3 cases.

• j = 1. The universal cover of X is the Euclidean R
n, then it follows that Y = R

n

and G = π1(X), which in turn implies X = R
n/π1(X), where π1(X) ≤ Isom(Rn)

8



acts freely and proper discontinuously, so X is a flat manifold, hence smooth. we can
then appeal to [28, Theorem 2.1] to conclude that X is a fiber bundle over T

n−1. The
intrinsic Riefenberg theorem [12, Appendix A] yields that for large i, Mi and X are
homeomorphic, providing also a fiber bundle structure for Mi, a contradiction.

• j = 2. The universal cover of X splits off an R
n−2-factor and it is simply connected,

so it is either R
n or R

n−2 × S
2. In the former case the proof is exactly the same as in

the previous item. In the latter case, for some metric dS2 the triple (S2, dS2 ,H
2) carries

a ncRCD(0, 2) structure. Notice that by [14], S(X) = Sn−4(X), and this property is
purely local hence is lifted to the universal cover, which means R(S2) = S

2. Similarly,
we claim that Y = S

2 × R
n−2 or H is trivial. Indeed, notice that taking quotient by

nontrivial isotropy group strictly decreases the diameter of the space of direction hence
decrease the volume density. If there is a nontrivial isotropy subgroup at some y ∈ Y ,
then in the quotient Y/H the projection of y must be singular by (2.1), but there is no
singular point in S

2 ×R
n−2, a contradiction. It then follows that X = S

2 ×R
n−2/π1(X)

also has no singular point since the action is free and properly discontinuous, so X is a
C1,α manifold. We will show that it is a fiber bundle over T

n−2. Consider the covering
space corresponding to H1(X), which is X̄ := (Rn−2 × S

2)/[π1(X), π1(X)], it follows
from the induction step of the proof of [36, Section 4] (especially (24) therein) that X̄
splits off R

n−2, then X̄ = R
n−2 × N2 for some compact ncRCD(0, 2) space N2. The

Abelian group H1(X) = Z
n−2 ⊕ T acts isometrically on X̄ . Here, T denotes the torsion

part of H which is a finite sum of finite Abelian groups. Note that Isom(Rn−2 ×N2) =
Isom(Rn−2)×Isom(N2), let P1 be the projection Isom(Rn−2)×Isom(N2) → Isom(Rn−2),
and P2 be the projection Isom(Rn−2)× Isom(N2) → Isom(N2). We see that P1(H1(X))
acts by translation, i.e., P1(T ) acts trivially on R

n−2. Indeed, first the translation
generated Z

n−2 spans R
n−2, and the action of P1(T ) commutes with all translation as

they are Abelian subgroups of Isom(Rn−2). Then write an arbitrary P1(T ) action as a
(n− 2)× (n− 2) matrix A, and let the linearly independent translations be v1, . . . , vn−2.
The commutativity reads A(x + vi) = Ax + vi, i.e. , Avi = vi, for i = 1, . . . , n − 2.
So A is similar to the identity and has finite order, which shows A is the identity. It
then follows that X = X̄/H1(X) = (Tn−2 ×N2/P2(Z

n−2))/T . It is a fiber bundle over
T
n−2. Again by the intrinsic Reifenberg theorem, X is homeomorphic to Mi for large i,

a contradiction.
• j = 3. The only new case is when the universal cover of X is R

n−3 × N3, where
N3 is compact simply connected C1,α manifold for some α ∈ (0, 1). It also carries a
ncRCD(0, 3) structure. Again we only need to show that the isotropy is trivial. Suppose
there is a point with nontrivial isotropy subgroup, we can blow up at the point and
see that the tangent space is R

3 quotient a nontrivial isometric action, then it is not
isometric to R

3, which contradicts S(X) = Sn−4(X). We consider again the covering
space corresponding to H1(X), denoted by X̄ . It splits off R

n−3 and the polynomial
growth order of H1(X) is exactly n − 3, so X splits as R

n−3 × Y 3 for some compact
RCD(0, 3) space Y which is also a C1,α manifold. The same proof applies to show that
H1(X) acts on the R

n−3 factor by translation. The fiber bundle structure comes from
the fact that the quotient map is a locally trivial fibration and the base is T

n−3 since
H1(X) acts on the R

n−3 factor by translation.

�
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Remark 3.7. It is worth pointing out that in the previous theorem, for the case b1(M) = n−1,
a Ricci curvature upper bound is not needed, as flatness automatically implies smoothness.
Furthermore, if b1(M) = n− 1 then from the proof we see that a finite cover of M is Tn, hence
M is diffeomorphic to a infranilmanifold. This is a different version of [50, Theorem 1], where
we replaced the upper sectional curvature bound by the lower volume bound.

4. Line splitting at infinity

In this section, we discuss some elementary yet less explored aspects of nonnegative sectional
curvature. The goal is to prove Theorem 4.1.

The new ingredient for nonnegative sectional curvature is a line splitting theorem that links
the asymptotic cone at a point and the limit space at infinity. This could be interesting in its
own right.

Theorem 4.1. Let (M,g) be an open n-manifold of nonnegative sectional curvature. If the
asymptotic cone at x ∈ A has dimension m ∈ N ∩ [1, n], then there exists a sequence of points
pi → ∞, so that the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff (pGH in short) limit of (M,g, pi) splits m-lines.

The inverse of the above theorem is not true, as illustrated by the following example.

Example 4.2. The number of lines split from the limit space at infinity can be arbitrarily
lager than the dimension of the asymptotic cone, as can be seen from the elliptic paraboloid
{(x1, x2, . . . , xn+1) ∈ R

n+1 : xn+1 =
∑n

i=1 x
2
i }, where n ≥ 2. It has the half line as its asymptotic

cone at 0 but for some sequence of points diverging to infinity, the limit space is R
n.

We first generalize a well-known fact about splitting for a manifold of nonnegative sectional
curvature. It is originally stated as follows.

Proposition 4.3. Let (M,g) be an open n-manifold of nonnegative sectional curvature. If the
asymptotic cone of M splits a line then M also splits a line.

Let us view it from a slightly different perspective. Since the asymptotic cone is a metric
cone, the fact that it splits a line is equivalent to the fact that the cone tip is in the interior of a
geodesic. With this point of view, we find that the cone tip can be replaced by any other points
in the asymptotic cone and the splitting then holds at infinity.

Lemma 4.4. Let (M,g) be an open n-manifold of nonnegative sectional curvature, and (C, dC , o)
be the asymptotic cone of M at some point with cone tip o and p ∈ C be any point other than o.
For any sequence (M, r−2

i g, pi) that pGH converges to (C, dC , p), where {ri}i∈N is a sequence of
positive numbers so that ri → ∞, every possible pGH limit space of a subsequence of (M,g, pi)
splits a line.

The proof is essentially the same as that of Proposition 4.3, which can be found for examples
in recent [34, Lemma 2.3] or [4, Theorem 4.6]. The proof here is in the spirit of [34, Lemma 2.3]

Proof. Since (C, dC , o) is a metric cone and p is not o, there is a ray σ : [0,∞) → C emanating
from o passing through p. We can assume that p = σ(2). There exists a sequence of points q−i
converging to σ(1) := q− and a sequence p+i converging to σ(3) := q+. Clearly, we have

(4.1) r−1
i dg(pi, q

−

i ) → 1, r−1
i dg(pi, q

+
i ) → 1, r−1

i dg(q
−

i , q
+
i ) → 2, as i → ∞.

10



Let σ−

i (resp. , σ+
i ) be a geodesic joining pi and q−i (resp. q

+
i ), which has length O(ri). Observe

that by the monotonicity of comparison angles, it follows from a direct computation based on
(4.1) that

(4.2) ∠(σ−

i , σ
+
i ) ≥ arccos

d
2
g(pi, q

−

i ) + d
2
g(pi, q

+
i )− d

2
g(q

−

i , q
+
i )

2dg(pi, q
−

i )dg(pi, q
+
i )

→ π as i → ∞.

By Gromov’s precompactness theorem (M,g, pi) pGH (sub)converges to an Alexandrov space
(A, dA, p∞). It can be seen from the non-branching property that σ−

i (resp. σ+
i ) converges point-

wise to a ray emanating from p∞ denoted by σ− (resp. σ+). We claim that the concatenation
of σ− and σ+ is a (minimizing) geodesic. To show this, it suffices to show that ∠∞(σ−, σ+) = π.

To this end, first fix a j ∈ N. We choose points q̃−j on σ− so that dA(p∞, q̃−j ) = dg(pj , q
−

j ), they
are uniquely determined by their distances to p∞. For each sufficiently large i > j depending on
j, q̃−j can be pulled back via the GH approximation to a point on σ−

i since we have assumed that

σ−

i converges pointwise to σ−. We denote this point by q−j,i. The same procedure can be done

when replacing − with +, we denote the resulting point by q+j,i. Note that dg(pi, q
−

i ) ≥ dg(pi, q
−

j,i),

along with (4.2), the monotonicity of comparison angles applied to angles formed by q−j,i, pi, q
+
j,i

and q−i , pi, q
+
i along σ−

i and σ+
i yields that

d
2
g(pi, q

−

j,i) + d
2
g(pi, q

+
j,i)− d

2
g(q

−

j,i, q
+
j,i)

2dg(pi, q
−

j,i)dg(pi, q
+
j,i)

≤
d
2
g(pi, q

−

i ) + d
2
g(pi, q

+
i )− d

2
g(q

−

i , q
+
i )

2dg(pi, q
−

i )dg(pi, q
+
i )

= cos(π − εi) ≤ −1 +
1

2
ε2i ,

for some εi → 0+ as i → ∞. This in turn implies that

d
2
g(q

−

j,i, q
+
j,i) ≥ (dg(q

−

j,i, pi) + dg(pi, q
+
j,i))

2 − ε2i dg(q
−

j,i, pi)dg(q
+
j,i, pi).

Note that both dg(q
−

j,i, pi), dg(q
+
j,i, pi) are bounded independent of i. Letting i → ∞, together

with triangle inequality, it holds that dA(q̃
−

j , q̃
+
j ) = dA(q̃

−

j , p∞) + dA(p∞, q̃+j ). Since this holds
for every j, we see that

∠∞(σ−, σ+) = lim
j→∞

arccos
d
2
A(p∞, q̃−j ) + d

2
A(p∞, q̃+j )− d

2
A(q̃

−

j , q̃
+
j )

2dA(p∞, q̃−j )dA(p∞, q̃+j )
= π,

as desired. Now that there is a line in A, the splitting theorem then asserts that A splits a
line. �

As an application we give an alternative proof of the fact that any pGH converging sequence
(M,g, pi) with pi diverging to infinity splits a line in its limit space, obtained in [5, Lemma 2.29].
Our method also reveals the relation between this splitting and the fact that any asymptotic
cone of M is a metric cone hence for every point other than the tip there is a ray passing through
it.

Corollary 4.5. Let (M,g) be an open n-manifold of nonnegative sectional curvature and pi →
∞. If (M,g, pi) pGH converges to an Alexandrov space (A, dA, x), then A splits a line.

Proof. Take y ∈ M , and let dg(y, pi) = 2ri. By assumption ri → ∞. (M, r−2
i g, y) pGH converges

to a metric cone (C, dC , o) and pi converges to a point p∞ with dC(o, p∞) = 2. Let σ be the
ray emanating from o passing through p∞. We can find a geodesic σi contained in the ball
(B3/2(pi), r

−2
i g) converging with the rescaling to σ|(1/2,7/2), then the proof follows exactly the

11



same as Lemma 4.4. We conclude that σi converges without rescaling to a line and x, the pGH
limit of pi, is on this line. �

Remark 4.6. In the proof of corollary 4.5, the geodesic joining the cone tip o and p∞ is unique
thanks to the structure of metric cones, so we can easily find a sequence of geodesics converging
to it. However, the uniqueness of geodesic or the metric cone structure is not crucial. In fact,
the non-branching property of Alexandrov spaces implies that any geodesic in a smoothable
Alexandrov space is a limit geodesic, i.e. it can be realized as a pointwise limit of a sequence of
geodesics in the approximating sequence of manifolds.

We are in position to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let (C, dC , o) be the asymptotic cone at x. It is an Alexandrov space of
Hausdorff dimension m ≥ 1, in particular, it has a regular point p other than the cone tip o. To
simplify the notation we assume that dC(o, p) = 2. Then there exists a sequence of real numbers
ri → ∞ so that (Bs(pi), r

−2
i g, pi) pGH converges to (Bs(p), dC , p) for any s ∈ [0, 1]. By a diagonal

argument, there exists a sequence of real numbers ti → ∞ as i → ∞ so that (B1(pi), t
−2
i g, pi)

pGH converges to (B1(0), | · |, 0) ⊆ R
n which is the tangent cone at p. Now that 0 is in the

interior of m perpendicular geodesic segments, by repeatedly applying Lemma 4.4, we get m
lines σj, j = 1, 2, . . . ,m, in the pGH limit space (A, dA, x) of the sequence (M,g, pi), where
σj : R → A corresponds to the line segment on i-th coordinate passing through 0 in the rescaled
limit B1(0). Let σ

−

j (resp.σ+
j ) : [0,∞] → A be such that σ−

j (t) = σ(−t) (resp. σ+
j (t) = σ(t)). It

follows from the monotonicity that

∠(σ−

j , σ
+
k ) ≥ ∠∞(σ−

j , σ
+
k ) = π/2,

and also

π − ∠(σ−

j , σ
+
k ) = ∠(σ+

j , σ
+
k ) ≥ ∠∞(σ+

j , σ
+
k ) ≥ π/2,

hence ∠(σ−

j , σ
+
k ) = π/2 for any j, k ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m}, j 6= k. Which means every line σj is

perpendicular to each other, so each of them splits a different R factor, we have complete the
proof. �

Remark 4.7. We proved that 2 perpendicular geodesics segments in an asymptotic cone induce
2 different splitting R factors for manifolds of nonnegative sectional curvature. This heavily relies
on the monotonicity of comparison angles. We do not know if Theorem 4.1 holds for nonnegative
Ricci curvature, except for m = 1, n. The following example may help to illustrate one of the
difficulties we face.

It is observed by Pan–Wei [40, section 1.2] that a surface of revolution (R × S
1, g := dr2 +

h2(r)dθ2) can be isometric to a totally geodesic and geodesically complete submanifold in a
manifold of positive Ricci curvature, where h can be chosen as 1

ln(2+r2)
. Consider a sequence of

points pk = (k, θ0), for some fixed θ0 ∈ S
1 and k ∈ N. Take a pair of antipodal points {x,−x}

in S
1, let σ+

k (resp. σ−

k ) be the geodesic joining pk and (0, x) (resp. (0,−x)). The pGH limit

(R× S
1, g, pk) is a line, so σ+

k and σ−

k merge to the same ray in the limit space at infinity, even

if the distance between the end points dg((0, x), (0,−x)) = 1
ln 2 > 0.
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5. The two-dimension vanishing theorems

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.6 and of Theorem 1.7. Since in this section
we deal with many scalings, we will denote a geodesic ball of radius r > 0 w.r.t. Riemmanian
metric g (resp. distance d) as Bg

r (resp. Bd
r ).

First, let us prove Theorem 1.6. We first recall the rescaling theorem of Kapovitch-Wilking
[29, Theorem 5.1]. Here we simplify the setting and only take the first part of it for our purpose.
This part can be proved verbatim in RCD setting because of Lemma 2.6 and the propagation
of splitting, see for example [8, Proposition 1.6]. We do not pursue the complete proof.

Theorem 5.1 ([29, Theorem 5.1]). Let (Xi, di,mi, xi) be a sequence of pointed RCD(0, N)
spaces. Assume that (Xi, di,mi, xi) pmGH converges to (Rk, | · |,Lk) for 0 ≤ k < inf i essdim(Xi),
k ∈ N

+, then there exists a compact RCD(0, N − k) space (D, dD,mD, d) 6= {pt}, a sequence of
scales λi → ∞, and a sequence of Borel sets G1(xi) with mi(G1(xi)) ≥ (1 − i−1)mi(B1(xi)), so

that for any yi ∈ G1(xi), (Xi, λidi, (m(Bλidi
1 (yi)))

−1
mi, yi) pmGH subconverges to an RCD(0, N)

of isometric type R
k ×D.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. We argue by contradiction. First notice that the essential dimension
cannot be n, if it was, then by Theorem 2.3 this space is noncollpased. However, recall that
we have (1.1), i.e., the asymptotic volume ratio is zero, so it must be collapsed by Theorem
2.4, a contradiction. We assume that there exists a point q ∈ M and a sequence of scales
ri → ∞, so that (M,gi := r−2

i g, (volgi(B
gi
1 (q)))−1volgi , q) pmGH converges to a asymptotic cone

(X, d,m, x) of essential dimension n − 1. Take a regular point y ∈ Rn−1(X), then there exists
a sequence of points {pi}i∈N in M diverging to infinity so that Bgi

s (pi) pGH converges to Bd
s (y)

for any s ∈ [0, 1]. By a diagonal argument there exists a sequence of scales si → ∞ so that
(M,s−2

i g, pi) pGH converges to (Rn−1, | · |, 0), the tangent cone at y. Applying Theorem 5.1 for

(M,s−2
i g, pi), we find another sequence of scales λi → ∞, and a sequence of points {qi}i∈N in M

so that (M, ḡi := (λisi
−1)2g, qi) pGH subconverges (without relabeling) to a RCD(0, n) space

R
n−1 × D with product distance and some limit measure. The splitting theorem [21] implies

that D is a RCD(0, 1) space. Combine with the fact D 6= {pt}, the classification theorem [31] in
turn implies that D has essential dimension 1, then R

n−1 ×D is noncollapsed, in particular the
measure supporting the RCD(0, n) structure can be taken as the Hausdroff measure Hn induced

by the product distance. By taking again a subsequence we can assume limi→∞
λi

si
exists in

[0,∞]. We claim that

(5.1) lim
i→∞

λi

si
< ∞.

If limi→∞
λi

si
= ∞. Notice that the limit space is noncollapsed, we have from the first item of

Theorem 2.4 and Bishop-Gromov inequality that

(5.2) 0 < inf
i
volḡig(B

ḡi
1 (qi)) ≤ sup

i
volḡi(B

ḡi
1 (qi)) ≤ ωn,

where ωn is the volume of the unit ball in R
n. Denote by (0, d) ∈ R

n−1 ×D the limit of qi, the
volume convergence for noncollapsed spaces then implies that

(5.3) lim
i→∞

volḡi(B
ḡi
R (qi)) = Hn(BR((0, d))) ∀R > 0.
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However, it follows from Bishop-Gromov inequality that for R > 1,

(5.4) lim
i→∞

volḡi(B
ḡi
R (qi)) = lim

i→∞

volg(B
g

siλ
−1

i
R
(qi))

(siλ
−1
i )n

≥ inf
i
Bg

1(qi)R
n = O(Rn),

while Hn(BR((0, d))) has order O(Rn−1) as R → ∞, a contradiction.
Now that we have (5.1), it follows that Scḡi ≥ (siλi

−1)2K, which remains uniformly posi-
tive. Moreover, the limit space is noncollapsed, so (M, ḡi, qi) is a sequence that satisfies the
assumptions of Theorem 1.2, then the limit space of this sequence cannot split Rn−1, a contra-
diction. �

Now we turn to the first Betti number.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. First we prove the upper bound. Assume the contrary, then there exists
a sequence (Mi, gi) and εi → 0+ so that (Mi, gi) satisfies that Ricgi ≥ −εi, Scg ≥ K > 0,
diam(Mi, dgi) < D, and volgi(Mi) > v but b1(Mi) ≥ n − 1. By Theorem 3.4, (Mi, gi) pGH
subcongverges to a compact ncRCD(0, n) space with b1(X) ≥ n − 1. Then the proof proceeds
exactly the same as that of Theorem 3.6. Essentially we get that the Riemannian universal cover
of Mi GH subconverges to a noncollapsed Ricci limit space that is R

n, contradicting Theorem
1.2.

If in addition b1(M) = n − 2 and the Ricci curvature is bounded from above, then M is

homeomorphic to a fiber bundle over Tb1(M) = T
n−2 by Theorem 3.6.

We show that F cannot be aspherical hence must be S2 or RP 2. Recall that π1(M) is finitely
generated.

If F was aspherical, then from the exact sequence of homotopy groups, M is also aspherical.
We show that π1(M) has finite asymptotic dimension, so M does not admit any metric of
positive curvature thanks to Theorem 2.7, a contradiction. Indeed, one has that

(5.5) π2(T
n−2) ∼= 1 → π1(F ) → π1(M) → π1(T

n−2) ∼= Z
n−2 → 1.

It follows from Proposition 2.9 (4) that asdim(π1(M)) ≤ asdim(Zn−2) + asdim(π1(F )). Being a
closed 2-surface, there are only 2 cases for F , either F is hyperbolic, then π1(F ) is a hyperbolic
group, or F is flat. In the former case asdim(π1(F )) is finite due to Proposition 2.9 (5). In the
latter case, in fact, Bieberbach theorem says for any compact flat n-manifold F , there is always
a finite indexed subgroup Z

n = π1(F )∩({Id}×R
n) ≤ π1(F )∩Isom(Rn). Now that asdim(Z) = 1

(Proposition 2.9 (1)), recall Proposition 2.9 (2) and (3), it follows that asdim(π1(F )) < ∞ in
either case.

Now, we assume in addition that that 3 ≤ n ≤ 7, M is orientable and F = S
2. We proceed

to find an embedded S
2 with the desired area upper bound. Consider the projection map f :

M → T
n−2, Gromov [25, Theorem 1] claims that there exists a closed 2-dimensional submanifold

Y ⊆ X that is homologous to the fiber S
2 = f−1(t), for all t ∈ T

n−2. In dimension 2 this in
turn implies Y is diffeomorphic to S

2. Furthermore, one can produce a torical symmetrization
of Y by a descent method. We briefly recall the argument. We start by finding a stable
minimal surface Σ1 in the homology class of f−1(Tn−3) for some T n−3 →֒ T n−2. The restriction
f : Σ1 →֒ T

n−2 → T
n−3 is a continuous map. Furthermore, we can equip Σ1 × S

1 with
a warped product metric gΣ1

+ φ2
1du

2
1 for some φ1 so that its scalar curvature lower bound

is the same as M . Inductively implementing this procedure, we get a manifold (X, gX ) =

(Y × T
n−2, gY +

∑n−2
i=1 φ2

i du
2
i ) so that ScgX ≥ Scg ≥ K > 0, where φi’s are warping functions

coming from the first eigenfunctions of the Jacobi operators and ui’s are coordinates on S
1.
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Meanwhile we have a chain of embedding maps S2 ∼= Y := Σn−2 →֒ Σn−1 →֒ · · · →֒ Σ1 →֒ M .
Once we have (X, gX ) = (Y × T

n−2, gY +
∑n−2

i=1 φ2
i du

2
i ) with ScgX ≥ K > 0, the area upper

bound of Y follows from [54, Lemma 2.3] and the area upper bound of Y is an upper bound
for the minimal embedded sphere in M . Moreover, in the case of equality, once we in addition
have the chain of embedding maps, the rigidity follows from the proof of [54, Theorem 1.2] in
Chapter 3. We have complete the proof.

�

Finally, we prove Theorem 1.3. The ideas of the proof are due to Jiayin Pan. We record here
the new ingredients from Pan–Ye [42].

Proposition 5.2 ([42, Corollary 3.2]). Let (M,g) be an open n-manifold with Ricg ≥ 0 and

p ∈ M . Suppose Isom(X) contains a closed subgroup Γ := Z
b for some b ∈ N

+. For any ri → ∞,
consider the equivariant convergence

(r−1
i M,p,Γ) → (Y, y,G).

Then the limit group G contains a closed subgroup R
b. In particular the orbit Gy has topological

dimension at least b.

Proposition 5.3 ([42, corollary 3.3]). Let (X, d) be a Ricci limit space and p ∈ X. Suppose
Isom(X) contains a closed subgroup G := R

b for some b ∈ N
+. For any ri → ∞, consider the

equivariant convergence

(riX, p,G) → (Y, y,H).

Then the limit group H contains a closed subgroup R
b. In particular the orbit Hy has topological

dimension at least b.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let Γ = π1(M)/[π1(M), π1(M)], b := b1(M), h := h1(M), and M̃ be the

universal cover of M . Consider the covering space correspond to Γ, M := M̃/[π1(M), π1(M)]
and p̄ ∈ M the lift of p. Note that Isom(M ) contains a closed subgroup Z

b ≤ Γ. Using Theorem
2.5, we have the following equivariant GH convergence of blow-down.

(r−1
i M, p̄,Γ) (Rh−1 × Y , (0, ȳ), G)

(r−1
i M,p) (Rh−1 × Y, (0, y)),

GH

π π

GH

By Proposition 5.2, G contains a closed subgroup R
b and clearly G acts only on Y . Meanwhile

by Theorem 1.6, R
h−1 × Y has essential dimension at most n − 2 since M satisfies all the

assumptions there when M does. Now find a regular point q in R
h−1 × Y , take the tangent of

(Rh−1 × Y , q,G), we get (Rh−1 × R
k, 0,H), where k ∈ N

+. By Proposition 5.3, H has a closed
subgroup R

b and the orbit H · 0 sits inside R
k and homeomorphic to R

n, which implies k ≥ b.
Then by the lower semiconinuity of the essential dimension, k + h − 1 ≤ n − 2, which gives
h + b ≤ n − 1 as desired. The proof of b1(M) ≤ n − 3 goes exactly the same way. Assume on
the contrary b1(M) ≥ n − 2. Using the same notations we have the following equivariant GH
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convergence.

(r−1
i M, p̄,Γ) (Y , ȳ,G)

(r−1
i M,p) (Y, y),

GH

π π

GH

and G has a closed R
n−2 subgroup thanks to Proposition 5.2. Take a regular point q ∈ Y and

its lift q̄ ∈ Y , we get an equivariant GH convergence by taking the tangent cone at q and q̄ for
some sequence scaling si → ∞ as follows

(siY , q̄,G) (Rk × Z, (0, z),H)

(siY, q) (Rk, 0),

GH

π π

GH

where k is the essential dimension of Y . Since Y is not a point we infer that k ≥ 1. Thanks
to Proposition 5.3 H also contains a closed R

n−2 subgroup, and the orbit H · z sits inside Z.
By taking a regular point in R

k × Z and taking tangent cone again, we see that the tangent
cone has essential dimension k + n− 2 ≥ n− 1, this also contradicts Theorem 1.6 by the lower
semicontinuity of essential dimension because Y has essential dimension n− 2.

There is also an alternative proof of b1(M) ≤ n− 3. We use Anderson’s argument in [2]. Let

(M̃ , g̃) be the Riemannian universal cover of (M,g). To show b1 ≤ n− 3 it suffices to show that
the polynomial growth rate of any finitely generated subgroup of π1(M) is at most n− 3. More
precisely, fix a base point p ∈ M and let p̃ be its lift. Let Γ be a finitely generated subgroup of
π1(M,p) with a symmetric generating set S, and associated word metric dS. For any R > 0, let
Γ(R) := {g ∈ Γ|dS(g, e) ≤ R}. It suffices to show |Γ(R)| ≤ CRn−3 for some constant C and large
R. By the argument in the proof of [2, Theorem 1.1], there exists a constant c := c(n,M) > 0
so that

(5.6) |Γ(R)| ≤
volg̃(BcR(p̃))

volg(BR(p))
.

Recall the proof that manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature having at least linear growth,
it shows volg(Br(p)) ≥ c(n)volg(B1(p))r. Our assumption volg(B1(p)) ≥ v > 0 implies that the
lower bound of volg(Br(p)) does not depend on p. On the other hand, it is shown in [49, Theorem
1.6] there exists universal constant c(n) so that for any R ≥ 1

inf
p∈M

volg(BR(p)) ≤ cRn−2.

Since |Γ(R)| also does not depend on the base point p ∈ M , by taking infimum in 5.6 we get

|Γ(R)| ≤ C(n, v)Rn−3.

This is enough to conclude b1(M) ≤ n− 3 thanks to Anderson [2, Theorem 1.3]. �

Theorem 1.9 follows directly from Theorem 1.6, we can use the more elementary splitting
procedure, Theorem 4.1.

Remark 5.4. In the setting of Theorem 1.3, the rigidity when b1(M) = n− 3 is an interesting
question. However it is not clear in this case if the universal cover will split off Rn−3. If we
strengthen our assumption to that M has nonnegative sectional curvature, then the universal
cover (M̃, g̃) of (M,g) satisfies exactly one of the following.
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• (M̃ , g̃) is isometric to R
n−2 × S

2, where R
n−2 is Euclidean and S

2 carries a metric of
sectional curvature lower bound K/2.

• (M̃ , g̃) is isometric to R
n−3 × R

3, where R
n−3 is Euclidean and R

3 has only one end,
carrying a metric of scalar curvature lower bound K.

We provide a sketch of proof. Notice that the first Betti number carries over to the soul
of M , hence b1(M) = n − 3 implies that (M̃ , g̃) splits an Euclidean R

n−3 factor isometri-

cally. Write M̃ = R
n−3 × N3. It follows that N3 is noncompact. Otherwise Isom(M̃) =

Isom((Rn−3)) × Isom(N3), and by the argument in the proof of Theorem 3.6, we get that
M = (Tn−3 × N3)/(π1(M)/Zn−3), which implies that M is compact, a contradiction. Next,
from the classification of open 3-manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature [33], N3 either
splits as R×S

2 with the scalar curvature lower bound being the sectional curvature lower bound
of S2, or N3 is diffeomorphic to R

3 with only one end. This completes the proof of the above
classification.

For N3 = R
3 with metric gN of ScgN > K, and having only one end, we can see the geometrical

consequences of positive scalar curvature by the pGH limit (R3, gN , pi) for pi → ∞, which is
a kind a limit model of its end. Let x0 ∈ N3 be its soul, then d(·, x0) has no critical points
except for x0 itself. It follows that every geodesic ball centered at x0 is homeomorphic (hence
diffeomorphic) to the Euclidean ball, so the end of N is diffeomorphic to [0,∞) × S

2.
From now on we assume that the pGH limit of (N3, gN , pi) exists. First notice that the limit

space must split a line because of Corollary 4.5. If (N3, gN , pi) is noncollapsing, then Theorem
1.2 and [53, Propsition 3.1] (in particular the orientability excludes RP 2) implies that the limit
space is R×S

2 with S
2 carrying a metric of curvature lower boundK/2 in the sense of Alexandrov,

which give rise to a diameter bound of this S2. This can be viewed as a diameter upper bound
for the S

2 slices in the end by the almost splitting theorem. If (R3, g̃, pi) is collapsing, the most
important observation was already made in [16, Lemma 2.2, claim 1], that is, if the points pi are
taken along a ray, writing the limit space as R× Y , then Y has bounded diameter. We observe
that from the proof of Lemma 4.4, for arbitrary sequence of pi → ∞ there exists unit speed
minimizing geodesic γi : [0, 12d(pi, x0)] → N so that (N3, gN , pi) and (N3, gN , γi(

1
4d(pi, x0)))

converge to the same limit space, then for large i, the argument of [16, Lemma 2.2 claim 1] can
still be applied to γi. Thus, the limit of (N3, gN , pi) can only possibly be R × S

1, R × [0, a],
a ∈ (0,∞) or R × {pt}, i.e., R2 and R × [0,∞) are ruled out. We do not expect that R × S

1

can actually be a limit space. For example this may be seen by the local fibration theorem
[46, Theorem 3.5] for 3-dimensional collapsed manifolds. however, this is not related to scalar
curvature so we do not pursue this direction. It is easy to see that every other candidate can be
realized.

Disclosure. There is no conflict of interests in the present paper. There is no data associated
to the present paper.
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