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THE ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF THE STEADY GRADIENT

KÄHLER-RICCI SOLITON OF THE TAUB-NUT TYPE OF

APOSTOLOV AND CIFARELLI

DAHENG MIN

Abstract. We first determine the asymptotic cone of the steady gradient
Kähler-Ricci soliton of the Taub-NUT type constructed by Apostolov and
Cifarell in [2]. Then we study a special case and prove that it is an ALF
Calabi-Yau metric in a certain sense. Finally we construct new ALF Calabi-
Yau metrics on crepant resolution of its quotients modeled on it using the
method of Tian-Yau-Hein.

1. Introduction

In [2], families of complete steady gradient Kähler-Ricci solitons on Cn are con-
structed for n ≥ 2. In each family, there is a Calabi-Yau metric. In this article, we
will mainly consider the family of the Taub-NUT type. In this family, the Calabi-
Yau metric is the Taub-NUT metric if n = 2, and for n ≥ 3 it is a new example
of a complete Calabi-Yau metric. More precisely, it is proved in [2, Theorem 1.4]
that, given a partition of the integer n ≥ 2 as below,

n = l +

l−1
∑

j=1

dj , l ≥ 2, dj ≥ 0,(1.1)

there exists an (l − 1)−dimensional family of non-isometric, irreducible complete
steady gradient Kähler-Ricci soliton on Cn, all admitting a hamiltonian 2-form of
order l and isometry group U(1) × Πl−1

j=1U(dj). One Kähler metric ωl,d1,...,dl−1
in

each family is a complete Ricci-flat Kähler metric on Cn. Moreover, it is proved
that the volume growth of the metric is of order 2n− 1.

In this article, we will study the asymptotic cone of the steady gradient Kähler-
Ricci soliton of the Taub-NUT type of Apostolov and Cifarelli. We will prove the
following theorem:

Theorem 1.1. The asymptotic cone of the Kähler-Ricci soliton of the Taub-NUT

type of Apostolov and Cifarelli is unique and is (
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1/Λ) × R. Where Λ is

a closed subgroup of Tl−1 that acts on
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1, and depends on the choice of

the parameters.

We will explain in detail the construction of Apostolov and CIfarelli in Section
2, in particular we will introduce the parameters. The group Λ will be defined and
discussed in Section 4. Here we note that the real dimension of Λ depends on the
parameters and can be 0 or strictly positive.
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Consequently, if we consider the Calabi-Yau metric in the family, then we see
that there are many different complete Calabi-Yau metric on Cn and many of them
have different asymptotic cones. This phenomenon also appears in the context of
asymptotically conic Calabi-Yau metric, we mention the works [10], [14] and [19],
which give counter examples to a conjecture of Tian [20, Remark 5.3]. In these
works, Calabi-Yau metrics on Cn with volume growth of order 2n and asymptotic
cone of the form V0 ×C are constructed, but in Theorem 1.1, the volume growth is
of order 2n− 1.

Another feature of Theorem 1.1 is that the asymptotic cone is generally not a
smooth cone. Examples of asymptotically conic Calabi-Yau metrics with singular
asymptotic cone are studied by Joyce [13] (QALE manifold), Székelyhidi [19], Yang
Li [14], Conlon, Degeratu and Rochon [8, 10, 11]. Besides the difference of volume
growth, another difference between Theorem 1.1 and the above works is that in
Theorem 1.1 the dimension of the asymptotic cone may be strictly smaller than the
order of volume growth.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 consists of two steps. In the first step, we consider
a locally flat metric in Section 3 and determine its asymptotic cone in Section 4.
In the second step, we show that the locally flat metric is close to the metric of
Apostolov-Cifarelli in a large region, and we prove in Section 5 that they have the
same asymptotic cone.

In the special case where l = 2, the asymptotic cone of the Kähler-Ricci soliton
is (Cn−1/Zn−1) × R. And we will show that the Calabi-Yau metric ω2,n−2 in this
family is an ALF metric in the following sense.

Theorem 1.2. The Calabi-Yau metric (Cn, ω2,n−2, g2,n−2) of Apostolov-Cifarelli
is an ALF metric in the following sense:

• The volume growth of g2,n−2 is of order 2n− 1;
• The asymptotic cone of g2,n−2 is a (2n− 1)-dimensional metric cone;

• The sectional curvature of g2,n−2 is bounded by C
ρ for some C > 0.

Here, ρ is the distance function measured by g2,n−2 with respect to some point of
Cn.

This notion of the ALF property has already been considered in [15]. If we think
of the asymptotically conic Calabi-Yau metric as the higher dimensional generaliza-
tions of ALE gravitational instantons, then we can regard ALF Calabi-Yau metrics
as higher dimensional analogue of ALF gravitational instantons.

In [15], many examples of higher dimensional ALF Calabi-Yau metrics of real
dimension 4n are constructed, and they also have singular asymptotic cones. How-
ever, according to Theorem 1.2, there exist ALF Calabi-Yau metrics of any dimen-
sion.

The difficulty of the proof of Theorem 1.2 is the estimation of curvature. In
Section 6, we apply a result of Naber and Zhang [17] to show the curvature decay.

Modeled on this ALF Calabi-Yau metric, we can construct new ALF Calabi-Yau
metric on the crepant resolution of its quotient. Assume that Γ ⊂ U(1)×U(n− 1)
is a finite subgroup such that the singularity Cn/Γ admits a crepant resolution
π : Y → Cn/Γ, recall that (ω2,n−2, g2,n−2) is invariant by U(1)× U(n − 1) so it is
invariant by Γ. In Section 7, we will prove the following theorem using the approach
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of Tian-Yau’s work [21,22] and result of of Hein [12], which is a non-compact version
of the classical Calabi-Yau theorem.

Theorem 1.3. For any compactly supported Kähler class of Y and any c > 0,
there exists an ALF Calabi-Yau metric ω′ having the same cohomology class on Y
which is asymptotic to cω2,n−2 near the infinity. More precisely, we have

|∇k(ω′ − cπ∗ω2,n−2)|ω′ ≤ C(k, ǫ)(1 + ρ′)−2n+3+ǫ,(1.2)

where ǫ > 0 is any small constant, ρ′ is the distance function from a point of Y
measured by ω′ and k ≥ 0.

In the work of Van Coevering [23], asymptotically conic Calabi-Yau metrics are
constructed in each compactly supported Kähler class of crepant resolution of Ricci-
flat Kähler cone. So Theorem 1.3 could be understood as an ALF analogue of the
result of [23].

From another point of view, in the case n = 1, there is a “Kummer construction”
of ALF-Dk instantons discussed in the work of Biquard and Minerbe [3]. So we can
also think of Theorem 1.3 as a higher dimensional analogue of [3].

As an application of Theorem 1.3, consider the crepant resolution KCPn−1 →
Cn/Zn, we have

Corollary 1.4. There exist ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on KCPn−1 asymptotic to
(ω2,n−2, g2,n−2)/Zn with asymptotic cone (Cn−1/Zk(n−1))×R, where k = n if n is
odd and k = n

2 if n is even. Here KCPn−1 is the total space of the canonical bundle

of CPn−1.

Finally, let us discuss some aspects that are still open. In [18], it is proved that for
a complete Calabi-Yau metric of maximal voulume growth, the quadratic curvature
decay (|Rm | ≤ C

ρ2 ) is equivalent to being asymptotically conic. Then is natural to

ask whether there is a similar result for non-maximal volume growth. For example,
for ALF Calabi-Yau metrics, is there a relation between the quadratic curvature
decay and the smoothness of the asymptotic cone? In the four dimensional case,
we know that ALF gravitational instantons have faster than quadratic curvature
decay and smooth asymptotic cone. But in higher dimensions, we have no examples
of (non-trivial) ALF Calabi-Yau metrics with quadratic curvature decay or smooth
asymptotic cone, and it will be interesting to find such examples.

In the recent work [6] of Cifareli, more complete Calabi-Yau metrics and Kähler-
Ricci solitons are constructed, generalizing [2]. Then it will be interesting to un-
derstand the asymptotic cones of these new examples.

2. The steady gradient Kähler-Ricci soliton

In this section we will give a description of the steady gradient Kähler-Ricci
soliton of the Taub-NUT type of Apostolov and Cifarelli following [2]. First we fix
n ≥ 2 and a partition of n:

n = l +

l−1
∑

j=1

dj , l ≥ 2, dj ≥ 0.(2.1)

We also fix l real numbers α1, . . . , αl such that α1 < α2 < · · · < αl, and define
D̊ = (−∞, α1)× (α1, α2)× · · · × (αl−2, αl−1)× (αl,+∞). Note that there is a gap

between the last two intervals. Later we will use (ξ1, . . . , ξl) ∈ D̊ as its coordinates.
3



Define

pc(t) =

l−1
∏

j=1

(t− αj)
dj ,(2.2)

pnc(t) =

l
∏

j=1

(t− ξj).(2.3)

They are polynomials in t of degree n− l and l. Observe that for j = 1, 2, . . . , l− 1,
(−1)l−jpnc(αj) > 0.

Remark 2.1. In terms of the hamiltonian 2-form φ, the real numbers α1, . . . , αl−1

are the constant roots of the momentum polynomial p(t) = (−1)n pf(φ − tω) with
multiplicities d1, . . . , dl−1, while ξ1, . . . , ξl are the non-constant roots of p(t). So we
have p(t) = pc(t)pnc(t).

Fix a real number a ∈ R, let

P (t) =
l−1
∏

j=1

(t− αj)
dj+1,(2.4)

q(t) =
P ′(t) + 2aP (t)

pc(t)
=

l−1
∑

j=1

(2a(t− αj) + (dj + 1))

l−1
∏

k=1,k 6=j

(t− αk).(2.5)

They are polynomials in t of degree n−1 and l−1 (l−2 if a = 0). Observe that for

j = 1, 2, . . . , l−1, we have q(αj) = (dj+1)
∏l−1

k=1,k 6=j(αj−αk), so (−1)l−1−jq(αj) >

0. We also set F1(t) = . . . Fl−1(t) = P (t), Fl(t) = P (t)− e2a(αl−t)P (αl). Note that
Fl(t) > 0 for t > αl.

For j = 1, . . . , l−1, define (ǧ0j , ω̌
0
j ) as the Fubini-Study metric on CPdj of constant

scalar curvature 2dj(dj +1), so that [ω̌0
j ] ∈ H2(CPdj ,Z) is the primitive generator.

Define (gj , ωj) =
2(dj+1)

(−1)l−1−jq(αj)
(ǧ0j , ω̌

0
j ), so it is a Kähler-Einstein metric of constant

scalar curvature (−1)l−1−jdjq(αj). Formally, we may set dl = 0 so that CP
dl is

a point, and
∏l

j=1 CP
dj =

∏l−1
j=1 CP

dj . We can also define (ǧ0l , ω̌
0
l ) and (gj , ωj)

using the same formula, and we should think of them as zero tensors in the product
∏l

j=1 CP
dj .

For j = 1, . . . , l, define

vj = (−1)l−j 2(dj + 1)

q(αj)
(−αl−1

j , . . . , (−1)rαl−r
j , . . . , (−1)l) ∈ Rl(2.6)

As αj are distinct, (v1, . . . , vl) form a basis of Rl by the Vandermonde determinant.
Let Γv be the lattice generated by (v1, . . . , vl), then Tl = Rl/Γv is a l-dimensional

torus. Define P as the Tl-principal bundle over
∏l

j=1 CP
dj with connection 1-form

θ such that

dθ =

l
∑

j=1

ω̌0
j ⊗ vj .(2.7)
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More precisely, if we write θ = (θ1, . . . , θl), then for r = 1, . . . , l, we have

dθr =

l−1
∑

j=1

(−1)l−j+r 2
∏l−1

k=1,k 6=j(αj − αk)
αl−r
j ω̌0

j .(2.8)

Remark 2.2. Here we recall that ω̌0
j is the primitive generator in H2(CPdj ,Z),

and vj is the generator of Γv, so the curvature 2-form dθ is indeed integral. In

fact, P is diffeomorphic to the Tl-principal bundle over
∏l

j=1 CP
dj corresponding

to
⊕l

j=1OCP
dj (−1).

Let M0 = D̊ × P , then we define the following metric and 2-form on M0:

g =

l−1
∑

j=1

(−1)l−jpnc(αj)ǧj +

l
∑

j=1

pc(ξj)∆(ξj)

Fj(ξj)
(dξj)

2(2.9)

+

l
∑

j=1

Fj(ξj)

pc(ξj)∆(ξj)

(

l
∑

r=1

σr−1(ξ̂j)θr

)2

,(2.10)

ω =

l−1
∑

j=1

(−1)l−jpnc(αj)ω̌j +

l
∑

r=1

dσr ∧ θr.(2.11)

Here, ∆(ξj) =
∏l

i=1,i6=j(ξj − ξi), σ0 = 1, σ1, . . . , σl are elementary symmetric poly-

nomials of ξ1, . . . , ξl so pnc(t) =
∑l

r=0(−1)rtl−rσr, and σr−1(ξ̂j) is the (r − 1)-th
elementary symmetric polynomial of {ξi|i 6= j}.

In [1] and [2] it is shown that (M0, g, ω) is a steady gradient Kähler-Ricci soliton
with complex structure J given by

Jdξj =
Fj(ξj)

pc(ξj)∆(ξj)

(

l
∑

r=1

σr−1(ξ̂j)θr

)

,(2.12)

Jθr = (−1)r
l
∑

j=1

pc(ξj)

Fj(ξj)
ξl−r
j dξj .(2.13)

and the soliton vector field X have Killing potential aσ1. To better understand the
soliton vector field, we discuss as follows.

As noted in [2], M0 is diffeomorphic to the (C∗)l-principal bundle (C∗)l ×Tl P

corresponding to the split vector bundle M̂ =
⊕l

j=1OCP
dj (−1). So we can think

of M0 as a dense subset of M̂ . For j = 1, . . . , l, denote by Tj the generator of

rotation in each component O
CP

dj (−1) of M̂ . If we identify Rl with the Lie algebra

of Tl = Rl/Γv, then vj corresponds to Tj by our construction of P . Denote by
e1, . . . , el the canonical basis of Rl, and let K1, . . . ,Kl be the corresponding vector
field on M̂ , then (K1, . . . ,Kl) is dual to (θ1, . . . , θl). It follows that the moment
map of Kj with respect to ω is σj . In particular, the soliton vector field is given by
aK1. In terms of T1, . . . , Tl, by inverting the Vandermonde matrix, we find that

e1 =

l
∑

j=1

(−1)l+1−j q(αj)

2(dj + 1)

1
∏l

k=1,k 6=j(αj − αk)
vj .(2.14)
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It follows that

K1 =

l
∑

j=1

(−1)l+1−j q(αj)

2(dj + 1)

1
∏l

k=1,k 6=j(αj − αk)
Tj,(2.15)

and

X = a

l
∑

j=1

(−1)l+1−j q(αj)

2(dj + 1)

1
∏l

k=1,k 6=j(αj − αk)
Tj .(2.16)

Observe that there is a Tdj -symmetry on CP
dj , combining these Tdj -actions with

the Tl-action, we get a Tn-action on M0 and, in fact, (M0, g, ω) is Tn invariant.

Under the blow-down map M̂ → Cn, we can view M0 as a dense subset of
Cn. In [2] it is proved that (g, ω) defined on M0 extends to a smooth Tn-invariant

steady gradient Kähler-Ricci soliton on R2n =
∏l

j=1 R
2(dj+1) compatible with the

standard symplectic form and with the soliton vector field

X = a
l
∑

j=1

(−1)l+1−j q(αj)

2(dj + 1)

1
∏l

k=1,k 6=j(αj − αk)
Xj ,(2.17)

where Xj is the vector field on R2(dj+1) ∼= Cdj+1 with flow the multiplication
with e2πit. If, furthermore a ≥ 0, then the complex structure is Tn-equivariantly
biholomorphic to the standard complex structure on Cn and the metric is complete.
In particular, if a = 0, then we get a complete Calabi-Yau metric ωl,d1,...,dl−1

on
Cn.

Remark 2.3. As we shall see later, the expansion coefficients of X in terms of Xj

play an important role in determining the asymptotic cone of (Cn, g, ω).

Regarding the parameters, once the discrete parameters l, d1, . . . , dl−1 are fixed,
the above construction depends on the following l+1 continuous parameters a and
α1, . . . , αl. As pointed out in [2], for c > 0, d ∈ R, the data (a, α1, . . . , αl) define
the same steady gradient Kähler-Ricci soliton as (ac , cα1 + d, . . . , cαl + d). It is
then possible to normalize α1 = 0, α2 = 1 and it is shown that different choices of
(a, α3, . . . , αl) give non-isometric Kähler metrics.

3. The locally flat metric

Recall that in formula (2.9), we have F1(t) = · · · = Fl−1(t) = P (t), but Fl(t) =
P (t) − e2a(αl−t)P (αl). If we replace Fl(t) by P (t), then we will get the following
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metric on M0:

g′ =
l−1
∑

j=1

(−1)l−jpnc(αj)ǧj +

l
∑

j=1

pc(ξj)∆(ξj)

P (ξj)
(dξj)

2(3.1)

+

l
∑

j=1

P (ξj)

pc(ξj)∆(ξj)

(

l
∑

r=1

σr−1(ξ̂j)θr

)2

(3.2)

=

l−1
∑

j=1

(−1)l−jpnc(αj)ǧj +

l
∑

j=1

∆(ξj)
∏l

k=1(ξj − αk)
(dξj)

2(3.3)

+

l
∑

j=1

∏l
k=1(ξj − αk)

∆(ξj)

(

l
∑

r=1

σr−1(ξ̂j)θr

)2

.(3.4)

According to [1, Proposition 17], one can deduce that g′ defines a locally flat metric.
The aim of this section is to provide another proof of this fact, which will reveal
the global behavior of g′.

Define

ǧ′ =
l−1
∑

j=1

(−1)l−jpnc(αj)ǧj,(3.5)

g′ξ =
l
∑

j=1

∆(ξj)
∏l

k=1(ξj − αk)
(dξj)

2,(3.6)

g′θ =

l
∑

j=1

∏l
k=1(ξj − αk)

∆(ξj)

(

l
∑

r=1

σr−1(ξ̂j)θr

)2

,(3.7)

then g′ = ǧ′+ g′ξ + g′θ. The strategy of the proof is simply a change of variable. We

will change the coordinates from (ξ1, . . . , ξl) to (σ1, pnc(α1), . . . , pnc(αl−1)).

3.1. Change of variable for g′θ. Define

β0 =
l
∑

r=1

σr−1(α1, . . . , αl−1)θr,(3.8)

Here σr−1(α1, . . . , αl−1) is the (r − 1)-th elementary symmetric polynomial of
α1, . . . , αl−1. Recall that we have already used σ1, . . . , σr to denote the elemen-
tary symmetric polynomials of ξ1, . . . , ξr, when the variables are not ξi, we will
indicate them explicitly.

Lemma 3.1. We have dβ0 = 0.

Proof. Note that

l
∑

r=1

σr−1(α1, . . . , αl−1)t
l−r =

l−1
∏

j=1

(t+ αj)(3.9)

has roots −α1, . . . ,−αl−1. Combining this with equation (2.8) will finish the proof.
�
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For i = 1, . . . , l− 1, define

βi =

l
∑

r=2

σr−2(α1, . . . , α̂i, . . . αl−1)θr.(3.10)

Where σr−2(α1, . . . , α̂i, . . . αl−1) denotes the (r − 2)-th elementary polynomial of
{αk|1 ≤ k ≤ l − 1, k 6= i}.

Lemma 3.2. For i = 1, . . . , l− 1, we have dβi = (−1)l−i2ω̌0
i .

Proof. One applies the formula of the inverse of the Vandermonde matrix. More
precisely, consider the (l−1)×(l−1) vandermonde matrix ((−1)rαl−r

j )1≤j≤l−1,2≤r≤l,

here j is the row number and r is the colume number. Its inverse (λri)2≤r≤r,1≤i≤l−1

is given by

λri =
σr−2(α1, . . . , α̂i, . . . αl−1)

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)
,(3.11)

where ∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1) =
∏l−1

k=1,k 6=i(αi − αk). Once again, combining this with

equation (2.8) will finish the proof. �

The main result of this subsection is the following.

Proposition 3.3. We have

g′θ = β2
0 +

l−1
∑

j=1

−pnc(αj)

∆j(α1, . . . , αl−1)
β2
j .(3.12)

Proof. We will show that, evaluated by a basis Y1, . . . , Yl of the linear space gener-
ated by K1, . . . ,Kl, both sides of the above equation are the same. To simplify the
notation, let the right-hand side be denoted by g′β.

For j = 1, . . . , l, define

Yj =

l
∑

r=1

(−1)rαl−r
j Kr,(3.13)

so Y1, . . . , Yl generates the same space as K1, . . . ,Kl, which is the vertical direction

of the Tl-principal bundle P . In fact, we have Tj = (−1)l−j 2(dj+1)
q(αj)

Yj .

Recall that K1, . . . ,Kr is the dual basis of θ1, . . . , θl, then by the same argument
as in the proof of Lemma 3.1, we have

β0(Y1) = · · · = β0(Yl−1) = 0,(3.14)

β0(Yl) = −
l−1
∏

k=1

(αl − αk).(3.15)

Similarly, for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ l − 1, we have

βi(Yj) = δij∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1),(3.16)

βi(Yl) =

l−1
∏

k=1,k 6=i

(αl − αk).(3.17)
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So, up to some nonzero constant coefficients, the dual basis of (β0, β1, . . . , βl−1) is
(K1, T1, . . . , Tl−1). For i = 1, . . . , l, we also have

(

l
∑

r=1

σr−1(ξ̂i)θr

)

(Yj) =

l
∑

r=1

σr−1(ξ̂i)(−1)rαl−r
j = −

l
∏

k=1,k 6=i

(αj − ξk).(3.18)

It follows that for 1 ≤ m,n ≤ l, we have

g′θ(Ym, Yn) =
l
∑

i=1

∏l−1
k=1(ξi − αk)

∆(ξi)

l
∏

k=1,k 6=i

(αm − ξk)

l
∏

k=1,k 6=i

(αn − ξk).(3.19)

First we consider the case where 1 ≤ m,n ≤ l − 1 and m 6= n, then we have

g′θ(Ym, Yn) = pnc(αm)pnc(αn)

l
∑

i=1

∏l−1
k=1,k 6=m,n(ξi − αk)

∆(ξi)
.(3.20)

Note that
∏l−1

k=1,k 6=m,n(ξi −αk) can be viewed as a polynomial in ξi of degree l− 3,
so by the following Vandermonde identity for s = 1, . . . , l,

l
∑

i=1

ξl−s
i

∆(ξi)
= δs1,(3.21)

we conclude that in this case g′θ(Ym, Yn) = 0. It is also clear that in this case we
have g′β(Ym, Yn) = 0, so g′θ(Ym, Yn) = g′β(Ym, Yn).

Next, we consider the case m = n and 1 ≤ m ≤ l − 1. For the left-hand side we
have

g′θ(Ym, Ym) = pnc(αm)2
l
∑

i=1

∏l−1
k=1,k 6=m(ξi − αk)

∆(ξi)(ξi − αm)
.(3.22)

So we are led to consider
∑l

i=1
ξsi

∆(ξi)(ξi−α) for 0 ≤ s ≤ l − 2. As a starting point,

by Lagrange interpolation, we have

−pnc(α)
l
∑

i=1

1

∆(ξi)(ξi − α)
= 1,(3.23)

here in the above we have a polynomial in α of degree at most l − 1 which equals
1 at points ξ1, . . . , ξl. So we have

l
∑

i=1

1

∆(ξi)(ξi − α)
= − 1

pnc(α)
.(3.24)

Observe that
ξsi

ξi−α = ξs−1
i + α

ξs−1
i

ξi−α . So by induction and Vandermonde identity

(3.21), for s = 0, . . . , l − 1, we have

l
∑

i=1

ξsi
∆(ξi)(ξi − α)

= − αs

pnc(α)
.(3.25)

Since
l−1
∏

k=1,k 6=m

(ξi − αk) =

l−2
∑

p=0

(−1)pσp(α1, . . . , α̂m, . . . , αl−1)ξ
l−2−p
i ,(3.26)
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we deduce that

g′θ(Ym, Ym) = pnc(αm)2
l
∑

i=1

∏l−1
k=1,k 6=m(ξi − αk)

∆(ξi)(ξi − αm)

(3.27)

= pnc(αm)2
l−2
∑

p=0

(−1)pσp(α1, . . . , α̂m, . . . , αl−1)

l
∏

i=1

ξl−2−p
i

∆(ξi)(ξi − αm)
(3.28)

= −pnc(αm)2
l−2
∑

p=0

(−1)pσp(α1, . . . , α̂m, . . . , αl−1)
αl−2−p
m

pnc(αm)
(3.29)

= −pnc(αm)

l−2
∑

p=0

(−1)pσp(α1, . . . , α̂m, . . . , αl−1)α
l−2−p
m(3.30)

= −pnc(αm)∆m(α1, . . . , αl−1).(3.31)

At the same time, it is easy to verify that

g′β(Ym, Ym) = −pnc(αm)∆m(α1, . . . , αl−1)(3.32)

So in this case, we have g′θ(Ym, Ym) = g′β(Ym, Ym).

Then for 1 ≤ m ≤ l − 1, we compare g′θ(Ym, Yl) and g
′
β(Ym, Yl). For g′θ(Ym, Yl)

we have

g′θ(Ym, Yl) = pnc(αm)pnc(αl)

l
∑

i=1

∏l−1
k=1,k 6=m(ξi − αk)

∆(ξi)(ξi − αl)

(3.33)

= pnc(αm)pnc(αl)

l−2
∑

p=0

(−1)pσp(α1, . . . , α̂m, . . . , αl−1)

l
∑

i=1

ξl−2−p
i

∆(ξi)(ξi − αl)
(3.34)

= −pnc(αm)pnc(αl)

l−2
∑

p=0

(−1)pσp(α1, . . . , α̂m, . . . , αl−1)
αl−2−p
l

pnc(αl)
(3.35)

= −pnc(αm)
l−1
∏

k=1,k 6=m

(αl − αk).(3.36)

And it is easy to verify that

g′β(Ym, Yl) = −pnc(αm)

l−1
∏

k=1,k 6=m

(αl − αk).(3.37)

So g′θ(Ym, Yl) = g′β(Ym, Yl).
Finally, we compare g′θ(Yl, Yl) and g

′
β(Yl, Yl). Taking the derivative with respect

to α in equation (3.25), for s = 0, 1, . . . , l − 1 we get

l
∑

i=1

ξsi
∆(ξi)(ξi − α)2

=
p′nc(α)α

s

pnc(α)2
− sαs−1

pnc(α)
.(3.38)
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So we have

g′θ(Yl, Yl) = pnc(αl)
2

l
∑

i=1

∏l−1
k=1(ξi − αk)

∆(ξi)(ξi − αl)2

(3.39)

= pnc(αl)
2
l−1
∑

p=0

(−1)pσp(α1, . . . , αl−1)

l
∑

i=1

ξl−1−p
i

∆(ξi)(ξi − αl)2

(3.40)

= pnc(αl)
2
l−1
∑

p=0

(−1)pσp(α1, . . . , αl−1)
p′nc(αl)α

l−1−p
l − pnc(αl)(l − 1− p)αl−2−p

l

pnc(αl)2

(3.41)

= p′nc(αl)

l−1
∏

k=1

(αl − αk)− pnc(αl)
d

dαl

l−1
∏

k=1

(αl − αk)

(3.42)

It follows that

g′θ(Yl, Yl)

(
∏l−1

k=1(αl − αk))2
=

d

dαl

(

pnc(αl)
∏l−1

k=1(αl − αk)

)

.(3.43)

As for g′β(Yl, Yl), we have

g′β(Yl, Yl) =

(

l−1
∏

k=1

(αl − αk)

)2

+

l−1
∑

i=1

−pnc(αi)

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)

l−1
∏

k=1,k 6=i

(αl − αk)
2.(3.44)

So we have

g′β(Yl, Yl)

(
∏l−1

k=1(αl − αk))2
= 1 +

l−1
∑

i=1

−pnc(αi)

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)(αi − αl)2
(3.45)

= 1 +
d

dαl

l−1
∑

i=1

pnc(αi)

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)(αi − αl)
.(3.46)

Combining the following extended Vandermonde identity

l
∑

j=1

ξl−1+p
j

∆(ξj)
= hp,(3.47)

where p ≥ 0 and hp is the p−th complete symmetric function of ξ1, . . . , ξl, and a
similar induction on equation (3.25), one obtains the following.

l
∑

i=1

ξl+p
i

∆(ξi)(ξi − α)
=

p
∑

k=0

hp−kα
k − αl+p

pnc(α)
.(3.48)
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Applying (3.48), we have

l−1
∑

i=1

pnc(αi)

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)(αi − αl)
=

l
∑

p=0

(−1)pσp

l−1
∑

i=1

αl−p
i

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)(αl − αi)

(3.49)

=
l
∑

p=0

(−1)pσp
αl−p
l

∏l−1
k=1(αl − αk)

+ σ1 − h1(α1, . . . , αl−1)− αl(3.50)

=
pnc(αl)

∏l−1
k=1(αl − αk)

+ σ1 − h1(α1, . . . , αl−1)− αl.(3.51)

Note that σ1 and h1(α1, . . . , αl−1) are independent of αl, so we get

g′β(Yl, Yl) =
d

dαl

(

pnc(αl)
∏l−1

k=1(αl − αk)

)

= g′θ(Yl, Yl),(3.52)

which completes the proof. �

Remark 3.4. Recall that (σ1 . . . , σr) is the moment map of (K1, . . . ,Kr), which is
dual to (θ1, . . . , θr). Now we want to change to new variables (σ1, pnc(α1), . . . , pnc(αl−1)),
which is the moment map of (K1, T1, . . . , Tl−1) up to some coefficients. That is why
we define (β0, . . . , βl−1) as the dual of (K1, T1, . . . , Tl−1) (up to some coefficients).

3.2. Change of variable for g′ξ. The main object of this subsection is to prove
the following identity:

Proposition 3.5. We have

g′ξ = (dσ1)
2 +

l−1
∑

i=1

−1

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)pnc(αi)
(d(pnc(αi)))

2.(3.53)

Proof. First, we make a change of variable from ξ1, . . . , ξl to σ1, . . . , σl.
Note that

dξj =
1

∆(ξj)

l
∑

r=1

(−1)rξl−r
j dσr.(3.54)

Applying the above formula to g′ξ, we have

g′ξ =
l
∑

r,s=1

Grsdσrdσs,(3.55)

where

Grs = (−1)r+s
l
∑

j=1

ξ2l−r−s
j

∆(ξj)
∏l−1

k=1(ξj − αk)
.(3.56)

For any m ≥ 1 and a1, . . . , am ∈ R, we have the following.

1
∏m

i=1 ai
= (−1)m+1

m
∑

i=1

1
∏m

k=1,k 6=i(ai − ak)

1

ai
.(3.57)
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Applying this to m = l − 1, ai = ξj − αi, we have

1
∏l−1

k=1(ξj − αi)
=

l−1
∑

i=1

1

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)(ξj − αi)
.(3.58)

Thus, we get

Grs = (−1)r+s
l−1
∑

i=1

1

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)

l
∑

j=1

ξl−r−s
j

∆(ξj)(ξj − αi)
(3.59)

= (−1)r+s
l−1
∑

i=1

1

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)

[

l−r−s
∑

k=0

hl−r−s−kα
k
i −

α2l−r−s
i

pnc(αi)

]

.(3.60)

In the last step, we have used (3.48) and the summation
∑l−r−s

k=0 hl−r−s−kα
k
i is

understood as 0 if l − r − s < 0. Now applying (3.21), we obtain

G11 = 1 +

l−1
∑

i=1

−1

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)

α2l−2
i

pnc(αi)
,(3.61)

and for (r, s) 6= (1, 1), we have

Grs = (−1)r+s
l−1
∑

i=1

−1

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)

α2l−r−s
i

pnc(αi)
.(3.62)

It follows that

g′ξ = (dσ1)
2 +

l−1
∑

i=1

−1

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)pnc(αi)

l
∑

r,s=1

(−1)r+sα2l−r−s
i dσrdσs(3.63)

= (dσ1)
2 +

l−1
∑

i=1

−1

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)pnc(αi)

(

l
∑

r=1

(−1)rαl−r
i dσr

)2

(3.64)

= (dσ1)
2 +

l−1
∑

i=1

−1

∆i(α1, . . . , αl−1)pnc(αi)
(d(pnc(αi)))

2.(3.65)

�

3.3. Locally flatness of g′. Combining Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.53, we
conclude that

g′ =
l−1
∑

j=1

(−1)l−jpnc(αj)ǧj + (dσ1)
2 +

l−1
∑

j=1

−1

∆j(α1, . . . , αl−1)pnc(αj)
(d(pnc(αj)))

2+

+ β2
0 +

l−1
∑

j=1

−pnc(αj)

∆j(α1, . . . , αl−1)
β2
j .

Note that by Lemma 3.2, we have 2ǧ0j + β2
j = 4g

S
2dj+1

1

for j = 1, . . . , l − 1, where

g
S
2dj+1

1

stands for the standard round metric of the sphere of dimension 2dj+1 and

13



radius 1. Hence we have

g′ =(dσ1)
2 + β2

0+

+

l−1
∑

j=1

[ −pnc(αj)

∆j(α1, . . . , αl−1)
(4g

S
2dj+1

1

) +
−1

∆j(α1, . . . , αl−1)pnc(αj)
(d(pnc(αj)))

2

]

.

For j = 1, . . . , l − 1, define

rj = 2

√

−pnc(αj)

∆j(α1, . . . , αl−1)
,(3.66)

then

g′ = (dσ1)
2 + β2

0 +

l−1
∑

j=1

(r2j gS2dj+1

1

+ (drj)
2).(3.67)

Since S
2dj+1
1 is the link of the flat cone R2dj+2, we conclude that

g′ = (dσ1)
2 + β2

0 +

l−1
∑

j=1

g
R

2dj+2 .(3.68)

Recall that by Lemma 3.1, the 1-form β0 is closed, so the above formula shows that
g′ is indeed a locally flat metric.

As a by-product of the above proof, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. There exists a positive constant C > 0 depending only on
a, α1, . . . , αl such that for any 1 ≤ j ≤ l − 1, we have

g′(Tj , Tj) = r2j ,(3.69)

g′(Tl, Tl) ≤ C



1 +

l−1
∑

j=1

r2j



 .(3.70)

For simplicity, in this article we will use C to denote a positive constant which
may be different from lines.

4. The asymptotic cone of the locally flat metric

The locally flat metric g′ defined on M0 is not complete, so it is a little subtle
to talk about its asymptotic cone. Instead, we first show that (M0, g′) can be
identified as an open subset of a complete locally flat metric, and then determine
the asymptotic cone of the complete metric.

Recalling equation (2.14), we have

2
∏l−1

k=1(αl − αk)

q(αl)
e1 = −vl +

l−1
∑

j=1

(−1)l−j

∏l−1
k=1,k 6=j(αl − αk)

q(αl)
vj .(4.1)

Note that the coefficient of e1 is strictly positive. For j = 1, . . . , l− 1, let τj be the
coefficient of vj in the above formula,

τj = (−1)l−j

∏l−1
k=1,k 6=j(αl − αk)

q(αl)
,(4.2)
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and define τ = (τ1, . . . , τl−1) ∈ Rl−1. Let Zl−1 ⊂ Rl−1 be the standard integer
lattice in Rl−1, then we can also view τ as an element in the (l − 1)-dimensional
torus Tl−1 = Rl−1/Zl−1.

If we change the parameters from (a, α1, . . . , αl) to (ac , cα1+d, . . . , cαl+d), then
we can verify that τ remains unchanged. Thus, τ is intrinsically associated with the
isometry class of the steady gradient Kähler-Ricci soliton of the Taub-NUT type.

The geometric meaning of τ can be explained by the Poincaré recurrence. Con-
sider the continuous flow generated by e1 in the l-dimensional torus Tl = Rl/Γv.
By (4.1), the flow is transverse to the (l − 1)-dimensional subtorus Tl−1

v1,...,vl−1

spanned by v1, . . . , vl−1. Choose this subtorus as the Poincaré section and start

the flow at 0, then the first recurrence is
∑l−1

j=1 τjvj . Identify this subtorus with

Tl−1 = Rl−1/Zl−1, then the first recurrence map is the translation by τ .
Let Λ ⊂ Tl−1 be the closure of the subgroup generated by τ , then we have

Proposition 4.1. The dimension of Λ is given by

dimΛ = dimQ SpanQ{1, τ1, . . . , τl−1} − 1

(4.3)

= dimQ SpanQ{(−1)l+1−j q(αj)

2(dj + 1)

1
∏l

k=1,k 6=j(αj − αk)
|j = 1, . . . , l} − 1(4.4)

Proof. It is well known that the orbit of τ is dense if and only if 1, τ1, . . . , τl−1 are
Q-independent. More generally, the result can be proved by this special case and
Gauss elimination. �

Now we can state the first main result of this section.

Proposition 4.2. The Riemannian manifold (M0, g′) can be isometrically em-

bedded into an open subset of ((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 × R)/Z) × R equipped with the stan-

dard Euclidean metric. Here, the Z-action on (
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 × R) is defined as fol-

lows: On each factor Cdj+1 there is an action of S1 by rotation, so we have an

Tl−1 = Rl−1/Zl−1-action on
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1. Define the generator of the Z-action

as τ ∈ Tl−1 on
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 and the translation by (−1) 2

q(αl)

∏l−1
k=1(αl − αk) on

the R factor, then clearly this action is free and properly discontinuous. The im-
age of the embedding of (M0, g′) is given by the following inequalities: rj > 0 for

j = 1, . . . , l−1 and 1
4

∑l−1
j=1

1
αl−αj

r2j > −σ, where rj is the radius of the cone Cdj+1

and σ is the coordinate of the last factor of R.

Proof. On
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1×R×R equipped with the standard Euclidean metric, denote

by Tj the generator of rotation on Cdj+1 for j = 1, . . . , l− 1 and K1 the unit vector
field in the first component of R. Then we can define a new vector field Tl using
formula (2.15). Consequently, we have

Tl = (−1)
2

q(αl)

l−1
∏

k=1

(αl − αk)K1 +

l−1
∑

j=1

τjvj .(4.5)

Let the 1-form β0 be the metric dual to K1, then β0(K1) = 1 and β0 vanishes

when restricted to
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 and the last component of R, moreover dβ0 = 0. It
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follows that formula (3.68) defines the standard Euclidean metric on
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1×

R× R, where we impose σ = σ1 −
∑l

k=1 αk.
Recall that Tl−1

v1,...,vl−1
is the subtorus in Tl spanned by v1, . . . , vl−1 and can be

identified with Tl−1 = Rl−1/Zl−1 by sending
∑l−1

i=1 µivi to µ = (µ1, . . . , µl−1). So

we have a generically free Tl−1
v1,...,vl−1

-action on
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 × R.

However, we cannot embed M0 into
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1×R×R since there is no gener-

ically free Tl-action on
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 × R× R. To extend the Tl−1

v1,...,vl−1
-action to a

generically free Tl-action, we need to require that Tl generates a generically free
S1-action. Thus, we have to take a further quotient by Z described in the statement
of the proposition.

Now we can view (M0, g′) as a subset of ((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 × R)/Z) × R and it

remains to precisely determine this subset. Recall that in the definition of M0, we
have (ξ1, . . . , ξl) ∈ D̊ = (−∞, α1)× (α1, α2)× · · · × (αl−2, αl−1)× (αl,+∞), which
is equivalent to (−1)l−jpnc(αj) > 0 for j = 1, . . . , l − 1 and pnc(αl) < 0. By (3.66),
the first l − 1 inequalities are equivalent to rj > 0 for j = 1, . . . , l − 1. For the last
inequality, by equations (3.49)-(3.51), we have

pnc(αl)

∆l(α1, . . . , αl)
=

l
∑

k=1

αk − σ1 −
l−1
∑

j=1

pnc(αj)

∆j(α1, . . . , αl)
.(4.6)

Thus, pnc(αl) < 0 is equivalent to

1

4

l−1
∑

j=1

1

αl − αj
r2j > −σ,(4.7)

where σ = σ1 −
∑l

k=1 αk. �

Remark 4.3. The Riemannian manifold ((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 × R)/Z) × R is complete,

according to the Hopf-Rinow theorem.

Remark 4.4. If we view (M0, g′) as a subset of ((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 × R)/Z) × R, then

for j = 1, . . . , l − 1, βj is the metric dual of Tj .

Next, we determine the asymptotic cone of ((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 × R)/Z)× R.

Proposition 4.5. The asymptotic cone of ((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1×R)/Z)×R is unique and

is (
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1/Λ)× R, where Λ acts on

∏l−1
j=1 C

dj+1 as a subgroup of Tl−1.

Proof. Consider the following map.

f : ((

l−1
∏

j=1

Cdj+1 × R)/Z)× R → (

l−1
∏

j=1

Cdj+1/Λ)× R,(4.8)

which is the quotient map of the equivalence relationship whose equivalence class are
the closures of the R-action generated by K1. Equivalently, let Λ

+ be the subtorus
in Tl spanned by Λ and e1, then it is a closed subtorus of dimension dimΛ + 1,
and f is the quotient map with respect to the action of Λ+. Since K1 is a Killing

vector field, we can equip the target (
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1/Λ)×R with the quotient metric

and consequently f is a submetry. In any open subset where Λ+ acts freely, f is
simply a Riemannian submersion.
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Note that Λ acts on
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 in a way that preserves the link, so the target

(
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1/Λ)×R is a metric cone. For any λ > 0, let fλ = λf . In the following,

we will denote by gEuc the Euclidean metric on ((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 × R)/Z)× R, then

fλ : (((

l−1
∏

j=1

Cdj+1 × R)/Z)× R, λ2gEuc) → (

l−1
∏

j=1

Cdj+1/Λ)× R(4.9)

is also a submetry.
We claim that for any small ǫ > 0, there exists λ0 > 0 such that for any 0 < λ <

λ0, fλ is a pointed ǫ Gromov-Hausdorff approximation (ǫ-GHA) of (((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1×

R)/Z) × R, λ2gEuc). Here ǫ−GHA means that we need to show the following two
properties:

• (ǫ-onto) Bǫ−1(0) ⊂ Bǫ(fλ(Bǫ−1(0))),

• (ǫ-isometry) For any x1, x2 ∈ Bǫ−1(0) ⊂ (((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1×R)/Z)×R, λ2gEuc),

we have

|dλ2gEuc
(x1, x2)− d(fλ(x1), fλ(x2))| < ǫ,(4.10)

which is equivalent to

λ|dgEuc
(x1, x2)− d(f(x1), f(x2))| < ǫ.(4.11)

Since fλ is a submetry, we have Bǫ−1(0) = fλ(Bǫ−1(0)). In particular, it is
ǫ-onto.

Since fλ is a submetry, minimal geodesic in the base can be lifted. So it remains
to show the following statement: There exists C > 0 such that for any ǫ > 0, there

exists λ0 > 0 such that for any m ∈ (
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1/Λ)×R with |m| = d(0,m) < ǫ−1

and 0 < λ < λ0, we have diamλ2gEuc
(f−1

λ (m)) < Cǫ.
Equivalently, it suffices to show that there exists C > 0 such that for any ǫ > 0,

there exists λ0 > 0 such that for any m ∈ (
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1/Λ)× R with |m| < λ−1ǫ−1

and 0 < λ < λ0, we have diamgEuc
(f−1(m)) < Cλ−1ǫ.

Let x ∈ ((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 ×R)/Z)×R such that f(x) = m, then f−1(m) is the Λ+-

orbit Λ+ ·x ofm. SinceK1 is of unit length, it suffices to show that diamgEuc
(Λ·x) <

Cλ−1ǫ. We will estimate dgEuc
(x, t · x) for any t ∈ Λ.

Since Zτ is dense in Λ and Λ is compact, there exists a positive integer N such
that dTl−1({sτ |s ∈ Z, |s| ≤ N}, t) < ǫ2 for any t ∈ Λ. Let λ0 = ǫ

N , note that it
depends only on ǫ and τ . Then for any t ∈ Λ and 0 < λ < λ0, there exists n0 ∈ Z

such that |n0| ≤ N < λ−1ǫ and dTl−1(t, n0τ) < ǫ2.

Note that |m|2 = σ(m)2+
∑l−1

j=1 rj(m)2 = σ(x)2+
∑l−1

j=1 rj(x)
2, so by Proposition

3.6, for j = 1, . . . , l − 1, we have |Tj|gEuc
≤ |m| < λ−1ǫ−1.

Now we join x and t ·x by curves in two steps. First we join x and (n0τ)·x by the
flow along K1, it has length |n0| < λ−1ǫ. Next we join (n0τ) ·x and t ·x by the flow
of Tj for j = 1, . . . , l − 1, the length of the curve is bounded by |m|dTl−1(t, n0τ) <
(l − 1)λ−1ǫ−1ǫ2 = (l − 1)λ−1ǫ. In conclusion, we have diamgEuc

(Λ · x) < lλ−1ǫ,
which proves the claim.

By the claim, we deduce that (
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1/Λ) × R is an asymptotic cone of

((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 × R)/Z) × R. Moreover, since the Gromov-Hausdorff distance is

complete on the collection of all isometric classes of proper and complete pointed
metric spaces, our claim implies that the asymptotic cone is unique. �
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Remark 4.6. If we view M0 as an open subset of ((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1×R)/Z)×R, then

its image fλ(M
0) under fλ is given by inequalities rj > 0 for j = 1, . . . , l − 1 and

1
4

∑l−1
j=1

1
αl−αj

r2j > −λσ. Thus, fλ|M0 is also ǫ-onto if we let λ sufficiently small,

hence an ǫ-GHA. So roughly speaking, (
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1/Λ)×R is an asymptotic cone

of (M0, g′).

For simplicity, denote by (E, gEuc) the Riemannian manifold ((
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1 ×

R)/Z) × R, and by E/Λ+ its asymptotic cone (
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1/Λ) × R. So f : E →

E/Λ+ is the quotient map and also a submetry. It is clear that the radius of E/Λ+

is given by
√

∑l−1
j=1 r

2
j + σ2. And by the proof of the previous proposition, we have

the following.

Proposition 4.7. Denote by ρ′(x) the distance function dgEuc
(0, x) of E, then

outside a compact set, we have
√

√

√

√

l−1
∑

j=1

r2j + σ2 ≤ ρ′ ≤ C

√

√

√

√

l−1
∑

j=1

r2j + σ2,(4.12)

for some constant C > 0.

Proof. Since f is a submetry, we have
√

∑l−1
j=1 r

2
j + σ2 ≤ ρ′. And by the proof of

Proposition 4.5, we know that the Λ+-orbit of x has a diameter much smaller than
ρ′(x), proving the other inequality. �

5. The asymptotic cone of the Kähler-Ricci soliton

In this section we show that the asymptotic cone of (Cn, g) is E/Λ+. To do this,
we first need an estimation of the distance function of g. Note that it is known that
ξ1, . . . , ξl extend to smooth functions on Cn.

Proposition 5.1 ( [2, Lemma 5.8]). Denote by ρ(x) = dg(0, x) the distance function
on (Cn, g). Then outside a compact set, we have

1

C
(ξl − ξ1) ≤ ρ ≤ C(ξl − ξ1),(5.1)

for some constant C > 0.

For simplicity, we will express this proposition by ρ ∼ (ξl − ξ1). By this we
mean that ρ

ξl−ξ1
is bounded from above and below by positive constants outside

a compact set. Or equivalently, it means that 1+ρ
1+(ξl−ξ1)

is bounded from above

and below by positive constants everywhere. So, Proposition 4.7 implies that ρ′ ∼
√

∑l−1
j=1 r

2
j + σ2.

Since we want to prove that g and g′ have the same asmptotic cone, we should
compare them.

Proposition 5.2. We have

|g − g′|g = O(
1

ξn−1
l

)(5.2)

as ξl → +∞.
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Proof. Comparing the difference between g′ and g, we find that g′ is obtained from
g by replacing Fl(ξl) with P (ξl). Now the result follows from

Fl(ξl)

P (ξl)
− 1 = e2a(αl−ξl)

P (αl)

P (ξl)
,(5.3)

and the fact that a ≥ 0 and P (t) is a polynomial of degree n− 1. �

For 0 < α < 1 and c > 0, define Rα,c = {x ∈ Cn|ξl(x) > c(ξl(x) − ξ1(x))
α}, and

Sα,c the complement of Rα,c in Cn. Consequently, we have

Proposition 5.3. In Rα,c, we have

|g − g′|g = O(
1

ρα(n−1)
)(5.4)

as ρ→ +∞.

Proof. It is a consequence of Proposition 5.1, Proposition 5.2 and the definition of
Rα,c. �

Recall the definitions of r2j and σ, since ξ1, . . . , ξl can be extended to smooth

functions on Cn, as are r2j and σ.

Proposition 5.4. As functions on Cn, we have ρ ∼
√

∑l−1
j=1 r

2
j + σ2.

Proof. By the definitions of r2j and σ, we have

|σ| = |
l
∑

j=1

ξj −
l
∑

j=1

αl| ≤ ξl − ξ1 + C,(5.5)

r2j = C|pnc(αj)| = C(αj − ξ1)(ξl − αj) ≤ C(ξl − ξ1)
2.(5.6)

Thus,
√

∑l−1
j=1 r

2
j + σ2 ≤ C(1 + ρ).

Conversely, for any x ∈ Cn, we will find a piecewise smooth curve in Cn that
joins x and the origin. Recall that σ1 is the moment map of the action generated
by K1, so we can use the flow of JK1 to join x with another point x′ such that
σ(x′) = 0. By construction, the length lg(γ1) measured by g of this curve γ1 is
|σ(x)|. Recall that g′(K1,K1) = 1, comparing g′ and g, we have

g(K1,K1) = 1− P (αl)

pc(ξl)∆(ξl)
≥ 1− C

ξl − ξ1
.(5.7)

It follows that there exists ρ0 > 0 such that on {ρ > ρ0}, we have g(K1,K1) ≥ 1
2 .

If γ1 intersects with {ρ ≤ ρ0}, then clearly we have

ρ(x) ≤ |σ(x)| + ρ0 ≤ C



1 +

√

√

√

√

l−1
∑

j=1

r2j (x) + σ2(x)



 .(5.8)

If γ1 is contained in {ρ > ρ0}, then we know that lg′(γ1) ≤ 2|σ(x)|. In this case,
we consider the following.

Inside {σ = 0}, we have −ξ1 ∼ ξl ∼ ρ, so we have |g − g′|g = O( 1
ρ(n−1) ) as

ρ→ +∞. Let γ2 be the minimal geodesic with respect to g′ in E that joins x′ and
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0, since {σ = 0} is a totally geodesic submanifold of E, γ2 is contained in {σ = 0}.
We know that the length lg′(γ2) of γ2 measured by g′ is ρ′(x′), so we have

lg′(γ2) = ρ′(x′) ≤ ρ′(x) + 2|σ(x)| ≤ C



1 +

√

√

√

√

l−1
∑

j=1

r2j (x) + σ(x)2



 .(5.9)

In the last inequality, we have used Proposition 4.7.
Since |g − g′|g = O( 1

ρ(n−1) ) as ρ → +∞ inside {σ = 0}, there exists ρ1 > 0 such

that in {ρ ≥ ρ1} ∩ {σ = 0}, we have g ≤ 2g′.
Write γ2 : [0, T ] → Cn, then T = lg′(γ2) = ρ′(x′). Let t0 ∈ [0, T ] so that for any

0 ≤ t < t0, we have ρ(γ2(t)) > ρ1 and ρ(γ2(t0)) = ρ1. Then

ρ(x) ≤ lg(γ1) + lg(γ2|[0,t0]) + ρ1(5.10)

≤ lg(γ1) + 2lg′(γ2) + ρ1(5.11)

≤ C



1 +

√

√

√

√

l−1
∑

j=1

r2j (x) + σ(x)2



 .(5.12)

Thus, we have shown that in any case we always have
√

∑l−1
j=1 r

2
j + σ2 ≤ C(1+ρ)

and ρ ≤ C

(

1 +
√

∑l−1
j=1 r

2
j + σ2

)

, which finish the proof. �

Observe that we have two different metrics g and g′ on M0. When equipped
with g, we know that M0 is dense in Cn. When equipped with g′, we know that
M0 can be isometrically embedded into an open subset of E. However, we cannot
extend this embedding to a smooth map from Cn to E. Instead, we will fix an
extension of this embedding that is not continuous as follows.

For any x ∈ Cn, if x ∈M0, we define ι(x) as the image of x under the embedding
of M0 into E. For any x ∈ Cn \M0, fix a sequence xj in M0 that converges to
x, and define ι(x) = limj→+∞ ι(xj). Here, since ρ(xj) is bounded, by Proposition
5.4 and Proposition 4.7, we know that ρ′(ι(xj)) is also bounded, so by passing to a
subsequence, we may assume that ι(xj) converges.

Moreover, we require ι(0) = 0. The idea is that any point x with ι(x) = 0 must
have ξj(x) = αj for j = 1, . . . , l by the definition of r2j and σ. From the toric point

of view, it means that x is fixed by the action of Tl, so it must be the origin of Cn.
In this way, we get a map ι : Cn → E that extends the embedding of M0 into

E.

Proposition 5.5. As functions on Cn, we have ρ ∼ ι∗ρ′.

Proof. It is a simple consequence of Proposition 5.4 and Proposition 4.7. �

For simplicity, we will omit ι and simply write ρ ∼ ρ′. Intuitively, we think of
Cn as a subset of E by using ι, although ι may not be injective.

By Proposition 5.3, the metric g is close to the locally flat metric g′ in the region
Rα,c. The following two lemmas discuss the property of the metric g in the region
Sα,c.

Lemma 5.6. Any point x0 ∈ Sα,c can be connected to Rα,c by a curve of length

not greater than C(ρ(x0)
1+α
2 +1), where C > 0 is a constant depending on c, α and
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α1, . . . , αl. Similarly, it can also be connected to {ξl = αl} by a curve of length not

greater than C(ρ(x0)
1+α
2 + 1).

Proof. Consider the curve γ(t) in Cn passing through x0 such that ǧj(γ
′(t),−) = 0,

θr(γ
′(t)) = 0, ξj(γ(t)) = ξj(x0) and ξl(γ(t)) = t, where j = 1, . . . , l − 1 and

r = 1, . . . , l.
Define ξk,0 = ξk(x0) for k = 1, . . . , l, then by the definition of Sα,c, we have

ξl,0 ≤ c(ξl,0 − ξ1,0)
α.(5.13)

Choose ξl,1 > ξl,0 such that

c(ξl,1 − ξ1,0)
α < ξl,1 < (c+ 1)(ξl,1 − ξ1,0)

α,(5.14)

Then we will consider the curve γ : [αl, ξl,1] → Cn. Note that γ(αl) ∈ {ξl = αl},
γ(ξl,0) = x0, and γ(ξl,1) ∈ Rα,c. Let L be the length of this curve; then we have

L =

∫ ξl,1

αl

√

∏l−1
j=1(t− αj)dj

∏l−1
k=1(t− ξk,0)

P (t)− e2a(αl−t)P (αl)
.(5.15)

Write P (t) − P (αl) = (t − αl)f(t), then f(αl) > 0 since P ′(αt) > 0. In fact, we
know that f(t) is a polynomial of degree n − 2 and f(t) > 0 for any t ≥ αl. So,
there exists C > 0 depending only on α1, . . . , αl such that

∏l−1
j=1(t− αj)

dj
∏l−1

k=2(t− ξk,0)

f(t)
≤ C,(5.16)

for all t ≥ αl. It follows that

L ≤ C

∫ ξl,1

αl

√

t− ξ1,0
t− αl

(5.17)

= 2C
√

ξl,1 − ξ1,0
√

ξl,1 − αl(5.18)

≤ C(1 + ρ(x1))
1+α
2 ,(5.19)

where in the last line, C depends on c, α1, . . . , αl.
Define ρ0 = 1 + ρ(x0) and ρ1 = 1 + ρ(x1), then by the triangle inequality we

have |ρ1 − ρ0| ≤ L ≤ Cρ
1+α
2

1 .
Assume first that ρ0 > R for some constant R > 0, which will be determined

later. We claim that for sufficiently large R, we have ρ1 ≤ 3ρ0. If it is not true,

then ρ1 > 3ρ0 > 3R, and |ρ1 − ρ0| > 1
2ρ1, so

1
2ρ1 ≤ Cρ

1+α
2

1 , and hence ρ
1−α
2

1 ≤ 2C,

implying that (3R)
1−α
2 ≤ 2C. However, the last inequality is not true if R is

sufficiently large.

So in this case, we have L ≤ C(1 + ρ(x0))
1+α
2 . Finally, the set {x0 ∈ Cn|1 +

ρ(x0) ≤ R} is compact, so in any case there exists C > 0 such that L ≤ C(1 +

ρ(x0))
1+α
2 .

Now, considering the segment of γ corresponding to t ∈ [ξl,0, ξl,1], we prove the
statement about connecting Sα,c to Rα,c. Similarly, considering the segment of γ
corresponding to t ∈ [αl, ξl,0], we prove the statement about connecting Sα,c to
{ξl = αl}. �

Intuitively, the above lemma says that Sαc
is thin. The next lemma says that it

looks like a half-line.
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Lemma 5.7. There exist ρ0 > 0 and C > 0 depending only on c, α, α1, . . . , αl such
that for any points x1, x2 ∈ Sα,c with ρ(x1), ρ(x2) > ρ0 and ξ1(x1) ≤ ξ1(x2), we
have ξ1(x1), ξ1(x2) < 0 and

0 ≤ dg(x1, x2)− (ξ1(x2)− ξ1(x1)) ≤ C

(

ρ(x1)
1+α
2 + ρ(x2)

1+α
2 +

ξ1(x2)− ξ1(x1)

−ξ1(x2)

)

.

(5.20)

Proof. Recall that for j = 1, . . . , l − 1, we have ξj ≤ αj ≤ ξj+1, so in the formula
(2.9) that defines g, all the coefficients of (dξj)

2 for j = 1, . . . , l−1 are greater than
1. In particular, considering the coefficient of (dξ1)

2, we get

dg(x1, x2) ≥ ξ1(x2)− ξ1(x1),(5.21)

which is the first inequality. To prove the second inequality, we note that using
Lemma 5.6, we may assume that x1, x2 ∈ {ξl = αl}.

By equation (2.9) again, letting ξl = αl, we get

g|{ξl=αl} =

l−1
∑

j=1

(−1)l−jpnc|ξl=αl
(αj)ǧj +

l−1
∑

j=1

(ξj − αl)
∏l−1

k=1,k 6=j(ξj − ξk)
∏l−1

k=1(ξj − αk)
(dξj)

2+

(5.22)

+

∏l−1
k=1(ξj − αk)

(ξj − αl)
∏l−1

k=1,k 6=j(ξj − ξk)

(

l
∑

r=1

σr−1|ξl=αl
(ξ̂j)θr

)2

(5.23)

We will estimate the size (diameter) of each of its components.
Firstly, by Proposition 5.1 (−1)l−jpnc|ξl=αl

(αj) ∼ ρ, so the size of the ǧj com-

ponent is O(ρ
1
2 ) as ρ→ +∞.

Secondly, for j = 2, . . . , l − 1, the coefficient of (dξj)
2 is bounded by

C(ξj − ξ1)
1

(ξj − αj−1)(αj − ξj)
.(5.24)

So, the size of the (dξj)
2 component is O(ρ

1
2 ) as ρ→ +∞.

Thirdly, the coefficient of
(

∑l
r=1 σr−1|ξl=αl

(ξ̂1)θr

)2

is bounded by 1 and we have

σr−1|ξl=αl
(ξ̂1) ∼ 1, so the size of the

(

∑l
r=1 σr−1|ξl=αl

(ξ̂1)θr

)2

component is O(1)

as ρ→ +∞.
Fourthly, for i = 2, . . . , l − 1, by (3.18), when ξl = αl, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

l
∑

r=1

σr−1|ξl=αl
(ξ̂j)θr

)

(Tj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(1 + ρ)(5.25)

Also, we note that the coefficient of
(

∑l
r=1 σr−1|ξl=αl

(ξ̂j)θr

)2

is of O( 1ρ ), so the

size of the
(

∑l
r=1 σr−1|ξl=αl

(ξ̂j)θr

)2

component is O(ρ
1
2 ) as ρ→ +∞.

Finally, consider a curve γ : [ξ1(x1), ξ2(x1)] → {ξl = αl} joining x1, x2, such that
ξ1(γ(t)) = t. To estimate the length of γ, it suffices to consider the contribution of
the (dξ1)

2 component, since the contribution of the other components is at most

C(ρ(x1)
1
2 + ρ(x2)

1
2 ).
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Since ρ ∼ ξl− ξ1, when ξl = α we have −ξ1 ∼ ρ so by letting ρ0 be large enough,
we have ξ1(x1), ξ1(x2) < 0. Examining the coefficient of (dξ1)

2, we find that it is
bounded from above by 1 + C

−ξ1
. Note that

√
1 + x ≤ 1 + 1

2x for x > 0, we get

∫ ξ1(x2)

ξ1(x1)

√

1 +
C

−tdt ≤
∫ ξ1(x2)

ξ1(x1)

(1 +
C

−2t
)dt ≤ (ξ1(x2)− ξ1(x1)) + C

ξ1(x2)− ξ1(x1)

−ξ1(x2)
,

(5.26)

which proves the second inequality. �

Now it is time to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.8. The asymptotic cone of the Kähler-Ricci soliton (Cn, g) is unique

and is E/Λ+ = (
∏l−1

j=1 C
dj+1/Λ)× R.

Proof. For any ǫ > 0, we claim that there exists λ0 > 0 such that for any ) < λ < λ0,
the map fλ : Cn → E → E/Λ+ is a pointed ǫ-GHA of λ2g. Here fλ is the
composition of ι, the submetry f : E → E/Λ+ and the rescaling by λ.

Recall that ι(0) = 0, so fλ(0) = 0 hence fλ is pointed.
We will first show that fλ is ǫ-isometry for any sufficiently small λ. More pre-

cisely, it means that for any two points x1, x2 ∈ Cn such that ρ(xi) < (λǫ)−1, we
have

|dλ2g(x1, x2)− dE/Λ+(fλ(x1), f(x2))| < ǫ,(5.27)

or equivalently,

|dg(x1, x2)− dE/Λ+(f(x1), f(x2))| < λ−1ǫ.(5.28)

Observe that the ball {ρ ≤ (λǫ)−
2
3 } ⊂ Cn has radius λ

1
3 ǫ−

2
3 measured by λ2g. So,

its diameter is small when λ is sufficiently small. For example, when λ < ǫ5, we have

λ
1
3 ǫ−

2
3 < ǫ. Similarly, by Proposition 5.4, its image under fλ is also of diameter

smaller than ǫ if λ is sufficiently small. Thus, we may assume that ρ(xi) > (λǫ)−
2
3

Consider the case where x1, x2 ∈ Sα,c, without loss of generality, we may as-
sume that ξ1(x2) ≥ ξ1(x1). By Lemma 5.7, we know that the difference between
dg(x1, x2) and ξ1(x2)− ξ1(x1) is smaller than

C(λǫ)−
1+α
2 + C

ξ1(x2)− ξ1(x1)

−ξ1(x2)
.(5.29)

In Sα,c, we have −ξ1 ∼ ρ, so −ξ1(x1)
−ξ1(x2)

∼ ρ(x1)
ρ(x2)

≤ ρ(x2)
3
2

ρ(x2)
= ρ(x2)

1
2 ≤ (λǫ)−

1
2 . Here

we have used the assumption that ρ(xi) ∈ [(λǫ)−
2
3 , (λǫ)−1].

Note that since xi ∈ Sα,c, we have |pnc(αj)(xi)| ≤ Cρ(xi)
1+α, so rj(xi) ≤ Cρ

1+α
2 ,

and ||σ(x2)− σ(x1)| − (ξ1(x2)− ξ1(x1))| ≤ C(ρ(x1)
α + ρ(x2)

α).
Combining the above estimates, we know that

|dg(x1, x2)− dE/Λ+(f(x1), f(x2))| < C((λǫ)−
1+α
2 + (λǫ)−

1
2 + (λǫ)−α).(5.30)

By choosing λ0 sufficiently small, the right-hand side in the above inequality is
smaller than λ−1ǫ. So fλ is an ǫ-isometry when restricted to Sα,c.

Consider the case where x1, x2 ∈ Rα,c. Let γ : [0, L] → Cn be the minimal
geodesic with respect to λ2g that joins x1 and x2. If γ is contained in Rα,c, then by
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Proposition 5.3, we have |lλ2g(γ)− lλ2g′(γ)| < ǫ if λ is sufficiently small. It follows
that

dE/Λ+(fλ(x1), fλ(x2)) ≤ dλ2g′(x1, x2) ≤ lλ2g′(γ) ≤ lλg (γ) + ǫ = dλ2g(x1, x2) + ǫ.

(5.31)

If γ is not contained in Rα,c, then find t1 ∈ (0, L) such that γ(t) ∈ Rα,c for all
t ∈ (0, t1) and γ(t1) ∈ Sα,c. Similarly, find t2 ∈ (0, L) such that γ(t) ∈ Rα,c for all
t ∈ (t2, L) and γ(t2) ∈ Sα,c. Then if λ is chosen small enough, we have

dE/Λ+(fλ(x1), fλ(x2)) ≤dE/Λ+(fλ(x1), fλ(γ(t1))) + dE/Λ+(fλ(γ(t1)), fλ(γ(t2)))+

+ dE/Λ+(fλ(γ(t2)), fλ(x2))

≤dλ2g(x1, γ(t1)) + dλ2g(γ(t1), γ(t2)) + dλ2g(γ(t2), x2) + ǫ

=dλ2g(x1, x2) + ǫ.

Thus, in any case we have dE/Λ+(fλ(x1), fλ(x2)) ≤ dλ2g(x1, x2) + ǫ.

Conversly, let γ̄ : [0, L] → E/Λ+ be the minimal geodesic that joins fλ(x1), fλ(x2)
in E/Λ+. Let γ : [0, L] → E be the horizontal lift of γ̄ with respect to the sub-
metry fλ, such that γ(0) = x1. Denote x′2 = γ(L), then fλ(x2) = fλ(x

′
2), and

dλ2g′(x1, x
′
2) = lγ2g′(γ). If γ is contained in Rα,c, then |lλ2g(γ) − lλ2g′(γ)| < 1

2ǫ
if λ is sufficiently small. And by the proof of Proposition 4.5, the Λ+ orbit pass-
ing through x2 has g′-diameter smaller than 1

2ǫ if λ is sufficiently small, hence its

g-diameter is also smaller than 1
2ǫ if λ is sufficiently small. It follows that

dλ2g(x1, x2) ≤ dλ2g(x1, x
′
2) +

1

2
ǫ(5.32)

≤ lλ2g(γ) +
1

2
ǫ(5.33)

≤ lλ2g′(γ) + ǫ(5.34)

= dE/Λ+(fλ(x1), fλ(x2)) + ǫ.(5.35)

If γ is not contained in Rα,c, then by dividing γ into three segments as we
have done before, we still have dλ2g(x1, x2) ≤ dE/Λ+(fλ(x1), fλ(x2)) + ǫ when λ is
sufficiently small.

In conclusion, we have shown that fλ is a ǫ isometry when restricted to Rα,c.
The case where x1 ∈ Sα,c and x2 ∈ Rα,c can be treated by a similar method

as the case where x1, x2 ∈ Rα,c. In fact, it suffices to divide the geodesic into two
segments. In summary, we have shown that fλ is an ǫ-isometry if λ < λ0 and λ0
depends only on ǫ.

It remains to show that fλ is ǫ-onto. Take any y ∈ E/Λ+ with |y| < ǫ−1. Recall

that the image fλ(M
0) is determined by 1

4

∑l−1
j=1

1
αl−αj

r2j > −λσ and rj > 0. So for

λ sufficiently small, there exists x ∈ M0 such that dE/Λ+(y, fλ(x)) < ǫ. It follows

that |fλ(x)| < ǫ−1 + ǫ. By Proposition 5.4, there exists C0 > 0 independent of
ǫ such that ρ(x) ≤ C0λ

−1ǫ−1. Since we have proved that fλ is ǫ-isometric, for λ
sufficiently small, we have |λρ(x) − |fλ(x)|| < ǫ. Hence, we have λρ(x) < ǫ−1 + 2ǫ.

Let x′ ∈ Cn such that dλ2g(x, x
′) < 2ǫ and λρ(x′) < ǫ, then

dE/Λ+(y, fλ(x
′)) < dE/Λ+(y, fλ(x)) + dE/Λ+(fλ(x

′), fλ(x
′))(5.36)

< ǫ+ dλ2g(x, x
′) + ǫ(5.37)

< 4ǫ(5.38)
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Thus, we have shown that fλ is also ǫ-onto. In conclusion, E/Λ+ is an asymptotic
cone of (Cn, g). Moreover, since (Cn, g) is complete, our proof implies that E/Λ+

is the unique asymptotic cone of (Cn, g). �

The dimension of the asymptotic cone E/Λ+ is 2n− 1− dimΛ. By Proposition
4.1, it is 2n− dimQ SpanQ{1, τ1, . . . , τl−1}.

Note that in [2, Lemma 5.8] it is proved that the volume growth of (Cn, g) is
of order r2n−1. So, if τ is rational, then the order of volume growth matches the
dimension of the asymptotic cone. However, if not, then the order of volume growth
is strictly larger than the dimension of the asymptotic cone.

Example 5.9. Consider the special case where l = 2, then have to set d1 = n− 2.
In this case τ1 = − 1

n−1 , so Λ = Zn−1. By Theorem 5.8, the asymptotic cone is

(Cn−1/Zn−1)× R. If a = 0 and n = 2, then it is known in [2] that we will get the
Taub-NUT metric, whose asymptotic cone is R3.

Example 5.10. Consider the case where l = 3, without loss of generality, we
may assume α1 = 0 and α2 = 1. Then it follows that τ1 = − 1

d1+1 (α3 − 1) and

τ2 = − 1
d2+1α3. If α3 ∈ Q, then dimΛ = 0 and the asymptotic cone is of dimension

2n− 1. If α3 /∈ Q, then dimΛ = 1 and the asymptotic cone is of dimension 2n− 2.

6. The special case where l = 2 and a = 0

In this section we will study in detail the special case where l = 2 and a = 0.
If n > 2, then it is a generalization of the Taub-NUT metric (which is an ALF
gravitational instanton) to higher dimensions. Indeed, we will show that this metric
is ALF in a certain sense.

6.1. Description of the metric. When l = 2, we have d1 = n − 2. Without
loss of generality, we may assume that α1 = 0, α2 = 1. Consequently, we have
D̊ = (−∞, 0) × (1,+∞). Let (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ D̊ be its coordinates, then pc(t) = tn−2,
pnc(t) = (t − ξ1)(t − ξ2), P (t) = F1(t) = tn−1. Under the assumption that a = 0,
we have q(t) = n− 1 and F2(t) = tn−1 − 1.

In this special case, v1 = (0,−2) and v2 = 2
n−1 (−1, 1). Now P is the principal

T2-bundle associated with the complex vector bundle O(−1)⊕C over CPn−2. Here,
O(−1) is the tautological bundle and C is the trivial bundle. Recall that T1, T2 are
the vector fields on P corresponding to the rotation in O(−1) and the trivial bundle
C. Let η1, η2 be the connection 1-form associated with T1, T2 such that ηi(Tj) = δij
and curvature dη1 = ω̌0

1 , dη2 = 0.
Recall that T1, T2 correspond to v1, v2 and K1,K2 correspond to e1, e2, so we

have K1 = −n−1
2 T2− 1

2T1 and K2 = − 1
2T1. Since θ1, θ2 is the dual basis to K1,K2,

we have

θ1 = − 2

n− 1
η2,(6.1)

θ2 = −2η1 +
2

n− 1
η2.(6.2)

It follows that dθ1 = 0 and dθ2 = −2ω̌0
1 = −ω̌1.

25



Now the Kähler metric (g, ω) on M0 = D̊ × P is given by

g =− ξ1ξ2ǧ1 +
ξ2 − ξ1
−ξ1

(dξ1)
2 +

ξn−2
2 (ξ2 − ξ1)

ξn−1
2 − 1

(dξ2)
2+(6.3)

+
−ξ1

ξ2 − ξ1
(θ1 + ξ2θ2)

2 +
ξn−1
2 − 1

ξn−2
2 (ξ2 − ξ1)

(θ1 + ξ1θ2)
2,(6.4)

ω =− ξ1ξ2ω̌1 + dσ1 ∧ θ1 + dσ2 ∧ θ2,(6.5)

where σ1 = ξ1+ ξ2, σ2 = ξ1ξ2. Its extension to Cn is the Apostolov-Cifarelli metric
(of the Taub-NUT type) and we still denote it by (g, ω).

In this case, we have

g′ =− ξ1ξ2ǧ1 +
ξ2 − ξ1
−ξ1

(dξ1)
2 +

ξ2 − ξ1
ξ2

(dξ2)
2+(6.6)

+
−ξ1

ξ2 − ξ1
(θ1 + ξ2θ2)

2 +
ξ2

ξ2 − ξ1
(θ1 + ξ1θ2)

2.(6.7)

Note that τ1 = − 1
n−1 , then by Proposition 4.2, we know that (M0, g′) can be

isometrically embedded into E = ((Cn−1 × R)/Z)× R = ((Cn−1 × S1)/Zn−1)× R

where Zn−1 acts on Cn−1 and S1 by rotation. By Theorem 5.8, its asymptotic cone
is (Cn−1/Zn−1)× R.

6.2. The SOB(2n− 1) property.

Proposition 6.1. The volume growth of g is of order 2n−1. More precisely, there
exists C > 0 such that for any R > C, we have C−1R2n−1 ≤ V ol(g,B(g,R)) ≤
CR2n−1.

For the proof of Proposition 6.1, we refer to [2, Lemma 5.8]. In fact, it is true
for any choice of l ≥ 2 and a ≥ 0.

We will show that the Apostolov-Cifareli metric of the Taub-NUT type is SOB(2n−
1) in the following sense:

Definition 6.2. A complete non-compact Riemannian manifold (N, g) of dimen-
sion m > 2 is called SOB(β), (β ∈ R+) if there exist x0 ∈ N and C ≥ 1 such
that

• Let A(x0, s, t) = {s ≤ r(x) ≤ t} be the annulus, then for sufficiently large
D > 0, any two points m1,m2 ∈ N with r(mi) = D can be joined by a
curve of length at most CD, lying in the annulus A(x0, C

−1D,CD),
• V ol(g,B(x0, s)) ≤ Csβ for all s ≥ C,
• V ol(g,B(x, (1 − 1

C )r(x))) ≥ 1
C r(x)

β ,

• Ric(x) ≥ −Cr(x)−2,

if r(x) = d(x0, x) ≥ C.

Proposition 6.3. If l = 2 and a = 0, then the Apostolov-Cifareli metric (Cn, g)
of the Taub-NUT type is SOB(2n− 1).

Proof. We will take x0 to be the origin of Cn, so r(x) = ρ(x).
We start with the first condition in Definition 6.2. Fix 0 < α < 1 and c > 0, if

both m1,m2 are in Rα,c, then we can apply Proposition 5.3 and the fact that the
Euclidean metric of E satisfies this condition. If one of m1,m2 is in Sα,c, then by
Lemma 5.6, it can be conected to Rα,c by a curve of length much shorter than D
since 1+α

2 < 1.
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The second condition is a consequence of Proposition 6.1.
As for the third condition, if x ∈ Rα,c, then again we can apply Proposition 5.3

to prove the lower bound of volume growth. If x ∈ Sα,c, then by Lemma 5.6 again,

there is a point x′ in Rα,c that lies in B(x,Cρ(x)
1+α

2 ). If C is sufficiently large,
large and ρ(x) > C, then B(x′, 12ρ(x)) ⊂ B(x, (1 − 1

C )r(x)), hence we will get a
lower bound of volume growth.

Finally, since a = 0, the metric is Ricci-flat. This proves the last condition. �

The above proof is based on the study of the metric of Apostolov and Cifarelli.
In fact, we have the following general result.

Proposition 6.4. Let (M, g) be a connected complete nonncompact Riemannian
manifold of dimension n with nonnegative Ricci curvature. Let x0 ∈M and assume
that there exist A,B, β > 0 such that Arβ ≤ V ol(B(x0, r)) ≤ Brβ for any r ≥ 1.
Then (M, g) is SOB(β).

Proof. By assumption, the conditions concerning the Ricci curvature and upper
bound of the volume of balls are satisfied. If C ≥ 2, then by Bishop-Gromov
inequality, for any x ∈M with r(x) ≥ C we have

V ol(B(x, (1 − 1

C
)r(x))) ≥ (

1− 1
C

2
)nV ol(B(x, 2r(x)))(6.8)

≥ 1

4n
V ol(B(x0, r(x)))(6.9)

≥ A

4n
r(x)β .(6.10)

This proves the condition concerning the lower bound of the volume of balls.
Finally, to prove the relatively connected annuli (RCA) condition, we will apply a

result of Minerbe. By Bishop-Gromov inequality again, we know that V ol(B(x, 2t)) ≤
2nV ol(B(x, t)) for any x ∈ M and t > 0. The result of [4] establishes the Lp

Poincaré inequality for any 1 ≤ p < +∞. Now we can apply [16, Proposition 2.8]
to show the RCA condition. �

Consequently, for any l ≥ 2 and any choice of dj , as long as a = 0, the Calabi-
Yau metric of Taub-NUT type on Cn constructed by Apostolov and Cifarelli is
SOB(2n− 1).

6.3. A Kähler potential.

Proposition 6.5. For any constant C, the following function defines a Kähler
potential of g:

H =
1

2
ξ21 − ξ1 +

1

2
ξ22 − ξ2 +

∫ ξ2

0

1

1 + t+ · · ·+ tn−2
dt+ C.(6.11)

More precisely, we have ddcH = ω.

The last proposition is deduced from the formula of K”ahler potential for K”ahler
metric that admits Hamiltonian 2-forms given in [1, Theorem 1]. In fact, one starts
with the Kähler potential given by formula (65) of [1] and then subtracts it by a
pluriharmonic function u1 given by formula (70) of [1].

Proposition 6.6. By fixing a large enough constant C, the potential H given by
(6.11) satisfies the following properties:
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• The function H is positive;
• The function H is comparable to ρ2 outside a compact set;
• The function H satisfies dH ∧ dcH ≤ C′HddcH for some C′ > 0.

Proof. We choose C > 0 such that 1
2x

2 − x+ 1
2C > 1

4x
2 for any x ∈ R, then

H = (
1

2
ξ21 − ξ1 +

1

2
C) + (

1

2
ξ22 − ξ2 +

1

2
C) +

∫ ξ2

0

1

1 + t+ · · ·+ tn−2
dt(6.12)

>
1

4
(ξ21 + ξ22) ≥

1

4
.(6.13)

Regarding the second property, recall Proposition 5.1 that outside a compact set ρ2

is proportional to (ξ2 − ξ1)
2, which is in turn proportional to ξ21 + ξ22 since ξ1 ≤ 0,

ξ2 ≥ 1. Note that the integration in the formula of H is bounded from above by
ξ2, we have

H ≤ 1

2
ξ21 − ξ1 +

1

2
ξ22 + C(6.14)

≤ 1

2
ξ21 +

1

2
ξ21 +

1

2
+

1

2
ξ22 + C(6.15)

≤ ξ21 + ξ22 + C +
1

2
(6.16)

≤ (C +
3

2
)(ξ21 + ξ22).(6.17)

Thus, H is comparable to ρ2.
Finally, to prove the last inequality, it suffices to show that (dH)2 ≤ C′Hg for

some C′ > 0. Now dH = (ξ1 − 1)dξ1 +
ξn−1
2

ξn−2
2 +···+ξ2+1

dξ2. Observing that the

coefficients of dξi in dH are bounded from above by a multiple of
√
H , while the

coefficients of (dξi)
2 of g are bounded below by 1, we get (dH)2 ≤ C′Hg for some

C′ > 0. �

6.4. Estimation of the Riemannian curvature. The aim of this subsection is
to prove the following proposition:

Proposition 6.7. There exists C > 0 such that for any x ∈ Cn, we have |Rmg(x)| ≤
C

1+ρ(x) .

We will prove this with the help of the following weaker version of the result
of [17, Theorem 1.1]:

Theorem 6.8. Let p be a point of the Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimension n,
assume that B2(p) has a compact closure in B4(p). Assume that (Mn, g, p) satisfies
|Ric | ≤ n−1, then there exist positive constants δ, w0, c0 depending only on n, such
that if

dGH(B2(p), B2(0
k)) < δ,(6.18)

where 0k ∈ Rk is the origin of the standard Euclidean Riemannian manifold Rk

(0 ≤ k ≤ n), then Γδ(p) = Image[π1(Bδ(p)) → π1(B2(p))] is (w0, n − k)-nilpotent
with rank(Γδ(p)) ≤ n− k, and if equality holds then for each q ∈ B1(p) we have the
conjugate radius bound

ConjRad(q) ≥ c0 > 0.(6.19)
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In particular, if Mn is Einstein, then we have

sup
B1(p)

|Rm | ≤ C(n).(6.20)

Remark 6.9. The result of [17, Theorem 1.1] is stronger than the above statement,
in fact it allows us to replace Rk by any product Rk−l × Z l for l ≤ 3, where Z is
a Ricci-limit space of dimension l in the sense of [7], and the constants depend on
the ball of radius 2 of Rk−l × Z l. Moreover, the statement admits a converse.

Remark 6.10. We will apply Theorem 6.8 to cases k = 2n and k = 2n− 1. Here
we note that if a group Γ is (w0, 1)-nilpotent with rank(Γ) ≤ 1, then to prove that
rank(Γ) = 1, it suffices to show that Γ is infinite (see, for example, [17, Section
2.4.1]).

Now, let us give the proof of Proposition 6.7.

Proof of Proposition 6.7: We will proceed by contradiction. Suppose that the Rie-
mannian curvature bound fails. Then for any sequence Ci → +∞, there exists
xi ∈ Cn such that

|Rmg(xi)| ≥
Ci

1 + ρ(xi)
.(6.21)

By selecting a subsequence, we may assume that ρi = ρ(xi) → +∞. We may choose
a sequence of real numbersmi > 0 such thatmi → +∞, Ci

m2
i

→ +∞ and ρi

m2
i

→ +∞.

We define λi = miρ
− 1

2
i , then λi → 0 and λ2i ρi = m2

i → +∞ as i→ +∞.
For any 0 < β < 1 and c > 0, denote as before Rβ,c = {ξ2 ≥ c(ξ2 − ξ1)

β} ⊂ Cn.
First, we consider the case where xi lies in the regular region Rβ,c. Then by

Proposition 4.2 and Proposition 5.3, we know that the metric tensor of Bλ2
i g̃
(x̃i, 2)

C0-converges to the ball of radius 2 in R2n, where g̃ is the pull back of g from
((Cn−1 × S1)/Zn−1) × R to its universal covering R2n. So for sufficiently large i,
we have

dGH(Bλ2
i
g̃(x̃i, 2), BR2n(0, 2)) < δ(6.22)

and rank(Γδ(x̃i)) = 0. Applying Theorem 6.8, we have

|Rmλ2
i
g(xi)| = |Rmλ2

i
g̃(x̃i)| ≤ C(n).(6.23)

Next, we consider the case where xi is in the complement of Rβ,c. So, by the

definition of Sβ,c, we have −ξ1(xi) comparable to ρi and ξ2(xi) ≤ Cρβi . Note that
the distance ρ̃(xi) of xi measured by λ2i g is λiρi → +∞, so the ball Bλ2

i
g(xi, 2) is

far from the origin for sufficiently large i. Now we have

λ2i g =− λ2i ξ1ξ2ǧ1 + λ2i
ξ2 − ξ1
−ξ1

(dξ1)
2 + λ2i

ξn−2
2 (ξ2 − ξ1)

ξn−1
2 − 1

(dξ2)
2+(6.24)

+ λ2i
−ξ1

ξ2 − ξ1
(θ1 + ξ2θ2)

2 + λ2i
ξn−1
2 − 1

ξn−2
2 (ξ2 − ξ1)

(θ1 + ξ1θ2)
2.(6.25)

Examining the second term of the above formula, and note that 2 ξ2−ξ1
−ξ1

≥ 1, we

know that for any x′i ∈ Bλ2
i
g(xi, 2), we have

|ξ1(x′i)− ξ1(xi)| ≤ 2λ−1
i .(6.26)
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By the choice ofmi, we know that λ−1
i is much smaller compared to ρi, consequently

| ξ1(x
′

i)−ξ1(xi)
ξ1(xi)

| → 0.

Introduce a new coordinate u ≥ 0 by u2 = ξ2 − 1, then the third term in the
formula of λ2i g can be written as

λ2i
ξn−2
2 (ξ2 − ξ1)

ξn−1
2 − 1

(dξ2)
2 = 4λ2i (ξ2 − ξ1)

ξn−2
2

1 + ξ2 + · · ·+ ξn−2
2

(du)2.(6.27)

The function
ξn−2
2

1+ξ2+···+ξn−2
2

is bounded from above and from below by positive

numbers when ξ2 ≥ 1. And note that ξ2 − ξ1 is comparable to ρ. On the ball
Bλ2

i
g(xi, 2), for any x′i ∈ Bλ2

i
g(xi, 2), we have |ρ(x′i) − ρi| ≤ 2λ−1

i , which is much

smaller than ρi. So we know that for any x′i ∈ Bλ2
i
g(xi, 2), we have

|u(x′i)− u(xi)| ≤ Cλ−1
i ρ

− 1
2

i = Cm−1
i → 0.(6.28)

It follows that the function u (hence the function ξ2) is C0-close to a constant

function on the ball Bλ2
i
g(xi, 2). In particular | ξ2(x

′

i)−ξ2(xi)
ξ2(xi)

| → 0. Knowing the

above estimations of the range of ξ1 and ξ2 on the ball, we deduce that by replacing
c with another constant c′, we may assume that the ball Bλ2

i
g(xi, 2) is entirely

contained in the singular region Sβ,c′ , and the function ρ is comparable to ρi on
the ball.

Now we look at the first term of the formula of λ2i g, by the above discussion
we see that −λ2i ξ1ξ2ǧ1 is C0-close to −λ2i ξ1(xi)ξ2(xi)ǧ1 measured by λ2i g. Since
−λiξ1(xi)ξ2(xi) ≥ Cλiρi = Cmi → +∞, we know that the first term C0 converges
to the Euclidean metric R2n−4 (the tangent cone at any point of a smooth manifold

is a Euclidean space). Moreover, recall that the formula of g is defined onM0 = D̊×
P , we know that under the projectionM0 → P → CPn−2, the image of Bλ2

i g
(xi, 2)

is contained in a small ball of radius smaller than C√
−λ2

i ξ1(xi)ξ2(xi)
≤ C√

mi
→ 0 on

CP
n−2 measured by ǧ1. Let U be a simply connected subset of CPn−2 containing

the image of Bλ2
i
g(xi, 2) under the projection, then our formula of g can be seen as

defined on D̊×P |U , here P |U means the restriction of the T2-principal fibration to
the subset U of the base CP

n−2.
Similarly we have

|λ2i
ξ2 − ξ1
−ξ1

(dξ1)
2 − λ2i (dξ1)

2|λ2
i
g → 0,(6.29)

as i→ +∞. So, the second term of the formula of λ2i g converges to the Euclidean
metric of R.

For the last two terms of the formula of λ2i g, we have

−ξ1
ξ2 − ξ1

(θ1 + ξ2θ2)
2 +

ξn−1
2 − 1

ξn−2
2 (ξ2 − ξ1)

(θ1 + ξ1θ2)
2(6.30)

=(1− 1

ξn−2
2 (ξ2 − ξ1)

)(θ1 + ξ2θ2)
2 − 2

ξn−1
2 − 1

ξn−2
2

(θ1 + ξ2θ2)θ2+(6.31)

+
ξn−1
2 − 1

ξn−2
2

(ξ2 − ξ1)θ
2
2 .(6.32)
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We have ξn−2
2 (ξ2 − ξ1) ≥ ξ2 − ξ1 ≥ Cρi → +∞, and

ξn−1
2 −1

ξn−2
2

is comparable to

ξ2 − 1 which is bounded from above by Cρβi . It follows that the middle term
of (6.31)-(6.32) is much smaller in comparison to the other two terms as i →
+∞. So, the C0 difference between −ξ1

ξ2−ξ1
(θ1 + ξ2θ2)

2 +
ξn−1
2 −1

ξn−2
2 (ξ2−ξ1)

(θ1 + ξ1θ2)
2 and

(θ1 + ξ2θ2)
2 +(ξ2 − ξ1)

1+ξ2+···+ξn−2
2

ξn−2
2

(ξ2 − 1)θ22 measured by g converges to 0 on the

ball Bλ2
i
g(xi, 2) as i→ +∞.

Furthermore, since U is simply connected, we may write θ2 = θ′2 + ζ, where θ2
is defined on P |U and its restriction to the T2-fibers is the same as θ2 and dθ′2 = 0,

while ζ is a 1-form on CP
n−2 such that dζ = ω̂1. In fact, we may assume that

on the ball Bλ2
i
g(xi, 2), we have |ζ|ǧ1 ≤ C√

mi
. Here we play the following trick:

Let Z0, . . . , Zn be the homogeneous coordinates of CPn, then in the local chart
{Z0 6= 0} with local coordinates zi =

Zi

Z0
(i = 1, . . . , n), a Kähler potential of the

Fubini-Study metric is log(|z|2 + 1), where |z|2 = |z1|2 + · · ·+ |zn|2, and note that
|dc log(|z|2 + 1)| = O(|z|) measured by the Fubini-Study metric as |z| → 0. By the
symmetry of CPn, on any small ball of radius ǫ > 0 of CPn, there exists a 1-form
ζ such that dζ is the Kähler form of the Fubini-Study metric and |ζ| ≤ Cǫ. As
a consequence of this trick, if we replace all the θ2 by θ′2 in the formula of g, the
difference of the metric caused by this change is C0-small measure by g.

In conclusion, on the ball Bλ2
i
g(xi, 2), as i→ +∞ the metric λ2i g is C0-close to

− λ2i ξ1(xi)ξ2(xi)ǧ1 + λ2i (dξ1)
2 + λ2i (θ1 + ξ2θ

′
2)

2+(6.33)

+ λ2i (ξ2 − ξ1)

[

4
ξn−2
2

1 + ξ2 + · · ·+ ξn−2
2

(du)2+(6.34)

+
1 + ξ2 + · · ·+ ξn−2

2

ξn−2
2

u2(θ′2)
2

]

.(6.35)

Recall that | ξ1(x
′

i)−ξ1(xi)
ξ1(xi)

| → 0 and | ξ2(x
′

i)−ξ2(xi)
ξ2(xi)

| → 0 for any x′i ∈ Bλ2
i
g(xi, 2),

we may replace ξ1, ξ2 in the above formula by the constants ξ1(xi), ξ2(xi). That is
to say, on the ball Bλ2

i
g(xi, 2), as i→ +∞ the metric λ2i g is C0-close to

− λ2i ξ1(xi)ξ2(xi)ǧ1 + λ2i (dξ1)
2 + λ2i (θ1 + ξ2(xi)θ

′
2)

2+(6.36)

+ λ2i (ξ2(xi)− ξ1(xi))

[

4
ξ2(xi)

n−2

1 + ξ2(xi) + · · ·+ ξ2(xi)n−2
(du)2+(6.37)

+
1 + ξ2(xi) + · · ·+ ξ2(xi)

n−2

ξ2(xi)n−2
u2(θ′2)

2

]

.(6.38)

Observe that the tensor in the braket

4
ξ2(xi)

n−2

1 + ξ2(xi) + · · ·+ ξ2(xi)n−2
(du)2 +

1 + ξ2(xi) + · · ·+ ξ2(xi)
n−2

ξ2(xi)n−2
u2(θ′2)

2(6.39)

is a multiple of the metric tensor of a flat cone of dimension 2 with certain angle
at the vertex.

Now choose a sequence of positive real numbers ni such that ni → +∞ and
mi

ni
→ +∞. Then we consider the following two subcases.

In the first subcase, we assume that u(xi) ≥ n−1
i . Recall that |u(x′i)− u(xi)| ≤

Cm−1
i , which is in turn much smaller than n−1

i . So we deduce that in this subcase
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the function u is strictly positive on the ball Bλ2
i
g(xi, 2). It follows that no matter

what angle the 2-dimensional cone is, the term (6.39) converges to gR2 .
Recall that the T2-fibration P is trivial on U , so P |U is diffeomorphic to U ×T2.

Let U × R2 be its universal covering, and let g̃ be the pullback of g to M̃0 =
D̊ × U × R2. Now M̃0 is simply connected, so there exist real functions t1, t2 such
that dt1 = θ1 and dt2 = θ′2. It follows that on the ball Bλ2

i
g̃(x̃i, 2) (where x̃i is any

pullback of xi), as i→ +∞ the metric λ2i g̃ is C0-close to

− λ2i ξ1(xi)ξ2(xi)ǧ1 + λ2i (dξ1)
2 + λ2i (dt1 + ξ2(xi)dt2)

2+(6.40)

+ λ2i (ξ2(xi)− ξ1(xi))

[

4
ξ2(xi)

n−2

1 + ξ2(xi) + · · ·+ ξ2(xi)n−2
(du)2+(6.41)

+
1 + ξ2(xi) + · · ·+ ξ2(xi)

n−2

ξ2(xi)n−2
u2(dt2)

2

]

.(6.42)

So as i→ +∞, the above metric C0-converges to gR2n−4 + gR + gR + gR2 = gR2n

and it follows that for sufficiently large i, we have

dGH(Bλ2
i
g̃(x̃i, 2), BR2n(0, 2)) < δ(6.43)

and rank(Γδ(x̃i)) = 0. Applying Theorem 6.8, we have

|Rmλ2
i
g(xi)| = |Rmλ2

i
g̃(x̃i)| ≤ C(n).(6.44)

In the other subcase, we assume that u(xi) < n−1
i → 0, so the function ξ2

converges to 1 on the ball Bλ2
i
g(xi, 2). It follows that the last term (6.39) converges

to 4
n−1λ

2
i (1− ξ1(xi))[(du)

2 + u2(n−1
2 θ′2)

2]. Recall (6.1)-(6.2) that

θ1 = − 2

n− 1
η2,(6.45)

θ2 = −2η1 +
2

n− 1
η2.(6.46)

It follows that

θ1 + θ2 = −2η1,(6.47)

n− 1

2
θ2 = −(n− 1)η1 + η2.(6.48)

So the dual base with respect to θ1 + θ2,
n−1
2 θ2 is

Kθ1+θ2 = −1

2
T1 −

n− 1

2
T2,(6.49)

Kn−1
2 θ2

= T2.(6.50)

Since T2 is the primitive generator of an S1-action, it follows that the cone angle of
(du)2 + u2(n−1

2 θ2)
2 is 2π. Since the S1-orbit generated by Kθ1+θ2 intersects with

the S1-orbit generated by Kn−1
2 θ2

at exactly n−1 points, the metric λ2i g is C
0-close

to R2n−3 × ((R2 × S1)/Zn−1) with a length of S1 bounded by λi → 0. Let g̃ be the
local pull back of g to R2n−3 × R2 × S1 and let x̃i be any pull back of xi, then for
sufficiently large i, we have

dGH(Bλ2
i
g̃(x̃i, 2), BR2n−1(0, 2)) < δ(6.51)

and Γδ(x̃i) = Z. In particular rank(Γδ(x̃i)) = 1.
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Applying Theorem 6.8, we have

|Rmλ2
i
g(xi)| = |Rmλ2

i
g̃(x̃i)| ≤ C(n).(6.52)

But on the other hand, we have

|Rmλ2
i
g(xi)| =

1

λ2i
|Rmg(xi)| ≥

Ci

λ2i + λ2i ρi
=

Ci

λ2i +m2
i

→ +∞.(6.53)

Thus, we get a contradiction, finishing the proof of the proposition. �

As a consequence of the estimate of Riemannian curvature, applying [12, Lemma
4.3] we have

Proposition 6.11. For any 0 < α < 1, the metric (g, ω) of Apostolov-Cifarelli
admits a quasi-atlas which is Ck,α for any k ≥ 1.

Here we recall the definition of quasi-atlas.

Definition 6.12. Let (N,ω0, g0) be a complete Kähler manifold. A Ck,α quasi-
atlas for (N,ω0, g0) is a collection {Φx|x ∈ A}, A ⊂ N , of holomorphic local
diffeomorphisms Φx : B → N , Φx(0) = x, from B = B(0, 1) ⊂ Cm into N which
extend smoothly to the closure B̄, and such that there exists C ≥ 1 with injΦ∗

xg0
≥

1
C , 1

C gCm ≤ Φ∗
xg0 ≤ CgCm , and ||Φ∗

xg0||Ck,α(B,gCm ) ≤ C for all x ∈ A, and such

that for all y ∈ N there exists x ∈ A with y ∈ Φx(B) and dg0(y, ∂Φx(B)) ≥ 1
C .

Given a Ck,α quasi-atlas, we can define global Hölder spaces of functions by
setting

||u||Ck,α(N) = sup{||u ◦ Φx||Ck,α(B)|x ∈ A}.(6.54)

Combining Proposition 6.1, Theorem 5.8 and Proposition 6.7, we conclude that

Proposition 6.13. The metric (Cn, g) of Apostolov-Cifarelli is an ALF metric in
the following sense:

• The volume growth of g is of order 2n− 1;
• The asymptotic cone of g is a (2n− 1)-dimensional metric cone;
• The sectional curvature of g is bounded by C

ρ for some C > 0.

7. ALF Calabi-Yau metrics modeled on the metric of

Apostolov-Cifarelli

Following the previous section, let (g, ω) denote the metric of the Taub-NUT
type of Apostolov and Cifarelli when l = 2 and a = 0. In this section, we are
mainly interested in the case n > 2, since the case n = 2 corresponding to the
Taub-NUT metric is well studied.

Consider the action of cyclic group Zn of order n on Cn generated by (z1, . . . , zn) 7→
(e

2πi
n z1, . . . , e

2πi
n zn). It is known that there is a crepant resolution π : KCPn−1 →

Cn/Zn, where KCPn−1 is the total space of the canonical bundle of Cn−1. Then
it is natural to ask whether there exists an ALF Calabi-Yau metric on KCPn−1

asymptotic to the quotient by Zn of (g, ω).
More generally, by Theorem [2, Theorem 1.4], the metric of Apostolov-Cifarelli

(g, ω) is invariant by the action of U(1)×U(n− 1). Here the action of U(1) comes
from the rotation of the trivial bundle C, and the action of U(n − 1) comes from
its action on OCPn−2(−1). Assume that Γ ⊂ U(1) × U(n − 1) is a finite subgroup
such that the singularity Cn/Γ admits a crepant resolution π : Y → Cn/Γ. We

33



will prove the following theorem in this section using the approach of Tian-Yau’s
work [21, 22] and result of of Hein [12].

Theorem 7.1. For any compactly supported Kähler class of Y and any c > 0,
there exists an ALF Calabi-Yau metric ω′ having the same cohomology class on Y
which is asymptotic to cω near the infinity. More precisely, we have

|∇k(ω′ − cπ∗ω)|ω′ ≤ C(k, ǫ)(1 + ρ′)−2n+3+ǫ,(7.1)

where ǫ > 0 is any small constant, ρ′ is the distance function from a point of Y
measured by ω′ and k ≥ 0.

7.1. Construction of an asymptotic Calabi-Yau metric. In this subsection,
let (Y, J) be a complex manifold of complex dimension n (n > 2) such that the
canonical bundle KY is trivial, and assume that there is a plurisubharmonic function
K. Denote ω = i∂∂̄K, we assume that ω is strictly positive outside a compact set.
Let ρ be a distance function measured by a complete Riemannian metric g which
coincides with the Kähler metric of ω outside a compact set. We assume that
K > 0, K is comparable to ρ2 outside a compact set and dK ∧ dcK ≤ CKddcK,
that is to say, the function K satisfies all the three properties listed in Proposition
6.6.

Lemma 7.2. There exists 0 < α0 < 1 such that for any α > α0, we have dd
c(K)α >

0.

Proof. By the assumption of K, we have

ddcKα = αKα−2 [(α− 1)dK ∧ dcK +KddcK] > 0(7.2)

by choosing α0 sufficiently close to 1. �

Lemma 7.3. For α > α0 where α0 is defined in Lemma 7.2, there exists a strictly
positive and smooth plurisubharmonic function hα on Y that is strictly plurisub-
harmonic and equal to Kα outside a compact set.

Proof. Let ψ : R → R be a smooth function such that ψ′, ψ′′ ≥ 0, ψ(t) = 3 if t < 2
and ψ(t) = t if t > 4. Define hα = ψ(Kα), then the lemma follows from Lemma
7.2 and the following formula:

ddc(ψ ◦ f) = ψ′′(f)df ∧ dcf + ψ′(f)ddcf.(7.3)

�

Lemma 7.4. For any compactly supported Kähler class ωY ∈ H2
c (Y,R) and any

c > 0, there exists a Kähler form ω̂ on Y having the same Kähler class as ωY such
that ω̂ = cω outside a compact set.

Proof. Since [ωY ] ∈ H2
c (Y,R), by [9, Corollary A.3], there exists a smooth real

function v such that ωY = −i∂∂̄v when K > R for R sufficiently large.
Fix α ∈ (α0, 1), we can assume (by enlarging R if necessary) that hα = Kα and

h1 = K when K > R where hα, h1 are defined in Lemma 7.3.
Fix a cutoff function χ : R → [0, 1] satisfying χ(s) = 0 if s < 2R and χ(s) = 1 if

s > 3R. Define ζ : Y → R by ζ(y) = χ(K(y)). For S > 2, define ζS(y) = χ(K(y)
S ).

Note that 0 < 2R < 3R < 2SR < 3SR < +∞.
Given c > 0, we construct

ω̂ = ωY + i∂∂̄(ζv) + Ci∂∂̄((1− ζS)hα) + ci∂∂̄h1,(7.4)
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with C and S to be determined. It is clear that ω̂ lies in the same cohomology class
as ωY .

On the region {K < 2R}, ω̂ = ωY + Ci∂∂̄hα + ci∂∂̄h1 ≥ ωY > 0.
On the region {3R < K < 2SR}, ω̂ = Ci∂∂̄hα + ci∂∂̄h1 > 0.
On the region {3SR < K}, ω̂ = ci∂∂̄h1 = cω > 0.
On the region {2R ≤ K ≤ 3R}, ω̂ = ωY + i∂∂̄(ζv) + Ci∂∂̄hα + ci∂∂̄h1 > 0 if C

is made large enough.
Finally on the region {2SR ≤ K ≤ 3SR}, ω̂ = Ci∂∂̄((1 − ζS)hα) + ci∂∂̄h1. By

assumption of K, we know that

|dK|i∂∂̄K , |dcK|i∂∂̄K ≤ C′(K)
1
2 .(7.5)

After some simple derivation, it follows that |i∂∂̄((1 − ζS)hα)|i∂∂̄h1
≤ C′′S−(1−α)

on this region, so ω̂ > 0 if S is made large enough. �

Lemma 7.5. The smooth function h 1
2
defined in Lemma 7.3 is comparable to 1+ρ,

and |∇h 1
2
|+h 1

2
|ddch 1

2
| is bounded on Y . Here the norm and Laplacian are calculated

with respect to g.

Proof. That h 1
2
is comparable to 1 + ρ is a consequence of the assumption that K

is comparable to ρ2.
For the proof of the boundedness of |∇h 1

2
|+ h 1

2
|ddch 1

2
|, it suffices to prove the

boundedness of the same formula replacing h 1
2
by w = K

1
2 outside of a compact

set.
First we calculate dw = 1

2K
− 1

2 dK, so by the assumption that dK ∧ dcK ≤
CKddcK we have |dw| ≤ C. Next for ddcw we note that

ddcK
1
2 =

1

2
(K)−

3
2

[

−1

2
dK ∧ dcK +KddcK

]

.(7.6)

So the boundedness of w|ddcw| also follows from the assumption that dK ∧ dcK ≤
CKddcK and (7.2). �

7.2. Proof of Theorem 7.1. Instead of proving Theorem 7.1 directly, we will
prove a more general proposition with the help of the following result of [12].

Proposition 7.6. Let (N,ω0, g0) be a complete noncompact Kähler manifold of
complex dimension m with a C3,α quasi-atlas which satisfies SOB(β) for some
β > 2. Let f ∈ C2,α(N) satisfies |f | ≤ Cr−µ on {r > 1} for some β > µ > 2.
Then there exist ᾱ ∈ (0, α] and u ∈ C4,ᾱ such that (ω0 + i∂∂̄u)m = efωm

0 and that

ω0 + i∂∂̄u is a Kähler form uniformly equivalent to ω0. If in addition f ∈ Ck,ᾱ
loc (N)

for some k ≥ 3, then all such solutions u belong to Ck+2,ᾱ
loc (N).

Moreover, if there is a function ρ̃ on N comparable to 1 + dg0(x0,−) for some
x0 ∈ N , and ρ̃ satisfies |∇ρ̃|+ ρ̃|ddcρ̃| ≤ C for some C > 0, then we have the decay
estimate |u| ≤ C(ǫ)r2−µ+ǫ for any sufficiently small ǫ > 0.

Proposition 7.7. Let (M, gM , ωM ) be a complete Calabi-Yau metric of complex
dimension n with n > 2. Assume that M admits a Kähler potential KM such
that KM > 0, KM is comparable to ρ2M outside a compact set (where ρM is a
distance function of M measured by gM), and dKM ∧ dcKM ≤ CKMdd

cKM for
some C > 0. We also assume that M admits a quasi-atlas which is Ck,α for any
k ≥ 1, and (M, gM ) satisfies the SOB(β) property for some β > 2. Suppose that
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there is a finite group Γ acting on M preserving (gM , ωM ), and the quotient M/Γ
admits a crepant resolution π : Y → M/Γ. Then for any compactly supported
Kähler class [ωY ] of Y and any c > 0, there exists a Calabi-Yau metric ω′ having
the same cohomology class as ωY which is asymptotic to cπ∗ωM near the infinity.
More precisely we have

|∇k(ω′ − cπ∗ωM )|ω′ ≤ C(k, ǫ)(1 + ρ′)−β+2+ǫ,(7.7)

where ǫ > 0, and ρ′ is the distance function from a point of Y measured by ω′ and
k ≥ 0.

Proof. First, without loss of generality, we may assume thatKM is invariant by Γ. If
not, let K̃M = 1

|Γ|
∑

γ∈Γ γ
∗KM be the average of K by Γ, then K̃M is still a positive

Kähler potential comparable to ρ2M . Note that dK ∧ dcK ≤ CKddcK is equivalent

to (dK)2 ≤ CKg, so by enlarging C if necessary, we still have dK̃M ∧ dcK̃M ≤
CK̃Mdd

cK̃M . So we can assume that KM is well-defined on M/Γ.
Applying Lemma 7.4 with K = π∗KM , there exists a Kähler form ω̂ on Y having

the same cohomology class as ωY and coincides with cπ∗ωM outside a compact set.

Let ΩY be a holomorphic volume form on Y such that in
2

ΩY ∧ Ω̄Y = π∗ωn
M and

let f̂ be the Ricci potential

f̂ = log
in

2

ΩY ∧ Ω̄Y

(ω̂/c)n
.(7.8)

Then f̂ is compactly supported on Y and in particular, we have |f̂ | ≤ Cρ−µ
ω̂ for any

2 < µ < 2n−1, where ρω̂ is a distance function measured by ω̂. By Proposition 7.6,
there exists ¯α ∈ (0, α] such that we get a solution u ∈ C4,ᾱ(Y ) of the Monge-Ampère
equation

(ω̂ + i∂∂̄u)n = ef̂ ω̂n.(7.9)

Let ω′ = ω̂+i∂∂̄u, then ω′ is Calabi-Yau and it is uniformly equivalent to ω̂ hence ρ′

is comparable to ρω̂. By Lemma 7.5, we may apply the second part of Proposition
7.6 to have |u| ≤ C(ǫ)(ρ′)−β+2+ǫ for any ǫ > 0 sufficiently small.

If we think of ω′, ω̂ as given, then the Monge-Ampère equation can be written
as

(ef̂ − 1)ω̂n = i∂∂̄u ∧
n−1
∑

k=1

(ω′)k ∧ ω̂n−1−k,(7.10)

and it can be viewed as an elliptic equation of u. Outside a compact set, the left
hand side is zero so by Schauder estimates on each chart of the quasi-atlas outside
this compact set, we find that |∇ku|ω′ ≤ C(k, ǫ)(ρ′)−β+2+ǫ for k ≥ 0. �

Proof of Theorem 7.1. We wish to apply Proposition 7.7 to β = 2n − 1 and the
metric of Apostolov-Cifarelli (Cn, g, ω), which is complete and Calabi-Yau. By
Proposition 6.6, it admits a Kähler potential H such that H ≥ 0, H is comparable
to ρ2 outside a compact set and dH ∧ dcH ≤ C′HddcH for some C′ > 0. The
existence of quasi-atlas is proved in Proposition 6.11, and the SOB(2n−1) property
of g is proved in Proposition 6.3. Thus all the assumptions of Proposition 7.7 are
satisfied, and it produces the ALF Calabi-Yau metric on the crepant resolution
asymptotic to the metric of Apostolov-Cifarelli. �
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7.3. ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on KCPn−1 modeled on the metric of Apostolov-

Cifarelli. Recall that the action of cyclic group Zn of order n on Cn generated

by (z1, . . . , zn) 7→ (e
2πi
n z1, . . . , e

2πi
n zn) is a subgroup action of the standard action

of Tn on Cn. Since the metric (Cn, g, ω) of Apostolov-Cifarelli is Tn-equivariantly
biholomorphic to the standard Cn, we know that Zn acts on (Cn, g, ω) holomor-
phically. Moreover, the Kähler potential H depends only on ξ1, ξ2, and ξ1, ξ2 only
depends on the moment maps σ1, σ2, so the potential H is invariant by Tn, hence
Zn. Applying Theorem 7.1, we get

Proposition 7.8. For any c > 0 and ǫ > 0, there exists an ALF Calabi-Yau metric
ω′ on KCPn−1 in the sense that ω′ is asymptotic to cω and [ω′] = ǫ[ωCal], where
ωCal is the Calabi metric constructed in [5].

It is then interesting to figure out the asymptotic cone of ω′ constructed in
Proposition 7.8.

Proposition 7.9. The asymptotic cone of ω′ in Proposition 7.8 is (Cn−1/Zk(n−1))×
R, where k = n if n is odd and k = n

2 if n is even. Here Zk(n−1) acts on Cn−1 by

multiplying ζk(n−1) = e
2πi

k(n−1) .

Proof. Note that this Zn-action is a subgroup action of the T2-action, in fact its
generator corresponds to 1

n (T1+T2) under exp ◦2π. So it suffices to understand the

T2-action on (Cn−1/Zn−1) × R induced by the Gromov-Hausdorff approximation
fλ : ((Cn−1×S1)/Zn−1)×R → (Cn−1/Zn−1)×R. Since all the fλ is obtained from
f1 by a scaling, it suffices to understand the T2-action on (Cn−1/Zn−1)×R induced
by f1. By its definition, the map of f1 maps the S1-orbit generated byK1 to a point.
Thus the T2-action on (Cn−1/Zn−1) × R degenerates to the S1 = T2/Span{e1}-
action generated by K2.

Recall that T2 = R2/Γv where Γv is the lattice generated by v1 = (0,−2),
v2 = 2

n−1 (−1, 1), and vi corresponds to the vector field Ti. Then e1 = (1, 0)

corresponds to K1 and e2 = (0, 1) corresponds to K2, and θi(Kj) = δij . It follows
that the subgroup in T2 generated by the direction of e1 intersects with the subgroup
generated by e2 at exactly n − 1 points, which explains why Λ = Zn−1. In fact,
taking the quotient of T2 by the subgroup generated by e1, we get T

2/Span{e1} =
R/ 2

n−1Z and the quotient map T2 → T2/Span{e1} is simply the map taking the
second coordinate.

Now 1
n (v1 + v2) = ( 2

n(n−1) ,
−2(n−2)
n(n−1) ), so its image under the quotient map is

−2(n−2)
n(n−1) modulo 2

n−1Z. So it generates a subgroup Zk of S1 = T2/Span{e1} acting

on (Cn−1/Zn−1) × R, where k = n if n is odd and k = n
2 if n is even. Thus the

asymptotic cone of ω′ in Proposition 7.8 is (Cn−1/Zk(n−1))× R. �
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1982.

37



[5] E. Calabi. Métriques kähleriennes et fibres holomorphes. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4),
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