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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 dvol
be the volume element of (M, g). For f € C°°(M), the triple (M, g, e~/ dvol,)
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

Aju = el div(e ' Vu) = Au— (Vu, V f).

It is clear that Ay is self-adjoint with respect to the weighted measure
et dvol;. As a natural generalization of the Ricci tensor, Lichnerowicz
[10] and Bakry-Emery [4] introduced the tensor

Ricy := Ric + Hessf,

and extensively investigated the connection between Ric; 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-
FEmery Ricci tensor is defined by

1
RiCZfV := Ric + Hessf — Ndf ® df .

We will discuss some comparison results for the N-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 A and Ric:

%A\Vu]z = |Hessu|* 4+ (Vu, VAu) + Ric(Vu, Vu)

(1.1) ,
> % + (Vu, VAu) + Ric(Vu, Vu).
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For the N-Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor, there is a counterpart:
%Af|Vu|2 = [Hessul|? + (Vu, VA ju) + Rics(Vu, Vu)

Comparing (LI)) and (L2]), one may regard the Bochner formula for Ric}v
of n-dimensional manifold as that for Ric of (N + n)-dimensional manifold.

(1.2)

+ (Vu, VAyu) + Ric} (Vu, Vu).

When Ric > (n — 1)\ > 0, the Bonnet-Myers theorem shows that
. T
diam(M, g) < s
while the Bishop-Gromov volume comparison states that for p € M, the
volume ratio function
Vol(B(p;))
Voly(r)

where Vol}(-) denotes the volume of geodesic ball in the n-dimensional

is decreasing on r € (0, 7/ \/X],

sphere with radius A3 In particular, the above implies the global vol-
ume comparison

(13)  Vol(M, g) < Vol (m/V/N) - lim S BP:7))

= A" 2 Vol(S™).
o Vo) Yels)

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 = oo, the situation
becomes subtle. When f is unbounded, the condition Ricy > (n — 1)A
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 = || flle(ar) < 00) is necessary when N = ooc.

When Ricﬁcv > (n—1)A>0and N € (0,00), Qian [18] showed that

N+n-—1

diam (M, g) <
(M. g) < /=

Sl

When N = oo, diameter comparison results are listed below:
o Wei-Wylie [20]: diam(M, g) < (1 + 707 F) - o

e Limoncu [12]: diam(M) < /1 + 2V2p. n

e Tadano [19]: diam(M) < /1 + > F-
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On the other hand, Bakry-Qian [6] proved that when Ricifv >(n—1)A>0,
then for p € M, the weighted volume ratio function

Vol¢(B(p,7)) . . IN+n—-1 =
14 ri— —————"> is decreasingonr € [ 0,4/ ———— - —|.
14) Vol 7 (r) 8 n—1 VA

When N = co, Wei-Wylie [20] proved that for p € M,

Vol (B(p, 7))
Vol H4E ()
Note that one does not obtain the global weighted volume comparison (i.e.
the weighted version of ([3])) since the limit in (L4 or (LH) blows up

when r — 0. To the best of our knowledge, such global weighted volume
comparison is still lacking.

(1.5) is decreasing on r € (0,77/4\/X].

Now let us go back to the n-dimenisnal Riemannian manifolds with Ric >
(n—1)X\ > 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) < A™"/?Vol(S"). Following the ideas developed in [2, 3] and u-
bubble method from Gromov [§], Antonelli-Xu [I] proved the global volume
comparison and diameter comparison in the spectrum sense (see also [211[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 v be a constant such

that
n—1
0<y<

n—2

Suppose that there exists a positive function u € C*°(M) such that
uRic(z) —vAu = (n — 1)A\u

for some A > 0. Here

Ric(z) = ver i]\I/}f|v|:1 Ric(v,v)

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

0 <infu < supu < oo,
M M

then the following comparison results hold:
(1) Diameter comparison:

=1
diam(M, g) < (?””4u> o
infy u

(2) Global volume comparison:
Vol(M, g) < A™"/2Vol(S™).

Motivated by Theorem [I.1], we aim to establish analogous results for the
N-Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor by adapting the approach of Antonelli-Xu [1J.
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Theorem 1.2. Let (M, g) be a complete n-dimensional Riemannian mani-
fold with n > 3, and N, v be two constants such that

N+n-—1

N+n—-2

Suppose that there exists a positive function u € C*°(M) such that
uRic}V(x) —yAfu > (n—1)\u

for some f € C°(M) and X\ > 0. Here

RicY(z):= inf  Ricl (v,
icy (z) vETxﬁ,M:l icy (v,v)

N € (—o00,—(n—1))U(0,+0), 0<~v<

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

0 <infu <supu < oo, F=|fllcon) < oo,
M M

then the following comparison results hold:

(1) Diameter comparison:

N+7L73,Y
suppy u \ N+n—=17 = [N4n—1 _m
) <m> n—1 Vo when N > 0,
diam(M, g) <
supppu\ 17 2L F —(n —
<infMu> en-17 - I when N < —(n —1).

(2) Global weighted volume comparison:
(n+1)(3n71)F

Volf(M,g) < e nn-D A"z Vol(S™).

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~/dvol,) with Ricﬁfv >(n—1)A>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 2 C Q4 C M be two domains such that 9Q_ # (), Q. # 0
and Q4 \ Q_ is compact. Let h € C*°(Q4 \ ©2_) be a function satisfying

lim h(z) =+oo, lim h(zr) = —oo uniformly.
x—0Q_ =004

Fix a constant k and a domain €y such that Q_ € Qp € Q.. For a set
with finite perimeter, we consider the functional

EQ) = /*Quye_f — /(XQ — XQO)huo‘e_(kH)f,
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where 0*Q) denotes the reduced boundary of ). By the similar argument
of [22, Proposition 2.1], the functional E must have a minimizer {2 such
that Q_ € Q € Q4. The classical geometric measure theory (see e.g. [14],
Theorem 27.5, Theorem 28.1]) shows that 02 is smooth when n < 7 while
the singular part of 02 has Hausdorff dimension no more than n — 8.

2.1. The case 3 < n < 7. For any ¢ € C®(M), let {Q}ic(—cc) be a
smooth family of sets satisfying

o (2 =

) % = v, where v denotes the outer unit normal of 0€;.

We compute the first variation:

0= gE(Qt)‘ = / (H 4 yu=tu, — f, — hu® e " e T p.
dt t=0 el

Since ¢ is arbitrary, then we obtain
(2.1) H=f,+hu Ve " —quly,.
We next compute the second variation:

d2
< —
0< dtQE(Qt)‘

= / ( — Doawp — [I1[7p — Ric(v, v)p — yu~2ujep
o0
+yu p(Au — Agou — Huy,) —yu™" (Vaqu, Vaae)
— Hessf(v,v)¢ + (Vaaf, Voap) — hyu® e ko
— (a —y)hu 7 tye o + k‘hua_ve_kff,,4p> we .

t=0

By the definition of A; and RiC‘JfV )
— Ric(v,v)p + yu tpAu — Hessf (v, v)g
. 1 _
(2.2) = — (RicY (v,v) + fo)(p—i—’yu Lo(Aju+ (Vu, Vf))
1
= (vApu— uRicjcV(V, V))u_lgp — focp + yuto(Vu, V£).
It then follows that
1
0< [ (= Bong— IPe+ (17— ukic (n0))uty — f2e
o0
+yuT p(Vu, V) = yu™ube + yu o(—Aaqu — Huy)

—yu” (Vaqu, Vaap) + (Voaf, Vaar) — hyu e ¢
— (o = Y hu 7 Ly e R o + khuo‘_“’e—kff,,go) uwe .
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Lemma 2.1. When ¢ =u™" and o = ]\'fivrflv, we have

2

0< / (_ (4k — (n — 1)K*)N + 4u2a—2“fe—’ffh2
a0 4(N +n— 1)

+ |[Vh[u*™7 — (n — 1))\ekf>u_'ye_(k+1)f.

Proof. By ¢ = u™Y and v > 0, we see that
(2.3) —Asap —yu pAsqu—yu~ (Vaqu, Vaap) = —yu™ %[ Vaqul* <0
and

yu T o(Vu, V) + (Vaaf, Vaop)

2.4
( ) = ,Yu—'y—l ((VU, Vf> - <V69U7 v89f>) = ’Yu_’y_lul/fu-

Combining the above with |IT|> > 2 and YA pu — uRicﬁcV < —(n—1)y,

n—1

H? 1
0< /aQ < - 1u_7 —(n—1DA "7 — fou_y +yu ", f,
— 202 — u T T Huy, — hyu® Ve Ry

— (o = ) hu "y e Ry 4 k‘huo‘_ye_kff,,u_v) e/

H? 1 _
<[ (e e
—yu2u2 — yu T Huy, + [Vhu® Ve
— (o = y)hu® "y e R 4 k:hua_'ye_kffl,) uw Ve S

Set X = hu® Ve *f and Y = u~'u,. By @), we have H = f, + X — Y.
Direct calculation shows

_(fu+X_7Y)2_ . _l 2
0</@9{ (n=1DA—

n—1

+AY fy =Y =Y (f + X —7Y)

+ |VAu® Ve 4 (v —a) XY + kX f,,] u Vet

:/89[—(ni1+%)f3+<k—%)Xfy+%ny

e D o e

n — n—1 n—1

+ [Vhju®Ye ™ — (n — 1))\} u Ve S,
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It is clear that

1 1 2y
(o) (e )X s
_1 1 -1 2 2y 1?
Z (n ) [(k_n—l)X+ —1Y}
N((n—1)k ) X2 N((n—1)k—2)y Xy
4(N—|—n—1)(n—1) (N+n—-1)(n-1)
+ Nv* 2
(N+n—-1)(n-1)
and so
(n—1)k*—4k)N —4 _, kN + 2
< - " N~
0\/39[ AN +n—1) XJF(NJrn—17 O‘)XY
NAn=2 5  \ye oy g—kf _ (y -~
(N—l—n—lfy ’y)Y + |[Vhlu“ e (n—DAu Ve /.
Sincea:]\];f:zly and 0 < v < %iz ;,then
(4k — (n — D)K*)N +4 _, .
< _ X a=Yo=kf _ (1 Y= T
0 /69[ IN+n=1 + |Vhlu® e (n ))\]u e

Recalling X = hu®"Ye "/ we obtain
0< / (_ (4k — (n — 1)k*)N +4 2021 =2 2
0 4N +n-1)
+ |Vh|u® Ve R — (n — 1))\> u Vet
— / (_ (4k— (’I’L— 1)k2)N+4u2a—2fye—kfh2
0 4N +n-1)
+ |[Vh|u*™7 — (n — 1))\ekf>u_ve_(k+1)f,

as required. O

Lemma 2.2. Let (M,g) be a complete Rz’emanm’an manifold and C, D be
two positive constants. If diam(M,g) > \/C—, then there exist two domains

Q_ CQy C M and function h € C*™®(Q4 \ Q_) such that
e O #£0, 00, #0 and Q4 \ Q_ is compact;
o lim, ,p0_ h(x) = +o00 and lim,_,p0, h(xz) = —oco uniformly;
e |Vh| < Ch?+D.

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

Now we are in a position to prove diameter comparison when 3 < n < 7.
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Proof of (1) in Theorem [I.2 when 3 < n < 7. When the constant k satisfies

kN + 2 4k — (n — 1)k*)N +4
Ve <1 and ( (n ) ) > 0,
N+n-1 4N +n-1)
we have o = A’;f:_zlfy < v and define two positive constants by
O (4k — (n = DA*)N +4  (supy u)** ™ o IHIF
4N +n-1) (infpr u)*™7
and

—

g
D=(n-1)\ <infu> e~ IFIE
M
Then Lemma 2] shows
0< / <|Vh|u°‘_7 — C(infu)* "h* — D(inf u)a—v) u Ve DS
90 M M

< / (yvm — Ch? — D) w2 e (kD
o0

: . : :
If diam(M,g) > J¢p then we choose h as in Lemma and obtain a

contradiction. Thus diam(M, g) < \/% and so

y—a 2|k|F T
. sup; u 4((V +n — 1) € [kl
dallM < . : ’ — ' )
! ( ’g) <1Hf7\[u> \/(4/4:—(71—1)/4;2)]\74-4 n 1 \/X

When N > 0, we choose k = 0. Then a = % and

Sup ;s U NA1Y N4+n—-1 =
diam(M,g)<< Do > =T -

infpr u n—-1 x
When N < —(n — 1), we choose k = —2;. Then a = % and
nflli,\/
. suppsu\ 2 p
diam(M, g) < ensP L T
fam (M, 9) (infMu> ‘ vV

O

2.2. The case n > 8. In this case, {2 may have singularities. The diameter
comparison can be proved by modifying the argument (of the case 3 < n < 7)
verbatim as in [, 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. [Il Lemma 4]).

Lemma 3.1. Let Vi € (0,4+00) be a constant and J : [0,V1) — R be a
continuous function such that

(a) J(0) =0 and J(v) >0 forv € (0,V1);
(b) limsup,_,o+ v_nTﬂJ(v) < nVol(IB%")%.
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(c) J"J < S CH . (n — 1)A in the viscosity sense on (0,V}) for some

n—1
positive constant A;

Then Vi < A~z Vol(S™).

We assume without loss of generality that infa; v = 1. Set
2y 2

n—1 n—1

By (1) of Theorem [[2], M is compact and so Vg := [,, u®e~*+1f is finite.
Define the weighted isoperimetric profile:
I(v) = inf {/ we / : E € M has finite perimeter, and / u®e” kDS — v}

E E
for all v € [0, V), where 0*E denotes the reduced boundary of E. It is clear
that
(3.1) I(0) = 0 and I(v) > 0 for v € (0,Vp).

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

Since infp;u = 1 and M is compact, then there exists a point g € M
such that u(zg) = 1. When r < 1, we have the asymptotical expansion:

/ e—(k—l—l)f _ Vol(Bn)Tne—(k—l—l)f(mo) + O(Tn+1)
By (zo)

and
/ e~/ = nVol(B”)r”_le_f(xo) +O(r").
OBr(z0)

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

n—1 %ﬂl‘o)

I(v) < nVol(B") v ¢ +o(v™)
= nVol(IB%”)%vnTﬂe%f(xo) + o(vﬂ)
< nVol(B”)%vnTﬂe%F + o(vnTil),
2

where we used k£ = —=5 in the second line. This shows

(3.2) lim sup v_nTﬂI(v) < nVol(IBB")%e%F.

v—07F

For each vy € (0,Vp) and let E be the volume-constrained minimizer of

Vg, 1.e.
/uo‘e_(k+1)f = vy, / we ™ = TI(v).
E E

The classical geometric measure theory (see e.g. [I5, Section 3.10]) shows
that OF is smooth when n < 7 while the singular part of F has Hausdorff
dimension no more than n — 8.
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3.1. The case 3 <n<".

Lemma 3.2. The function I satisfies
(I')?

[//[g_
n—1

— (n— D Xe™ 2" in the viscosity sense on (0,Vp).

Proof. Fix vg € (0,V) and let E be the above volume-constrained minimizer
of vg. For any ¢ € C®(M), let {E;}ic(—c) be a smooth family of sets
satisfying

o Ey=FE;

0B, _

® 5

Write

v, where v denotes the outer unit normal of OF;.

V(t):/ u®e”k+Df A(t):/ we /.
Ey OB

Direct calculation shows

VI(O) _ / uae—(k-i-l)f(p’
OF

V"(0) = /a (H + autuy — (k+ 1)f,,)u°”e‘(’f+1>f(p2 +ute DT g
E

and
A(0) = / (H — f, +yu  u)ure T,
oF

A(0) = /a (= Do — Ric(v ) = N — Hess (1)
+ (Vorf, Vore) +yuto(Au — Agpu — Hu,)

-f

—yutule — yu (Vaqu, Vag@)u”e @

+ (H - fvt+ ’Yu_luu) (’yu_lu,jtp — fup+ @, + H(p)u“’e_fgp.
For later use, we simplify the expression of A”(0). By the same calculation

of ([2.2), we have
— Ric(v,v)p + yu tpAu — Hessf (v, v)p
= (vAju — uRicﬁcV(l/, v))ute — %ffgp +yu"to(Vu, V f).

Then
A" (0) = /8E < — Aoy — 1% + (YA ju — uRic}V(l/, V))u_lcp - % 20

+yu” o(Vu, V) + (Vorf, Vore) —yu up

+yu (= Aopu — Hu,) — yu~" (Vaqu, Voap)

+(H = fy+7u7tw) (T g = fop + o+ He) Jule .
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Since FE is a volume-constrained minimizer, we know that if
V'(0) = / ue kDI, =0,
oF
then
A(0) = / (H — f, +yu" uy ) u ek - yoe= kD, — 0,
oF

This shows

(H — f, + yu~tu, )u’ ek = constant on E.

Next, we choose ¢ = u~7 and so
V'(0) :/ u Ve~ DS > 0,
0F

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

G(vo) = I(vp) and G(v) > I(v) near vy.
Thus G is a upper barrier of I at vyg. To prove Lemma B.2] it then suffices
to show

B G/2 (UO)

(3.3) G(v9)G" (vg) < —(n —1)Ae 2F,
Using the chain rule and the formula for the derivative of inverse function,
we compute

A’(0)

(34)  G'(vo) = A(0) (V1) (vg) = V7(0) = (H — f, +yu ) ur=%ek,

and

_ A0 AO)VT0)  A"(0) — G (v)V"(0)
- V’2(0) V’3(0) - V’2(0) ’
We split the argument of (3.3)) into two steps:

G//('U())

Step 1. Compute V”(0) and A”(0).

It is clear that
V7 (0) = / <H —(k+1)fy + (a— v)u_lu,,>ua_2’7e—(’f+1)f.
OF

For A”(0), the same calculations of (2.3) and (2.4) show
—Appp —yu" pAppu —yu (Vapu, Voge) = —yu " ?[Vapul* <0

and
yu T o (Vu, V) + (Vorf, Vore) = yu™ " u, f.
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Combining the above with [II|? > nH—_21 and YA pu — uRic}V < —(n— 1)\,
we obtain

2
A"(0) < / (— Ll uw = (n—1)A"7 — ifgu_V
OF N

n—1

+yu "y, f — w202 — yuT T Ha,

+ (H - fu + VU_luu)(_fuu_’y + HU_’Y))G_f

H? 1 . —1 —2, 2
= (— —(n—l))\—ﬁf,,+7u Uy fr —yu “u,
oF

n—1

- yu_lHu,, + (H —fu+ Wu_lu,,) ( — fu+ H))u_ve_f.

Step 2. Verify (B3.3)).

For convenience, we introduce X = G'(vg)u® Ve ™ and Y = ulu,.
Then (B3.4) shows
H=f+X—-~Y

We compute
G/(UO)V”(O) = / u'Y—aekfX . (X _ k‘fu + (a _ 2,},)}/) ua—2-ye—(k+1)f
oF
= / (X = kX [y + (- 27)XY> u Vet
oF

and

< [ [SEEXEE - Ly,

n—1

— Y2 =AY (f+ X —9Y) + X(X — ’yY)] u el

ARG

1 2
+ 2—7ny (1 - —>X2 (—'Y - 27>XY
1 n—1

n—2 2|, —v,—f
+ ( 1’y )Y ]u e /.
It then follows that
A" (0) — G’ (ve)V"(0)

N+n-1 2
</é)E[—(n—l))\—mfg‘i‘(k‘——)Xfu-F —

2 —9
S X2+< 7 —a)XY+< 2 >Y2 u et
n—1 n—1 -1

2
- X




Spectral comparison results for the N-Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor 13

_ 2y
1 and o = =5,

A"( ) = G'(v0)V"(0)
’y) Y2] uw e S,

Recalling k =

2 —2
+ = qu+<n—fy2—
n—1 n—1
Using
NAn—1, 2y No? 2
_ Yf, < Y
No-D 7 Tt S N oD D

and 0 < v < JNVIZ %, we obtain

A"(0) = G'(wo)V"(0)

1 2 N+n-2 , ol v —f
< — - L — — Y
\/EjE[ (n—1)\ _1X <N—|—n—17 7>Y}u e

< =)A= X2y e
/aE ( (n—1)A m— )u e
Jopu™ e * DS and X = G/ (vo)ueTe k7,

Combining this with V/(0) =
A"(0) — G"(v)V"(0)
1
G"(vo) = 772(0)
G2 (UO) faE w237~ (2k+1)f

<—(7'L—1))\ faE Te” 5 1 . 5
(Jopuoes (kH)f) e (Jop ua—re-(HD1)

Recalling infp; u =1 and v >

/ u—'ye—f _ / u2’y—2ae2kf . u2o¢—3’ye—(2k+1)f
OFE OFE

> e—2kF/ u2o¢—3’ye—(2k+1)f‘
oF

w2037 p—(2k+1)f

It then follows that
_ G?(w0)\ Jor
G (vg) < <—(n— DAe 2 — ) TEETRER
( uc—Ye— +1)f)

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

2 , 2
</ ua—ve—(k+1)f> _ (/ ua—ive—k—éf.uéve—§f>
OF OF
< (/ u2a—3'ye—(2k+1)f> (/ u'ye—f> ’
oF oF

we see that
G"(v9) < [ —(n — D)Ae 2 — G () !
0/ = n—1 Jopure=!’
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Recalling G(vo) = I(v0) = [5p uVe~ 7| we obtain ([B.3). O

Proof of (2) in Theorem [1.2 when 3 < n < 7. Combining Lemma 3.1 (B.1]),
B2) and Lemma B2 the function J := e~ 1 is a continuous function on
[0, V1) satisfies the assumptions (a)-(c) in Lemma B with V; = e~ % Vy and
A = e~ @DF  Then

e wVy < (Ae—(%*%)F)‘%Vol(S")
and so
Vo < e+ FA=5 oy sm).
By infp;u =1 and « > 0, we have

Vo :/ u®e DS > e_kF/ e f = e_kFVOIf(M,g).
M M

Combining the above and recalling k = %,

(n4+1)(3n—1) r

Volp(M,g) < e n0-D . A"3Vol(S").

O

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