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GEOMETRIC AND ANALYTICAL RESULTS

FOR ρ-EINSTEIN SOLITONS

CAIO COIMBRA

Abstract. In this article, we study geometric and analytical features of complete non-
compact ρ-Einstein solitons, which are self-similar solutions of the Ricci-Bourguignon
flow. We study the spectrum of the drifted Laplacian operator for complete gradient
shrinking ρ-Einstein soliton. Moreover, similar to classical results due to Calabi-Yau
and Bishop for complete Riemannian manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature, we
prove new volume growth estimates for geodesic balls of complete noncompact ρ-Einstein
solitons. In particular, the rigidity case is discussed. In addition, we establish weighted
volume growth estimates for geodesic balls of such manifolds.

1. Introduction

The classical Lichnerowicz theorem [28] states that if (Mn, g) is a compact (without
boundary) Riemannian manifold with bounded Ricci curvature Ric ≥ α, where α is a
positive constant, then the first nonzero eigenvalue λ1(∆) of the Laplacian operator ∆, also
known as spectrum gap, must satisfy λ1(∆) ≥ n

n−1α. Furthermore, Obata’s theorem [34]

says that the equality holds if and only if (Mn, g) is a n-dimensional sphere with constant
sectional curvature α

n−1 . This raised the question whether a similar result holds true for
smooth metric measure spaces. In this context, we recall that a smooth metric measure
space (Mn, g, e−fdV ) is a complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with a potential
function f : M → R and the weighted volume e−fdV in M. For such spaces, it is more
natural to consider the drifted Laplacian operator

∆f = ∆− 〈∇f,∇ · 〉,

This comes from the fact that ∆f is a densely defined self-adjoint operator in L2(M, e−fdv)
and hence, for u, v ∈ C∞

0 (M), one sees that
∫

M

u∆fve
−f dV = −

∫

M

〈∇u,∇v〉e−f dV.

Moreover, instead of the usual Ricci tensor, we may consider the Bakry-Émery Ricci tensor
given by

Ricf := Ric+∇2f,

where ∇2f stands for the hessian of the potential function f. However, it is important to
highlight that, in this case, there are some topological differences. For example, the Bonnet-
Myers theorem is false under the assumption that Ricf ≥ δ > 0 (for f non-constant) and
such a manifold may not be compact, as is the case of the Gaussian shrinking soliton

(Rn, g
can

, f(x) = |x|2

4 ).

By the works of Bakry-Émery [2], Morgan [29], Hein-Naber [25] and Cheng-Zhou [16], it
is known the following Lichnerowicz-Obata type theorem for smooth metric measure spaces.
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Theorem 1 ([2, 16, 25, 29]). Let (Mn, g, e−fdV ) be a complete smooth metric measure
space with Ricf ≥ α

2 g for some positive constant α. Then the spectrum of the drifted Lapla-
cian operator ∆f is discrete and the first nonzero eigenvalue, denoted by λ1(∆f ), must
satisfy

(1.1) λ1(∆f ) ≥
α

2
.

Moreover, equality holds in (1.1) with multiplicity k ≥ 1 if and only if

(1) 1 ≤ k ≤ n;
(2) M is a noncompact manifold which is isometric to Σn−k×R

k with the product metric
for some complete (n− k)-dimensional manifold (Σ, gΣ) satisfying RicΣf ≥ α

2 gΣ and

λ1(∆
Σ
f ) >

α
2 ;

(3) By passing an isometry, for (x, t) ∈ Σn−k × R
k,

f(x, t) = f(x, 0) +
α

2
|t|2.

In this article, we are going to investigate the geometry of gradient ρ-Einstein solitons.
In particular, we shall provide a result similar to Theorem 1 for such spaces. Before stating
our main results, let us recall the definition of such manifolds. For a given ρ ∈ R, we say
that (Mn, g, f, λ) is a gradient ρ-Einstein soliton if it satisfies the equation

(1.2) Ric+∇2f = (ρR + λ)g.

Following the terminology used in Ricci solitons, we say that the ρ-Einstein soliton is shrink-
ing, steady or expanding if λ > 0, λ = 0 or λ < 0, respectively. When ρ = 1

2(n−1) , it is

called Schouten soliton; see [12]. Moreover, notice that the gradient Ricci soliton equation
is obtained when ρ = 0 in (1.2).

Gradient ρ-Einstein solitons were first considered in [12]. By the works of Catino, Mazzieri
and Mongodi [11], it is known that such solitons arise as self-similar solutions of the Ricci-
Bourguignon flow introduced by Bourguignon in [8]

∂

∂t
gt = −2(Ricgt − ρRgt);

see also [13]. In the last years, several topological, geometric and analytical features con-
cerning Schouten solitons have also been proven. For instance, Catino and Mazzieri [12]
showed that a complete steady Schouten soliton must be Ricci flat. Moreover, they proved
that 3-dimensional Schouten solitons are isometric to R

3, S3 or S2×R. While Borges [6] clas-
sified gradient Schouten solitons with vanishing Bach tensor. Furthermore, he [7] obtained
interesting results regarding the asymptotic behavior of the potential function f and the
norm of its gradient. Cunha, Lemos and Roing [20] established some conditions for which
ρ-Einstein solitons have constant scalar curvature; see also [36]. Despite those results, it is
still interesting to show that such manifolds are analytic. In [11], Catino et al. proved that
if ρ /∈ { 1

n
, 1
2(n−1)}, then the metric g and the potential function f must be analytic.

Among the examples of ρ-Einstein solitons, we may mention that Einstein manifolds are
natural examples of ρ-Einstein solitons with constant potential function f. However, it is
interesting to obtain examples with non-constant potential function f, i.e., a nontrivial ρ-
Einstein soliton. A classical nontrivial example can be obtained in the generalized cylinder
(see [7]). To be precise, for n ≥ 3, k ≤ n, λ ∈ R and ρ ∈ R with ρ 6= 1

k
, we consider a

k-dimensional Einstein manifold (Σk, gΣ) with scalar curvature RΣ = kλ
1−ρk

. Besides, for

(x, p) ∈ R
n−k × Σk, it suffices to take the potential function

f(x, p) =
1

2

(

λ

1− ρk

)

‖x‖2
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to conclude that (Rn−k×Σk, g, f, λ) is a nontrivial ρ-Einstein soliton, where g is the product
metric. At the same time, we highlight that ρ-Einstein solitons with constant scalar cur-
vature are precisely gradient Ricci solitons; see [24]. Hence, it is very important to present
examples of ρ-Einstein solitons with non-constant scalar curvature. As it was observed by
Gomes and Agila, H ×h F

2 and R ×h F
2, where F

2 is a complete 2-dimensional Ricci flat
manifold, are nontrivial ρ-Einstein solitons with non-constant scalar curvature; for more
details, see Examples 1 and 2 in Section 2; see also [1].

We are ready to state our first result. Here, we establish the following Lichnerowicz-
Obata type theorem for gradient shrinking ρ-Einstein solitons. More precisely, we have the
following result.

Theorem 2. Let (Mn, g, f, λ) be a complete gradient shrinking ρ-Einstein soliton with
ρ > 0 and nonnegative scalar curvature. Then the following assertions hold:

(1) The spectrum of ∆f is discrete;
(2) λ1(∆f ) ≥ λ;

(3) Equality holds in assertion (2) if and only if (Mn, g, f) is (Rn, δij ,
λ
2 |x|

2), i.e., the

Gaussian shrinking soliton (Rn, δij ,
|x|2

4 ), up to scaling.

It should be pointed out that the discreteness and the lower bound for the spectrum
gap also follow from Theorem 1. However, a crucial advantage of our approach is that the
rearrangement of the proof of Theorem 1 guarantees the rigidity case.

As a consequence of Theorem 2 combined with the scalar curvature estimates proved by
Catino and Mazzieri [12, Corollary 5.2] and Borges [7, Theorem 1.1], we get the following
corollary for Schouten solitons.

Corollary 1. Let (Mn, g, f, λ) be a complete gradient shrinking Schouten soliton. Then
the following assertions hold:

(1) The spectrum of ∆f is discrete;
(2) λ1(∆f ) ≥ λ;

(3) Equality holds in assertion (2) if and only if (Mn, g, f) is (Rn, δij ,
λ
2 |x|

2), i.e., the

Gaussian shrinking soliton (Rn, δij ,
|x|2

4 ), up to scaling.

A good knowledge of the volume growth rate is another important geometric information
on which various other properties of the underlying Riemannian manifold are derived. A
classical theorem due to Calabi [9] and Yau [38] asserts that the geodesic balls of complete
noncompact manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature have at least linear volume growth.
While the classical Bishop volume comparison theorem [5] guarantees that the geodesic balls
of complete noncompact Riemannian manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature have at
most polynomial volume growth. Similar results were obtained for gradient Ricci solitons in
[10, 14, 30, 31] and quasi-Einstein manifolds in, e.g., [3, 4, 18]. Recently, Borges [7] adapted
some ideas by Cao and Zhou [10] in order to prove volume growth estimates for Schouten
solitons. To be precise, he showed that given a complete noncompact shrinking Schouten
soliton, there are positive constants C1, C2 and r0, depending only on λ and n, such that

C1r
n
2 −

(n−2)θ
4(n−1)λ ≤ V ol(Bq(r)) ≤ C2r

n−
(n−2)δ
2(n−1)λ ,

for any r > r0, where q ∈ M , δ = infp∈M R(p) and θ = supp∈M R(p). The proof of this
result relies on the behavior of the potential function f. In particular, it is not clear whether
the same approach is valid for ρ-Einstein solitons in general. In the same context, Munteanu
and Wang [32, Theorem 1.4] showed that any n-dimensional smooth metric measure space
(Mn, g, e−fdv) with Ricf ≥ 1

2 and |∇f |2 ≤ f must satisfy V ol(Bp(r)) ≤ c(n)rn, for all
r > 0, where c(n) is a constant depending only on the dimension of the manifold. While
Cheng, Ribeiro and Zhou [18, Theorem 5] obtained the precise value of the constant c(n) for
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gradient shrinking Ricci solitons. Similar estimates are interesting for ρ-Einstein solitons.
Here, by adapting some techniques outlined in [18], we establish the following volume growth
estimate for geodesic balls of complete noncompact ρ-Einstein solitons.

Theorem 3. Let (Mn , g, f) be a complete noncompact n-dimensional gradient ρ-Einstein
soliton with ρ > 0 and R ≥ 0. Then, for all r > 0, the volume of the geodesic ball Bp(r)
must satisfy

(1.3) V ol(Bp(r)) ≤

∫

Sn−1

∫ r

0

eΦrn−1drdθ,

where

Φ = −
λr2

6
+ f(θ, r) + f(p)−

2

r

∫ r

0

f(θ, s), ds.

Moreover, equality holds in (1.3) for all r > 0 if and only if (Mn, g, f) is (Rn, δij ,
λ|x−p|2

2 ),

i.e., the Gaussian shrinking soliton (Rn, δij ,
|x|2

4 ), up to scaling and translation.

We point out that Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 are also true if we assume ρ < 0 and
R ≤ 0 with a minor difference in the rigidity part of Theorem 2 and the proof of this fact
is essentially the same.

In general, as in the case of smooth metric measure spaces, it is also very important to
obtain weighted volume growth estimates for geodesic balls for ρ-Einstein solitons. This is
because the existence of the potential function f provides us useful analytical information
associated with the drifted Laplacian operator. In [1, Lemma 1], Agila and Gomes proved
an estimate for the weighted volume of geodesic balls under some conditions involving the
scalar curvature and the potential function. However, it is not hard to check that the integral
expression obtained by them in the result diverges. Therefore, it is interesting to obtain
new (refined) volume growth estimates for such manifolds. As a consequence of the proof
of Theorem 3, we have the following result.

Theorem 4. Let (Mn, g, f) be a complete noncompact n-dimensional gradient ρ-Einstein
soliton. Then

(1.4) V olf (Bp(r)) ≤

∫

Sn−1

∫ r

0

eΨrn−1drdθ,

where

Ψ = −
λr2

6
+ f(p)−

2

r

∫ r

0

f(θ, s)ds−
1

r

∫ r

0

∫ s

0

tρRdtds.

Combining Theorem 4 and the potential function estimates obtained by Munteanu and
Wang [33, Theorem 0.4], we get the following corollary.

Corollary 2. Let (Mn, g, f) be a complete noncompact n-dimensional gradient shrinking
ρ-Einstein soliton with ρR ≥ δ > −λ. Then there exists r0 > 0 such that, for all r ≥ r0,

(1.5) V olf (Bp(r)) ≤

∫

Sn−1

∫ r

0

e
r2

2 rn−1drdθ.

In other words, Corollary 2 asserts that the weighted volume of a complete noncompact
gradient shrinking ρ-Einstein soliton with ρR ≥ δ > −λ is less than or equal to the weighted
volume of the Gaussian shrinking soliton.

Remark 1. We highlight that under the hypothesis of Corollary 2, it follows that Ric +
∇2f ≥ (δ+λ), which is a positive constant. In this situation, Wei and Wylie [37, Theorem
3.1] proved a similar estimate.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present some basic results on ρ-
Einstein solitons and explicit examples. Section 3 contains the proofs of Theorems 2, 3 and
4, respectively.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, we present basic facts that are useful for the establishment of the main
results. Moreover, we will describe some examples of gradient ρ-Einstein solitons. To begin
with, for a fixed p ∈ M, in terms of the polar normal coordinates at p, we may write the
volume element as J(θ, r)dr∧dθ, where dθ is the volume element of the (n− 1)-dimensional
sphere S

n−1. From the Gauss lemma, it is known that the area element of the geodesic
sphere is given by J(θ, r)dθ. Now, consider x = (θ, r), a point outside of the cut-locus C(p)
of p, and define

w(θ, r) =
∂

∂r
log J(θ, r) =

∂J
∂r

J
(θ, r).

The second area variational formula in polar coordinates is given by

(2.1)
∂2J

∂r2
(θ, r) = −

n−1
∑

i,j=1

h2
ij(θ, r)J(θ, r) −Ric

( ∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r

)

J(θ, r) +

(

∂J
∂r

)2

J
(θ, r),

where hij(θ, r) stands for the second fundamental form of ∂Bp(r). Moreover, notice that

(2.2)
∂w

∂r
(θ, r) =

∂2J
∂r2

J
(θ, r) − w2(θ, r).

Plugging (2.2) into (2.1), one sees that

∂w

∂r
(θ, r) + w2(θ, r) = −

n−1
∑

i,j=1

h2
ij(θ, r) −Ric

( ∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r

)

+

(

∂J
∂r

)2

J2
(θ, r).

Since hij is a 2-tensor, we have |h|2 ≥ H
n−1, where H(θ, r) is the mean curvature of ∂Bp(r).

Therefore, it follows that

(2.3)
∂w

∂r
(θ, r) +

1

n− 1
H2(θ, r) +Ric

( ∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r

)

≤ 0.

Finally, notice that from the first area variational formula that H(θ, r) = w(θ, r). From
this, one concludes that w(θ, r) must satisfy

(2.4) w′(θ, r) +
1

n− 1
w2(θ, r) +Ric

( ∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r

)

≤ 0,

where w′ := ∂w
∂r

and Ric
(

∂
∂r
, ∂
∂r

)

stands for the Ricci curvature in the radial direction; for

more details see, e.g., [27].
Proceeding, we recall special features established by Catino et al. [11] for ρ-Einstein

solitons. The case of gradient Ricci solitons was proved by Hamilton [26].

Lemma 1 ([11]). Let (Mn, g, f, λ) be a gradient ρ-Einstein soliton. Then the following
equations hold:

(1) ∆f = (nρ− 1)R+ nλ;
(2) (1 − 2(n− 1)ρ)∇R = 2Ric(∇f);
(3) (1 − 2(n− 1)ρ)∆R = 〈∇R,∇f〉+ 2(ρR2 − |Ric|2 + λR).

In [7], Borges obtained some useful properties regarding the scalar curvature and the norm
of the gradient of the potential function. To be precise, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 1 ([7]). Let (Mn, g, f, λ) be a complete noncompact Schouten soliton. Sup-
pose that λ > 0 (λ < 0, respectively). Then the potential function f attains a global minimum
(maximum, respectively) and is unbounded from above (below, respectively). Furthermore,
we have:

0 ≤ Rλ ≤ 2(n− 1)λ2
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and
2λ(f − f0) ≤ |∇f |2 ≤ 4λ(f − f0),

where f0 = minp∈M f(p) (f0 = maxp∈M f(p), respectively).

We remark that Catino and Mazzieri [12] found the lower bound for the scalar curvature
when λ > 0 using the Ricci-Bourguignon flow. To the best of our knowledge, there is no
version of Proposition 1 for ρ-Einstein solitons in general.

In [7], Borges also obtained the following proposition concerning the asymptotic behavior
of the potential function of a shrinking Schouten soliton.

Proposition 2 ([7]). Let (Mn, g, f, λ) be a complete noncompact shrinking Schouten soli-
ton. Then we have:

λ

4
(d(p, q) −A1)

2 ≤ f(p)− f0 ≤ λ(d(p, q) +A2)
2,

where f0 = minp∈M f(p) and q is a point in M, A1 and A2 are positive constants depending
only on λ and the unit ball Bq(1) with d(p, q) > 2.

In the rest of this section, we are going to present some nontrivial examples of ρ-Einstein
solitons; for more details, see, e.g., [1].

Example 1. Consider the standard 1-dimensional hyperbolic space H and let F
2 be a

complete 2-dimensional Ricci flat manifold. So, we choose h(x) = coth(x) and f(x) =
2
3 log(cosh(x)). Besides, H×h F

2 with the warping metric and potential function f satisfies

Ric+∇2f = −
2 + 4 cosh(2x)

3 cosh4(x)
.

Therefore, it defines a steady ρ-Einstein soliton with ρ = 1
3 and nonconstant scalar curvature

given by

R = −
2 + 4 cosh(2x)

cosh4(x)
.

Reasoning as in the previous case, it is not hard to check the following example.

Example 2. Consider the metric cosh2(x)δ in R and let F2 be a complete 2-dimensional
Ricci flat manifold. By taking h = cosh(x) and f = 1

12 (8 log(cosh(x) + cos(2x)), one sees

that R×h F
2 satisfies

Ric+∇2f = −
3− sinh4(x)

3 cosh4(x)
,

with h as warping function and f as potential function. So, R×h F
2 is a gradient shrinking

ρ-Einstein soliton with ρ = λ = 1
3 and scalar curvature given by

R = −
3 + cosh(2x)

3 cosh4(x)
.

As it was pointed out by Agila and Gomes [1], Examples 1 and 2 have complete metrics.
In the sequel, we present an example endowed with non-complete metric.

Example 3. Consider R
n, n ≥ 3 with coordinates x = (x1, . . . , xn) and metric g = e2ξδ,

where ξ =
∑n

i=1 αixi and
∑n

i=1 α
2
i = 1. Again, let F

m be a Ricci flat manifold. Besides,

choosing h = eξ and f = c
2e

ξ − (2−m−n)
2 ξ as warping function and potential function,

respectively. So, it is not difficult to check that Rn ×h F
m must satisfy

Ric+∇2f = c+
2−m− n

2
e−2ξ.

Then, Rn×hF
m is a gradient Schouten soliton with λ = c. Furthermore, the scalar curvature

is given by
R = −(m+ n− 2)(m+ n− 1)e−2ξ.
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Example 3 guarantees that the completeness hypothesis cannot be removed in the results
by Catino and Mazzieri [12, Theorem 1.5] and Borges [7, Theorem 1.1].

3. Proof of the Main Results

In this section, we shall present the proof of Theorems 2, 3 and 4 and Corollary 2

3.1. Proof of Theorem 2.

Proof. To begin with, we consider an eigenfunction of the drifted Laplacian operator ∆f ,
i.e.,

∆fu+ δu = 0,

∫

M

u2e−fdV < ∞,

where u ∈ H1(M,µ) ∩C∞(M). From the weighted Böchner formula

1

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

one sees that

1

2
∆f |∇u|2 = |∇2u|2 − δ|∇u|2 + (ρR+ λ)|∇u|2

= |∇2u|2 + (λ− δ)|∇u|2 + ρR|∇u|2.(3.1)

From now on, we adapt some ideas outlined by Cheng and Zhou in [16] to prove the lower
bound estimate. Fix a point p ∈ M and let Br be the geodesic ball centered at p with radius
r. Moreover, choose a cut-off function φ such that φ ≡ 1 in Br, φ ≡ 0 outside Br+1 and
|∇φ| ≤ 1. Besides, multiplying (3.1) by φ2 and integrating over M, one obtains that

1

2

∫

M

φ2∆f |∇u|2dµ =

∫

M

φ2|∇2u|2dµ+ (λ− δ)

∫

M

φ2|∇u|2dµ

+ρ

∫

M

φ2R|∇u|2dµ,(3.2)

where dµ = e−fdV.
Next, by the weighted Green formula, one deduces that

∫

M

φ2∆f |∇u|2dµ = −

∫

M

〈∇φ2,∇|∇u|2〉dµ

= −4

∫

M

φ〈∇∇φ∇u,∇u〉dµ(3.3)

= −4

∫

M

φ∇2u(∇φ,∇u)dµ.

At the same time, from Young’s inequality, we get

−2φ(∇2u)(∇φ,∇u) = −2

n
∑

i,j=1

φ(∇2u)ij∇iφ∇ju

≤

n
∑

i,j=1

(

εφ2(∇2u)2ij +
1

ε
(∇iφ)

2(∇ju)
2

)

= εφ2|∇2u|2 +
1

ε
|∇φ|2|∇u|2.(3.4)

Plugging (3.4) into (3.3), we obtain
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(3.5)

∫

M

φ2∆f |∇u|2dµ ≤ 2ε

∫

M

φ2|∇2u|2dµ+
2

ε

∫

M

|∇φ|2|∇u|2dµ.

This jointly with (3.2) gives

(1− ε)

∫

Br+1

φ2|∇2u|2dµ ≤
1

ε

∫

Br+1

|∇φ|2|∇u|2dµ+ (δ − λ)

∫

Br+1

φ2|∇u|2dµ

−ρ

∫

Br+1

φ2R|∇u|2dµ

≤
1

ε

∫

Br+1

|∇φ|2|∇u|2dµ+ (δ − λ)

∫

Br+1

φ2|∇u|2dµ.

Since the right hand side of the above expression is integrable, letting r → ∞, we obtain
that

∫

M
|∇2u|2dµ < ∞.

Also, by Young’s inequality, one concludes that

|2φ(∇2u)(∇φ,∇u)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

n
∑

i,j=1

φ(∇2u)ij∇iφ∇ju

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

n
∑

i,j=1

εφ2(∇2u)2ij |∇iφ|+
1

ε
|∇iφ|(∇ju)

2

≤ εφ2|∇2u|2|∇φ|+
1

ε
|∇φ||∇u|2,

which combined with (3.3) yields
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

M

φ2∆f |∇u|2dµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2ε

∫

M

φ2|∇2u|2|∇φ|dµ +
2

ε

∫

M

|∇φ||∇u|2dµ

≤ 2ε

∫

Br+1\Br

|∇2u|2dµ+
2

ε

∫

Br+1\Br

|∇u|2dµ.(3.6)

Letting r → ∞, one sees that
∫

M

∆f |∇u|2dµ = 0.

Therefore, by using (3.2), we arrive at

(3.7) 0 =

∫

M

|∇2u|2dµ+ (λ− δ)

∫

M

|∇u|2dµ+ ρ

∫

M

R|∇u|2dµ.

Taking into account that u is not constant, we conclude that δ ≥ λ, which proves the
asserted lower bound.

Now, we need to analyze the equality case, i.e., δ = λ. To do so, we claim that if equality
holds, then R ≡ 0. We argue by contradiction by supposing that δ = λ and R 6≡ 0. In this
situation, since R ≥ 0, there exists a point x ∈ M such that R(x) > 0. Hence, from (3.7),
we have ∇2u ≡ 0, which implies that ∇u is a nontrivial parallel vector field. Therefore,
Mn must be isometric to a product manifold Mn = Σn−1 ×R, for some complete manifold
Σn−1. In particular, the function u is constant on the level set Σ × {t}, with t ∈ R, and
|∇u| only depends on R. Moreover, the scalar curvature of Mn only depends on the scalar
curvature of Σn−1. In another words, we have

R|∇u|2(p, q) = RΣ(p)|∇u|2(q),

where (p, q) ∈ Σn−1 × R, R stands for the scalar curvature of Mn and RΣ is the scalar
curvature of Σn−1. Besides, taking into account that R(x) = RΣ(p), where x = (p, q) ∈
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Σn−1 × R, one sees that RΣ(p) > 0. At the same time, since ρR ≥ 0 and δ = λ, we have
from (3.7) that

(3.8) 0 = R|∇u|2(p, s) = RΣ(p)|∇u|2(s), ∀s ∈ R

Therefore, |∇u|2(s) = 0, ∀s ∈ R, which contradicts the fact that ∇u is a nontrivial vector
field and then, such a point x does not exist. Consequently, R ≡ 0.

To conclude, since R ≡ 0, we obtain that (Mn, g, f, λ) must satisfy Ric + ∇2f = λg
then it is a gradient shrinking Ricci soliton with vanishing scalar curvature, from this we
conclude that (Mn, g, f, λ) satisfies Ric+∇2f = λg with zero scalar curvature. Hence, Mn

is the Gaussian shrinking soliton (see [15, 35]), up to scaling. This concludes the proof of
the theorem. �

3.2. Proof of Theorem 3.

Proof. Here, we adapt some ideas used by Cheng, Ribeiro and Zhou in [18], see also [27].
To begin with, multiplying (2.4) by r2 and integrating from ε to r, we get

∫ r

ε

t2w′dt+
1

n− 1

∫ r

ε

t2w2dt+

∫ r

ε

t2Ric
( ∂

∂t
,
∂

∂t

)

dt ≤ 0.

This implies
∫ r

ε

(t2w)′dt ≤

∫ r

ε

(

2tw −
1

n− 1
t2w2

)

dt+−

∫ r

ε

t2Ric
( ∂

∂t
,
∂

∂t

)

dt.

Now, letting ε → 0, it follows that

r2w ≤

∫ r

0

(

2tw −
1

n− 1
t2w2

)

dt+−

∫ r

0

t2Ric
( ∂

∂t
,
∂

∂t

)

dt.

=

∫ r

0

(

−
1

n− 1
(tw − (n− 1))2 + (n− 1)

)

dt−

∫ r

0

t2Ric
( ∂

∂t
,
∂

∂t

)

dt

≤

∫ r

0

(n− 1)− t2Ric
( ∂

∂t
,
∂

∂t

)

dt.

Thus, one deduces that

(3.9)

(

log
(J(θ, r)

rn−1

)

)′

≤ −
1

r2

∫ r

0

t2Ric
( ∂

∂t
,
∂

∂t

)

dt.

Again, by integrating (3.9) from ε to r, we arrive at
∫ r

ε

(

log
J(θ, r)

sn−1

)′

ds ≤ −

∫ r

ε

[

1

s2

∫ s

0

t2Ric
( ∂

∂t
,
∂

∂t

)

dt

]

ds.

Since lim
r→0

J(θ, r)

r
= 1, by letting ε → 0 and integrating by parts, we obtain

(3.10) log
(J(θ, r)

rn−1

)

≤
1

r

∫ r

0

t2Ric
( ∂

∂t
,
∂

∂t

)

dt−

∫ r

0

tRic
( ∂

∂t
,
∂

∂t

)

dt.

Hence, combining (3.9) and (3.10), we get

(3.11)

(

r log
J(θ, r)

rn−1

)′

≤ −

∫ r

0

tRic
( ∂

∂t
,
∂

∂t

)

dt.

On the other hand, since Mn is a gradient ρ-Einstein soliton, we have

Ric
( ∂

∂t
,
∂

∂t

)

= ρR+ λ− f ′′(t)



10 CAIO COIMBRA

where f(t) = f(γ(t)), 0 ≤ t ≤ r, and γ is a minimizing geodesic with γ(0) = p. Thus, (3.11)
becomes

(

r log
J(θ, r)

rn−1

)′

≤ −

∫ r

0

t(ρR+ λ− f ′′(t))dt

≤ −
λr2

2
+ rf ′(r) − f(r) + f(0)−

∫ r

0

tρRdt.

Of which, it follows that
(

r log
J(θ, r)

rn−1

)

≤ −
λr3

6
+

∫ r

0

tf ′(t)dt−

∫ r

0

f(t)dt+ rf(0)−

∫ r

0

∫ s

0

tρRdtds.

= −
λr3

6
+

∫ r

0

(tf)′(t)dt− 2

∫ r

0

f(t)dt+ rf(0)−

∫ r

0

∫ s

0

tρRdtds.(3.12)

= −
λr3

6
+ rf(r) − 2

∫ r

0

f(t)dt+ rf(0)−

∫ r

0

∫ s

0

tρRdtds.

Thus, by using the hypothesis, one deduces that

(3.13)

(

r log
J(θ, r)

rn−1

)

≤ −
λr3

6
+ rf(r) + rf(0)− 2

∫ r

0

f(t)dt,

which yields

J(θ, r) ≤ e(−
λr2

6 +f(r)+f(p)− 2
r

∫
r

0
f(t)dt)rn−1.

Consequently,

Vol(Bp(r)) =

∫

Sn−1

∫ min{r,ρ(θ)}

0

J(θ, r)drdθ

≤

∫

Sn−1

∫ min{r,ρ(θ)}

0

eΦrn−1drdθ

≤

∫

Sn−1

∫ r

0

eΦrn−1drdθ,(3.14)

where Φ = −λr2

6 + f(θ, r) + f(p) − 2
r

∫ r

0
f(θ, s)ds and ρ(θ) stands for the cut-locus radius

in the direction of θ. Finally, if the equality holds on (3.14), then we must have equality in
(3.13) and therefore,

−

∫ r

0

∫ s

0

tρRdtds = 0,

for all 0 < r < ρ(θ). Since ρR ≥ 0 one concludes that for each p ∈ M there exists an open
neighborhood Up such that R ≡ 0 in Up and hence, since p is arbitrary, one deduces that
R ≡ 0 in M. Similar to the proof of the previous theorem, we conclude that (Mn, g, f, λ)
must satisfy Ric+∇2f = λg with zero scalar curvature. Consequently, Mn is the Gaussian
shrinking soliton (see [15, 35]). So, the proof is completed.

�

3.3. Proof of Theorem 4 and Corollary 2. In this subsection, we present the proof of
Theorem 4 and Corollary 2. For the sake of convenience, we restate the theorem here.

Theorem 5 (Theorem 4). Let (Mn, g, f) be a complete n-dimensional noncompact gradient
ρ-Einstein soliton. Then we have:

(3.15) V olf (Bp(r)) ≤

∫

Sn−1

∫ r

0

eΨrn−1drdθ,

where Ψ = −λr2

6 + f(p)− 2
r

∫ r

0 f(θ, s)ds− 1
r

∫ r

0

∫ s

0 tρRdtds.
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Proof. Initially, by using the volume form in polar coordinates dVexpp(rθ) = J(θ, r)drdθ
for θ ∈ SpM and a fixed point p, we may denote the weighted volume form as dVf =

e−f(r,θ)J(r, θ)drdθ. It follows from the proof of Theorem 3 that

(3.16) r log
J(θ, r)

rn−1
≤ −

λr3

6
+ rf(r) − 2

∫ r

0

f(t)dt+ rf(0)−

∫ r

0

∫ s

0

tρRdtds.

Consequently,

J(θ, r) ≤ e(−
λr2

6 +f(r)+f(p)− 2
r

∫
r

0
f(t)dt− 1

r

∫
r

0

∫
s

0
tρRdtds)rn−1,

or equivalently,

(3.17) J(θ, r)e−f(r,θ) ≤ e(−
λr2

6 +f(p)− 2
r

∫
r

0
f(t)dt− 1

r

∫
r

0

∫
s

0
tρRdtds)rn−1.

Hence, by integration, one sees that

Volf (Bp(r)) =

∫

Sn−1

∫ min{r,ρ(θ)}

0

J(θ, r)e−f(r,θ)drdθ

≤

∫

Sn−1

∫ min{r,ρ(θ)}

0

eΨrn−1drdθ

≤

∫

Sn−1

∫ r

0

eΨrn−1drdθ,(3.18)

where Ψ = −λr2

6 + f(p) − 2
r

∫ r

0 f(θ, s)ds − 1
r

∫ r

0

∫ s

0 tρRdtds, which finishes the proof of the
theorem. �

3.3.1. Proof of Corollary 2.

Proof. To prove the corollary, it suffices to estimate the function Ψ. Indeed, since ρR ≥ δ,
we have

Ricf ≥ (δ + λ)g.

So, by [33, Theorem 0.4], we get the following estimate

f(x) ≥
δ + λ

2
r(x)2 − ar(x),

for some positive constant a. This therefore implies that

(3.19) −
2

r

∫ r

0

f(r, θ)drdθ ≤ −
(δ + λ)r2

3
+ ar.

On the other hand, the assumption guarantees that

(3.20) −
1

r

∫ r

0

∫ s

0

tρRdtds ≤ −
δ

r

∫ r

0

∫ s

0

tdtds = −
δr2

6
.

Plugging (3.19) and (3.20) into the expression of Ψ in Theorem 4, we conclude that there
exists a constant c > 0 such that

(3.21) Ψ ≤ −cr2 + ar.

Finally, taking r0 large enough, it follows that

V olf (Bp(r)) ≤

∫

Sn−1

∫ r

0

e
r2

2 rn−1drdθ,

as asserted. �
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Pici, Av. Humberto Monte, Bloco 914, 60455-760, Fortaleza - CE, Brazil

Email address: caioadler@alu.ufc.br


	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Proof of the Main Results
	3.1. Proof of Theorem 2
	3.2. Proof of Theorem 3
	3.3. Proof of Theorem 4 and Corollary 2

	References

