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SPECTRAL COMPARISON RESULTS FOR THE

N-BAKRY-EMERY RICCI TENSOR

JIANCHUN CHU AND ZIHANG HAO

Abstract. We establish the diameter and global weighted volume com-
parison when the N-Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor has a positive lower
bound in the spectrum sense.

1. Introduction

Let (M,g) be a complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold and dvolg
be the volume element of (M,g). For f ∈ C∞(M), the triple (M,g, e−fdvolg)
is called a weighted manifold (or manifold with density), which was intro-
duced by Lichnerowicz [10, 11]. As a natural generalization of the Laplacian
operator, the f -Laplacian operator is defined by

∆fu := efdiv(e−f∇u) = ∆u− 〈∇u,∇f〉.

It is clear that ∆f is self-adjoint with respect to the weighted measure

e−fdvolg. As a natural generalization of the Ricci tensor, Lichnerowicz
[10] and Bakry-Emery [4] introduced the tensor

Ricf := Ric + Hessf,

and extensively investigated the connection between Ricf and properties of
the underlying weighted manifold. This tensor is usually referred to as the
Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor in the literature. More generally, the N -Bakry-
Emery Ricci tensor is defined by

RicNf := Ric + Hessf − 1

N
df ⊗ df.

We will discuss some comparison results for theN -Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor
below. For more related works, we refer the reader to [5, 17, 13, 9, 16] and
the references therein.

In the comparison geometry of Ricci curvature, the Bochner formula is
very important, which gives the relationship between the ∆ and Ric:

1

2
∆|∇u|2 = |Hessu|2 + 〈∇u,∇∆u〉+Ric(∇u,∇u)

>
(∆u)2

n
+ 〈∇u,∇∆u〉+Ric(∇u,∇u).

(1.1)
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For the N -Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor, there is a counterpart:

1

2
∆f |∇u|2 = |Hessu|2 + 〈∇u,∇∆fu〉+Ricf (∇u,∇u)

>
(∆fu)

2

N + n
+ 〈∇u,∇∆fu〉+RicNf (∇u,∇u).

(1.2)

Comparing (1.1) and (1.2), one may regard the Bochner formula for RicNf
of n-dimensional manifold as that for Ric of (N + n)-dimensional manifold.

When Ric > (n− 1)λ > 0, the Bonnet-Myers theorem shows that

diam(M,g) 6
π√
λ
,

while the Bishop-Gromov volume comparison states that for p ∈ M , the
volume ratio function

r 7→ Vol(B(p, r))

Volnλ(r)
is decreasing on r ∈

(

0, π/
√
λ
]

,

where Volnλ(·) denotes the volume of geodesic ball in the n-dimensional

sphere with radius λ− 1
2 . In particular, the above implies the global vol-

ume comparison

(1.3) Vol(M,g) 6 Volnλ(π/
√
λ) · lim

r→0

Vol(B(p, r))

Volnλ(r)
= λ−n

2 Vol(Sn).

There has been great interest in extending the above comparison results to
N -Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor setting. As in the above discussion of Bochner
formula, when N is finite, the n-dimensional weighted manifold with posi-
tive N -Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor looks like the (N + n)-dimensional man-
ifold with positive Ricci tensor. However, when N = ∞, the situation
becomes subtle. When f is unbounded, the condition Ricf > (n − 1)λ
does not even guarantee the compactness of M (see [20, Example 2.1 and
2.2]). These examples shows that the boundedness assumption of f (i.e.
F := ‖f‖L∞(M) < ∞) is necessary when N = ∞.

When RicNf > (n − 1)λ > 0 and N ∈ (0,∞), Qian [18] showed that

diam(M,g) 6

√

N + n− 1

n− 1
· π√

λ
.

When N = ∞, diameter comparison results are listed below:

• Wei-Wylie [20]: diam(M,g) 6
(

1 + 4
(n−1)πF

)

· π√
λ
;

• Limoncu [12]: diam(M) 6
√

1 + 2
√
2

n−1F · π√
λ
;

• Tadano [19]: diam(M) 6
√

1 + 8
(n−1)πF · π√

λ
.
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On the other hand, Bakry-Qian [6] proved that when RicNf > (n− 1)λ > 0,
then for p ∈ M , the weighted volume ratio function

(1.4) r 7→ Volf (B(p, r))

VolN+n
λ (r)

is decreasing on r ∈
(

0,

√

N + n− 1

n− 1
· π√

λ

]

.

When N = ∞, Wei-Wylie [20] proved that for p ∈ M ,

(1.5) r 7→ Volf (B(p, r))

Voln+4F
λ (r)

is decreasing on r ∈
(

0, π/4
√
λ
]

.

Note that one does not obtain the global weighted volume comparison (i.e.
the weighted version of (1.3)) since the limit in (1.4) or (1.5) blows up
when r → 0. To the best of our knowledge, such global weighted volume
comparison is still lacking.

Now let us go back to the n-dimenisnal Riemannian manifolds with Ric >
(n−1)λ > 0. Following the isoperimetric profile method from Bray [2], Bray-
Gui-Liu-Zhang [3] gave an alternative proof of the global volume comparison

Vol(M,g) 6 λ−n/2Vol(Sn). Following the ideas developed in [2, 3] and µ-
bubble method from Gromov [8], Antonelli-Xu [1] proved the global volume
comparison and diameter comparison in the spectrum sense (see also [21, 7]).

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 1 and Lemma 1 of [1]). Let (M,g) be a complete
n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with n > 3, and γ be a constant such
that

0 6 γ 6
n− 1

n− 2
.

Suppose that there exists a positive function u ∈ C∞(M) such that

uRic(x)− γ∆u > (n− 1)λu

for some λ > 0. Here

Ric(x) := inf
v∈TxM, |v|=1

Ric(v, v)

denotes the smallest eigenvalue of the Ricci tensor at x. If

0 < inf
M

u 6 sup
M

u < ∞,

then the following comparison results hold:

(1) Diameter comparison:

diam(M,g) 6

(

supM u

infM u

)
n−3
n−1

γ

· π√
λ
.

(2) Global volume comparison:

Vol(M,g) 6 λ−n/2Vol(Sn).

Motivated by Theorem 1.1, we aim to establish analogous results for the
N -Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor by adapting the approach of Antonelli-Xu [1].



4 Jianchun Chu and Zihang Hao

Theorem 1.2. Let (M,g) be a complete n-dimensional Riemannian mani-
fold with n > 3, and N , γ be two constants such that

N ∈ (−∞,−(n− 1)) ∪ (0,+∞), 0 6 γ 6
N + n− 1

N + n− 2
.

Suppose that there exists a positive function u ∈ C∞(M) such that

uRicNf (x)− γ∆fu > (n− 1)λu

for some f ∈ C∞(M) and λ > 0. Here

RicNf (x) := inf
v∈TxM, |v|=1

RicNf (v, v)

denotes the smallest eigenvalue of the N -Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor at x. If

0 < inf
M

u 6 sup
M

u < ∞, F = ‖f‖C0(M) < ∞,

then the following comparison results hold:

(1) Diameter comparison:

diam(M,g) 6















(

supM u
infM u

)
N+n−3
N+n−1

γ
·
√

N+n−1
n−1 · π√

λ
when N > 0,

(

supM u
infM u

)
n−3
n−1

γ
· e 2

n−1
F · π√

λ
when N < −(n− 1).

(2) Global weighted volume comparison:

Volf (M,g) 6 e
(n+1)(3n−1)

n(n−1)
F · λ−n

2 Vol(Sn).

Remark 1.3. To the best of our knowledge, even when u ≡ 1, (2) of Theo-
rem 1.2 seems to be new, which gives a global weighted volume comparison
for (M,g, e−fdvolg) with RicNf > (n − 1)λ > 0.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Kai Xu, Jintian
Zhu and Shihang He for useful discussions. The first-named author was par-
tially supported by National Key R&D Program of China 2023YFA1009900
and NSFC grant 12271008. The second-named author was partially sup-
ported by National Key R&D Program of China 2023YFA1009900.

2. Proof of diameter comparison

Suppose that Ω− ⊂ Ω+ ⊂ M be two domains such that ∂Ω− 6= ∅, ∂Ω+ 6= ∅
and Ω+ \ Ω− is compact. Let h ∈ C∞(Ω+ \ Ω−) be a function satisfying

lim
x→∂Ω−

h(x) = +∞, lim
x→∂Ω+

h(x) = −∞ uniformly.

Fix a constant k and a domain Ω0 such that Ω− ⋐ Ω0 ⋐ Ω+. For a set Ω
with finite perimeter, we consider the functional

E(Ω) =

∫

∂∗Ω
uγe−f −

∫

(χΩ − χΩ0)hu
αe−(k+1)f ,
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where ∂∗Ω denotes the reduced boundary of Ω. By the similar argument
of [22, Proposition 2.1], the functional E must have a minimizer Ω such
that Ω− ⋐ Ω ⋐ Ω+. The classical geometric measure theory (see e.g. [14,
Theorem 27.5, Theorem 28.1]) shows that ∂Ω is smooth when n 6 7 while
the singular part of ∂Ω has Hausdorff dimension no more than n− 8.

2.1. The case 3 6 n 6 7. For any ϕ ∈ C∞(M), let {Ωt}t∈(−ε,ε) be a
smooth family of sets satisfying

• Ω0 = Ω;

• ∂Ωt

∂t = ϕν, where ν denotes the outer unit normal of ∂Ωt.

We compute the first variation:

0 =
d

dt
E(Ωt)

∣

∣

∣

t=0
=

∫

∂Ω
(H + γu−1uν − fν − huα−γe−kf )uγe−fϕ.

Since ϕ is arbitrary, then we obtain

(2.1) H = fν + huα−γe−kf − γu−1uν .

We next compute the second variation:

0 6
d2

dt2
E(Ωt)

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=

∫

∂Ω

(

−∆∂Ωϕ− |II|2ϕ− Ric(ν, ν)ϕ− γu−2u2νϕ

+ γu−1ϕ(∆u−∆∂Ωu−Huν)− γu−1〈∇∂Ωu,∇∂Ωϕ〉

−Hessf(ν, ν)ϕ+ 〈∇∂Ωf,∇∂Ωϕ〉 − hνu
α−γe−kfϕ

− (α − γ)huα−γ−1uνe
−kfϕ+ khuα−γe−kffνϕ

)

uγe−fϕ.

By the definition of ∆f and RicNf ,

− Ric(ν, ν)ϕ + γu−1ϕ∆u−Hessf(ν, ν)ϕ

= −
(

RicNf (ν, ν) +
1

N
f2
ν

)

ϕ+ γu−1ϕ
(

∆fu+ 〈∇u,∇f〉
)

=
(

γ∆fu− uRicNf (ν, ν)
)

u−1ϕ− 1

N
f2
νϕ+ γu−1ϕ〈∇u,∇f〉.

(2.2)

It then follows that

0 6

∫

∂Ω

(

−∆∂Ωϕ− |II|2ϕ+
(

γ∆fu− uRicNf (ν, ν)
)

u−1ϕ− 1

N
f2
νϕ

+ γu−1ϕ〈∇u,∇f〉 − γu−2u2νϕ+ γu−1ϕ(−∆∂Ωu−Huν)

− γu−1〈∇∂Ωu,∇∂Ωϕ〉+ 〈∇∂Ωf,∇∂Ωϕ〉 − hνu
α−γe−kfϕ

− (α− γ)huα−γ−1uνe
−kfϕ+ khuα−γe−kffνϕ

)

uγe−fϕ.
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Lemma 2.1. When ϕ = u−γ and α = kN+2
N+n−1γ, we have

0 6

∫

∂Ω

(

−
(

4k − (n− 1)k2
)

N + 4

4(N + n− 1)
u2α−2γe−kfh2

+ |∇h|uα−γ − (n− 1)λekf
)

u−γe−(k+1)f .

Proof. By ϕ = u−γ and γ > 0, we see that

(2.3) −∆∂Ωϕ− γu−1ϕ∆∂Ωu− γu−1〈∇∂Ωu,∇∂Ωϕ〉 = −γu−γ−2|∇∂Ωu|2 6 0

and

γu−1ϕ〈∇u,∇f〉+ 〈∇∂Ωf,∇∂Ωϕ〉
= γu−γ−1

(

〈∇u,∇f〉 − 〈∇∂Ωu,∇∂Ωf〉
)

= γu−γ−1uνfν.
(2.4)

Combining the above with |II|2 > H2

n−1 and γ∆fu− uRicNf 6 −(n− 1)λu,

0 6

∫

∂Ω

(

− H2

n− 1
u−γ − (n− 1)λu−γ − 1

N
f2
νu

−γ + γu−γ−1uνfν

− γu−γ−2u2ν − γu−γ−1Huν − hνu
α−γe−kfu−γ

− (α− γ)huα−γ−1uνe
−kfu−γ + khuα−γe−kffνu

−γ
)

e−f

6

∫

∂Ω

(

− H2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ− 1

N
f2
ν + γu−1uνfν

− γu−2u2ν − γu−1Huν + |∇h|uα−γe−kf

− (α− γ)huα−γ−1uνe
−kf + khuα−γe−kffν

)

u−γe−f .

Set X = huα−γe−kf and Y = u−1uν . By (2.1), we have H = fν +X − γY .
Direct calculation shows

0 6

∫

∂Ω

[

− (fν +X − γY )2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ− 1

N
f2
ν

+ γY fν − γY 2 − γY (fν +X − γY )

+ |∇h|uα−γe−kf + (γ − α)XY + kXfν

]

u−γe−f

=

∫

∂Ω

[

−
( 1

n− 1
+

1

N

)

f2
ν +

(

k − 2

n− 1

)

Xfν +
2γ

n− 1
Y fν

− X2

n− 1
+
( 2γ

n− 1
− α

)

XY +
(n− 2

n− 1
γ2 − γ

)

Y 2

+ |∇h|uα−γe−kf − (n− 1)λ

]

u−γe−f .
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It is clear that

−
( 1

n− 1
+

1

N

)

f2
ν +

(

k − 2

n− 1

)

Xfν +
2γ

n− 1
Y fν

6
1

4
·
( 1

n− 1
+

1

N

)−1
[

(

k − 2

n− 1

)

X +
2γ

n− 1
Y

]2

=
N
(

(n− 1)k − 2
)2

4(N + n− 1)(n − 1)
X2 +

N
(

(n− 1)k − 2
)

γ

(N + n− 1)(n − 1)
XY

+
Nγ2

(N + n− 1)(n − 1)
Y 2

and so

0 6

∫

∂Ω

[

(

(n− 1)k2 − 4k
)

N − 4

4(N + n− 1)
X2 +

( kN + 2

N + n− 1
γ − α

)

XY

+
(N + n− 2

N + n− 1
γ2 − γ

)

Y 2 + |∇h|uα−γe−kf − (n− 1)λ

]

u−γe−f .

Since α = kN+2
N+n−1γ and 0 6 γ 6 N+n−1

N+n−2 , then

0 6

∫

∂Ω

[

−
(

4k − (n− 1)k2
)

N + 4

4(N + n− 1)
X2 + |∇h|uα−γe−kf − (n− 1)λ

]

u−γe−f .

Recalling X = huα−γe−kf , we obtain

0 6

∫

∂Ω

(

−
(

4k − (n− 1)k2
)

N + 4

4(N + n− 1)
u2α−2γe−2kfh2

+ |∇h|uα−γe−kf − (n− 1)λ
)

u−γe−f

=

∫

∂Ω

(

−
(

4k − (n− 1)k2
)

N + 4

4(N + n− 1)
u2α−2γe−kfh2

+ |∇h|uα−γ − (n− 1)λekf
)

u−γe−(k+1)f ,

as required. �

Lemma 2.2. Let (M,g) be a complete Riemannian manifold and C, D be
two positive constants. If diam(M,g) > π√

CD
, then there exist two domains

Ω− ⊂ Ω+ ⊂ M and function h ∈ C∞(Ω+ \ Ω−) such that

• ∂Ω− 6= ∅, ∂Ω+ 6= ∅ and Ω+ \ Ω− is compact;

• limx→∂Ω−
h(x) = +∞ and limx→∂Ω+ h(x) = −∞ uniformly;

• |∇h| < Ch2 +D.

Proof. This lemma is proved in the argument of [1, Lemma 1]. �

Now we are in a position to prove diameter comparison when 3 6 n 6 7.
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Proof of (1) in Theorem 1.2 when 3 6 n 6 7. When the constant k satisfies

kN + 2

N + n− 1
6 1 and

(

4k − (n− 1)k2
)

N + 4

4(N + n− 1)
> 0,

we have α = kN+2
N+n−1γ 6 γ and define two positive constants by

C =

(

4k − (n− 1)k2
)

N + 4

4(N + n− 1)
· (supM u)2α−2γ

(infM u)α−γ · e−|k|F

and

D = (n − 1)λ

(

inf
M

u

)γ−α

e−|k|F .

Then Lemma 2.1 shows

0 6

∫

∂Ω

(

|∇h|uα−γ − C
(

inf
M

u
)α−γ

h2 −D
(

inf
M

u
)α−γ

)

u−γe−(k+1)f

6

∫

∂Ω

(

|∇h| − Ch2 −D
)

u−α−2γe−(k+1)f .

If diam(M,g) > π√
CD

, then we choose h as in Lemma 2.2 and obtain a

contradiction. Thus diam(M,g) 6 π√
CD

and so

diam(M,g) 6

(

supM u

infM u

)γ−α

·
√

4(N + n− 1)
(

4k − (n− 1)k2
)

N + 4
·
√

e2|k|F

n− 1
· π√

λ
.

When N > 0, we choose k = 0. Then α = 2γ
N+n−1 and

diam(M,g) 6

(

supM u

infM u

)
N+n−3
N+n−1

γ

·
√

N + n− 1

n− 1
· π√

λ
.

When N < −(n− 1), we choose k = 2
n−1 . Then α = 2γ

n−1 and

diam(M,g) 6

(

supM u

infM u

)
n−3
n−1

γ

· e 2
n−1

F · π√
λ
.

�

2.2. The case n > 8. In this case, ∂Ω may have singularities. The diameter
comparison can be proved by modifying the argument (of the case 3 6 n 6 7)
verbatim as in [1, Proof of Lemma 1 (n > 8) in Appendix A].

3. Global weighted volume comparison

To establish the global weighted volume comparison, we first recall the
following ODE comparison (see e.g. [1, Lemma 4]).

Lemma 3.1. Let V1 ∈ (0,+∞) be a constant and J : [0, V1) → R be a
continuous function such that

(a) J(0) = 0 and J(v) > 0 for v ∈ (0, V1);

(b) lim supv→0+ v−
n−1
n J(v) 6 nVol(Bn)

1
n .



Spectral comparison results for the N-Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor 9

(c) J ′′J 6 − (J ′)2

n−1 − (n − 1)Λ in the viscosity sense on (0, V1) for some
positive constant Λ;

Then V1 6 Λ−n

2 Vol(Sn).

We assume without loss of generality that infM u = 1. Set

α =
2γ

n− 1
, k =

2

n− 1
.

By (1) of Theorem 1.2, M is compact and so V0 :=
∫

M uαe−(k+1)f is finite.
Define the weighted isoperimetric profile:

I(v) = inf

{
∫

∂∗E
uγe−f : E ⋐ M has finite perimeter, and

∫

E
uαe−(k+1)f = v

}

for all v ∈ [0, V0), where ∂
∗E denotes the reduced boundary of E. It is clear

that

(3.1) I(0) = 0 and I(v) > 0 for v ∈ (0, V0).

Using an argument similar to [7, Proposition 5.3], I is a continuous function
on [0, V0).

Since infM u = 1 and M is compact, then there exists a point x0 ∈ M
such that u(x0) = 1. When r ≪ 1, we have the asymptotical expansion:

∫

Br(x0)
e−(k+1)f = Vol(Bn)rne−(k+1)f(x0) +O(rn+1)

and
∫

∂Br(x0)
e−f = nVol(Bn)rn−1e−f(x0) +O(rn).

By the definition of I, when v ≪ 1, we have

I(v) 6 nVol(Bn)
1
n v

n−1
n e

(n−1)(k+1)−n

n
f(x0) + o(v

n−1
n )

= nVol(Bn)
1
n v

n−1
n e

1
n
f(x0) + o(v

n−1
n )

6 nVol(Bn)
1
n v

n−1
n e

1
n
F + o(v

n−1
n ),

where we used k = 2
n−1 in the second line. This shows

(3.2) lim sup
v→0+

v−
n−1
n I(v) 6 nVol(Bn)

1
n e

1
n
F .

For each v0 ∈ (0, V0) and let E be the volume-constrained minimizer of
v0, i.e.

∫

E
uαe−(k+1)f = v0,

∫

∂∗E
uγe−f = I(v0).

The classical geometric measure theory (see e.g. [15, Section 3.10]) shows
that ∂E is smooth when n 6 7 while the singular part of ∂E has Hausdorff
dimension no more than n− 8.
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3.1. The case 3 6 n 6 7.

Lemma 3.2. The function I satisfies

I ′′I 6 − (I ′)2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λe−2kF in the viscosity sense on (0, V0).

Proof. Fix v0 ∈ (0, V0) and let E be the above volume-constrained minimizer
of v0. For any ϕ ∈ C∞(M), let {Et}t∈(−ε,ε) be a smooth family of sets
satisfying

• E0 = E;

• ∂Et

∂t = ϕν, where ν denotes the outer unit normal of ∂Et.

Write

V (t) =

∫

Et

uαe−(k+1)f , A(t) =

∫

∂Et

uγe−f .

Direct calculation shows

V ′(0) =
∫

∂E
uαe−(k+1)fϕ,

V ′′(0) =
∫

∂E

(

H + αu−1uν − (k + 1)fν
)

uαe−(k+1)fϕ2 + uαe−(k+1)fϕϕν

and

A′(0) =
∫

∂E
(H − fν + γu−1uν)u

γe−fϕ,

A′′(0) =
∫

∂E

(

−∆∂Eϕ− Ric(ν, ν)ϕ− |II|2ϕ−Hessf(ν, ν)ϕ

+ 〈∇∂Ef,∇∂Eϕ〉+ γu−1ϕ(∆u−∆∂Eu−Huν)

− γu−2u2νϕ− γu−1〈∇∂Ωu,∇∂Ωϕ〉
)

uγe−fϕ

+
(

H − fν + γu−1uν
)(

γu−1uνϕ− fνϕ+ ϕν +Hϕ
)

uγe−fϕ.

For later use, we simplify the expression of A′′(0). By the same calculation
of (2.2), we have

−Ric(ν, ν)ϕ+ γu−1ϕ∆u−Hessf(ν, ν)ϕ

=
(

γ∆fu− uRicNf (ν, ν)
)

u−1ϕ− 1

N
f2
νϕ+ γu−1ϕ〈∇u,∇f〉.

Then

A′′(0) =
∫

∂E

(

−∆∂Eϕ− |II|2ϕ+
(

γ∆fu− uRicNf (ν, ν)
)

u−1ϕ− 1

N
f2
νϕ

+ γu−1ϕ〈∇u,∇f〉+ 〈∇∂Ef,∇∂Eϕ〉 − γu−2u2νϕ

+ γu−1ϕ(−∆∂Eu−Huν)− γu−1〈∇∂Ωu,∇∂Ωϕ〉

+ (H − fν + γu−1uν
)(

γu−1uνϕ− fνϕ+ ϕν +Hϕ)
)

uγe−fϕ.
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Since E is a volume-constrained minimizer, we know that if

V ′(0) =
∫

∂E
uαe−(k+1)fϕ = 0,

then

A′(0) =
∫

∂E
(H − fν + γu−1uν)u

γ−αekf · uαe−(k+1)fϕ = 0.

This shows

(H − fν + γu−1uν)u
γ−αekf = constant on E.

Next, we choose ϕ = u−γ and so

V ′(0) =
∫

∂E
uα−γe−(k+1)f > 0.

Then near 0, V (t) has the inverse function and we define G(v) = A(V −1(v)).
Observe that

G(v0) = I(v0) and G(v) > I(v) near v0.

Thus G is a upper barrier of I at v0. To prove Lemma 3.2, it then suffices
to show

(3.3) G(v0)G
′′(v0) 6 −G′2(v0)

n− 1
− (n− 1)λe−2kF .

Using the chain rule and the formula for the derivative of inverse function,
we compute

(3.4) G′(v0) = A′(0)(V −1)′(v0) =
A′(0)
V ′(0)

= (H − fν + γu−1uν)u
γ−αekf

and

G′′(v0) =
A′′(0)
V ′2(0)

− A′(0)V ′′(0)
V ′3(0)

=
A′′(0)−G′(v0)V ′′(0)

V ′2(0)
.

We split the argument of (3.3) into two steps:

Step 1. Compute V ′′(0) and A′′(0).

It is clear that

V ′′(0) =
∫

∂E

(

H − (k + 1)fν + (α− γ)u−1uν

)

uα−2γe−(k+1)f .

For A′′(0), the same calculations of (2.3) and (2.4) show

−∆∂Eϕ− γu−1ϕ∆∂Eu− γu−1〈∇∂Eu,∇∂Eϕ〉 = −γu−γ−2|∇∂Eu|2 6 0

and

γu−1ϕ〈∇u,∇f〉+ 〈∇∂Ef,∇∂Eϕ〉 = γu−γ−1uνfν .
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Combining the above with |II|2 > H2

n−1 and γ∆fu − uRicNf 6 −(n − 1)λu,
we obtain

A′′(0) 6
∫

∂E

(

− H2

n− 1
u−γ − (n− 1)λu−γ − 1

N
f2
νu

−γ

+ γu−γ−1uνfν − γu−γ−2u2ν − γu−γ−1Huν

+ (H − fν + γu−1uν)(−fνu
−γ +Hu−γ)

)

e−f

=

∫

∂E

(

− H2

n− 1
− (n− 1)λ− 1

N
f2
ν + γu−1uνfν − γu−2u2ν

− γu−1Huν +
(

H − fν + γu−1uν
)(

− fν +H
)

)

u−γe−f .

Step 2. Verify (3.3).

For convenience, we introduce X = G′(v0)uα−γe−kf and Y = u−1uν .
Then (3.4) shows

H = fν +X − γY.

We compute

G′(v0)V
′′(0) =

∫

∂E
uγ−αekfX ·

(

X − kfν + (α− 2γ)Y
)

uα−2γe−(k+1)f

=

∫

∂E

(

X2 − kXfν + (α− 2γ)XY
)

u−γe−f

and

A′′(0) 6
∫

∂E

[

− (fν +X − γY )2

n− 1
− (n − 1)λ − 1

N
f2
ν + γY fν

− γY 2 − γY (fν +X − γY ) +X(X − γY )

]

u−γe−f

=

∫

∂E

[

− (n− 1)λ−
( 1

n− 1
+

1

N

)

f2
ν − 2

n− 1
Xfν

+
2γ

n− 1
Y fν +

(

1− 1

n− 1

)

X2 +
( 2γ

n− 1
− 2γ

)

XY

+
(n− 2

n− 1
γ2 − γ

)

Y 2

]

u−γe−f .

It then follows that

A′′(0) −G′(v0)V
′′(0)

6

∫

∂E

[

− (n − 1)λ − N + n− 1

N(n− 1)
f2
ν +

(

k − 2

n− 1

)

Xfν +
2γ

n− 1
Y fν

− 1

n− 1
X2 +

( 2γ

n− 1
− α

)

XY +
(n− 2

n− 1
γ2 − γ

)

Y 2

]

u−γe−f .
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Recalling k = 2
n−1 and α = 2γ

n−1 ,

A′′(0)−G′(v0)V
′′(0)

6

∫

∂E

[

− (n− 1)λ− 1

n− 1
X2 − N + n− 1

N(n− 1)
f2
ν

+
2γ

n− 1
Y fν +

(n− 2

n− 1
γ2 − γ

)

Y 2

]

u−γe−f .

Using

−N + n− 1

N(n− 1)
f2
ν +

2γ

n− 1
Y fν 6

Nγ2

(N + n− 1)(n − 1)
Y 2

and 0 6 γ 6 N+n−1
N+n−2 , we obtain

A′′(0)−G′(v0)V
′′(0)

6

∫

∂E

[

− (n− 1)λ− 1

n− 1
X2 +

(N + n− 2

N + n− 1
γ2 − γ

)

Y 2

]

u−γe−f

6

∫

∂E

(

− (n− 1)λ− 1

n− 1
X2
)

u−γe−f .

Combining this with V ′(0) =
∫

∂E uα−γe−(k+1)f and X = G′(v0)uα−γe−kf ,

G′′(v0) =
A′′(0)−G′(v0)V ′′(0)

V ′2(0)

6 − (n− 1)λ ·
∫

∂E u−γe−f

(∫

∂E uα−γe−(k+1)f
)2 − G′2(v0)

n− 1
·
∫

∂E u2α−3γe−(2k+1)f

(∫

∂E uα−γe−(k+1)f
)2 .

Recalling infM u = 1 and γ > α,
∫

∂E
u−γe−f =

∫

∂E
u2γ−2αe2kf · u2α−3γe−(2k+1)f

> e−2kF

∫

∂E
u2α−3γe−(2k+1)f .

It then follows that

G′′(v0) 6

(

−(n− 1)λe−2kF − G′2(v0)
n− 1

)

·
∫

∂E u2α−3γe−(2k+1)f

(∫

∂E uα−γe−(k+1)f
)2 .

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
(
∫

∂E
uα−γe−(k+1)f

)2

=

(
∫

∂E
uα−

3
2
γe−k− 1

2
f · u 1

2
γe−

1
2
f

)2

6

(
∫

∂E
u2α−3γe−(2k+1)f

)(
∫

∂E
uγe−f

)

,

we see that

G′′(v0) 6

(

−(n− 1)λe−2kF − G′2(v0)
n− 1

)

· 1
∫

∂E uγe−f
.
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Recalling G(v0) = I(v0) =
∫

∂E uγe−f , we obtain (3.3). �

Proof of (2) in Theorem 1.2 when 3 6 n 6 7. Combining Lemma 3.1, (3.1),

(3.2) and Lemma 3.2, the function J := e−
F

n I is a continuous function on

[0, V1) satisfies the assumptions (a)-(c) in Lemma 3.1 with V1 = e−
F

n V0 and

Λ = λe−(2k+ 2
n
)F . Then

e−
F

n V0 6
(

λe−
(

2k+ 2
n

)

F )−n

2Vol(Sn)

and so

V0 6 e

(

kn+1+ 1
n

)

Fλ−n

2Vol(Sn).

By infM u = 1 and α > 0, we have

V0 =

∫

M
uαe−(k+1)f

> e−kF

∫

M
e−f = e−kFVolf (M,g).

Combining the above and recalling k = 2
n−1 ,

Volf (M,g) 6 e
(n+1)(3n−1)

n(n−1)
F · λ−n

2 Vol(Sn).

�

3.2. The case n > 8. In this case, ∂E may have singularities. The global
volume comparison can be proved by modifying the argument (of the case
3 6 n 6 7) verbatim as in [1, Proof of Lemma 2 (n > 8) in Appendix A].
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