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A FAMILY OF 4-MANIFOLDS WITH NONNEGATIVE RICCI CURVATURE

AND PRESCRIBED ASYMPTOTIC CONE

SHENGXUAN ZHOU

Abstract. In this paper, we show that for any finite subgroup Γ < O(4) acting freely on S3,
there exists a 4-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold (M, g) with Ricg ≥ 0, such that
the asymptotic cone of (M,g) is C(S3

δ
/Γ) for some δ = δ(Γ) > 0. This answers a question of

Bruè-Pigati-Semola [7] about the topological obstructions of 4-dimensional non-collapsed tangent
cones. Combining this result with a recent work of Bruè-Pigati-Semola [7], one can classify the
4-dimensional non-collapsed tangent cone in the topological sense.
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1. Introduction

Let (Mi, gi, pi) be a sequence of n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifolds with a uniform
lower bound on the Ricci curvature Ricgi ≥ −(n− 1). Gromov’s compactness theorem then implies
that there exists a subsequence of (Mi, gi, pi) converging to a metric space (X∞, d∞, p∞). Without
loss of generality, we assume that (Mi, gi, pi) converge to (X∞, d∞, p∞).

In this paper, we consider non-collapsed case, where Vol(B1(pi)) ≥ v > 0. In this case, the
works of Colding [10, Theorem 0.1] and Cheeger-Colding [8, Theorem 5.9] show that the Hausdorff
dimension of X is n, and the measures of (Mi, gi) converge to the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure
Hn on (Xn, d).
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2 SHENGXUAN ZHOU

In the non-collapsed case, there are many properties derived from the study of tangent cones.
For tangent cones isomorphic to the Euclidean space, a Reifenberg type result of Cheeger-Colding
[8, Theorem 5.14] shows that the limit space has a manifold structure away from a codimension
2 set, which is the complement of an open neighborhood of Rn(X), where Rn(X) is the subset of
X containing points x ∈ X satisfying that every tangent cone of X at x is isometric to Rn. More
recently, the work of Cheeger-Jiang-Naber [9, Theorem 1.14] was able to prove that in this case the
codimension 2 Hausdorff measure of the subset we removed can be finite.

A natural problem is to consider those tangent cones that are not isomorphic to a Euclidean
space. For 4-dimensional non-collapsed Ricci limit space with 2-side Ricci bound and an L2-integral
bound of curvature, a standard result due to Anderson [1], Bando–Kasue–Nakajima [2] and Tian
[26] shows that X is a topological orbifold with isolated singularities, and the tangent cones at the
singular points are C(S3/Γ) for some Γ < O(4). Note that Cheeger-Naber have shown that the
L2-integral bound on curvature is automatic. Recently, Bruè-Pigati-Semola [7] proved that any
tangent cone on a 4-dimension non-collapsed Ricci limit space is homeomorphic to C(S3/Γ) for
some Γ < O(4) acting freely on S3.

Another question is which cones are tangent cones of Ricci limit spaces. If Γ is a subgroup of
SU(2), then Kronheimer [15] proved that there exists a Ricci flat 4-manifold with Euclidean volume
growth whose cone at infinity is isometric to C(S3/Γ). By considering quotients of Kronheimer’s
examples, Şuvaina [24] and Wright [28] extended this result to the case when Γ is a cyclic group of
type 1

dn2 (1, dnm− 1). Note that there are numerous other discrete subgroups of O(4). Moreover,
Biquard [5, 6] and Ozuch [19, 20] obtained some obstructions to the existence of Einstein metrics
with positive Einstein constant on topological desingularization of 4-dimensional orbifolds. Thus,
the following question arises from Bruè-Pigati-Semola [7].

Question 1.1 ([7], Question 1.15). Let Γ < O(4) be a discrete group acting freely on S3. Is there

an RCD(2, 3) metric over S3/Γ such that C(S3/Γ) is a non-collapsed Ricci limit space?

In this paper, we investigate this question. The following theorem is our main theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let Γ be a finite subgroup of O(4) acting freely on the unit sphere S3. Then there

exists a complete Riemannian manifold (M, g) such that Ricg ≥ 0, and (M, g) is asymptotic to the

cone C(S3δ/Γ) for some δ = δ(Γ) > 0, where S3δ is the round 3-sphere with radius δ.

Combining Theorem 1.1 with a recent work of Bruè-Pigati-Semola [7], one can classify the 4-
dimensional non-collapsed tangent cones in the topological sense.

Our construction relies on the following observation.

• Fundamental groups of spherical 3-manifolds have fixed point free U(2)-representations [25].
• There exists a surgery-based method for resolving the quotient singularities [16].
• From Perelman [22], Menguy [18], to Colding-Naber [11], a large number of methods for
constructing manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature have been developed.

In fact, the subgroup in O(4) acting freely on S3 must be conjugated to a subgroup of U(2) in
O(4). Therefore, we can use the resolution of quotient singularities. Our key step is to estimate
the lower bound of the Ricci curvature concerning the surgery version of the desingularization.
Moreover, the manifold we construct is precisely the minimal resolution of C2/Γ.

Proposition 1.1. Let Γ be a finite subgroup of U(2) ⊂ O(4) acting freely on the unit sphere S3,
and M be the minimal resolution of C2/Γ. Then there exists a complete Riemannian metric g
on M such that Ricg ≥ 0, and the manifold (M, g) is asymptotic to the cone C(S3δ/Γ) for some

δ = δ(Γ) > 0.
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Remark. Similar to the examples by Perelman [22] and Menguy [18], for each Γ, one can see that
there exist infinitely many complete Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature that
are asymptotic to C(S3δ/Γ). Moreover, the manifolds we constructed are diffeomorphic to the
resolutions of C2/Γ. See also the remark below the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Now, let’s discuss potential connections between our result and the case of Einstein metrics. For
any finite subgroup Γ < O(4) acting freely on the unit sphere S3, one can define

δΓ = sup
{

δ > 0 : ∃ (M4, g) with Ricg ≥ 0 that is asymptotic to C(S3δ/Γ).
}

(1)

Then δΓ ≤ 1, and Theorem 1.1 is equivalent to the condition δΓ > 0 holds for any finite subgroup
Γ < O(4) acting freely on the unit sphere S3.

Furthermore, a Ricci flat manifold with Euclidean volume growth is always asymptotic to
C(S3

1/Γ) for some Γ < O(4). Thus, by results from Kronheimer [15], Şuvaina [24], and Wright
[28], we know that when Γ satisfies one of the following conditions, δΓ = 1:

(I). Γ < SU(2),

(II). Γ =

〈(

e
2π

√
−1

dn2 0

0 e
2(dmn−1)π

√
−1

dn2

)〉

< U(2) for d,m ≥ 1, n ≥ 2 and n,m relatively prime.

To the best of the author’s knowledge, examples of Ricci flat manifolds with Euclidean volume
growth beyond those mentioned are currently unknown, and their existence remains a long-standing
open question in differential geometry.

Recently, Liu [17] has proven, under some additional assumptions, that when a manifold (M, g)
has non-negative Ricci curvature and one of its asymptotic cones is Ricci flat, then Ricg = 0. This
has inspired us to pose the following question, which might be considered as a quantitative version
of the question about the existence of Ricci flat 4-manifolds with Euclidean volume growth.

Question 1.2. Let Γ < O(4) be a discrete group acting freely on S3.

• Can one calculate δΓ for a given Γ? In particular, for which Γ does δΓ = 1?
• If δΓ = 1, is there a Ricci flat manifold (M4, g) asymptotic to C(S3

1/Γ)?

This paper is organized as follows. At first, we recall the resolution of quotient singularities on
complex surfaces in Section 2. In Section 3, we collect some formulas related to computing the
Ricci curvature. Then we will establish the resolution surgery in the cyclic case and non-cyclic
case in Section 4 and Section 5, respectively. Finally, the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Proposition
1.1 are contained in Section 6. For convenience, we recall the existence of fixed point free U(2)-
representations of spherical 3-manifold in Appendix A.

Acknowledgement. The author wants to express his deep gratitude to Professor Gang Tian
for constant encouragement. The author would also be grateful to Professor Wenshuai Jiang and
Professor Aaron Naber for helpful discussions and comments. Additionally, the author thanks
Daniele Semola for his interests in this note.

2. Resolution of quotient singularities on complex surfaces

In this section, we recall the resolution of the quotient singularity 0 on the orbifold C2/Γ, where
Γ ≤ U(2) acts free on the unit sphere S3. See also [16, Chapter IV, §5 - §9] for more details.

We begin by describing the basic surgery in the progress of resolving the quotient singularities.
Consider the natural projection πpr : C

2 → CP 1. Then the holomorphic line bundle O(−1) → CP 1

is given by ∪x∈CP 1π−1
pr (x) → CP 1. Hence the total space of O(−1) is

Total(O(−1)) = ∪x∈CP 1π−1
pr (x) =

{

(z1, z2, [w1, w2]) ∈ C2 × CP 1 : (z1, z2) ∈ [w1, w2]
}

.
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Write Ĉ2 = Total(O(−1)). Then (z1, z2, [w1, w2]) 7→ (z1, z2) gives a holomorphic map πb : Ĉ2 →

C2. Moreover, π−1
b (0) is a holomorphic submanifold of Ĉ2, and πb induces a biholomorphic map

Ĉ2\π−1
b (0) → C2\{0}. Since Γ ≤ U(2), one can see that the action of Γ on C2 can be lifted to a

unique action of Γ on Ĉ2 such that the action of Γ and the map πb commute. Let Ĉ2
Γ = Ĉ2/Γ. Now

we discuss the desingularization in two cases according to whether Γ is a cyclic group.

2.1. The case of cyclic group. Since Γ is cyclic, one can assume that Γ is generated by γ0, and

γ0(z1, z2) =
(

e
2π

√
−1

n z1, e
2pπ

√
−1

n z2

)

, ∀(z1, z2) ∈ C2,

where 1 ≤ p ≤ n− 1 is an integer coprime with n. One can see that Γ acts free on S3.
Consider the holomorphic map f̃ : C2 → C2 given by (z1, z2) 7→ (z1, z

p
2), one can obtain a

biholomorphic map f : C2/Γ′ → C2/Γ, where Γ′ is generated by γ′1, and

γ′1(z1, z2) =
(

e
2π

√
−1

n z1, e
2π

√
−1

n
+ 2π

√
−1

p z2

)

, ∀(z1, z2) ∈ C2.

Note that the map z 7→ zp shows that C is biholomorphic to C/Zp.

Then we can also defines the space Ĉ2
Γ′ as above, although the action of Γ′ on S3 is not free. By

a direct calculation, one can see that (z1, z2, [w1, w2]) ∈ Ĉ2 is a fixed-point for some γ′ ∈ Γ′ if and

only if z2 = 0. Let Ui = {(z1, z2, [w1, w2]) ∈ Ĉ2 : wi 6= 0}. Clearly, Ui is invariant under the action
of Γ′. Now we discuss the action of Γ′ on Ui.

• Since w1 6= 0 on U1, we have a natural biholomorphic map ϕ1 : C2 → U1 ⊂ Ĉ2 given by

(z, w) 7→ (z, zw, [1, w]). Then γ′1(z, zw) =
(

e
2π

√
−1

n z, e
2π

√
−1

n
+ 2π

√
−1

p zw
)

on C2\{0} ⊂ Ĉ2

implies that ϕ−1
1 γ′1ϕ1(z, w) =

(

e
2π

√
−1

n z, e
2π

√
−1

p w
)

. Hence U1/Γ
′ ∼= C/Zn × C/Zp ∼= C2 as

complex varieties.

• Since w2 6= 0 on U2, we have a natural biholomorphic map ϕ2 : C2 → U2 ⊂ Ĉ2 given

by (z, w) 7→ (zw, z, [w, 1]). Then γ′1(zw, z) =
(

e
2π

√
−1

n zw, e
2π

√
−1

n
+ 2π

√
−1

p z
)

on C2\{0} ⊂

Ĉ2 implies that ϕ−1
2 γ′1ϕ2(z, w) =

(

e
2π

√
−1

n
+ 2π

√
−1

p z, e
−2π

√
−1

p w
)

. By the holomorphic map

(z, w) 7→ (zn, w), we see that U2/Γ
′ ∼= C2/Γ̂ as complex varieties, where Γ̂′ is generated by

γ̂1(z, w) =
(

e
2nπ

√
−1

p z, e
−2π

√
−1

p w
)

.

It follows that the space Ĉ2
Γ′ has only one singular point (0, 0, [0, 1]) as complex space, and an open

neighborhood of (0, 0, [0, 1]) is biholomorphic to an open subset of C2/Γ̂. Note that |Γ̂| = p < n =
|Γ|, so we can apply this surgery again and again to the new singular points, and this process ends
after a finite number of steps.

2.2. The case of non-cyclic group. Now we consider the case where Γ is not a cyclic group.

Now we consider the space Ĉ2
Γ. Let H ≤ Γ be an abelian subgroup. Then the elements in H have

a common characteristic vector vH ∈ C2. Since the action of Γ on the unit sphere is free, the
restriction of the action of H on CvH gives an embedding H → U(1), and hence H is cyclic. Then
we can assume that Γcent = Γ ∩ Z(U(2)) is generated by

γZ(z1, z2) =
(

e
2π

√
−1

n z1, e
2π

√
−1

n z2

)

, ∀(z1, z2) ∈ C2,

where Z(U(2)) =
{

eθ
√
−1I2, θ ∈ R

}

is the center of U(2).
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Write ΓS = {γ ∈ Γ : γS = S}, where S is a subset of Ĉ2. Then for any x = (0, 0, [w1, w2]), we
have Γx = Γπ−1

pr (x). Choose unit vectors v1 ∈ π−1
pr (x) and v2 ⊥ π−1

pr (x). Hence we have

Γπ−1
pr (x) ≤

{

γ ∈ Γ : γ(v1) =
(

eα
√
−1v1, e

β
√
−1v2

)

, α, β ∈ R
}

.

Without loss of generality, we can assume that v1 = (1, 0), v2 = (0, 1), and Γπ−1
pr (x) is generated by

γx(z1, z2) =
(

e
2π

√
−1

nq z1, e
2kπ

√
−1

nq z2

)

, ∀(z1, z2) ∈ C2,

where n|k− 1, q ∤ k− 1 and k is coprime with q. Since Γπ−1
pr (x) is a cyclic group, one can apply the

argument in the cyclic case to show that x is a cyclic type singular point of Ĉ2
Γ. Then this process

reduces to the case where Γ is a cyclic group.

Remark. In Appendix A, we will see that the non-cyclic group Γ we actually consider always satisfies
Γcent = Γ ∩ Z(U(2)) 6= 0, so there is no (−1)-curve on the complex surface we finally get. So the
complex surface finally get is the minimal resolution of C2/Γ. See also [3, Section III-6].

3. Preliminaries

For the convenience of calculations, we list here some formulas related to computing the Ricci
curvature in this section. These formulas are all well-known.

3.1. Riemannian submersion with totally geodesics fibers. We first recall the formulas for
calculating the Ricci curvature related to Riemannian submersion with totally geodesics fibers. Let
(M, gM ), (B, gB) be Riemannian manifolds, and π :M → B be a Riemannian submersion. Assume
that for any b ∈ B, the fiber Fb = π−1(b) is totally geodesic in M .

Let U, V ∈ V = TF ⊂ TM be vertical vector fields on M , and X,Y ∈ H = V⊥ ⊂ TM be
horizontal vector fields on M . Then one can define a tensor on M by

A(X + U, Y + V ) = (∇XY )V + (∇XV )H,

where EH and EV be the components of E ∈ TM corresponding to the orthonormal decomposition
TM = H ⊕ V . Let gHM and gVM denote the restriction of gM on H and V , respectively. For any
t > 0, we consider the canonical variation, gtM = gHM + tgVM , of gM . It is easy to see that the fibers
Fb are also totally geodesic in (M, gtM ). Then we have the following property.

Proposition 3.1 ([4, Proposition 9.70]). Let (M, gM ), (B, gB) be Riemannian manifolds, and

π : M → B be a Riemannian submersion. Assume that for any b ∈ B, the fiber Fb = π−1(b) is

totally geodesic in M . Then

Ricgt
M
(U, V ) = RicgV

M
(U, V ) + t2gM (AU,AV ),(2)

Ricgt
M
(U,X) = tgM (divgBA(X), U),(3)

Ricgt
M
(X,Y ) = RicgB (X,Y )− 2gM (A(X, ·), A(Y, ·)),(4)

where we regard RicgB and RicgVM as tensors on M , and A is the tensor corresponding to π :

(M, gM ) → (B, gB) as defined above.
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Remark. Let {Xi} be an orthonormal basis of Hx ⊂ TxM . Then we have

gM (AU,AV ) =
∑

i

gM (A(Xi, U), A(Xi, V )),(5)

gM (A(X, ·), A(Y, ·)) =
∑

i

gM (A(X,Xi), A(Y,Xi)),(6)

divgBA(X) =
∑

i

∇Xi
A(Xi, X).(7)

3.2. Curvature equations for distance functions. Now we recall the formulas for calculating
the curvature equations related to distance functions. Let (M, gM ) be a Riemannian manifold,
U be an open subset of M and r : U → R be a smooth function such that gM (∇r,∇r) = 1.
In this case, we say that r is a distance function on U . Let X,Y, Z,W ∈ TM be vector fields
on M , and S(X) = ∇X∇r. Then Hessr(X,Y ) = gM (S(X), Y ). Let Hess2r denotes the tensor
Hess2r(X,Y ) = gM (S2(X), Y ) = gM (S(X), S(Y )), and let H = r−1(t) denotes the level set for
some t ∈ r(U). Then the second fundamental form IIH = Hessr|TH×TH . Hence we have the
following equations.

Proposition 3.2 ([21, Theorem 3.2.2-3.2.5]). Let (M, gM ) be a Riemannian manifold, U be an

open subset of M , r : U → R be a smooth function such that gM (∇r,∇r) = 1, and H = r−1(t) for

some t ∈ r(U). Let gH denotes the restriction of g on H. Then

RgM (X,Y, Z,W ) = RgH (X,Y, Z,W )− IIH(X,W )IIH(Y, Z) + IIH(X,Z)IIH(Y,W ),(8)

RgM (X,Y, Z,
∂

∂r
) = −(∇XIIH)(Y, Z) + (∇Y IIH)(X,Z),(9)

RgM (
∂

∂r
,X, Y,

∂

∂r
) = Hess2r(X,Y )− (L ∂

∂r
Hessr)(X,Y ),(10)

where X,Y, Z,W ∈ TH ⊂ TM be vector fields on H.

3.3. Double warped products. Let ϕ, φ be smooth nonnegative functions on [0,∞) such that

• ϕ, φ are positive on (0,∞),
• φ(0) > 0, φ(odd)(0) = 0,
• ϕ(0) = 0, ϕ′(0) = 1, ϕ(even)(0) = 0.

Then we can define a Riemannian metric on Rm+1 × Sn by

gϕ,φ(r) = dr2 + ϕ(r)2gSm + φ(r)2gSn .

See also [21, Proposition 1.4.7] for more details. Let X0 = ∂
∂r
, X1 ∈ TSm , and X2 ∈ TSn be unit

vectors. Then the Ricci curvature of gϕ,φ can be expressed as following.

Proposition 3.3. Let ϕ, φ and gϕ,φ be as above. Then the Ricci curvature tensor of gϕ,φ can be

determined by

Ricgϕ,φ
(X0) = −

(

m
ϕ′′

ϕ
+ n

φ′′

φ

)

X0,(11)

Ricgϕ,φ
(X1) =

[

−
ϕ′′

ϕ
+ (m− 1)

1− (ϕ′)2

ϕ2
− n

ϕ′φ′

ϕφ

]

X1,(12)

Ricgϕ,φ
(X2) =

[

−
φ′′

φ
+ (n− 1)

1− (φ′)2

φ2
−m

ϕ′φ′

ϕφ

]

X2.(13)
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4. Resolution surgery with Ric ≥ 0 : the cyclic case

In this section, we will give a resolution surgery with Ric ≥ 0 in the cyclic case. Now we state
this surgery as following.

Proposition 4.1. Let Γ be a non-trivial finite cyclic subgroup of U(2) ⊂ O(4) acts free on the unit

sphere S3. Then for any ǫ > 0, we can find a finite cyclic subgroup Γ̂ of U(2) acts free on the unit

sphere S3 and a pointed metric space (X , d, x) satisfying the following properties:

• |Γ̂| < |Γ|,
• The metric subspace (X\{x}, d) is isometric to a Riemannian manifold (M, g) with non-

negative Ricci curvature,

• The asymptotic cone of (X , d) is isometric to C(S3δ/Γ) for some δ = δ(Γ, ǫ) > 0,

• The metric ball (B1(x), d) is isometric to B1(o) ⊂ (C(S3ǫ/Γ̂), o).

Topologically, the space in this proposition in just the space given in Section 2, and all we have
to do is to construct metrics with Ric ≥ 0 on this space.

4.1. Warped Berger spheres. Let us begin with construct a Riemannian metric on the com-

plex orbifold Ĉ2
Γ′ in Section 2 such that Ĉ2

Γ′ becomes a smooth Riemannian manifold outside the
topological singular point (0, 0, [0, 1]). Recall that Γ′ < U(2) is generated by

γ′1 =

(

e
2π

√
−1

n 0

0 e
2π

√
−1

n
+ 2π

√
−1

p

)

,

and p is coprime to n. Hence

Γ′ =

〈(

e
2π

√
−1

n 0

0 e
2π

√
−1

n

)〉

⊕

〈(

1 0

0 e
2π

√
−1

p

)〉

= Γn,1,1 ⊕ Γp,0,1,

where Γn,k,l is the cyclic group generated by

(

e
2kπ

√
−1

n 0

0 e
2lπ

√
−1

n

)

.

Note that Ĉ2
Γn,1,1

is biholomorphic to Total(O(−n)), the total space of the holomorphic line

bundle on CP 1 ∼= S2 with Euler number −n. Here a holomorphic line bundle is just a plane
bundle with holomorphic structure. A classical way to construct smooth Riemannian metrics on
Total(O(−n)) is use the Berger sphere [21, Exercise 1.6.23]. This is very useful in the construction
of several interesting examples of non-negative Ricci curvature [11, 13, 18, 22].

But we are considering Riemannian metrics on Total(O(−n))/Γp,0,1. By abuse of notation, we use
the same notation O(−n) for the holomorphic line bundle and its total space. If we directly use the
Riemannian metrics onO(−n) constructed by the Berger sphere, then the complex line π−1

pr ([1, 0]) =

{(z, 0, [1, 0]) : z ∈ C} ⊂ Ĉ gives a metric singular set on ((O(−n))/Γp,0,1)\{(0, 0, [0, 1])}. A natural
idea is to modify the metric on Berger sphere. Now we will describe how to construct a metric on
O(−n)/Γp,0,1 by warping the metric on Berger sphere.

Now we consider the coordinate:

F :











(

0,
π

2

)

× (0, 2π)× (0, 2π) −→ S3,

(ξ, α, β) 7−→
(

sin ξeα
√
−1, cos ξe(α+β)

√
−1
)

,
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and the Hopf fibration πHopf (z1, z2) =
(

z1z̄2,
1
2 (|z1|

2 − |z2|
2)
)

. It follows that

πHopf ◦ F (ξ, α, β) =

(

sin(2ξ)e−β
√
−1

2
,
cos(2ξ)

2

)

.

Clearly, πHopf is a Riemannian submersion. Moreover, the basic horizontal lift of DπHopf (
∂
∂ξ
)

and DπHopf (
∂
∂β

) is equal to ∂
∂ξ

and ∂
∂β

− cos2 ξ ∂
∂α

, respectively. Hence the horizontal distribution

HHopf =
〈

∂
∂ξ
, ∂
∂β

− cos2 ξ ∂
∂α

〉

, and for any smooth Riemannian metric h on S2, the pullback π∗
Hopfh

gives a smooth metric on the vector bundle given by horizontal distribution.
Then we can construct a smooth metric as following.

Fact 4.1. Let t > 0 be a constant, f be a smooth non-negative function on
[

0, π2
]

and ρ, φ be

non-negative smooth functions on [0,∞). Assume that:

• f > 0 on
(

0, π2
)

, f ′(0) = 1, f ′ (π
2

)

= −p, f(0) = f (even)(0) = f
(

π
2

)

= f (even)
(

π
2

)

= 0,

• ρ > 0 on (0,∞), ρ′(0) = n, ρ(0) = ρ(even)(0) = 0,
• φ > 0 on [0,∞), ρ(odd)(0) = 0.

Then we have the following metrics.

• The metric on
(

0, π2
)

× (0, 2π)× (0, 2π),

gf,t = t2dα2 + π∗
Hopfhf ,

gives a smooth Riemannian metric on S3/Γn,1,p, where hf = dξ2 + f(ξ)2dβ2 is a metric on

S2 corresponding to the coordinate πHopf ◦ F .
• The metric on (0,∞)×

(

0, π2
)

× (0, 2π)× (0, 2π),

gρ,φ,f = dr2 + ρ(r)2dα2 + φ(r)2π∗
Hopfhf ,

gives a smooth Riemannian metric on (O(−n)/Γp,0,1)\{(0, 0, [0, 1])}, where hf = dξ2 +
f(ξ)2dβ2 is a metric on S2 corresponding to the coordinate πHopf ◦ F .

Now we calculate the Ricci curvature of gf,t and gρ,φ,f . Since we will calculate Ricgρ,φ,f
using

the formulas in Proposition 3.2, which includes Ricg
f,

ρ2

φ2

, we will begin by calculating gf,t.

Let U = ∂
∂α

, X = ∂
∂ξ
, and Y = 1

f

(

∂
∂β

− cos2 ξ ∂
∂α

)

. Then {U,X, Y } is an orthonormal basis on
((

0, π2
)

× (0, 2π)× (0, 2π), gf,1
)

. By direct calculation, we obtain:

∇
gf,1
U U = ∇

gf,1
X X = 0, ∇

gf,1
U X = ∇

gf,1
X U = −

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)
Y,

∇
gf,1
U Y = ∇

gf,1
Y U =

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)
X, ∇

gf,1
X Y = −∇

gf,1
Y X =

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)
U −

f ′(ξ)

2f(ξ)
Y,

∇
gf,1
Y Y = −

f ′(ξ)

2f(ξ)
X A(X,Y ) = −A(Y,X) =

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)
U,(14)

A(X,U) = −
sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)
Y, A(Y, U) =

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)
X,

divhf
A(X) = 0, divhf

A(Y ) =
∂

∂ξ

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)

U.
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By Proposition 3.1, we have

Ricgf,t(U,U) = t2gf,1(AU,AU) = 2t2
(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)2

,(15)

Ricgf,t(U,X) = tgf,1(divhf
A(X), U) = 0,(16)

Ricgf,t(U, Y ) = tgf,1(divhf
A(Y ), U) = t

∂

∂ξ

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)

,(17)

Ricgf,t(X,X) = Richf
(DπHopf (X), DπHopf (X))− 2tgf,1(AX , AX)(18)

= −
f ′′(ξ)

f(ξ)
− 2t

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)2

,

Ricgf,t(X,Y ) = Richf
(DπHopf (X), DπHopf (Y ))− 2tgf,1(AX , AY ) = 0,(19)

Ricgf,t(Y, Y ) = Richf
(DπHopf (Y ), DπHopf (Y ))− 2tgf,1(AY , AY )(20)

= −
f ′′(ξ)

f(ξ)
− 2t

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)2

.

Then we calculate the Ricci curvature of gρ,φ,f . By definition, we have

Hessr =
1

2
L ∂

∂r
g = ρρ′dα2 + φφ′π∗

Hopfhf ,

Hess2r = (ρ′)2dα2 + (ρ′)2π∗
Hopfhf ,(21)

L ∂
∂r
Hessr =

(

ρρ′′ + (ρ′)2
)

dα2 +
(

φφ′′ + (φ′)2
)

π∗
Hopfhf .

Hence Proposition 3.2 implies that

Ricgρ,φ,f
(
∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r
) = −

ρ′′

ρ
− 2

φ′′

φ
,(22)

Ricgρ,φ,f
(
∂

∂r
, U) = Ricgρ,φ,f

(
∂

∂r
,X) = Ricgρ,φ,f

(
∂

∂r
, Y ) = 0,(23)

Ricgρ,φ,f
(U,U) = Ricg

f,
ρ2

φ2

(U,U)− 2
ρρ′φ′

φ
− ρρ′′ = 2

ρ4

φ4

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)2

− 2
ρρ′φ′

φ
− ρρ′′,(24)

Ricgρ,φ,f
(U,X) = Ricg

f,
ρ2

φ2

(U,X) = 0,(25)

Ricgρ,φ,f
(U, Y ) = Ricg

f,
ρ2

φ2

(U, Y ) =
ρ2

φ2
∂

∂ξ

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)

,(26)

Ricgρ,φ,f
(X,X) = Ricg

f,
ρ2

φ2

(X,X)−
ρ′φφ′

ρ
− φφ′′ − (φ′)2(27)

= −
f ′′(ξ)

f(ξ)
− 2

ρ2

φ2

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)2

−
ρ′φφ′

ρ
− φφ′′ − (φ′)2,

Ricgρ,φ,f
(X,Y ) = Ricg

f,
ρ2

φ2

(X,Y ) = 0,(28)

Ricgρ,φ,f
(Y, Y ) = Ricg

f,
ρ2

φ2

(Y, Y )−
ρ′φφ′

ρ
− φφ′′ − (φ′)2(29)

= −
f ′′(ξ)

f(ξ)
− 2

ρ2

φ2

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)2

−
ρ′φφ′

ρ
− φφ′′ − (φ′)2.
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Remark. By letting f(ξ) = sin(2ξ)
2 , we can obtain the formulas for the Ricci curvature of the standard

Berger spheres. We will use these formulas in Section 5.

4.2. Adding edge singularities. Now we need to find suitable functions ρ, φ and f . In this
step, we will construct metrics look like the Riemannian metric with edge singularity along the
exceptional divisor π−1

b (0), so that we can modify the metric near the topological singular point
obtained in this step.

At first, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. For any given τ ∈ (0, 1
10 ), there exists a constant ξ0 ∈ (0, τ10 ) satisfying the following

property. For any κ ≥ 2, we can find a smooth non-negative function fκ on [0, π2 ] and constants

tκ, ǫκ ∈ (0, 1
10 ) such that

(i). fκ(ξ) =
sin(κξ)
κ

on [0, ξ0
κ
],

(ii). fκ > 0 > f ′′
κ on (0, π2 ), and fκ = c sin(2ξ) on [τ, π2 − τ ] for some constant c > 0,

(iii). f ′
κ(
π
2 ) = −p, fκ(

π
2 ) = f

(even)
κ (π2 ) = 0,

(iv). For any t ∈ (0, tκ), Ricgfκ,t
≥ ǫκ

(

t2dα2 + π∗
Hopfhfκ

)

, where hfκ = dξ2 + fκ(ξ)
2dβ2 is a

metric on S2 corresponding to the coordinate πHopf ◦ F .

Proof. Let

Qf,t = Ricgf,t − t2
(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)2

dα2 +
1

4

f ′′(ξ)

f(ξ)
π∗
Hopfhf .(30)

Then for any s1, s2, s3 ∈ R,

Qf,t(s1U + s2X + s3Y, s1U + s2X + s3Y )

= Qf,t(s1U + s2X, s1U + s2X) + s23Qf,t(Y, Y )(31)

= s21

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)2

+ 2s1s2
∂

∂ξ

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)

+ (s22 + s23)

(

−
3f ′′(ξ)

4f(ξ)
− 2t

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)2
)

.

Hence Qf,t ≥ 0 if and only if
(

∂

∂ξ

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

))2

≤

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)2
(

−
3f ′′(ξ)

4f(ξ)
− 2t

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)2
)

.(32)

Now we assume that infξ∈[0,π2 ]
sin(2ξ)
2f(ξ) > 0. Then (32) is equivalent to

(

2 cot(2ξ)−
f ′(ξ)

f(ξ)

)2

+
3f ′′(ξ)

4f(ξ)
≤ −2t

(

sin(2ξ)

2f(ξ)

)2

.(33)

Let ξ0 ∈ (0, τ10 ) be a positive constant to be specified later, and let η ∈ C∞(R) be a cut-off

function such that 0 ≤ η ≤ 1, η = 1 on [0, τ3 ], and η = 0 on [ 2τ3 ,
π
2 ]. For each κ ≥ 2, set

(34) f̂ξ0,κ(ξ) =



















sin(κξ)

κ
, on

[

0,
2ξ0
κ

]

,

sin(2ξ0) sin(2ξ)

κ sin(4ξ0
κ
)

(

2ξ0
κ

)α(

ξ−αη(ξ) +
(τ

2

)−α
(1 − η(ξ))

)

, on

[

2ξ0
κ
,
π

2

]

,

where α = 4ξ0
κ

cot(2ξ0
κ
) − 4ξ0 cot(2ξ0). Clearly, we have f̂ξ0,κ ∈ C1,1([0, π2 ]). Note that by the

asymptotic expansion of cot(θ), one can find a constant δ ∈ (0, τ10 ) such that if θ ∈ (0, δ), then
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∣

∣cot(θ) − 1
θ

∣

∣ ≤ θ
2 . Hence for any ξ0 ∈ (0, δ), we have |α| ≤ 8ξ0. Assume that ξ0 ∈ (0, δ10 ). We now

estimate the left side of inequality (33) for the function f̂ξ0,κ(ξ).

• Let ξ ∈
[

0, 2ξ0
κ

]

. Then we have

(

2 cot(2ξ)−
f̂ ′
ξ0,κ

(ξ)

f̂ξ0,κ(ξ)

)2

+
3f̂ ′′
ξ0,κ

(ξ)

4f̂ξ0,κ(ξ)
= (2 cot(2ξ)− κ cot(κξ))

2
−

3κ2

4
(35)

≤ (2ξ + κ2ξ)2 −
3κ2

4
≤ −

κ2

2
.

• Let ξ ∈
[

2ξ0
κ
, δ
]

. By a straightforward computation, one can see that

(

2 cot(2ξ)−
f̂ ′
ξ0,κ

(ξ)

f̂ξ0,κ(ξ)

)2

+
3f̂ ′′
ξ0,κ

(ξ)

4f̂ξ0,κ(ξ)

=

(

2 cot(2ξ)−
∂

∂ξ

(

log(sin(2ξ)ξ−α)
)

)2

+
3

4 sin(2ξ)ξ−α
∂2

∂ξ2
(

sin(2ξ)ξ−α
)

(36)

= α2ξ−2 − 3− 3α cot(2ξ)ξ−1 +
3α(1 + α)

4
ξ−2

= −3 + αξ−1

(

3 + 7α

4
ξ−1 − 3 cot(2ξ)

)

≤ −3 + αξ−1

(

3 + 56ξ0
4

ξ−1 −
3

2ξ
+ 3ξ

)

≤ −3.

• Let ξ ∈
[

δ, π2
]

. Hence we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2 cot(2ξ)−
f̂ ′
ξ0,κ

(ξ)

f̂ξ0,κ(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

−αξ−1−αη(ξ) + η′(ξ)
(

ξ−α −
(

τ
2

)−α
)

ξ−αη(ξ) +
(

τ
2

)−α
(1− η(ξ))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(37)

≤ αταδ−1−α + sup
ξ∈[0,τ ]

|η′(ξ)|
(

δ−α − τ−α
)

,

and

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4 +
f̂ ′′
ξ0,κ

(ξ)

f̂ξ0,κ(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4 cot(2ξ)
(

η′(ξ)
(

ξ−α −
(

τ
2

)−α
)

− αξ−1−αη(ξ)
)

ξ−αη(ξ) +
(

τ
2

)−α
(1− η(ξ))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

η′′(ξ)
(

ξ−α −
(

τ
2

)−α
)

− 2αξ−1−αη′(ξ) + α(1 + α)ξ−2−αη(ξ)

ξ−αη(ξ) +
(

τ
2

)−α
(1− η(ξ))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(38)

≤ 4(1 + cot(2δ)) sup
ξ∈[0,τ ]

(1 + |η′(ξ)|+ |η′′(ξ)|)
((

δ−α − τ−α
)

+ αδ−2−α) .

Note that |α| ≤ 8ξ0, ∀ξ0 ∈ (0, δ). One can easily to see that there exists δ′ ∈ (0, δ) such
that for any ξ0 ∈ (0, δ′) and ξ ∈

[

δ, π2
]

,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2 cot(2ξ)−
f̂ ′
ξ0,κ

(ξ)

f̂ξ0,κ(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4 +
f̂ ′′
ξ0,κ

(ξ)

f̂ξ0,κ(ξ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
1

10
.(39)
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Now we choose ξ0 ∈
(

0, 1
100 min{δ, δ′}

)

. Then for any ξ ∈
[

δ, π2
]

,
(

2 cot(2ξ)−
f̂ ′
ξ0,κ

(ξ)

f̂ξ0,κ(ξ)

)2

+
3f̂ ′′
ξ0,κ

(ξ)

4f̂ξ0,κ(ξ)
≤ −3 +

1

5
≤ −2.(40)

• Combining (35), (36) and (40), one can see that
(

2 cot(2ξ)−
f̂ ′
ξ0,κ

(ξ)

f̂ξ0,κ(ξ)

)2

+
3f̂ ′′
ξ0,κ

(ξ)

4f̂ξ0,κ(ξ)
≤ −2, ∀ξ ∈

[

0,
π

2

]

.(41)

Let ξ0 be the constant we chosen in the above. Since

lim
κ→∞

4ξ0
κ

cot

(

2ξ0
κ

)

− 4ξ0 cot(2ξ0) = 2− 4ξ0 cot(2ξ0) > 0,(42)

we see that lim
κ→∞

(

2ξ0
κ

)α

= 0. Hence for each κ ≥ 2, one can find κ′ > κ such that

f̂ξ0,κ(ξ) = pf̂ξ0,κ′(ξ), ∀ξ ∈
[

τ,
π

2

]

.(43)

For each κ ≥ 2, set

(44) f̂κ(ξ) =











f̂ξ0,κ(ξ), on
[

0,
π

4

]

,

pf̂ξ0,κ′(
π

2
− ξ), on

[π

4
,
π

2

]

.

Then we have f̂κ ∈ C1,1([0, π2 ]) ∩ C
∞([0, 2ξ0

κ
]) ∩ C∞([ 2ξ0

κ
, π2 − 2ξ0

κ′ ]) ∩ C
∞([π2 − 2ξ0

κ′ ,
π
2 ]), and

(

2 cot(2ξ)−
f̂ ′
κ(ξ)

f̂κ(ξ)

)2

+
3f̂ ′′
κ (ξ)

4f̂κ(ξ)
≤ −2, ∀ξ ∈

[

0,
π

2

]

.(45)

By smoothing f̂κ around 2ξ0
κ

and π
2 −

2ξ0
κ′ , one can obtain the function fκ. Without loss of generality,

we can assume that fκ = f̂κ on [0, ξ0
κ
] ∪ [π2 − ξ0

κ′ ,
π
2 ], and

(

2 cot(2ξ)−
f ′
κ(ξ)

fκ(ξ)

)2

+
3f ′′
κ (ξ)

4fκ(ξ)
≤ −1, ∀ξ ∈

[

0,
π

2

]

.(46)

Clearly, fκ satisfies (i), (ii) and (iii). It is sufficient to prove (iv) now.

Let tκ = 1
10 infξ∈(0,π2 )

(

(

sin(2ξ)
2f(ξ)

)−2
)

and ǫκ = 1
10 infξ∈(0,π2 ) min

{

(

sin(2ξ)
2f(ξ)

)−2

,− 1
4
f(ξ)
f ′′(ξ)

}

. Then

for any t ∈ (0, tκ), (33) implies that Qfκ,t ≥ 0, and hence

Ricgfκ,t
= Qfκ,t + t2

(

sin(2ξ)

2fκ(ξ)

)2

dα2 −
1

4

f ′′
κ (ξ)

fκ(ξ)
π∗
Hopfhfκ ≥ ǫκ

(

t2dα2 + π∗
Hopfhfκ

)

,(47)

which proves (iv). �

Our next lemma is a continuation of Lemma 4.1. We construct suitable metrics gρ,φ,f in the

following lemma which look like R2 × C(S1θ) near the exceptional divisor π−1
b (0).

Lemma 4.2. Let ξ0, κ, fκ be the data in Lemma 4.1. Then there exists a constant ε0 = ε0(κ) ∈
(0, 1

10 ) such that for any µ ∈ (0, 1
10 ), we can find smooth functions ρκ,µ and φκ,µ satisfying the

following properties.
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(i). Ricgρκ,µ,φκ,µ,fκ
≥ 0,

(ii). For any r ∈
(

0, 1
10κ

)

, φκ,µ(r) = 1,

(iii). For any ε ∈ (0, ε0) and r ∈
(

0, 1
10κ

)

,
∣

∣

∣

ρκ,µ(r)
n

− ε sin r
∣

∣

∣
≤ µ,

ρκ,µ(r)
n

≤ sin r
ρ′κ,µ(r) sin(κr)

κρκ,µ(r) cos(κr)
∈

[1− µ, 1 + µ], and
−ρ′′κ,µ(r)

κ2ρκ,µ(r)
≥ 1− µ,

(iv). There are constants c1, c2, c3 > 0 and R > 0 such that for any r ≥ R, ρκ,µ(r) = c1(r + c3),
and φκ,µ(r) = c2(r + c3).

Proof. Let µ̂ ∈ (0, 1
100κ ) be a constant to be specified later. Set

(48) ρ̂κ,µ(r) =















n
sin(κr)

κ
, on [0, µ̂],

n (sin(κµ̂))
µ
2 (sin(κr))1−

µ
2 , on

[

µ̂,
1

5κ

]

.

It is easy to see that ρ̂κ,µ ∈ C0,1([0, 1
5κ ]) ∩ C

∞([0, µ̂]) ∩ C∞([µ̂, 1
5κ ]).

By a straightforward calculation, we arrive at

(49)
ρ̂′κ,µ(r)

ρ̂κ,µ(r)
=







κ cot(κr) , on [0, µ̂],
(

1−
µ

2

)

κ cot(κr), on

[

µ̂,
1

5κ

]

,

and

(50)
ρ̂′′κ,µ(r)

ρ̂κ,µ(r)
=











−κ2 , on [0, µ̂],

−
(

1−
µ

2

)

κ2
(

1 +
µ

2
cot2(κr)

)

, on

[

µ̂,
1

5κ

]

.

Since
ρ̂′κ,µ(r) tan(κr)

κρ̂κ,µ(r)
∈ [1− µ

2 , 1+
µ
2 ], −

ρ̂′′κ,µ(r)

κ2ρ̂κ,µ(r)
≥ 1− 1

2µ and ρ̂′κ,µ(µ̂+) < ρ̂′κ,µ(µ̂−), one can obtain a

function ρ̃κ,µ ∈ C∞([0, 1
5κ ]) by smoothing ρ̂κ,µ near µ̂ such that ρ̃κ,µ = ρ̂κ,µ on [ 1

10κ ,
1
5κ ], and ρ̃κ,µ

satisfies condition (iii) except the first inequality.
Let

(51) φ̂κ,µ(r) =







































1 , on

[

0,
1

8κ

]

,

1 + (ǫκµ̂)
20

(

r −
1

8κ

)4

, on

[

1

8κ
,

3

20κ

]

,

1 + (ǫκµ̂)
20

(

1

40κ

)4

+ 4(ǫκµ̂)
20

(

1

40κ

)3(

r −
1

8κ

)

, on

[

3

20κ
,∞

)

.

where ǫκ ∈ (0, 1
10 ) is the constant in Lemma 4.1. It is easy to check that φ̂κ,µ ∈ C1,1([0,∞)),

and |φ̂κ,µ| + |φ̂κ,µ| ≤ (ǫκµ̂)
19. By smoothing φ̂κ,µ near 1

8κ and 3
20κ , we can obtain a function

φ̃κ,µ ∈ C∞([0,∞)) such that φ̂κ,µ = φ̃κ,µ on [0, 1
10κ ] ∪ [ 1

5κ ,∞), and |φ̃′κ,µ|+ |φ̃′κ,µ| ≤ (ǫκµ̂)
18.

Choose µ̂ > 0 such that (sin(κµ̂))µ ≤
(

tκ
100nκ

)2
, where tκ ∈ (0, 1

10 ) is the constant in Lemma

4.1. Let ε0 = tκ
100nκ and ε = (sin(κµ̂))

µ
2 . Then ρ̃κ,µ satisfies the first inequality in condition (iii),
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ρ̃2κ,µ

φ̃2
κ,µ

< tκ on [0, 1
5κ ], and Lemma 4.1 implies that for any r ∈ [0, 1

5κ ]

Ricgρ̃κ,µ,φ̃κ,µ,fκ
= −

(

ρ̃′′κ,µ
ρ̃κ,µ

+ 2
φ̃′′κ,µ

φ̃κ,µ

)

dr2 +Ricg
fκ,

ρ̃2κ,µ

φ̃2
κ,µ

−

(

2
ρ̃κ,µρ̃

′
κ,µφ̃

′
κ,µ

φ̃κ,µ
+ ρ̃κ,µρ̃

′′
κ,µ

)

dα2

−

(

ρ̃κ,µρ̃
′
κ,µφ̃

′
κ,µ

φ̃κ,µ
+ φ̃κ,µφ̃

′′
κ,µ + (φ̃′κ,µ)

2

)

π∗
Hopfhfκ

≥ −

(

ρ̃′′κ,µ
ρ̃κ,µ

+ 2
φ̃′′κ,µ

φ̃κ,µ

)

dr2 +

(

ǫκ
ρ̃4κ,µ

φ̃4κ,µ
− 2

ρ̃κ,µρ̃
′
κ,µφ̃

′
κ,µ

φ̃κ,µ
− ρ̃κ,µρ̃

′′
κ,µ

)

dα2(52)

+

(

ǫκ −
ρ̃κ,µρ̃

′
κ,µφ̃

′
κ,µ

φ̃κ,µ
− φ̃κ,µφ̃

′′
κ,µ − (φ̃′κ,µ)

2

)

π∗
Hopfhfκ .

Since φ̃κ,µ = 1 on [0, 1
10κ ], one can see that for any r ∈ [0, 1

10κ ],

Ricg
ρ̃κ,µ,φ̃κ,µ,fκ

≥ (1− µ) dr2 +

(

ǫκ
ρ̃4κ,µ

φ̃4κ,µ
+ (1− µ)ρ̃2κ,µ

)

dα2 + ǫκπ
∗
Hopfhfκ ≥ 0.(53)

and for any r ∈ [ 1
10κ ,

1
5κ ]

Ricgρ̃κ,µ,φ̃κ,µ,fκ
≥

(

1− µ− 2(ǫκµ̂)
15
)

dr2 +

(

ǫκ

(

µ̂

100

)4

− 2n2κµµ̂17+µǫ18κ

)

dα2(54)

+
(

ǫκ − n2κµµ̂17+µǫ18κ − 2ǫ18κ µ̂
18 − ǫ36κ µ̂

36
)

π∗
Hopfhfκ ≥ 0.

Write c2 = 4(ǫκµ̂)
20
(

1
40κ

)3
, c3 = (40κ)3

4(ǫκµ̂)20
− 19

160κ . By definition, for any r ≥ 1
5κ , we have φ̃κ,µ(r) =

c2(r + c3). Since 1
c3+

1
5κ

≤ (1 − µ)κ cot(15 ) =
ρ̃′κ,µ(

1
5κ )

ρ̃κ,µ(
1
5κ )

, we can find a function ρκ,µ ∈ C∞([0,∞))

satisfies that ρκ,µ = ρ̃κ,µ on [0, 1
5κ ], ρ

′′
κ,µ ≤ 0, and ρκ,µ(r) = c1(r + c3) on [ 1

4κ ,∞), where c1 > 0 is

a constant such that
ρ̃κ,µ(

1
5κ )

c3+
1
5κ

≤ c1 ≤
2ρ̃κ,µ(

1
5κ )

c3+
1
5κ

.

Let φκ,µ = φ̃κ,µ. Then the functions ρκ,µ, φκ,µ satisfy the conditions (ii), (iii), (iv). By applying
Lemma 4.1 again, we see that Ricgρκ,µ,φκ,µ,fκ

≥ 0, and (i) is proved. This completes the proof. �

Remark. Actually, we only need to use Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2 in the case κ = 2.

4.3. Adding conical singularities. In the last step, we have constructed Riemannian metrics
gρκ,µ,φκ,µ,fκ on the orbifold (O(−n)/Γp,0,1) with non-negative Ricci curvature and Euclidean volume

growth. But the tangent cone at the singular point {(0, 0, [0, 1])} is isometric to C(S3/Γp,−n,1) for
some small constant δ > 0. Now we will modify the metric near the singular point {(0, 0, [0, 1])}
such that the tangent cone at {(0, 0, [0, 1])} is isometric to C((N, gN )) for some manifold (N, gN )
with RicgN > 1 and small volume.

For calculate the curvature near the point (0, 0, [0, 1]), we need to use another coordinate. Now
we summarize the results obtained in the last two steps into the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. Let (n, p) be a coprime pair of integers, and n > p ≥ 1. Then there exists a

constant r0 = r0(n, p) > 0 satisfies the following properties. For any µ ∈ (0, 1
100 ), there exist

• A Riemannian metric gn,p,µ on (O(−n)/Γp,0,1)\(π
−1
pr ([1, 0]) ∪ {(0, 0, [0, 1])}),

• A Riemannian metric hn,p,µ on S3/Γn,1,p,
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• A positive constant Rµ > 0,
• A non-negative function ρµ on [0, r0],
• A compact subset Kµ ⊂ (O(−n)/Γp,0,1) containing the singular point (0, 0, [0, 1]),

such that

• The extension of the metric gn,p,µ on (O(−n)/Γp,0,1)\{(0, 0, [0, 1])} gives a smooth Rie-

mannian manifold structure on (O(−n)/Γp,0,1)\{(0, 0, [0, 1])} with Ricgn,p,µ
≥ 0,

• The Riemannian manifold ((O(−n)/Γp,0,1)\Kµ, gn,p,µ) is isometric to the annulus ARµ,∞(o)

in the metric cone (C(S3/Γn,1,p), dr
2 + r2hn,p,µ, o),

• The function
ρµ(r)
n

≤ min{sin(r), µ+ µ sin(r)},
∣

∣

∣

ρ′µ(r) sin(2r)

2ρµ(r) cos(2r)
− 1
∣

∣

∣
≤ µ, and

−ρ′′µ(r)
4ρµ(r)

≥ 1− µ,

• The metric ball Br0((0, 0, [0, 1])) ⊂ O(−n)/Γp,0,1 is isometric to the metric ball Br0((0, 0)) ⊂
(W sin(2r)

2
×W ρµ(r)

n

)/Gn,p,µ for some finite group Gn,p,µ < S1×S1 ≤ Aut(W sin(2r)
2

×W ρµ(r)

n

),

where π−1
pr ([1, 0]) ⊂ O(−n) is the fiber over [1, 0] ∈ CP 1, and Wϕ is the S1-invariant Riemannian

manifold given by the rotationally symmetric warped product structure ([0, r0]×S1, dr2+ϕ(r)2dθ2).

Proof. By letting κ = 2 and ε ≤ µ in Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, one can obtain a Riemann-
ian metric g̃n,p,µ on (O(−n)/Γp,0,1)\(π

−1
pr ([1, 0]) ∪ {(0, 0, [0, 1])}), a Riemannian metric hn,p,µ on

S3/Γn,1,p, a positive constant Rµ > 0, a non-negative function ρµ on [0, r0], and a compact subset
Kµ ⊂ (O(−n)/Γp,0,1) containing the singular point (0, 0, [0, 1]) satisfying the properties except the
last one. So we only need to modify the metric g̃n,p,µ near the point (0, 0, [0, 1]) to satisfy the last
property.

Now we consider the coordinate:

F̂ :











(

0,
π

2

)

× (0, 2π)× (0, 2π) −→ S3/Zn,

(ξ̂, α̂, β̂) 7−→
(

sin ξe
α̂
n

√
−1, cos ξe(

α̂
n
+β̂)

√
−1
)

,

and the Hopf fibration πHopf (z1, z2) =
(

z1z̄2,
1
2 (|z1|

2 − |z2|
2)
)

. Since πHopf (e
ζ
√
−1z1, e

ζ
√
−1z2) =

πHopf (z1, z2), ∀ζ ∈ R, we see that πHopf : S3/Zn → S2 is well-defined. It is easy to see that the

basic horizontal lift of DπHopf
( ∂
∂ξ̂
) and DπHopf

( ∂
∂β̂

) are ∂

∂ξ̂
and ∂

∂β̂
+ n sin2(ξ̂) ∂

∂α̂
, respectively. Let

ξ0, f2 and φ2,µ be the data in Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2. Then

{

∂

∂r
,

n

ρµ(r)

∂

∂α̂
,

1

φ2,µ(r)

∂

∂ξ̂
,

1

φ2,µ(r)f2(ξ̂)

(

∂

∂β̂
+ n sin2(ξ̂)

∂

∂α̂

)

}

gives an orthonormal basis corresponding to g̃n,p,µ on this coordinate. Moreover, for any ξ̂ ∈ [0, ξ02 ],

we have φ2,µ(ξ̂) = 1 and f2(ξ̂) = sin(2ξ̂)
2 . Hence when r, ξ̂ ∈ [0, ξ02 ], the orthonormal basis above

corresponding to g̃n,p,µ becomes

{

∂

∂r
,

n

ρµ(r)

∂

∂α̂
,

∂

∂ξ̂
,

2

sin(2ξ̂)

(

∂

∂β̂
+ n sin2(ξ̂)

∂

∂α̂

)

}

.

Now we glue (W sin(2r)
2

×W ρµ(r)

n

) to O(−n) near the point (0, 0, [0, 1]).
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For any σ ∈
(

0, ξ0100

)

, set ησ(t) be the cut-off function on [0, 1] such that ησ(t) = 1 on [0, σ],

ησ(t) = 0 on [2σ, 1], and |η′σ| ≤
2
σ
. Then we consider the four vector fields:

X1 =
∂

∂r
, X2 =

n

ρµ(r)

∂

∂α̂
, X3 =

∂

∂ξ̂
, X4 =

2

sin(2ξ̂)

(

∂

∂β̂
+ n(1− ησ1(r)ησ2 (ξ̂)) sin

2(ξ̂)
∂

∂α̂

)

,

where σ1, σ2 ∈
(

0, ξ0100

)

are positive constants to be determined. One can see that there ex-

ists a unique smooth Riemannian metric g̃µ,σ1,σ2 on Vξ0 =
{

(r, ξ̂, α̂, β̂) : r, ξ̂ ∈ [0, ξ02 ]
}

such that

g̃µ,σ1,σ2(Xi, Xj) = δi,j , where δi,j is the Kronecker symbol.

For abbreviation, we write ψ(r, ξ̂) instead of n(ησ1 (r)ησ2 (ξ̂) − 1) sin2(ξ̂), and we will subscript

the variable that we differentiated with respect to. For example, we abbreviate ∂2ψ

∂r∂ξ̂
to ψrξ̂ or ψξ̂r.

By a straightforward calculation similar to the computation below Fact 4.1, we can conclude that

Ricg̃µ,σ1,σ2
(X1) =

(

−
ρ′′µ
ρµ

−
2ρ2µψ

2
r

n2 sin2(2ξ̂)

)

X1 −
2ρ2µψrψξ̂

n2 sin2(2ξ̂)
X2,(55)

Ricg̃µ,σ1,σ2
(X2) =

(

4−
2ρ2µψ

2
ξ̂

n2 sin2(2ξ̂)

)

X2 −
2ρ2µψrψξ̂

n2 sin2(2ξ̂)
X1,(56)

Ricg̃µ,σ1,σ2
(X3) =

(

−
ρ′′µ
ρµ

+
2ρ2µψ

2
r

n2 sin2(2ξ̂)
+

2ρ2µψ
2
ξ̂

n2 sin2(2ξ̂)

)

X3(57)

−

(

3ρ′µψr

n sin(2ξ̂)
+

ρµψ
2
r

n sin(2ξ̂)
+

ρµψ
2
ξ̂

n sin(2ξ̂)
−

2ρµψξ̂ cos(2ξ̂)

n sin2(2ξ̂)

)

X4,

Ricg̃µ,σ1,σ2
(X4) =

(

4−
2ρ2µψ

2
r

n2 sin2(2ξ̂)
−

2ρ2µψ
2
ξ̂

n2 sin2(2ξ̂)

)

X4(58)

−

(

3ρ′µψr

n sin(2ξ̂)
+

ρµψ
2
r

n sin(2ξ̂)
+

ρµψ
2
ξ̂

n sin(2ξ̂)
−

2ρµψξ̂ cos(2ξ̂)

n sin2(2ξ̂)

)

X3.

By definition, we have |ρµ| ≤ 2nµ, |ρ′µ| ≤ n, −ρ′′µ ≥ 4(1 − µ)ρµ and
∣

∣

∣

ψr

sin(2ξ̂)

∣

∣

∣
≤ 2nσ2

σ1
. Fix σ1 = ξ0

200

and σ2 = σ1

200n2 . Then
∣

∣

∣

3ρ′µψr

n sin(2ξ̂)

∣

∣

∣
≤ 1

100 . By choosing µ small enough, one can get

2
∑

i=1

(
∣

∣

∣

∣

Ricg̃µ,σ1,σ2
(X2i−1) +

ρ′′µ
ρµ
X2i−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
∣

∣Ricg̃µ,σ1,σ2
(X2i)− 4X2i

∣

∣

)

≤
1

10
,(59)

and hence Ricg̃µ,σ1,σ2
≥ 0. Let

gn,p,µ :

{

g̃µ,σ1,σ2 , on Vξ0 ,

g̃n,p,µ, on (O(−n)/Γp,0,1)\Vξ0 ,

and r0 = ξ0
1000 . Note that Γp,0,1 is a finite subgroup of the automorphism group generated by ∂

∂α̂

and ∂

∂β̂
, which gives the last condition we need. This proves the proposition. �
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Then we focus on the Riemannian metric on Wµ = W sin(2r)
2

×W ρµ(r)

n

. By the warped product

structures of W sin(2r)
2

and W ρµ(r)

n

, one can get a natural coordinate (r1, θ1, r2, θ2), and the metric

gW = gW sin(2r)
2

+ gW ρµ(r)

n

= dr21 +
sin2(2r1)

4
dθ21 + dr22 +

ρ2µ(r2)

n2
dθ22.

Write γ =
√

r21 + r22 ∈ [0, r0] and θ = arcsin
(

r2
γ

)

∈ [0, π2 ]. Then r1 = γ cos θ, r2 = γ sin θ, and

gW = dγ2 + γ2

(

dθ2 +
sin2(2γ cos θ)

4γ2
dθ21 +

ρ2µ(γ sin θ)

n2γ2
dθ22

)

.

Since we need to modify the metric under the restriction that it remains invariant under the
T2 = (S1 × S1)-action, we are now constructing a family of metrics that satisfy this condition. By
using the coordinate (γ, θ, θ1, θ2) constructed above, we obtain the following fact.

Fact 4.2. Let Φ,Ψ,Υ be non-negative smooth functions on (0, r0]× [0, π2 ] such that:

• Φ > 0 on (0, r0]× [0, π2 ],
∂(odd)Φ(γ,θ)

∂θ(odd)
(γ, 0) = ∂(odd)Φ(γ,θ)

∂θ(odd)
(γ, π2 ) = 0,

• Ψ > 0 on (0, r0]× [0, π2 ),
∂(odd)Ψ(γ,θ)
∂θ(odd)

(γ, 0) = ∂(even)Ψ(γ,θ)
∂θ(even) (γ, π2 ) = Ψ(γ, π2 ) = 0,

∂Ψ(γ,θ)
∂θ

(γ, π2 ) = −Φ(γ, π2 ),

• Υ > 0 on (0, r0]× (0, π2 ],
∂(odd)Υ(γ,θ)
∂θ(odd)

(γ, π2 ) =
∂(even)Υ(γ,θ)
∂θ(even) (γ, 0) = Υ(γ, 0) = 0,

∂Ψ(γ,θ)
∂θ

(γ, 0) = Φ(γ, 0).

Then we have the following metrics.

• For any γ ∈ (0, r0], the metric on [0, π2 ]× [0, π2 ]× [0, π2 ],

gΦγ ,Ψγ ,Υγ
= Φ(γ, θ)dθ2 +Ψ(γ, θ)dθ21 +Υ(γ, θ)dθ22

gives a T2-invariant smooth Riemannian metric on S3, where the T2-action is induced by
∂
∂θ1

and ∂
∂θ2

.

• The metric on (0, r0]× [0, π2 ]× [0, π2 ]× [0, π2 ],

gΦ,Ψ,Υ = dγ2 +Φ(γ, θ)dθ2 +Ψ(γ, θ)dθ21 +Υ(γ, θ)dθ22

gives a T2-invariant smooth Riemannian metric on (0, r0] × S3, where the T2-action is

induced by ∂
∂θ1

and ∂
∂θ2

.

Let Y1 = ∂
∂γ

, Y2 = 1
Φ
∂
∂θ
, Y3 = 1

Ψ
∂
∂θ1

and Y4 = 1
Υ

∂
∂θ2

. Then {Y1, Y2, Y3, Y4} is an orthonormal

basis. For abbreviation, we will subscript the variable that we differentiated with respect to. For
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example, we abbreviate ∂2Ψ
∂γ∂θ

to Ψγθ or Ψθγ. By direct calculation, we obtain:

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y1) = −

(

Φγγ
Φ

+
Ψγγ
Ψ

+
Υγγ
Υ

)

Y1 −

(

1

Ψ

∂

∂γ

(

Ψθ
Φ

)

+
1

Υ

∂

∂γ

(

Υθ
Φ

))

Y2,(60)

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y2) = −

(

1

Ψ

∂

∂γ

(

Ψθ
Φ

)

+
1

Υ

∂

∂γ

(

Υθ
Φ

))

Y1,(61)

+

(

−
Φγγ
Φ

−
Ψθθ
Φ2Ψ

−
Υθθ
Φ2Υ

+
ΦθΨθ
Φ3Ψ

+
ΦθΥθ
Φ3Υ

−
ΦγΨγ
ΦΨ

−
ΦγΥγ
ΦΥ

)

Y2,

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y3) =

(

−
Ψγγ
Ψ

−
Ψθθ
Φ2Ψ

+
ΦθΨθ
Φ3Ψ

−
ΦγΨγ
ΦΨ

−
ΨγΥγ
ΨΥ

−
ΨθΥθ
Φ2ΨΥ

)

Y3,(62)

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y4) =

(

−
Υγγ
Υ

−
Υθθ
Φ2Υ

+
ΦθΥθ
Φ3Υ

−
ΦγΥγ
ΦΥ

−
ΨγΥγ
ΨΥ

−
ΨθΥθ
Φ2ΨΥ

)

Y4.(63)

Now we are ready to add a conical singular point on Wµ =W sin(2r)
2

×W ρµ(r)

n

.

Lemma 4.3. There are constants µ0 = µ0(r0) ∈ (0, 1
10 ), σ = σ(r0) ∈ (0, r0) and ζ = ζ(r0) ∈ (0, 1)

satisfying the following properties. For any µ ∈ (0, µ0), there are a T2-invariant metric space

(U , dU ), a compact subset Kµ ⊂ U , a point p ∈ K, and a Riemannian manifold (U\{p}, gU) with

RicgU ≥ 0, such that

(i). The restriction of dU on U\{p} is given by gU ,
(ii). The Riemannian manifold (U\K, gU ,T

2) is equivariant isometric to
(

Wµ\Zµ,T
2
)

for some

T2-invariant compact subset Zµ ⊂ Wµ,

(iii). The metric ball (Bσ
2
(p), dU ,T

2) is equivariant isometric to the metric space given by

gU ,σ,µ = dγ2 + (1− ζ)2γ2

(

dθ2 +
sin2(2σ cos θ)

4σ2
dθ21 +

ρ2µ(σ sin θ)

n2σ2
dθ22

)

on (0, r0]× S3, where ρµ is the function in Proposition 4.2.

Proof. Since the renormalized metric sphere of (0, 0) ∈ Wµ does not satisfy Ric > 1, our construc-
tion here is divide into two parts. The first part is to shrink the metric sphere, and the second part
is to modify the metric inside the metric ball to the cone metric.

We now consider the metric gΦ,Ψ,Υ constructed above under the restriction Φ(γ, θ) = ϕ(γ),
Ψ(γ, θ) = ϕ(γ)φ(γ, θ) and Υ(γ, θ) = ϕ(γ)υ(γ, θ). In this case, we have

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y1) = −

(

3
ϕ′′

ϕ
+ 2

ϕ′ψγ
ϕψ

+ 2
ϕ′υγ
ϕυ

+
ψγγ
ψ

+
υγγ
υ

)

Y1 −

(

ψγθ
ϕψ

+
υγθ
ϕυ

)

Y2,(64)

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y2) = −

(

ψγθ
ϕψ

+
υγθ
ϕυ

)

Y1,(65)

+

(

−
ϕ′′

ϕ
−
ψθθ
ϕ2ψ

−
υθθ
ϕ2υ

− 2
ϕ′2

ϕ2
−
ϕ′ψγ
ϕψ

−
ϕ′υγ
ϕυ

)

Y2,

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y3) =

(

−
ϕ′′

ϕ
− 2

ϕ′2

ϕ2
− 4

ϕ′ψγ
ϕψ

−
ψγγ
ψ

−
ψθθ
ϕ2ψ

−
ϕ′υγ
ϕυ

−
ψγυγ
ψυ

−
ψθυθ
ϕ2ψυ

)

Y3,(66)

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y4) =

(

−
ϕ′′

ϕ
− 2

ϕ′2

ϕ2
− 4

ϕ′υγ
ϕυ

−
υγγ
υ

−
υθθ
ϕ2υ

−
ϕ′ψγ
ϕψ

−
ψγυγ
ψυ

−
ψθυθ
ϕ2ψυ

)

Y4.(67)
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Write ϕW = γ, ψW = sin(2γ cos θ)
2γ and υW =

ρµ(γ sin θ)
nγ

. Then the metric gW on Wµ is just the

metric gΦ,Ψ,Υ in the case ϕ = ϕW , ψ = ψW and υ = υW .

Part 1: First, we choose ψ = ψW and υ = υW . By a direct calculation, one can obtain

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y1, Y1) = −3
ϕ′′

ϕ
+ 4 cos2 θ −

ρ′′µ
ρµ

sin2 θ(68)

+

(

2

γ2
−

2ϕ′

γϕ

)(

2− 2 cot(2γ cos θ)γ cos θ −
ρ′µγ sin θ

ρµ

)

,

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y1, Y2) = −
γ

ϕ

(

4 +
ρ′′µ
ρ

)

sin θ cos θ,(69)

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y2, Y2) = −
ϕ′′

ϕ
+
γ2

ϕ2

(

4 sin2 θ −
ρ′′µ
ρµ

cos2 θ

)

+ 2
ϕ′

ϕ

(

1

γ
−
ϕ′

ϕ

)

(70)

+

(

2

ϕ2
−

2ϕ′

γϕ

)(

2− 2 cot(2γ cos θ)γ cos θ −
ρ′µγ sin θ

ρµ

)

,

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y3, Y3) = −
ϕ′′

ϕ
+ 4

(

γ2

ϕ2
sin2 θ + cos2 θ

)

−

(

ϕ′

ϕ
−

1

γ

)(

2ϕ′

ϕ
−

3

γ

)

(71)

+2

(

γ

ϕ2
−

4ϕ′

ϕ
+

3

γ

)

cot(2γ cos θ) cos θ +

(

1

γ
−
ϕ′

ϕ

)

ρ′µ
ρµ

sin θ

+

(

γ2

ϕ2
− 1

)

2ρ′µ
ρµ

cot(2γ cos θ) cos θ sin θ,

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y4, Y4) = −
ϕ′′

ϕ
−
ρ′′µ
ρµ

(

γ2

ϕ2
cos2 θ + sin2 θ

)

−

(

ϕ′

ϕ
−

1

γ

)(

2ϕ′

ϕ
−

3

γ

)

(72)

+2

(

1

γ
−
ϕ′

ϕ

)

cot(2γ cos θ) cos θ +

(

γ

ϕ2
−

4ϕ′

ϕ
+

3

γ

)

ρ′µ
ρµ

sin θ

+

(

γ2

ϕ2
− 1

)

2ρ′µ
ρµ

cot(2γ cos θ) cos θ sin θ.

In the above equations, the independent variables of the functions with respect to ϕ are all taken
as γ, and the independent variables of the functions with respect to ρµ are all taken as ρµ(γ sin θ),
so we can omit both for convenience. For example, we abbreviate ρ′µ(γ sin θ) to ρ

′
µ.

By the construction of ρµ, one can see that
∣

∣

∣

ρ′µ
ρµ
γ sin θ

∣

∣

∣
+ |γ cos θ cot(2γ cos θ)| ≤ 2 + µ. Fix a

small constant ζ = ζ(r0) > 0 and a function ϕ1 ∈ C∞([0, r0]) such that

• |ϕ′′
1 |+ |ϕ1 − γϕ′

1| ≤
r40
100 ,

• (1− ζ)γ ≤ ϕ1(γ) ≤ γ,
• ϕ1(γ) = (1− ζ)γ on [0, r02 ],
• ϕ1(γ) = γ on [ r02 , r0].

Now we return to estimating the lower bound of Ricci curvature. Let ϕ = ϕ1. Then the above
construction implies that RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y3, Y3) ≥ 3 and RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y4, Y4) ≥ 3. For Y1 and Y2, note
that the Ricci curvature here has a mixing term, so we need to control the mixing term. By the
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construction above again, we have

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y1, Y1) = 4 cos2 θ −
ρ′′µ
ρµ

sin2 θ −
1

10
> 0,(73)

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y2, Y2) =
γ2

ϕ2

(

4 sin2 θ −
ρ′′µ
ρµ

cos2 θ −
1

10

)

> 0,(74)

and hence

ϕ2

γ2
(

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y1, Y1)RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y2, Y2)− RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y1, Y2)
2
)

≥

(

4 cos2 θ −
ρ′′µ
ρµ

sin2 θ −
1

10

)(

4 sin2 θ −
ρ′′µ
ρµ

cos2 θ −
1

10

)

−

(

4 +
ρ′′µ
ρ

)2

sin2 θ cos2 θ(75)

= −
39

10

ρ′′µ
ρµ

−
2

5
≥ 0.

It follows that RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ ≥ 0 if we choose ϕ = ϕ1, ψ = ψW and υ = υW .

Part 2: Set σ̂ ∈ (0, r010 ) be a constant to be specified later. Fix a constant δ ∈ (0, σ̂10 ). Let ηδ be
a C∞ convex function on [0, r02 ] such that

• ηδ(γ) = γ on [σ̂, r02 ],

• ηδ(γ) = σ̂ − δ
2 on [0, σ̂ − δ].

Let ϕ(γ) = (1− ζ)γ, ψ(γ, θ) = ψW(ηδ(γ), θ) and υ(γ, θ) = υW(ηδ(γ), θ).

By
∣

∣

∣

ρ′µ(r) sin(2r)

2ρµ(r) cos(2r)
− 1
∣

∣

∣
≤ µ, one can find constants µ1, γ1 ∈ (0, r010 ) such that if µ ∈ (0, µ1),

γ ∈ (0, γ1), then
ρ′µ(γ)

ρµ(γ)
γ ≥ 1− ζ

10 and γ cotγ ≥ 1− ζ
10 . Moreover, for each given γ2 ∈ (0, r010 ), there

exists a constant µ2 = µ2(γ2) such that for any γ ∈ (γ2,
r0
10 ) and µ ∈ (0, µ2), we have

ρ′µ(γ sin θ)

ρµ(γ sin θ)
γ sin θ ≤ 1.(76)

Assume that σ̂ ∈ (0, γ1) and µ ∈ (0, µ1) ∩ (0, µ2(σ̂ − δ)). Then we have

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y1, Y1) =

(

2η′δ
γηδ

−
2η′2δ
η2δ

+
η′′δ
ηδ

)(

2−
ρ′µ
ρµ
ηδ sin θ − 2 cot(2γ cos θ)ηδ cos θ

)

+η′2δ

(

4 cos2 θ −
ρ′′µ
ρµ

sin2 θ

)

(77)

≥ η′2δ

(

4 cos2 θ −
ρ′′µ
ρµ

sin2 θ

)

.

In the above inequalities, the independent variables of the functions with respect to ηδ are all taken
as γ, and the independent variables of the functions with respect to ρµ are all taken as ηδ(γ) sin θ,
so we can omit both for convenience. For example, we abbreviate ρ′µ(ηδ(γ) sin θ) to ρ

′
µ.

Similarly, one can obtain

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y1, Y2) = −
ηδη

′
δ

(1− ζ)γ

(

4 +
ρ′′µ
ρ

)

sin θ cos θ,(78)

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y2, Y2) ≥
η2δ

(1− ζ)2γ2

(

4 sin2 θ −
ρ′′µ
ρµ

cos2 θ

)

,(79)
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and hence

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y1, Y1)RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y2, Y2)− RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y1, Y2)
2 ≥ 0.(80)

Now we estimate RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y3, Y3) and RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y4, Y4). Assume that σ̂ ∈ (0, γ1) and µ ∈
(0, µ1) ∩ (0, µ2(σ̂ − δ)). Hence we have

RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y3, Y3) =
1

(1 − ζ)2γ2

(

2
ρ′µ
ρµ
ηδ cot(2γ cos θ)η

2
δ sin θ cos θ − (1− ζ)2

)

+
1

(1− ζ)2γ2
(

2 cot(2γ cos θ)ηδ cos θ − (1− ζ)2
)

+4
η′δ
γηδ

(1− 2 cot(2γ cos θ)ηδ cos θ) +
η′δ
γηδ

(

1−
ρ′µ
ρµ
ηδ sin θ

)

+
η′2δ
η2δ

(

6 cot(2γ cos θ)ηδ cos θ − 3 + 4 cos2 θ
)

+ 4
η2δ

(1 − ζ)2γ2
sin2 θ(81)

+

(

η′2δ
η2δ

ρ′µ
ρµ
ηδ sin θ +

η′′δ
ηδ

)

(1− 2 cot(2γ cos θ)ηδ cos θ)

≥
ζ

2(1− ζ)2γ2
−

µ

γ2
−

3µ

γ2
=

4

γ2

(

ζ

8(1− ζ)2
− µ

)

.

Hence RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y3, Y3) ≥ 0 when µ ∈ (0, ζ
8(1−ζ)2 ). Similarly, there exists a constant µ3 =

µ3(ζ) ∈ (0, ζ
8(1−ζ)2 ) such that for any σ̂ ∈ (0, γ1) and µ ∈ (0, µ1) ∩ (0, µ2(σ̂ − δ)) ∩ (0, µ3),

we have RicgΦ,Ψ,Υ(Y4, Y4) ≥ 0. Then we can prove this lemma by choosing σ = σ̂ − δ and

µ0 = 1
2 min{µ1, µ2(σ̂ − δ), µ3}. �

Remark. In our construction, one can see that the metric

gS3,σ,µ = (1− ζ)2

(

dθ2 +
sin2(2σ cos θ)

4σ2
dθ21 +

ρ2µ(σ sin θ)

n2σ2
dθ22

)

on S3 satisfies Ricg
S3,σ,µ

≥
(

2 + ζ
100

)

gS3,σ,µ.

4.4. Modify the tangent cones. In the previous step, we have largely succeeded in constructing
the space we need to use for desingularization. All we have to do now is to modify the tangent cone
at (0, 0, [0, 1]) and the asymptotic cone at infinity to cones over round spheres. Note that we can
use the following construction given by Colding-Naber [11] in this step.

Lemma 4.4 ([11, Lemma 2.1]). Let Xn−1 be a smooth compact manifold with g(s), a smooth family

of metrics s ∈ [0, 1] such that

i). Ricg(s) ≥ (n− 2)g(s).

ii). d
ds
dv(g(s)) = 0, where dv is the associated volume form.

Then for any pair (λ1, λ2) such that 1 ≥ λ1 > λ2 > 0, there exist a constant R > 0 and a metric d
on (C(X), o) = ([0,∞) ×X/ ∼, 0) given by dr2 + f(r)2g(h(r)), such that B1(o) ⊂ (C(X), d, o) is

isometric to the unit ball B1(o) ⊂ (C(X), dr2+λ1r
2g(0), o), and the annulus AR,∞(o) ⊂ (C(X), d, o)

is isometric to the annulus AR,∞(o) ⊂ (C(X), dr2 + λ2r
2g(1), o).

The proof of Lemma 4.4 is exactly the same as the proof of [11, Lemma 2.1].



22 SHENGXUAN ZHOU

Now we begin to modify the tangent cone at (0, 0, [0, 1]). Due to Colding-Naber’s lemma, we
only need to connect gS3,σ,µ and the round sphere by a family of metrics.

For any s ∈ [0, 1], set

ĝ(s) =

(

1−
999ζ

1000

)2
(

dθ2 +

(

(1 − s) cos θ + s
sin(2σ cos θ)

2σ

)2

dθ21(82)

+

(

(1 − s) sin θ + s
ρµ(σ sin θ)

nσ

)2

dθ22

)

.

It is easy to see that Ricĝ(s) ≥ 2ĝ(s), and Vol(ĝ(s)) is decreasing. Then the family of metrics

g̃(s) = Vol(ĝ(1))
Vol(ĝ(s)) ĝ(s) have the same volume. Hence there exists a family of differeomorphisms F(s, x) :

[0, 1] × S3 → S3 such that F(1, x) = x, and the volume form of F(s, ·)∗g̃(s) is independent of s.
Since ĝ(s) are T2-invariant, one can see that F(s, ·)∗g̃(s) is also T2-invariant. Hence we can choose

λ1 = 1, λ2 = 1000−1000ζ
1000−999ζ , and g(s) = F(s, ·)∗g̃(s).

Then we consider the asymptotic cone.
By a classical result of Hamilton [12], for any 3-manifold (M, g) with Ricg > 0, there exists a

family of metrics g(t) on M such that g(0) = g, Ricg(t) > 0, and the rescaled metrics ˜g(t) converge

to a space form S3/G as t→ T in the Cheeger-Gromov sense. Then one can use Lemma 4.4.
Combining Proposition 4.2 with the argument above, one can prove the following result, and

Proposition 4.1 follows.

Proposition 4.3. Let (n, p) be a coprime pair of integers, and n > p ≥ 1. Then for any δ > 0,
there exist

• A Riemannian metric gn,p,δ on (O(−n)/Γp,0,1)\(π
−1
pr ([1, 0]) ∪ {(0, 0, [0, 1])}),

• Positive constants ǫ = ǫ(n, p, δ), rδ = rδ(n, p, δ), Rδ = Rδ(n, p, δ),
• A compact subset Kδ ⊂ (O(−n)/Γp,0,1) containing the singular point (0, 0, [0, 1]),

such that

• The extension of the metric gn,p,δ on (O(−n)/Γp,0,1)\{(0, 0, [0, 1])} gives a smooth Rie-

mannian manifold structure on (O(−n)/Γp,0,1)\{(0, 0, [0, 1])} with Ricgn,p,δ
≥ 0,

• The Riemannian manifold ((O(−n)/Γp,0,1)\Kδ, gn,p,δ) is isometric to the annulus ARδ,∞(o)
in the metric cone (C(S3ǫ/Γn,1,p), o),

• The metric ball Brǫ((0, 0, [0, 1])) ⊂ O(−n)/Γp,0,1 is isometric to the metric ball Brǫ(o) ⊂
C(S3δ/Γp,−1,n),

where π−1
pr ([1, 0]) ⊂ O(−n) is the fiber over [1, 0] ∈ CP 1.

5. Resolution surgery with Ric ≥ 0 : the general case

In this section, we will give another resolution surgery with Ric ≥ 0 can be used in the non-cyclic
case. The statement of this surgery in the non-cyclic case is similar to Proposition 4.1.

Proposition 5.1. Let Γ be a non-trivial finite subgroup of U(2) ⊂ O(4) acts free on the unit sphere

S3. Then for any ǫ > 0, we can find finite cyclic subgroups Γ̂k of U(2) acts free on the unit sphere

S3, a metric space (X , d), and points xk ∈ X, k = 1, · · · , N , satisfying the following properties:

• |Γ̂k| ≤ |Γ|, k = 1, · · · , N ,

• The metric subspace (X\{xk}1≤k≤N , d) is isometric to a Riemannian manifold (M, g) with
nonnegative Ricci curvature,
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• The asymptotic cone of (X , d) is isometric to C(S3δ/Γ) for some δ = δ(Γ, ǫ) > 0,

• The metric ball (B1(xk), d) is isometric to B1(o) ⊂ (C(S3ǫ/Γ̂k), o).

Remark. In particular, if Γ ∩ Z(U(2)) 6= 0, then we have |Γ̂k| < |Γ|, k = 1, · · · , N , where Z(U(2))
is the center of U(2).

Similar to Proposition 4.1, the topological space in Proposition 5.1 is also the topological space
given in Section 2. Since many of the arguments in the proof of Proposition 5.1 are similar to the
corresponding parts of the proof of Proposition 4.1, we give here only an outline of the proof.

Proof. At first , we describe how to construct the ambient space.
By the construction in Section 2, the space we consider here is the orbifold O(−n)/Γ̃ with discrete

singularities, where Γ̃ ∼= Γ/Γ∩Z(U(2)), and Z(U(2)) is the center of U(2). Write S = {x ∈ O(−n) :

Γ̃x 6= {id}}, where Γ̃x is the stabilizer of x. Clearly, S is a discrete subset of the base CP 1 ⊂ O(−n).

Now we can construct a Riemannian metric on O(−n)/Γ̃ by considering the standard Berger
sphere. Let πHopf : S3 → S21

2

be the Hopf fibration as in Section 4, U be the unit tangent vector

field along the Hopf fibers, and {U,X, Y } be an orthonormal basis of the tangent bundle of S3.
Then for any smooth functions ρ(r), φ(r) on [0,∞) satisfying that

• ρ > 0 on (0,∞), ρ(0) = ρeven(0) = 0, ρ′(0) = n,
• φ > 0 on [0,∞), φodd(0) = 0,

the metric
gρ,φ = dr2 + ρ(r)2U∗2 + φ(r)2(X∗2 + Y ∗2)

gives a Riemannian metric on O(−n), and it is easy to see that gρ,φ is invariant under the action

of Γ̃, where {U∗, X∗, Y ∗} is the dual basis of {U,X, Y }.
As in Section 4, by a direct calculation, one see that

Ricgρ,φ(
∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r
) = −

ρ′′

ρ
− 2

φ′′

φ
,(83)

Ricgρ,φ(U,U) = 2
ρ4

φ4
− 2

ρρ′φ′

φ
− ρρ′′,(84)

Ricgρ,φ(X,X) = Ricgρ,φ(Y, Y ) = 4− 2
ρ2

φ2
−
ρρ′φ′

φ
− φφ′′ − (φ′)2,(85)

and the mixed terms of Ricgρ,φ are equal to 0.
Then we can use the way in the proof of Lemma 4.2 to construct functions ρµ and φµ such that

• Ricgρ,φ ≥ 0,

• For any r ∈
(

0, 1
10

)

, φµ(r) = 1,

• For any r ∈
(

0, 1
10

)

,
ρµ(r)
n

≤ min{sin(r), µ + µ sin(r)},
ρ′µ(r) sin(2r)

2ρµ(r) cos(2r)
∈ [1 − µ, 1 + µ], and

−ρ′′µ(r)
4ρµ(r)

≥ 1− µ,

• There are constants c1, c2, c3 > 0 and R > 0 such that for any r ≥ R, ρµ(r) = c1(r + c3),
and φµ(r) = c2(r + c3).

Our next step is to adding conical singularities on x ∈ S ⊂ O(−n). The argument in this step
follows almost verbatim from the proof of Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 4.3. Then we can find a
constant µ0 such that for any µ ∈ (0, µ0), one can modify the metric at each point in S.

Finally we just need to modify the cones we constructed to cones over round spheres, and this
part is the same as the proof of Proposition 4.1. �
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6. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section, we will prove Proposition 1.1 and Theorem 1.1.
For convenience, let us restate it here.

Proposition 6.1 (= Proposition 1.1). Let Γ be a finite subgroup of U(2) ⊂ O(4) acting freely

on the unit sphere S3, and M be the minimal resolution of C2/Γ. Then there exist a complete

Riemannian metric g on M and a compact subset K ⊂ M such that Ricg ≥ 0, and the manifold

(M\K, g) is asymptotic to the annulus A1,∞(o) ⊂ (C(S3δ/Γ), o) for some δ = δ(Γ) > 0.

Proof. We prove this proposition for cyclic Γ by induction on |Γ|.
If |Γ| = 1, M is diffeomorphic to R4, and this proposition is trivial.
Now we assume that this proposition holds when |Γ| ≤ n− 1.
Suppose that |Γ| = n. Then we can apply Proposition 4.3 to Γ. In this case, for any ǫ > 0, we

can find a finite cyclic subgroup Γ̂ of U(2) acts free on the unit sphere S3 and a pointed metric
space (X, d, x) satisfying the following properties:

• |Γ̂| ≤ n− 1,
• The metric subspace (X\{x}, d) is isometric to a Riemannian manifold (M, g) with non-

negative Ricci curvature,
• (X, d) is isometric to C(S3δ/Γ) for some δ = δ(Γ, ǫ) > 0 outside a compact subset,

• The metric ball (B1(x), d) is isometric to B1(o) ⊂ (C(S3ǫ/Γ̂), o).

By induction hypothesis, we can glue a manifold MΓ̂ such that MΓ̂ is isometric to C(S3
δ̂
/Γ̂) for

some δ̂ > 0 outside a compact subset. Then the proposition holds when |Γ| = n. Note that in
our construction, the manifold X\{x} ∪MΓ̂ is diffeomorphic to a smooth complex surface without
(−1)-curve, and hence X\{x} ∪MΓ̂ is diffeomorphic the minimal resolution of C2/Γ [3]. It follows
that this proposition holds for cyclic Γ.

Now we assume that Γ is not a cyclic group. Then by Proposition 5.1, one can apply the
argument above to show that this proposition can be reduced to the cyclic case. This completes
the proof. �

As a corollary, we can prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1: Let Γ be a finite subgroup of O(4) acting freely on the unit sphere
S3. Then Proposition A.1 shows that there exists a unitary representation π : Γ → U(2) such that
kerπ = {E}, the image π(Γ) < U(2) is also a group acting freely on S3, and S3/Γ ∼= S3/π(Γ) as
Riemannian manifolds, where E ∈ O(4) is the identity matrix. Then we can replace Γ by π(Γ),
and one can see that Proposition 1.1 implies the theorem. �

Remark. Now we briefly describe how to construct infinitely many Riemannian manifolds with
non-negative Ricci curvature that are asymptotic to C(S3δ/Γ). For this, we need to revisit the
construction of the function ρκ,µ in Lemma 4.2. Note that although we set ε = µ for convenience
in the following steps, we can actually fix a small ε and shrink the value of µ. Consequently, we
can ensure that the metric on the given open subset converges to W sin(2r)

2
×Wε sin(r). Then we can

glue any number of CP 2 on this open subset. The argument here is similar to those of Perelman
[22] and Menguy [18].
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Appendix A. Unitary representations of spherical groups

In this appendix we consider the unitary representations of fundamental groups of spherical
3-manifolds. Our goal is to obtain the following proposition.

Proposition A.1. Let G < O(4) be a finite group acting freely on S3. Then there exists a unitary

representation π : G → U(2) such that kerπ = {id}, the image π(G) < U(2) is also a group acting

freely on S3, and S3/Γ ∼= S3/π(Γ) as Riemannian manifolds, where id ∈ O(4) is the identity matrix.

Remark. Actually, if the finite subgroups Γ1, Γ2 of O(4) acting freely on S3, Γ1
∼= Γ2, but S

3/Γ1 is
not isometric to S3/Γ2, then both Γ1 and Γ2 are cyclic groups.

Here we follow the argument in Thurston’s book [25]. See also [27, Part III].

Proof. Since the group generated by G and {±id4} < O(4) acts freely on S3, one can conclude that

the group Ĝ = G/G ∩ {±id4} acts freely on RP 3 ∼= S3/{±id4}. Note that RP 3 ∼= SO(3) and the

action of Ĝ on RP 3 is orientation preserving. Then there exists an embedding

ι = (ι1, ι2) : Ĝ −→ SO(3)× SO(3),

such that the action of Ĝ on RP 3 can be given by (g, x) 7→ ι1(g)xι2(g)
−1.

Write H1 = ι1(Ĝ), H2 = ι2(Ĝ), G1 = ι(Ĝ)∩ (SO(3)× {id3}), and G2 = ι(Ĝ) ∩ ({id3} × SO(3)).

It is easy to check that Ĝ acts freely on SO(3) implies that for any g ∈ Ĝ, ι1(g) is not conjugate to
ι2(g) in O(4). Since all elements of order 2 are conjugate to diag(1,−1,−1) in SO(3), we see that
G1 and G2 cannot both have elements of order 2. Without loss of generality, we assume that G2

has no elements of order 2. Let g ∈ Ĝ such that the order of ι1(g) is 2. Hence ι2(g
2) ∈ G2, and the

order of ι2(g
2) is odd. Write ord(ι2(g

2)) = m. Then ord(ι1(g
m)) = 2. Since ι2(g

m) ι1(g
m), one can

conclude that the order of ι2(g
m) is not equal to 2, ι2(g

m) = id3, and ι1(g) = ι1(g
m) ∈ G1. Hence

all elements of order 2 in H1 are elements in G1.
According to the famous A-D-E classification of finite subgroups of SO(3), which can be found

in [14, Chapter 1] or [23, Theorem 11], one can observe that H1 is isometric to one of the following:

• Zn, the cyclic group of order n ≥ 2.
• Dn, the dihedral group of symmetries of a regular n-gon, where n ≥ 2.
• T, the tetrahedral group of 12 rotational symmetries of a tetrahedron.
• O, the octahedral group of 24 rotational symmetries of an octahedron.
• I, the icosahedral group of 60 rotational symmetries of an icosahedron.

Since all elements of order 2 in H1 are elements in G1, we see that G1
∼= T or G1

∼= Zn for some
n ≥ 2. If G1

∼= T, then [G1 : H1] = 3, and thus [G2 : H2] = [Ĝ : H1 × H2] = [G1 : H1] = 3.
Consequently, if G1 is not a cyclic group, |G2| must be odd. Moreover, it’s evident that G2 is a
cyclic group when |G2| is odd. So, within these two groups G1 and G2, there must be at least one
cyclic group.

Without loss of generality, we assume that G2 is a cyclic group. Then G2 is generated by a
rotation around some axis. Consequently, there exists an embedding τ : SO(2) → ({id3} × SO(3))

such that G2 < τ(SO(2)) and τ(SO(2)) commutes with Ĝ. By lifting the action of τ(SO(2)) on
RP 3 ∼= SO(3) to S3, we can obtain a fixed point free SO(2)-action on S3 that preserves the metric,
and this action commutes with the action of G. Hence the SO(2)-action gives a complex structure
on R4, and G < U(2), where U(2) is the unitary group corresponding to this complex structure.
This completes the proof. �
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