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Abstract

In this paper we study the structure of the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff limits of sequences
of Ricci shrinkers. We define a regular-singular decomposition following the work of Cheeger-
Colding for manifolds with a uniform Ricci curvature lower bound, and prove that the regular
part of any non-collapsing Ricci shrinker limit space is strongly convex, inspired by Colding-
Naber’s original idea of parabolic smoothing of the distance functions.
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1 Introduction

A Ricci shrinker is a triple (M, g, f) where (M, g) is a complete Riemannian manifold, and f is a C?
potential function on M such that its Ricci curvature Rc satisfies

1
Rc + Hessy = Eg, (L.1)

where f is normalized by adding a constant, if necessary, so that the scalar curvature R satisfies
R+|\Vf? = f. (1.2)

We will always fix some minimal point p € M (whose existence guaranteed by Lemma 2.) as a
base point, making a pointed Ricci shrinker (M, p, g, f). We also recall the following fundamental
fact (due to Binglong Chen [8]]) for the scalar curvature on a Ricci shrinker:

R > 0. (1.3)

Ricci shrinkers, usually regarded as generalizations of positive Einstein manifolds, form an im-
portant collection of objects for our understanding of the singularities of Ricci flows. Indeed, Ricci
shrinkers are critical points of Perelman’s u-functional, see [28]]. Up to dimension three, all Ricci
shrinkers are classified up to isometry, see [13], [28]], [29], [22]], [23], and [3]. However, the higher,
even four, dimensional cases are much more complicated and a usual approach is to consider the
whole collection of a given dimension as a moduli space. Important questions immediately arise:
Is this moduli space compact with respect to some reasonable topology? If not, is there a standard
model for the added points in the moduli space as a result of compactification? Systematic studies
of the moduli space of complete Ricci shrinkers are initiated in [24]], where the above questions are
partially answered: it is shown that a sequence of non-collapsed smooth Ricci shrinkers is expected
to subconverge, in the pointed-C*-Cheeger-Gromov topology, to a metric space called a conifold
Ricci shrinker, see [24], Theorem 8.6].

There is yet another nice property that a conifold Ricci shrinker is defined to satisfy: The regular
part R of the limit space X, which is an open manifold, should be strongly convex relative to X.
Here we say that R is strongly convex if any limit minimal geodesic intersecting R non-trivially has
its entire interior contained in R. Note that this is a slightly stronger concept compared to the usual
geodesic convexity.

The main purpose of the current paper is then to prove the desired strong convexity of the regular
part, therefore justifying the limit space to be indeed a conifold Ricci shrinker. Let us denote by
M, (A) the moduli space of m-dimensional Ricci shrinkers with a uniform p-entropy lower bound
by —A (A > 0 fixed), and our first result is the following regular-convexity theorem:

Theorem 1.1 (Regular-convexity of Ricci shrinker limits). Let {(M;, pi, gi, i)} € Mu(A) be a se-
quence of Ricci shrinkers that converges, in the pointed-C*®-Cheeger-Gromov topology, to a metric
space with potential (X, p,d, f), then X has a regular-singular decomposition such that the regular
part is strongly convex. Therefore, (X, p,d, f) is a conifold Ricci shrinker.

Remark 1.2. The concept of conifold Ricci shrinkers has its origin in the Kéhler-Ricci flat setting [9,
Definition 1.2], where the collection of certain Calabi-Yau conifolds was shown to be compact in
the pointed-C®-Cheeger-Gromov topology, and such compactness played a fundamental role in the
resolution of the Hamilton-Tian conjecture for Kihler-Ricci flows in [10].



We refer the readers to [24]] and Section 2.2 for detailed discussions of the concepts involved.
This theorem generalizes Colding-Naber’s fundamental regular-convexity theorem in [I1] when the
Ricci curvature is uniformly bounded from below. In view of the close relationship between the
geometry of Ricci shrinkers and of manifolds with a uniform Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature lower
bound, we pursue a similar path that leads to Colding-Naber’s theorem.

An alternative approach to Theorem [LIl as one may suggest, would be applying a suitable
conformal transformation, so that the resulted manifold will locally acquire Ricci curvature bounds
(see [39]], and Lemma 3.7]), and Colding-Naber’s original Holder continuity theorem could
be directly applied on an increasing sequence of exhausting domains to prove the global convexity
result. The technique of taking suitable conformal transformations has actually be utilized in
to improve the regularity of convergence. But it fails in the current context, due to the simple fact
that the conformal transformations involved do not preserve the minimal geodesics.

We need to point out, however, that in applying Colding-Naber’s arugment to prove Theorem [T}
the following difficulty has to be overcomed: It is well-known that the comparison geometry of
the Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature depends, not only on the tensor lower bound, but also on the
gradient bound of the potential function. Yet basic properties of complete Ricci shrinkers tell that
the potential function has its gradient controlled, in magnitude, by a linear function of the distance
to the base point — from (L.2), (I3)) and Lemma 2.1l we have

Vxe M, 2Vfl(x) < d(p,x)+ V2m. (1.4)

This growing gradient bound implies that the estimates one could obtain from the Bakry-Emery
Ricci curvature lower bound become worse as one moves further and further away from the base
point.

While there have been extensive studies in the literature (see, for instance, [36]], [33]] and [38]])
for manifolds with a uniform Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature lower bound and a uniform bound on
the gradient of the potential function, they are not directly applicable to the case we are handling:
The assumption of a uniform bound on the gradient of the potential functions is valid when studying
the metric tangent cone of a fixed point in a Ricci shrinker limit space (see [33] and Section 2.3),
yet from (L4) we see that in order to study the global properties of the regular part in the limit
space, such as the strong convexity we just mentioned, it is necessary to develop estimates adapted
to changing gradient control on the potential functions.

Therefore, we follow Colding-Naber’s original idea, but we also have to start from rebuilding
the most basic estimates — the situation is similar to the recent joint work [20] by the first- and
the third-named authors, where Colding-Naber’s estimates are generalized in another direction to
control the spreading of minimal geodesics emanating from a submanifold.

Now let us recall that the major novelty in Colding-Naber’s proof is a parabolic smoothing of the
distance function. This technique relies on a uniform Ricci curvature lower bound and its resulting
Li-Yau heat kernel estimates [23]]. On a Ricci shrinker, since the Ricci curvature lower bound is
replaced by a Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature bound, it is more natural to consider, instead, the f-heat
kernel, which is the heat kernel with respect to the weighted measure py whose density is defined
as duy := e dV,. Roughly speaking, the corresponding f-heat kernel bounds follow from a local
volume doubling property and a local L?>-Poincaré inequality of u f



In fact, we will give a new f-heat kernel estimate (Theorem 3.I)), and its applications to the
smoothing of distance functions, on more general classes of manifolds, defined by only extracting
the necessary analytic properties:

Definition 1.3. Given a positive smooth nondecreasing function F(r) on [0, ), and a number
K > 0, N,u(F, K) is defined to be the class of pointed smooth metric measure space (M™, p, g, j1r),
where YU C M open, ug(U) := fU e_deg, such that

(a). (M™,g) is a complete m-dimensional smooth Riemannian manifold.

(b). There exists a C? function f on M such that f achieves a global minimum at some p € M,
and Vx € M, max{|f|(x), [Vf*(x)} < F2(d,(p, x)).

(c). The Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature satisfies Rc r=Rc+ Hessy > —Kg.
In addition, the subclass N,,(F, K; Vo) C N,,(F, K) consists of all manifolds satisfying the
(d). Non-collapsing condition: uy(B(p,1)) > Vj.

We also define a subclass M,,(F, K; Vo) C Ny (F, K; Vy) (see Definition 10.1]) as all mani-
folds further satisfying the following:

(e). Yx € M, Rcy(x) < Kg(x) and |R|(x) + |Vf|2(x) < Fz(dg(p, X)).

Obviously, if we consider the above mentioned weighted measure, then by (L4) any Ricci
shrinker (M™, p, g, f) belongs to N,,(Fgs,1/2) for the linear function Fgg(t) := %(z + V2m) (for

_24m+7

any 1 > 0). By Lemma 2.5], we have for ¢,, := (4m)% e ,
1 _
Mun(4) & My(Frs, 55 cme™).

For the sake of simplicity, we will also denote any manifold (M, p, g, ur) € N,u(F, K) by (M, p, g, f).

Remark 1.4. We point out any (M™, p,g, ) € Nu(F,K) is a smooth RCD(K, o) space, whose
definition can be found in [2]], see also [27]], [32]] and [33]]. Theorem [L.Tshows that the boundary of
the moduli space M,,(A), in the pointed-C“”-Cheeger—Gromov topology, consists of conifold Ricci
shrinkers. By [[12]], we see that these boundary points of M,,(A) provide natural and novel examples
of non-trivial RCD(%, 00) spaces.

In fact, on a pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff limit of a sequence of manifolds in N,,(F, K), one could
define the regular part purely in terms of metric tangent cones: By blowing-up the metric, the ef-
fect of the potential function will be neglected, and the metric tangent cone could be defined by
Gromov’s compactness theorem, see Section 2.3. Following a similar manner as [6], the concept
of regular-singular decomposition in Theorem [L.T] could be generalized to the pointed-Gromov-
Hausdorff limits of sequences of manifolds in N,,(F, K). There is also, as discussed in Section 2.2,
a natural limit measure on a pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff limit, making the convergence a pointed-
measured-Gromov-Hausdorff convergence, see Definition 211l In the last section, we will fol-
low Colding-Naber’s idea to prove a Holder continuity theorem (Theorem for manifolds in
N,(F, K), and supplement the necessary details in extending limit minimal geodesics (Lemma[4.7)
on the pointed-measured-Gromov-Hausdorff limits of manifolds in N,,(F, K). Both of these results
become indispensable ingredients in proving the main theorem of the paper:
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Theorem 1.5. Let a sequence {(M,, pi, i, fi))} € Nyu(F, K) converge to (X, peo, deo, Voo) in the pointed-
measured-Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Then there is a unique natural number k < m, such that
Veo(Ry) > 0. Moreover, Ry is both ve-almost everywhere convex and weakly convex in X.

Here v, is a limit measure as just mentioned (see Proposition 2.12)), and we call a set S C X to
be veo-almost everywhere convex if for v, X v, almost every pair of points (x,y) € § X S, there is a
minimal geodesic entirely contained in S that connects them. Also we call a set S C X to be weakly
convex if

Yx,y€S, dx(x,y) = inf |0,
ocS

where the infimum is taken over all curves o connecting x and y, and entirely contained in S'.

Remark 1.6. The main theorem of Colding-Naber [11] can be regarded as a special case of The-
orem by letting F = 0. Also, Theorem [[L1l is a natural consequence of Theorem after
invoking the regularity improvement made in [24]]. The proof of Theorem however, is inde-
pendent of [24]. Actually, Theorem [4.3] as the main step in proving Theorem is by itself a
certain regularity improvement result — it takes care of the lowest level of regularity, while the
major concern of [24] focuses on higher regularities. Also compare Remark 2.131

The paper is arranged as following: after recalling the necessary background in Section 2, we
will present the useful analytic properties about the manifolds in N, (F, K) in Section 3, and in
Section 4 we finish the proof of the main theorem, Theorem [L.3] and its consequence Theorem [L1]
The following notations are employed throughout the paper:

1. D denotes a large positive constant, say D > 10m;
2. Rc, R denote the Ricci and scalar curvature respectively;

3. By(x,r) denote the geodesic r-ball centered at x, with metric structure induced by d (the
dependence of d is sometimes omitted when no confusion is caused);

4. A(x,r1,r) := B(x,rn)\B(x,r;) for r, > r; > 0;

5. Ry denotes the k-stratum of the regular part, R the entire regular part, and S the singular part.

2 Background

In this section we recall the basic analytic properties of Ricci shrinkers and manifolds in the moduli
N (F, K), and discuss various concepts related to the regular-singular decomposition of the pointed-
Gromov-Hausdorft limits.

2.1 Basic estimates for Ricci shrinkers and manifolds in N,,(F, K)

It is immediate from the definition that the function f must be smooth. Moreover, we have the
following point wise estimate of f by [16, Lemma 2.1]:



Lemma 2.1. Let (M™, g, f) be a Ricci shrinker. Then there exists a point p € M where f attains its
infimum and f satisfies the quadratic growth estimate

L) = 5mP. < [0 < 7 (dx. p) + VEm)

for all x € M, where a, := max{0,a}. Moreover, if p1, p» € M are two distinct minima of f, then
d(p1,p2) < V2m + S5m.

In other words, f increases like a quadratic function. Moreover, it follows from (L2) that f is
nonnegative and |V f| increases at most linearly. From now on, whenever we talk about a pointed
Ricci shrinker, we fix one of the minima of f as the base point. Recall that associated to the Ricci
shrinker metric structure, there is a natural measure uy, with density duy = e/ dV,. It is clear from
Lemma[2.T]and the next lemma that ¢ is a finite measure, see [4, Corollary 1.1].

Lemma 2.2 (Lemma 2.2 of [I6] and Theorem 1.2 of [4]]). For each dimension m, and for any
non-compact Ricci shrinker (M™, p, g, f) with p € M being a minimal point of f,

8. ,
B(p, Doy = 1M P @.1)

2
for any D > Do(m), with Do(m) := \2m + 4 + 5m and C(m) := 2 (ﬁ)’"/ .

For the perspective of our future discussion in this paper, we point out that properties described
in Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2 are, besides an upper bound of the Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor, the
only special ones that Ricci shrinkers enjoy over general manifolds in the moduli N,,(Fgs, %).

The fundamental property that general manifolds in N, (F, K) enjoy, is a uniform lower bound
of the Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor. The basic comparison geometry in this setting is discussed in the
work of Wei-Wylie [36]. Notice that a new phenomenon for such comparison is its dependence on
the gradient bound of the potential function. For manifolds in N,,(F, K), we therefore need to adjust
the relevant properties to incorporate the changing gradient bound controlled by F.

We will let M} denote the usual m-dimensional space form of constant sectional curvature —K.
Picking a base point o € M%}, we let ﬂ%‘l (r) denote the area form of the geodesic r-sphere around
o, for some r > 0.

Now we state the following upper bound of the f-Laplacian Ay := A —(Vf,V-) in terms of the
distance function, see [36], Theorem 1.1].

Lemma 2.3. Let (M, p, g, f) € Nyy(F, K). Then

m—1
r

+(m—-1)VK + F2D)

Yq € B(p,D), Asr <
on B(q, D), where r(-) := d(q, ).
Proof. Tt follows from [36, Theorem 1.1,(a)] that

Agr < mg(r) + F(2D),



where mg(r) is the mean curvature of the geodesic sphere in M¥. Since the mean curvature is
bounded as

-1
r

mg(r) < (m—1)VKcoth VKr < 2= + (m— 1) VK,
where we have used the elementary inequality xcoth x < 1 + x for x > 0. O

Corollary 2.4. Let (M, p, g, f) € Nu(F,K) and fix g € B(p, D). If we denote the weighted volume
form on sphere with respect to q by Ay(r,v) with v € S ;M (the unit tangent vectors at q € M), then

FQ2D)r -1 _
A, V) g ef( )ﬂ% 1(r) . (f)m 16((,n—1)\/?+F(2D))(r—s).
A(s, ) eFD)s A1 (5) s

Proof. It is clear from the definition A (r,v) = e L A(r, v) that

(ln Ast, V))’

I’l’lf(l‘, V) = Afr(t, V)

IA

mg() + F@D) = (In A" (1) + F2D)
< m-Dr"+m-1)VK + FD).
Then integrating from 0 < s to » < D, we have the desired estimates. O

By [40, Lemma 3.2], we could further estimate, for 0 < r; < 2,0 < 51 < 52, 51 < ry and 53 < 17,
that Vv € S, M (the unit sphere in the tangent space of g € M),

JZA v de [T eFCP AR 1) de
< ,
[ A@vyde [ eFCOIAR 1) di

1

2.2)

and by the mean value theorem,

Ayrav) PR A, V)
[ A vy de T [T FONAL, ) di

Integrating the above inequalities in all tangent directions and arguing as [40, Theorem 3.1], we
have the following volume comparison theorem (compare also [36, Theorem 1.2]):

Theorem 2.5. Let (M™, p, g, ) € Nu(F, K), and fix g € M such that B(q,r,) C B(p, D). Then for
sy = 81> 0andr; € (0,r) such that sy < r, and s1 < ry, we have the following estimates:
ﬂf(A(C], ,r] )) < eF(D)(Fz—Sl) VOIY]?(rZ) - VOIY]?(*S?)
ur(A(q, 52, 51)) Volg(r) — Volg(sy)
/lf(B(CI, r2)) < JFDn VOZ’[?(”Z)

ur(B(g, s2)) ~ Vol (sy)’
m—1
ﬂf(aB(C], r2)) < eF(D)rz AreaK (rZ)
uy(B(g, 52)) Vol}(s2)

where for any r > 0, Volyi(r) is the volume of the geodesic r-ball in MY, and Area%‘l(r) is the area
of its boundary.



Especially, when r, = 2s; in the second inequality above, we have the following volume dou-
bling property: when B(q,2r) C B(p, D),

uy(B(g,2r)) < Cao(m, F,K, D)us(B(q,r)), (2.3)

where the doubling constant C»(m, F, K, D) := 2m=1D(m=DVK+F(D) is uniform for D.
For later applications, we also need the following segment inequality, originally due to Cheeger-

Colding [53]] for manifolds with uniform Ricci lower bound.

Theorem 2.6 (Segment inequality). Let (M, p,g, f) € Nu(F,K). For any D > 0, there exists a
constant Cs.q = Csoq(m, F, K, D) such that if U is a geodesically convex set in B(q, D) C B(p,2D),
then for any set V C U,

T di O 0) < Cseqpty(Vdiam U) [y
VxV U

where u is a nonnegative continuous function on U and

) d(x.y)
Fulx,y) = H;f f u(y(1)) dt,
0
with infimum being taken over all minimal geodesics connecting x and y.

Proof. Tt follows from Corollary 2.4land an argument based on the original one of Cheeger-Colding’s.
For the sake of completeness we write down the technical details, see also [19] for a version only
for Ricci shrinkers.

We may consider F,(x,y) = F,/(x,y) + F,, (x,y) where

d(xy) o
F, (x,y) := inf f u(yy(@®)der and F,(x,y) := {inf} j; ’ u(yy (1) dt.

{ya} @ Yy

Since F,f (x,y) = F, (v, x), by Fubini’s theorem,

f Fou () dup(x)dus(y) = f Fo (x,y) dup(x)dp s (y),
VXV VXV

and so we only need to do the estimate for . For any x € V and any v € S M fixed, define
dyy := minf{r > 0 : exp,(tv) € AU}, also denote yy(¢) = exp,(tv). Then V¢ € (0,d,y), by Corollary
24

A

Fu r(t/2), 75 () dup(yv(1) < ( j: u(yv(s)) dS) Ap(v, 1) dr

2

A

< C(f u(yv(s)) Agr(v, s)ds) dz.
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By the assumption on V C U, for almost every y € X, there exists some v € §,M such that
yv(d(x,y)) =y, we have

dyy
f Fu (x,) dup(y) < f Fu (rv(t/2), y4(1)) Ap(v, 1) dedv
14 SM Jo
dyy
< Cdiame f u(yy(s)) Ar(v, s) dsdv
s.M Jo
< Cdiame uduy.
U
Finally, integrating the above inequality for x € X, we get
| [ 7 dusordurco < Cupvridiam [y
vJv U
o

With the help of the volume doubling property and the segment inequality, the following local
L?-Poincaré inequality holds, see [7]] for a proof.

Proposition 2.7 (Local L*>-Poincaré inequality). Let (M, p, g, f) € Nu(F, K). For any D > 0, there
exists a constant Cp = Cp(m, F, K, D) such that for any B(q,r) C B(p, D),

J( u— J( uduy
B(g.r) B(q.r)

for any u € C'(B(q,r)).
Remark 2.8. Throughout this paper we will let f denote the average over a set whose total mass is
weighted against the measure in the integral, that is to say, for any integrable function u on B(q, r),

2

duy < CPI’ZJ( \Vul® du
B(q,r)

1
udur == ——— uduy.
»{B(q,r) / ,Uf(B(C], r) B(q,r) /
Moreover, the local volume doubling with the local L?-Poincaré inequality will imply the fol-

lowing local Sobolev inequality, see [30].

Proposition 2.9 (Local L>-Sobolev inequality). Let (M, p,g, f) € Nu(F,K). For any D > 0, there
exists a constant Csop, = Csop(m, F, K, D) such that for any B(q,r) C B(p, D),

m=2
m Tm C r2
(f uns dllf) < 8ot - f \Vul® + r2u? duy
B(q.r) ur(B(g,r))m JBq.r)

foranyu e C g (B(g,1)).



2.2 Weak-compactification of the moduli spaces

To begin this section, we first present the following weak-compactness theorem of N,,(F, K).

Theorem 2.10 (Weak-compactness of N,,(F, K)). Let {(M", p;, gi, fi)} be a sequence in Ny, (F, K),
and let d; denote the length structure induced by g;. By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we
have

. pointed—Gromov—Hausdor f
(M,’pz’dz’fz) (XapOCHdOO’fOO)a (24)

where (X, d) is a length space, f. is a Lipschitz function on X.

Proof. For any D > 0, we have a uniform volume doubling constant on B(p;, D) C M; by 2.3).
Then it follows from the standard ball packing argument of Gromov, see [[13} Proposition 5.2] that

m pointed—Gromov—Hausdor f f
(Mi 9pi7di) (X’pooadoo)-

In addition, since [V f;] < F(D) on B(p;, D) C M,, it is clear from the Arzela-Ascoli theorem that f;
converge to a locally Lipschitz limit function fo,. Moreover, || fwllLip < F(D) on B(pe, D) C X. O

Besides the pure metric structure, we also have a limit measure on the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff
limit, and we define the pointed-measured-Gromov-Hausdorff convergence as following:

Definition 2.11. Let {(M;, p;, d;, u;)} be a sequence of metric measure spaces, we say this sequence
pointed-measured-Gromov-Hausdorff converges to a metric measure space (X, p,d, u) if there exist
a sequence of radii Dy T oo, and pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff approximations @y : By (pi, Dy) —
By(p, D) C X, such that (®y,).u; — win Co(By(p, Dy))*, the dual space of all continuous functions
on By(p, Dy), vanishing on 0B,(p, Dy,).

Now for each (M, p, g, f) € Ny, (F, K) we define the renormalized measure v, := us(B(p, 1))‘1,uf,
and have the following proposition in analogy to the case of manifolds with a uniform Ricci curva-
ture lower bound [6]:

Proposition 2.12. Consider a sequence {(M;, pi, g, fi)} C Nu(F, K) that converges to a pointed met-
ric space (X, Poo,dwos [o) in the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Then there is a subsequence,
denoted by {(Mij, Dij» 8ij» fij)}, and a Randon measure v, such that { (M,-j, Pi;» 8ij»V ﬁi)} converges to
(X, Poo> doo» Vo)) in the pointed-measured-Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Moreover, vo, satisfies the
following conditions:

GH
(1) Vx € X and Vr > 0, suppose M,~j Sx; — X, then

Voo(B(x’ I")) = }Lngo Vf,'j (B(xl'jv l")),

(2) Yxe XandVry > r >0,

Voo(B(x, r2)) < CF()C,Vz) VOI%(FZ)
Veo(B(x, 11)) Voly(r1)’

where Cp(x,1p) := F(ry + doo(X, Peo)) (12 + doo(X, Poo)).

10



Furthermore, any Randon measure on X satisfying the above two conditions agrees with V.

In the case of Gromov-Hausdorff convergence of Riemannian manifolds with a uniform Ricci cur-
vature lower bound, this was shown in [6, Section 1], where the natural measure was renormalized
by the volume of a unit ball (centered at some base point chosen on the manifold), and the renormal-
ized measured was shown to converge, uniformly on compact subsets, to a limit Randon measure on
the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff limit. By Theorem we could easily see the following estimates:
Vx,y € M,¥r > s > 0 such that B(x,r) C B(p, D) and B(y, s) C B(p, D),

up(B(x,r)) < 2DFD) VolR(r + d(x,y))
ur(B(y,s)) Vol (s)
{ o-2DF(D) __Volg(n)

wB)
ur(Bs) =

and m whenr < s + d(x, y),

1 when r > s + d(x, y).

Obviously, these estimates have [6, Estimates (1.2)-(1.4)] as their counterparts for manifolds with a
uniform Ricci curvature lower bound, and consequently, the same constructions as [6, Theorem 1.6,
Theorem 1.10] work in our situation to deduce the last proposition.

If we further focus on the sub-collection of all m-dimensional non-compact Ricci shrinkers, the
natural measure uy, as pointed out by [4, Corollary 1.1], has finite total mass. Due to the growth
property of f (Lemma [2.I), iy has an essentially canonical choice of base point — one of the
minima of f. We will therefore consider a Ricci shrinker (M, p, g, f) together with the canonical
probability measure p := (M )l ¢ In fact we have the following:

Proposition 2.13. Let {(M;, p;, gi, [;)} be a sequence of m-dimensional non-compact Ricci shrinkers
that pointed Gromov-Hausdorff converges to a metric space (X, poo,dwos [o), then there is a sub-
sequence and a unique Randon measure po, satisfying conditions (1) and (2) in Proposition
Moreover, pe is a probability measure.

Proof. It only remains to show that the limit measure p., is a probability measure. To see this we
turn to the estimates in Lemma[Z.I]and Lemma[2.2] For each k € N, define Dy := 2KDy(m), and for
the sake of simplicity let B;; denote B(p;, D) C M;. Then we could estimate for each i and each
k> Ky, :=[41og,(18m)1:

(o0

mi(Mi\Biy) = Z f el dvy,
=k ¥ Bij+1\Bij
< Z|Bi,0|DT+1e 1(Dj=5m)%
=
< |Biol(2Do(m))™ f e du
k

= ¢ ¥(2Do(m))"|B; .

(2.5)

This estimate, combined with the inequality

_1 2
1 (Big) > e iPomNam? g

11



implies

AP k2 gy Prmrs VB
(M)

Therefore, for each i and each k > K,,,,

1_e—k(ZDO(m))me%(Do(m)ﬂ-m)z < Pi(Bi,k) < 1. (26)

Taking the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff convergence with the radii {Dy}i>k,,, it is easy to see that
the limit measure ps, has unit total mass, whence a probability measure. O

If we only consider the class M,,(F, K; Vy), it follows from [24] Theorem 10.1] that
Theorem 2.14. Consider a sequence {(M}", p;, g, fi,)} C M,.(F, K; V) such that

" pointed—Gromov—Hausdor f f
(M[ ’pi’di’fi) (Moo’pooadoo’foo)-

Then My has a regular-singular decomposition Mo, = RU S with the following properties.

(a). The singular part S is a closed set of Minkowski codimension at least 4.

(b). The regular part R is an m-dimensional open manifold with a C'* metric g, and fx is a C'®
function on R.

The convergence can be improved to

pointed—C"* —Cheeger—Gromovy

(Miapi’givfi) (Mwapoovgooafoo)’ (27)

and the metric structure induced by smooth curves in (R, g«) coincides with d.

Moreover, the limit renormalized measure vo, on M, is defined as following: v, vanishes on S,
and on R it has density V' du fr Where

Veo 1= lim 1 (B(pi, 1))

Remark 2.15. In fact, combining the work of Wang-Zhu [33] and Zhang-Zhu [38]], the pointed-
Gromov-Hausdorff convergence could already be improved to the pointed-C®-Cheeger-Gromov
convergence. However, without the endeavors made in [24], one cannot directly improve the reg-
ularity to pointed-C'®-Cheeger-Gromov convergence, let along the pointed-C®-Cheeger-Gromov
convergence for Ricci shrinkers in Theorem [LL11

Note that the limit measure identities

Vilug, on R,
Voo =
0 on S,

12



amounts to say that in the sub-collection M, (F, K; Vy), pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff topology is
equivalent to pointed-measured-Hausdorff topology. Therefore we will only need to discuss the
pointed-Gromov-Hausdorft topology on M,,(F, K; Vy).

If the sequence in consideration actually consists of complete Ricci shrinkers, we could promote
the convergence to pointed-C*-Cheeger-Gromov convergence, by the usual elliptic bootstrapping
argument (see [16] and [24]]). Also, the limit measure could be shown to be a probability measure
Peo such that with Uy, := lim; o u;(M;), we have

3 U;olufm on R,
Poo = 0 on S.

2.3 Regular-singular decomposition of the Gromov-Hausdorff limits

The regular-singular decomposition of the pointed-Gromov-HausdorfF limit in Theorem 2.14] could
be discussed in the more general setting for manifolds in N,,(F, K).

The definition of the regular part in the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff limit (X, pe, deo, foo) Of a se-
quence in N,,(F, K) is based on the concept of metric tangent cones, as done in the case of manifolds
with a uniform Ricci curvature lower bound, see [[6, Section 0].

To see the existence of a metric tangent cone for any point x € X, we fix any sequence of scales

GH
rj — 0 (assuming r; € (0, 1)), and assume that M; > x; — x € X. We could then consider the
sequence of pointed metric spaces {(X, x, d '}, with the rescaled metrics d ;= rj‘.ldoo. Clearly, we
have (M;, p;, r]‘.zgi) € Nm(F'j,ij) c N, (F,K), whereﬁj := rjF. Now for any D > 0 and any j
fixed, we have

Gromov—Hausdor f f
B,-2,,(x:. D) By (x, D).

Therefore regarding B, g_(x,-, D) c (M;, p;, r}T2g,»), we have, by Proposition [2.12] that there is a limit
J 1
renormalized measure ¥; such that VB(;j(x’, 2r) C B gj(x, D),

7j(Bg,(x',2) < Ci(x,r, D) {(By (¥, 7)),
where the sequence

Cj(x,1,D) := fd=lupe)+D)D Vol:’é el Vol’:% k(")

is uniformly bounded since r; — 0. Therefore the sequence of pointed metric spaces {(X, x, d D
equipped with measures ¥;, have a uniform doubling constant within the fixed distance D to the base
point. This implies that the maximal number N;(x, r, D) of disjoint r-balls fitting into ng(x, D) c
(X, d ;) is uniformly bounded in j € N, and Gromov’s compactness theorem [13, Proposition 5.2]
guarantees the existence of a complete metric space to which a subsequence in {(X, x, d )} converges

in the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorft topology. This limit metric space defines a metric tangent cone
of X at x.

13



Now for each k = 1,2, - -, m, we define, following [6l Definition 0.1], the k-regular part of X:
Ry = {x € X : any metric tangent cone at x is isometric to the Euclidean k-space}. (2.8)

We also call U Ry the regular part of X, denoted by R, and S := X\R.

To justify the notation, we have the following characterization of the regular part in the non-
collapsing case:

Theorem 2.16. Let {(M}", p;, gi, [1)} be a sequence of manifolds in N, (F, K; Vo) such that

m pointed—Gromov—Hausdor f f
(Ml' api’di’ﬁ) (MOO’pOOadOO’fOO)

Then y € R if and only if there exists a tangent cone at y which is isometric to (R™, ggyc).

Proof. We first prove that if y € B(p«, D) is a regular point, then any tangent cone at y is (R™, ggyc).
Otherwise, all tangent cones at y are isometric to (R/, gg,.) for some integer / < m. Then for any
€ > 0 there exists a small r = r(e) > 0 such that

dotr {(Br 14,0227 deo). (B, (0.2), duc)) < €.

Now for i large enough such that
don {(Br14,0i>2), 77 d) , (Bay, 0,2), die)} < € (2.9)

where y; — y. We fix k = 10/e and consider a family of disjoint balls {B(x, k™), k= 1,2,--- , Ny}
such that {B(xx, 2k~1)} cover B(0,1) c R.. It is clear that N; < k. If we take Xki — Xk, then it is
clear from (2.9) that B,-1,,(y;, 1) is covered by {B,-1, (xk.;, 3k~1)} if i is sufficiently large.

We next estimate the volume of B,-1, (xx i, 3k by using Theorem 2.3 Let f; = f; — fi(xx;) and
g = r2g;, then Fﬁ = Rcy;, > r*g;. In addition, |V, fil = r|V,, fil < rF(D). Itis clear from Theorem
2.3l that

|B )14, (s 3k D, < Ck™
for some C independent of 7 and k if  and k~! are sufficiently small. Therefore

|B,-14, (i, Dlg; < NelByo1g, (i, 3k DIz, < CNek™ < CE™ (2.10)

However, |B,-1,(vi, Dlg; = r"|Bg,(yi, Dlg;, which by Theorem 2.3 again, is greater than a con-
stant C = C(m, K, F(2D), D, Vy). If we let € — 0, then we get a contradiction from (2.10)).

Conversely, for any point y € B(p«, D) such that there exists a sequence r; — 0 satisfying

dor (B0 2). 7 doo) s (B, 0,2), )} < €

for any € > 0 if & is sufficiently large. As before, with r; fixed, we have

don (B, 00277 (Bup (0.2). ) < e @.11)

14



if i is sufficiently large. Now we can apply [35, Lemma 4.11] to conclude that
1B,14,0i Dl = (1= ¥(€)w

for ¥(e) — 0 if € — 0. By Theorem[2.3] it is clear that for any s < 1,

1B,14, 0 gy = (1= W(€)wns".
In other words, for any r < ry,

1B-14,06 D2, 2 (1= ().
From [[33] Corollary 4.8] which we apply to the metric r~2g; and f;, it implies that

deu {(B,14,0i: 1) 77 d) , (B, (0, 1), diue)} < V(o).
Note that the above inequality holds uniformly for any r < r;. By taking i — oo, we have
don {(Br14. G0 1) 7 doo ) (B, (0. 1), diue)} < Pe).

We can conclude immediately that all tangent cones at yo, is (R™, gguc)- O

In general, we notice that for any fixed D > 0, the concepts of (weakly) k-Euclidean points in
B(po, D) are defined indifferently from the case with a uniform Ricci curvature lower bound (see
Definition 0.3, Definition 2.2 and Definitions of W&, and (W&;). in [6]). Therefore, the concepts
involved in proving [6, Theorem 2.1] are parallel to the case of N, (F, K), and the very same proof
leads to the following

Proposition 2.17 (Neligibility of the singular set). Suppose a sequence {(M,, pi, gi, [i)} € N (F, K)
converges to a limit metric space (X, peo,ds) in the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff topology, together
with a limit function f and a limit measure s, then

Lieo(S) = 0. 2.12)

In the case of the measured, pointed Gromov-Hausdorff limits of a sequence of Ricci shrinkers,
we of course have the limit probability measure satisfying pw(S) = 0.

3 Parabolic smoothing of the distance function

This section contains the analytic core of the paper: the f-heat kernel bounds on manifolds in
Nu(F, K), Theorem [3.1] and their applications in the parabolic smoothing of the distance functions
(Lemma[3.15/and Lemma(3.16)).
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3.1 Heat kernel on manifolds in N,,(F, K)

Given a metric measure space (M, p, g, uy) in N, (F, K), note that the weighted Laplacian operator
Ay is self-adjoint with respect to the measure y. Moreover, we have the following Bochner formula
for any smooth function ©# on M,

1
EAfWuP = |Hessy* + Rep(Vu, Vi) + (VA pu, Vur). 3.1)
If u is defined on the spacetime M X [0, T") and satisfies the weighted heat equation
Osu = (0, —Apu = 0,

then a parabolic version of (3.1 is
1
Eufwuﬁ = —|Hess,|* — Re;(Vu, Vu). (3.2)

Now we denote the heat kernel by H(x,y,?) or Hy(x,y,t) if we want to emphasize the role of
f. The existence and uniqueness of H can be found, for example in [14] Theorem 7.7, Corollary
9.6]. To apply Corollary 9.6], we must check the stochastic completeness of (M, g, uy). By our
definition, (M, g, u1r) is a smooth CD(K, o) space, then there exists a constant C such that

1/ (B(p.r) < C .

The proof of the above inequality can be found in [34] Theorem 18.12]. Then the stochastic com-
pleteness follows immediately from [[14] Theorem 11.8].

We have the following upper and lower bound of H, see also [37, Theorem 1.1]:

Theorem 3.1. Let (M, p,g,uy) be a space in N,,(F,K). For any D > 0, there exists a constant
C=C(m,F,K,D) > 1 such that

e (_ d(x.y) o0 (_ PG, y))
pp(B(x, V1)) C't ur(B(x, V1) ct |

for any x, y € B(q, D/3) with d(p,q) < D and 0 < t < D?/4.

) < H(x,y, 1) < (3.3)

Proof. The upper and lower bound of the weighted heat kernel H follow essentially from [31}
Theorem 4.1, Theorem 4.8]. In our setting, it is clear that the Dirichlet form is defined as

E(u,v) = f(Vu, Vv) dugy.

Then the Markov semigroup (P;),>( satisfies for any r > 0 and u € L*(M, M),

dPu
dr

= AfPtM.

Since we have the local volume doubling property @.3) and L>-Poincaré inequality (Proposition
2.7), then conclusion follows immediately. i
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Corollary 3.2. With the same conditions as those in Theorem 3.1} there exists a uniform constant
C=C(m,F,K,D) > 1 such that

f HG.y D) dus(y) < Cr2
B(q,D/3)\B(q,r)

forany r < D/10 and t < D*/4.

Proof. By computation

f H(g,y,t) dus(y)
B(q,D/3)\B(g,r)

Ny

IA

f H(q,y, 1) dus(y)
k=Ny B(qlk \/E) \B(qlk—] \/E)

i Ce_c-l4k ,uf(B(xa 2k ‘/;)

<
k:N() /‘lf(B(xa 2k_1 \/;)
<C Z e_cfl4k <Crt
k=N

where Ny = [log2 ﬁ-‘ and Ny = [logz 3%/;-‘ Here we have used the elementary inequality

ie‘m < cr!

k=0

for any [ > 0. O

We need the following Li-Yau gradient estimate from [21, Theorem 3.1, (a)]:
Theorem 3.3. With the same conditions, there exists a constant C = C(m, F, K, D) > 1 such that

VuP?* u C
Vul _w €

c

u? u -t
on B(q, D) x [0, D?].
Next we need the following Harnack inequality which is a special case of [37, Theorem 3.1]:
Theorem 3.4. With the same conditions, there exists a constant C = C(m, K, F, D) > 1 such that

sup u(-,r2/2) < Cu(g, r2)
B(q.,r/2)

where u is a positive solution of the weighted heat equation on B(q, r) x [0, r*].

For later applications, we now show the following gradient estimate:
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Lemma 3.5 (Cheng-Yau estimate). Let (M, p, g, uy) be a space in N, (F,K). Consider a smooth
function u on B(q, r)x[s, s—r*] with r < D which satisfies the weight heat equation and is bounded.
Then there exists a constant C = C(m, K, F, D) > 0 such that for any r < D,

[Vul < ' osc u.
B(g.r/2)X[s=12/2,5] B(q.r)X[s—12.5]

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that u > 0. We choose a cutoff function ¢ on R such
that # = 1 on (—co, 7] and ¥ = 0 on [2r, c0]. Moreover, we assume that |/| < C(n)r~'. We set

n(x, 1) = ¥(d(q, x))y(s — ). Multiplying both sides of Oyu = 0 by n*u and integrating by parts, we
obtain

IR | R e T M e ™

<Cr? ff u? dppde
B(q,r)X[s—712,s]

f f Vul* dupdt < Cup(Blg,r) — osc — u.
B(q,r/2)X[s—1r2/2,s] B(g,r)X[s—12s]

On the other hand, by computation,

t=s

That is,

OfVu?> = —2|Hess,|* — 2Rc(Vu, Vu) < 2K|Vul*

or
Oy (e_ZKtIVulz) < 0.
Now we apply the Moser iteration on e >X*|Vu|?, see [37, Proposition 2.7], that
C
Vul® < 5 f f IVul® dupdt.
Bg.ridxis—r2jas) T (B r/2)) JIBgr/2)xs-r2/a.s]
Therefore,
Cur(B(q,r
|Vu|2 < M 0sc W < Cr? 0sc u?
B(q,r/8)x[s—12/4.5] r ,llf(B(q, r/2)) B(q.r)x[s—r2,s] B(q,r)X[s—712,s]
by the volume doubling. O

Now we prove the existence of a local cut-off function, see also [[5, Theorem 6.33].

Theorem 3.6. Let (M, p, g, uy) be a space in N,y(F,K). For any D > 0 and g with d(p,q) < D,
there exists a smooth cutoff function ¢ which is supported in B(q, r) and ¢ = 1 on B(q, r/2) such that

Vel + rPlAsgl < C

for some C = C(m, K, F,D) > 0andr < D/3.
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Proof. Consider the function u(x,7) = H(x, g*,1), then it follows from (3.3) that there exist Cy =
Co(m,K,F(2D),D) > 1 and C| = C{(m, K, F(2D), D) > 1 such that

u>Cyla onB(q",p/2) x [p*/3.p°],
u<Cy'a/2  onB(q",2Cip)\B(g*,Cip) X [0*/3,p],
u<Ca on B(q*,2C1p) X [p*/4,p?1,

where a = v}l (B(g*, p))l. Here we require that all sets considered are contained in B(g, D/6).

Now it follows from Lemma [3.3] that
[Vu| < Cp_la

on B(q",C1r) x [0 /3.p7].
Now we take a nonnegative cut-off function 7 supported in [p?/2,2p? /3] such that || < Cp~2

and
20%/3
f n > Clp%
%12

Then we define a function

C 2r2/3
Y(x) = —02 f u(x, Hn(r) dt.
ap p2/2

Then we have

> 1 onB(q",p/2),

1/2 on B(g*,2Cp)\B(q", C1p),
IVy| < Cp™' on B(g*,Cip).

S &
IAN IV

Moreover,

Co 20%/3
Apg(x) = — f Apu(x, )n(t)ds
ap 02/2
C 20%/3
=— Au(x, Hn(t)dt
ap 02/2
Co 202 /3

Clp2 P22

u(x, H)om(t)de,

therefore on B(g*, Cyr),
p*lAmgl < C.

Now we construct a smooth nondecreasing function F () = 0ifr < 1/2 and F(¢) = 1 if ¢t > 1. Then
by considering the composite function F(¢(x)) we have proved that for any B(¢*, r) C B(g, D), there
exists a cutoft function ¢* supported in B(g*, r) such that ¢. = 1 on B(¢*, Cl‘lr) and

V. + r’lAse. < C.
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The rest proof is a standard covering argument. By the local volume doubling, there exists an
integer N = N(m, K, F(2D)) > 1 such that we can find ¢, ¢2, - , gy € M such that

N
B(g.1/2) c | ) Blgi.C7'r).
i=1

Then the function ¢ := F (Zf\; | i) will satisfy all conditions.

Now the theorem follows from a standard argument by (2.3)). i
Remark 3.7. In [35] Lemma 1.5], the same conclusion is proven using Green’s function.
Now we need the following space-time control of the Hessian term of a heat equation solution:

Lemma 3.8. With the same assumptions as in Lemmal[3.3) there exists C = C(m, K, F, D) > 0 such
that

s 2
f f |Hessu|2 dugdt < Cr_2( osc u) .
s=1r2/4J B(q,r/4) B(g,r)X[s=r?,s]

Proof. We have as before

OfVul®* = —2|Hess,|* — 2Rc(Vu,Vu) < —2|Hess,[* + 2K|Vul*. (3.4)

We choose a nonincreasing cutoff function n on R such that n(x) = 1 if x < 1/2 and n(x) = 0 if
x > 1. Let ¢ be a cutoff function constructed in the last theorem such that ¢ = 1 on B(g, r/2) and is
supported in B(g, ). We also set y/(x, £) := ¢(x)n(—1r*). By multiplying both sides of (3:4) by ¢ and
integrating, we have

f f 2|Hess, "y dusdt < f ~ 0| Vul? + 2K|VulPy dupde

= f f (0; + Ap)IVul® + 2K|Vuly dupde — f \Vuly dus

<Cr? f f IVul® du sdt.
B(q,r/2)X[s—12/2,s]

Then the conclusion follows from Lemma[3.3]and the local volume doubling. O

t=s

For a closed set X ¢ M and 0 < ry < rq, the annulus A, ,, (X) is defined as T, \T},, where T,(X)
is the r—tubular neighborhood of X. Then by using Theorem 3.4] and a similar argument in [T}
Lemma 2.6] we have

Corollary 3.9. Let (M, p, g, 117) be a space in N,,,(F, K). For any D > 0, 0 < 10ry < ry < D/10 and
a compact set X C B(q, D/10) with d(p, q) < D, there exists a smooth nonnegative cutoff function ¢
such that for some constant C = C(m, K, F, D) > 0,

1. (]5 =1on A3r0’rl/3(X) and ¢) =0on M\AZro,r] /Q(X).
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A

2. rolVel + rjlAsgl < C on Agyy 3 (X).

3. 1Vl + PIAsgl < Con Ay sy p(X).

A

Next we prove the following mean value inequality which is similar to the Lemma 2.1 of [11]].

Lemma 3.10. Let (M, p, g, uy) be a space in N,,(F, K). For any D > 0 and g with d(p, q) < D, there
exists a constant C = C(m, K, F, D) > 1 such that the following holds. If u;, = u(x, t) is nonnegative
continuous function on M X [0, 2] with compact support on each time slice in B(g, D/5), r < D/10
and Ogu > —cg in the distribution sense, then

J( ug duy < C(u2(x) + corz).
B(x,r)

Proof. We fix x and r, then for any 7 € [0, %), we have
o [ HCey.r = 0.0 dus ()
= f@,Hu + HOu duy
= f—AfHu + HAfpu+ HOpu duy

= fHElfu dﬂf

—C()fH dﬂf = —Cp. (35)

\%

As t — r2, it follows from the definition of H that

li/nng(x,y, ” = Du(y, ) dus(y) = u(x, r2).

From the heat kernel lower bound (3.3)), we have

f HCx,y, o) duy () > CJ(B uoy) ity ().

(x.r)
The proof is complete if we integrate (3.3)) from O to 2. o

In particular, if u is independent of ¢, we have

Corollary 3.11. Let (M, p, g, r) be a space in N,,(F,K). For any D > 0 and q € B(p, D), there
exists a constant C = C(m, K, F,D) > 1 such that the following holds. If u(x) is nonnegative
continuous function on M with compact support in B(q,D/5), r < D and Aru < co, then

f udur < Clu(x) + cor?).
B(x,r)
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3.2 Smoothing the distance function

In this subsection, we fix a manifold (M™, p, g, f) € N,u(F, K) and two points ¢’, g in B(p,D/2)
with d(¢’, q) = d. Recall that the excess function of ¢’ and ¢ is defined as

e(x) = d(x,q") +d(x,q) — d(q . q).

We also set d™(x) = d(q’, x) and d*(x) = d — d(q, x).

Now we have

Theorem 3.12. Assume that d < 1 and a constant 0 < € < 1, if x € A24(1q',q}) satisfies
e(x) < r’d < 7P*(m, €)d, then

J( edus < Cpyid
B(x,rd)

for some Cg, = Cgy(m, K, F(2D)) > 0.
Proof. By Corollary3.9]with X = {¢’, ¢}, there exists a cutoff function ¢. If u = ¢e, then

C
Apu = Apge+ ghre+ AV Ve) < |Asdle +@Are +4Ve| < —

where we have used Theorem 2.3]and d < 1 for the last inequality. Then the theorem follows from
Corollary B.111 i

Similar to Section 2], we evolve the distance functions to ¢’ and ¢ by the weighted heat
equation. For a fixed 6 > 0, by using Corollary there exists a cutoff function ¢ such that ¢ = 1
on Mgd/4’gd and ¢ =0on M\M6d/l6,16d where

Mr,s = Ard,sd(q’) N Ard,sd(Q)-

Then we define /;" and e, to be solutions to the equation O¢h; = 0 and Oye, = 0 with initial values
o = ¢d* and eg = ¢e, respectively.

Lemma 3.13. There exists a constant C = C(m, K, F(2D), 6) > 0 such that

Afe, ,Afht_ s —Afh:— <

SHEe!

Proof. We only prove the conclusion for e, others are similar. As before, we have

C
Arey = Ap(ge) < E

Moreover, for any ¢ > 0,

C
Ases = f A cH(xy, 060)e) dus(y) = f Ay HG 3, D90)00) day) < .
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Lemma 3.14. There exists a constant C = C(m, K, F(2D), 6) > 0 such that for any € < €(m, o) and
X € Ms).4, the following holds for each y € B(x, 10ed),

(i) leep®)] < C(€d + e(x)).

(i1) |recl) + 1Areaply) < CCh+ 450,
(i) Jyycq)HESSes ol Aty < CCG+ 5
(iv) 1%, = d*I(x) < C(€*d + e(x)).

(v) Vi (%) < 1+ CedP.

e2d?

Proof. From Lemma[3.13] we have

e(x) = ep(x) + j(;tAf@s ds < e(x)+ %
and hence
e(x) < eplx) + Ce’d
for any 7 € [€2d?, 100€2d?]. Then it follows from Theorem [3.4] that if y € B(x, 10de),
eep(y) < C(€d+e(x)

and the (i) follows. (ii) follows from Lemma[3.3]and (iii) follows from Lemma[3.13]and the gradient
estimate Theorem 3.4] In addition, (iv) follows from Lemma[3.8] Indeed, since we have

€2d* 2
1
f f |Hess€,|2 dupdr < C(— + @) .
&d2/2JB(y.ed) d e

Therefore such r must exists. Next (v) follows from an identical proof in Lemma 2.3]. Finally,
(vi) follows the same as [11, Lemma 2.17] by using Corollary 3.2 O

Recall that an e-geodesic between ¢’ and ¢ is a unit speed curve o such that ||o7| — d(¢’, g)| < €.
In particular, it implies that for any x € o, e(x) < €2d”.

Lemma 3.15. There exists a constant C3 = C3(m, F, K, D, ) > 0 such that for any € < &(m,9),
X € Msjp.4 with e(x) < e2d, and any e-geodesic o connecting q' and q, there exists ¢ € [1/2,2] with

(i) |5, = d*I(x) < C3€%d.
(1) Jpipeay Vhip o = W dpty < Ce.

(1-0)d

(i) fi " (fpoe VA2l = W dy) < C3é2d.

_ (1-8)d -2
() [ (J%(m),ed) (Hessye, | duy ) G

IA
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Proof. The proof is the same as [11, Theorem 2.19]. O

Similar to Theorem 2.20], we also have

Lemma 3.16. There exists a constant C4 = C4(m, F,K, D, ) > 0 such that for any x € Ms, and
0 <s<t<d,=d(q,x), the following estimates hold,

(i) [ IVALP =11 < Shex) + ).
(ii) [" WLV 1] < Sie() + ).

(iii) [/ VA, = Vd | < (el + )

4 Convexity of the regular part in Gromov-Hausdorff limits

In this section we prove our main improvement of the previous structural results in about the
pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff limits of manifolds in N,,(F, K): we will show that the regular part, as
defined in Section 2.3, is both weakly convex and almost everywhere convex with respect to the
limit measure. In conjunction with the regularity improvements obtained in [24], we also show
that the regular part on a pointed-Gromov-Hausdorft limit of manifolds in N,,(F, K) is actually a
strongly convex open subset. Results about Ricci shrinkers are summarized in Theorem 111

4.1 Gromov-Hausdorff distance between nearby metric balls

In this subsection, we prove a Gromov-Hausdorff distance control of nearby geodesic balls of the
same size. The proof follows from the original idea in [T Section 3], but since the Ricci lower
bound, the basic assumption underlying essentially everywhere of their arguments, is unavailable
for manifolds in N,,,(F, K), we have to rework most of the details there and fit them into our setting.

Fixy : [0,l] — M, a minimal geodesic of length / and unit speed. Let y(0) = g and y(/) = ¢’. For
d, := d(q,-), let y; be the gradient flow generated by the almost everywhere defined vector field
—Vd,. Notice that i is only defined almost everywhere on M, and that i is smooth away from ¢
and the cut locus C, of g. Moreover, if x ¢ C, U {g}, then the integral curve s — (x) defines a
minimal geodesic of unit speed for s € [0, d(q, x))]. In this section we fix some § € (0, 1/10), and
will control the Gromov-Hausdorff distance between balls centered at nearby points on y([6/, [—6!]).

Fixing ¢ € [0l,] — ol], for each r € [0,6/10], we consider the following core neighborhood of
y(@):

H = {y € B, Vs € [0,1 =811, dw, ),y = ) < exp(Cs V5) do. (1)
where
Cs = Cs(m,F,K,D,6,1) := (4(m — 1)) +20m - 1) VK + 2F2D) + (1 — 5)1(1)% .

Intuitively speaking, such neighborhood of () consists of points in B(y(t), r) that are carried by
up to a controllable distance for all s < r— /. On a manifold in N,,(F, K), we could in fact conclude
that when r is sufficiently small, almost every point of B(y(r), r) are in H':
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Lemma 4.1. Fix 6 € (0,1/10) and t € [61,1 — 6l). Lety : [0,l] = M be a minimal geodesic of unit
speed, with y(0) = q and y(I) = ¢’, then for r > 0 sufficiently small,

1r(Hy) = pp(By(@), ). (4.1)

Proof. Let ((x) denote the injectivity radius of x € M, and set

;< ll—omin{(sz, YD)

such that B(y(#),r) N C, = 0, and that for any x € B(y(f), r), the minimal geodesic starting from ¢
and passing x can be extended at least up to (1 — }Lé)l. Since vy is a minimal geodesic, y([0, []) is
compact and ¢ is positive and continuous on M, we see r > 0.

For any x € B(y(1), r), there exists a unique tangent vector v € Ty M such that exp,, v = x.
Since (u, 5) — exp q s(y(0) + uv) is a variation by geodesics and thus J(u, s) := d, exp, s(y(0) + uv)
is a Jacobi field along the geodesic y, : s — exp, s(¥(0) + uv).

On the other hand, since u +— equ(t — 5)(7(0) + u¥) is a curve connecting y(r — s) to Yy (x), we
have d(¥y(x),y(t — 5)) < fol |J(u,t — s)| du, and it then suffices to bound |J|(u,? — s) in terms of
@, 1) = [ = d(x, y(1)).

In order to estimate |J|, we notice that %l]l2 = 2Hessq,(J, J), and thus

d
‘E log|JP| < 2|Hessq,|.

Integrating from any s; € [0, ¢ — /] to r we see

P (. 1)
PGt = 51)

[

2

t (1-5)1 2
< f |Hessq,(vu(s) ds < ( f |Hessq, *(vu(s)) ds] Vs.
1—51

Therefore, Vs € [0, t — 6], integrating u we have

(1-5)1 :
ds(x),y(t = 5)) < eXp(S fbl |Hessa, I (y(w)) du] d(x, y(1)), (4.2)

2

and the following claim guarantees that B(x, r) C H, whence the weighted volume estimate.
Claim: For the given y, we have ;ll_%)l |Hessdp|2(y(s)) ds < 4C?, with D := Supeqo. d(p, ¥(1)).
Proof of claim: By Theorem 2.3 we hzave
m—1

|
+(n-1)VK+FQD) and Asdy < md +(m—1)VK + FQD).
q q

Aqu <

Since the function (d, + d,/) attains a smooth minimum on y, we see Ar(d, + dy)(y(1)) > 0; we
also notice that Vd,(y(1)) = —Vd (y(1)). Therefore, we have

Apdy(y(t) = —=Asdy(y(1) 2 —(m-1)VK - F(2D),

— m —
dy (y(1))
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and thus

2m—1)

T+ (m ) VK + FD).

max {|A rd,|(y(81), 1A pdg|(y(1 = 51))} <
Plugging u = d, in to the Bochner formula (3.I), we immediately have:

sl 6
VielZ. =5l 0 = AfdVd,P(y(0) = 2lHessq,(y(1)) + 20, (Ardy () - K.

Therefore, integrating ¢ € [%1, [ - %l] we obtain

(1-%)1 Am — 1
f " |Hessq P dt < % +20m — 1) VK + 2F2D) + (1 — 6)KI, 4.3)
ol

2

whence the desired L2-estimate. O

From the proof of the proposition, we could clearly see that H_. is determined by the specific M
and v, rather than a uniform neighborhood that we would like to get. In fact, it is impossible to get
such neighborhood in a uniform way; however, in the sequel, we will see that there is a sufficiently
large (in volume) set, which is not necessarily a neighborhood of y, but which resembles the key
property of H.: the gradient flow lines of —Vd, with initial data in this set does not spread too far
away from y. Moreover, this set is defined analytically and its properties depend on the estimates
uniformly.

Define

Bts(a, r) = {z€ B(y(t),r) : Yu € [0, sl], y,(z) € B(y(t —u),(1 + a)r)}.

Clearly, Bg(a, r) = B(y(1), r), since Yy is the identity map; by the continuity of —Vd, outside the
cut-locus of ¢, we know that there is a small £ > 0 such that,

uBier) 1
up B —s),m) ~ 2

Clearly, this € may vary from one specific manifold to another, it may also depend on r.

Vs € [0, &l],

4.4)

However, let this & be chosen as the maximal possible value that satisfies (@.4)), and we will show
its irrelevance of specific manifolds and r provided r < ry, some fixed constant.

Now let ¢, be the characteristic function of Bi(a, r) X B.(a, r) in B(y(1),r) X B(y(1), r), then for
any s € [0, el] and n € (0, 1/2), we define with the ¢ € [%, 2] obtained in Lemma[3.15]

Fr(xy) = f cf,<x,y)( f |Hesshc,2|] dau, @5)
0 V() du ()
1) = f 7 (x,y) dutp (0 (), 6)
B(y(1),r)xB(y(t),r)

T,; = {x € B(y(0),r): egq(x) < Ce? ()™, andJ(

F o) dus(y) < n‘llél(r)}, “4.7)
B(y().r)
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where Cg, is the consant in Theorem [3.12] and for each x € T,; we define

Tr(x) = {y € By(t), 1) : e ) < Ce? (o)™, and Fi(x,y) < I}, (4.8)
By the excess function estimate in Theorem [3.12]and Chebyshev’s inequality, we have
uy(T7) uy(T0)

_ > 1-2n, d V T, ——— >
17 (BOy(1). 1) T o)

Notice that these estimates are uniform. Now we come to the following
Lemma 4.2. Fix a,¢ € (0,1/20) and n € (0,1/100). There is an &y = gy(n | a,m, F, K, D, ) and a
Co = Ce¢(m, F, K, D, ) such that whenever & < &, then for any fixed r € (0, 61/10), once (4.4) holds
on[t—elt], thenVs € [t — el t], Vx| € T,; and Vxy € T,;(xl) N B(a,&r),

ld (s (x1), ¥s(x2)) — d(x1, x2)| < Con2r+/s/L. (4.10)

Moreover, x| € Bi(a,r) for all s € [0, £l].

1-2n. (4.9)

Proof. Fix any x; € T;\C4 and denote
&(xp) := min{l,sup{s < &l : Yu € [0, s], Y,(x1) € B(y(t —u),2r)}}.
Clearly, when s < &(x), x; € B.(a, r); moreover, B(a,ér) C Bi(a,r). Therefore ¢ (xy, x) = 1.

By the continuity of the mapping u — ¥, (x;), we also see that

3
Ve (1) & BOy(t - &(x1)), 57). (4.11)

We will show that &(x;) = &l for suitably chosen &y. Now for any x, € (T (x1) N Bl (o, n)\C, fixed,
we let o and o, denote the integral curves of —Vd,, starting from x; and x,, respectively. These are
minimal geodesics, and integrating (3.6) in [11, Lemma 3.4] we get for any s < &(x1),

s (e, () — dCxr, 52)] < f V2 — V(o1 () du
0 (4.12)

+ f [Vhe,2 = Vdg|(oa(u)) du + F{ (x1, x2).
0

We now estimate each term in the right-hand side of (4.12). By Lemma [3.16] and the choice of
X1, X, we see fori = 1,2,

Vs € [0, &(x1)], f Vi — Vdyl(oi(w) du < 2C4n7 7 r+/s]L. (4.13)
0

The last term on the right-hand side of (@I2) is by definition bounded by 1 2I’(r). By the segment
inequality of Theorem and the definition of B!(«,r), for any s € [0, &(x;)] we could estimate

S( ) :
0 I f(f M(a > )) wu(ﬁ( :{( ))Xl//u(B[u( )) Y

2
IHesshn2 I) duf] du
Xy

s W(Bl(a,r
f (IOr Ciy L ) |Hessp, .| dyf) du
0 ur(By(a,r) Bly(i—s),5r) or

s By(t —u),2r
f (IOr nggﬂf( (Y(I ) 5 ) |Hessy, ,| duf) du.
0 ur(By(a,r) Bly(i—s),5r) or

Ii(r)

IA

IA
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Moreover, by the volume doubling property (2.3) within B(pg, D), assumption (&.4) and Lemma
3.15] we could continue to estimate: Vs € [0, &(x1)],

s B(y(t — u), n)\?
') < f 107 C5Cseg (” B0t~ v r))) J( \Hessy, | dus | du
0 ur(By(a,r)) Bly(1—u),5r) o

1
(-6l 2
10r CchEg( J( |Hessy,,I* dy f) Vs
ol B(y(u),5r)

10C2CSeg \/C_3 r \/S_/la

Now (£.12), [{.135) and (4.16)) together imply that for almost every x; € T; and x, € T, (x))NB{(a, 1),

(4.14)

IA

IA

Vs € [0,e(x)],  1dWs(x1).s(x2) = d(x1, x2)| < Co 2r+/s/l, (4.15)

where C¢ = Co(m, F,K, D, 6) := 4C4 + 10C2Cs,., VC3. Here we emphasize that in proving this
estimate we only need x; € 7 N B (a,r) and x; € Ty(x1) N B (r). The stronger assumption that
X2 € Bi(a, &r) is not needed yet.

Now we put gy := (1 + a)’n*/ (16C§). Suppose, for the purpose of a contradiction argument,
that e(x)) < &l < &ol, then since xp € B(a,&r), we have d(Y (x), y(t — 5)) < (1 + @)ér whenever
s € [0, &(x1)], and the triangle inequality implies that

1
Ao (x1), ¥t = £(x1))) < (7 + A +a)r, (4.16)

whence a desired contradiction to (#11)).

Therefore (x1) = &l, and (£.13) is valid for all s € [0, &l]. Especially, this is (£.I0) holding for
all s € [0, /], as claimed by the lemma. O

Remark 4.3. Let us emphasis that the estimate (£.J0) depends on ([@.4) whose range of validity
depends on the specific manifold, geodesic and scale r. But with these estimates we are now ready
to remove such dependence of ¢ in (£.4).

On the other hand, we could consider the gradient flow ¢, generated by the almost everywhere
defined vector field —Vd,/, with dy : M — [0, o) denoting the geodesic distance to ¢" € M. We
could define B(a, r)" as following

Bl(a,r) = {z€ Byt —s),r): Yu€l0,sl], ¥, (z) € By +u), (1 +a)r)}.
By the symmetry of y, we could apply Lemmald.2] to see that as long as

i Bien) 1

\'4 0, £l], > —, 4.17
selbell Bow = 2 &-17)

then Vx; € (T})" and Vxy € T} (x1)" N Bi(a,ér),
Vs e[0.ell,  |dW,(x1),Wy(x2) — d(x1,x2)| < Cen2r/s/L, (4.18)

where (T})', Ty(x1)" € B(y(t - 5),r) are defined in the same way as T and T (x) in @7) and @.8)
respectively, but with 2/ , — the parabolic smoothing of —d,; — replacing A, in (.5) and (4.6).
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Lemma 4.4. There exists a small 1 = 1(n |m, F, K, D, ) > 0 such that fixing r € (0,06l/10), the
estimates (4.4) and (. 17) hold for some € > 1. In fact, we have (TP\(C,UCy)) C Bi(a,r) and
(T)\(CqUCy)) C B (a, r) whenever Vs € [0, &11].

Proof. Fix r € (0,61/10), and let & be the largest possible such number that both (.4) and (£.17)
hold. Again, this & is positive but its value depends on the specific M and y. We will choose an
£1 depending only on m, F, K, D, 6 and n such that were € < £; to hold then a contradiction will be
deduced.

Step 1: Connecting to the good core neighborhood. Recall that Lemma [4.] tells that there are
a small »' = (M, y) > 0 and a core neighborhood H!, = B(y(1),r’), such that it stays close to y
under the geodesic flow. Let us now fix this neighborhood of y(#), which depends on specific M
and y. Notice that if we set &} := (In(1 + a)/C )26, then by the definition of H ; and the proof of
Lemmald.Jl we have

Vs e [0,&]l], Vx e Hﬁ,, dWs(x),y(t+5) < (1 + a)d(x,y(1)). (4.19)

We also let ¢ be some small positive number, say & = %, and let r; := fir fori =0,1,2,...,1,

where [ := [logg 5—;1 is defined to be the first natural number such that r; < 7' /2.

Now for an arbitrary xy € T,; \(C4 UCy) fixed, our plan is to connect it to H ﬁ , by selecting { x,-}{:O
inductively: suppose x; is chosen, then pick any x;,; € (T}(x;) N T;/*')\C,. This is doable because
(@.9) is independent of r: as long as we choose n < (C(m, F, K, D)¢/4)™ with C(m, F, K, D) coming
from the volume comarison (Theorem [2.3)), then we have

Hp(TC) + (T 2 (1= 2) (s (B, 1) + (B, 7341)
> (1= 20)(1 + Cm, F, K, D)€"y (B(y(1), 1))
> up(By(), 1),

ie. T,r,"(x,-) N T,;"“ has positive weighted volume, and especially a non-empty intersection outside
the cut-locus of g. We denote by o; the integral curve of —Vd, with initial value x;. Each o is a
minimal geodesics.

Step 2: Estimating the distance. According to @.19), x; € Bi(a,r;) whenever s € [0,&]]].
Therefore, applying Lemma@.2lto x;_; € 7))~ and x; € T} (x;-1) N Bi(a, ), by @.I16) we have
. , 1
Vs € [0,min{el, gol, g11}],  d(Ws(xp), ¥s(x-1)) < (Z + f)(l +a)r-.

This further implies that for any s < min{el, gol, s’l 1},

dWs(x-1), Yt = 5))

IA

5
dWrs(xp), y(t = s)) + (4_1 + f) -1
(4.20)

IA

1
(Z + 2§) (1 + Q’)I’I_l.

Especially, x;_1 € B.(a, r;—1) whenever s < min{el, g, s’l 1}.
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We could now apply Lemma [4.2] to the pair of points x;_, and x;_;, and conclude that x;_, €
B (a, ri—2) whenever s < min{el, gol, s’l [}. Repeating the same argument another I —2 steps, we will
get for any s < min{el, &ol, &1},

I-1

1 .
dWs(x0),y(t = 5)) <dWy(xp), y(t = 5)) + (Z + f) 1+ a)rz 3
i=0
<1+ o,
by the choice of £. Especially, this implies that xo € Bi(a,r) whenever s < min{gl, gol, £]1}. By

(4.18) and the same reasoning, we see that (7;)"\(C,UCy) C B{(, r)’ whenever s < min{el, gol, &/ 1}.

Step 3: Bounding ¢ from below. Let &’ € (0,6/10) be the largest constant satisfying

b+ b
10
Vse[0,e”l), Vsl <a<b<(1-0), f P A () du < > f P A (1) du,
ats a
then clearly &” is determined by m, F, K, D and ¢. Setting & := min{so,s’l,s”}, we show that
whenever n < 100™", € > &1 by a contradiction argument:

Otherwise, notice that u r(B'(a, r))/us(B(y(t — s), r)) varies continuously with respect to s, then
by @.4), @.I7) and the maximality of &, we have

up(BL (a, 1) 1 (B (a,r)) 1
—— e T 4.21
W BOG—ehr) 2 O wBo@.n) 2 21

Now suppose it is the first case. Since € < g1, we have (T,;\(Cq UCy)) C 82 (@, r), and thus

(B (@, r) - uf(Tr,;),
pr(BOy(t — €), 7)) (T
9(1 — )% up(BO(@),r)

10 puri(Th)))
.o -n)?  ppBHy(@),r)
10 uBO®),(1+a)r)

9(1 —n)*
~ 10(1 + C(m, F, K, D)a)™’

where C(m, F, K, D) > 0 is a constant determined by the volume comparison in Theorem Here
the second inequality holds thanks to the comaprison (2.2)) — especially, notice that we are following
the gradient flow ¢ of —Vd,,. Compare the proof of the segment inequality and « € (0, 1) can be
chosen (depending on C(m, F, K, D)) so that (1 — n)*(1 + C(m, F, K, D)a)™ > %, and this leads
to a contradiction. Similar contradiction could also be deduced if the second case of (.21 were
assumed. Therefore & > &1, a constant solely determined by m, F, K, D, 6 and n. We notice here that

lim,, o &1(nlm, F, D, 6) = 0 by the definition of &;. O

We are now ready to estimate the Gromov-Hausdorff distance of metric balls of arbitrarily small
size r:
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Theorem 4.5 (Gromov-Hausdorft distance between nearby metric balls). Fix a space (M, p, g, f)
in the moduli N,,(F, K), then for any 6 € (0,1/10) and € € (0,5/10) fixed, there are constants
C7, Cg only depending on m, F, K, D, 6 such that on any minimal geodesic y contained in B(p, D)
with |y| = I, and for any x,y on y([6l, (1 — 9)I]),

d(x,y)
l

d(m))ﬁ
r.

<G = deu(B(x,r),B(y,n) < Cs( 7

Proof. Since the estimate is symmetric in terms of x and y, we only argue in one direction. Now fix
any s € [0, &11]. We immediately have us(B(a, ) > (1 = 2n)us(B(y(t), r)), in view of Lemma4.4]
and @.9). Moreover, we have us(B(a,r) N T (x) = (1 = 4pus(B(y(2),r)) for any x € Ty, still
because of @.9). Such volume estimates, together with the volume comparison within B(pg, D),

_1
imply that T,; and T,;(x) N BL(r) are 4C, ’”rﬁr—dense subsets of B(y(t), r), whenever x € T,; .
Recall that (@.15) tells that for any x; € 7} and any x € T;(x1) N B{(a, 1),

AW (x1), Ys(x2)) = d(x1, %) < Csi2r s/l

Now for any xj,x; € T/, since pf(T,;(xl) N T,;(xz) N Bi(a,r) > (1 = 8nus(B(y(1),r)), we could
select some

-1
y € Ty(x1) N Ty(x2) N Bi(a, ) N B(x1,8C, "nnr),
and estimate

ld(Wrs(x1), Ys(x2)) — d(x1, x2)| < |dWs(x2), Y5 (¥)) — d(x2, V)| + dWrs(x1), ¥s(y) + d(x1,y)
2Csy 2r s/l +2d(x1,)
2r(Cs 2 s/l + 8C,) m).

IANIA

IA

In order to make this last line of the last estimate having only s as the variable, we would like to
choose 1 according to the value of s. Notice that in order for this estimate to hold, we cannot violate
s < &1l; on the other hand, let us recall that £; depends on 7, which ultimately comes into play
via gy = %/ (16C§). Therefore, we will first choose 7(s), then check that s/ < n(s)*/ (16C§) and
n(s) < 107" (see Step 1 of Lemma@2): let

1) = CFTCT (s/(8) e,
then
(56, 5(02)) = dx1, )| < 4(8"Co/C3) T (s (4.22)
Moreover, the requirements that s/l < n(s)/ (16C§) and 7n(s) < 107" translate as

_2
> <8¢ min{cgz-7—14m,02m10—4-8'"} = C:(m,F.K,D,5),

the right-hand side of which, being a constant only depending on m, D, and §. Therefore, once s//
is below this C7, the previous requirements of 7(s) are met, and all previous estimates go through
with no problem.
Therefore, whenever d(x,y) < Cs(m, D, ), we have, by the density estimate and (4.22), the
1
desired estimate, with the constant Cg(m, F, K, D, 6) = 24(8"Cq/ Cg)m. m]
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4.2 Extension of limit minimal geodesics

Throughout this subsection, we fix a sequence {(M;, p;, & fi»)} € Nu(F, K) that converges in the
pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff topology to a limit (X, peo, dw, foo). Our focus will be on the non-
compact case, which is more complicated and natural to consider. We will provide detailed proofs
for the necessary adjustments to generalize Colding-Naber’s argument in [[11} Sections 1.2 and 1.4]
to Ny (F, K) limits.

In view of Theorem we could only compare geodesic balls centered at two points that are
away from the endpoints of a minimal geodesic connecting them. For a fixed complete Riemannian
manifold (M, g), and any pair of points x,y € M, we let y,, denote a minimal geodesic connecting
them. Due to the possible existence of the cut-locus, not every pair of points (x,y) € M X M sees
their y,, minimally extensible to both ends. But the minimal extensibility holds for almost every
pair of points, with respect to the natural product measure on M x M.

In order to prove the almost everywhere extensibility of limit minimal geodesics on a pointed-
Gromov-Hausdorff limit, we have to show that the problematic cut-loci do not accumulate to acquire
positive limit measure during the convergence. The key observation, due to Shouhei Honda [[18]], is
that the cut-loci could be characterized by an inequality — the non-vanishing of the excess func-
tion [1]] — whose effective version persists to the Gromov-Hausdorff limit. The proof of what we
need for N, (F, K) limits is the same as the original one in [11, Appendix A], except at one point:
the crucial estimate in Lemma A.2] relies on the Laplacian comparison with a uniform Ricci
curvature lower bound, which is not available for manifolds in NV,,,(F, K). The following lemma fills
this only gap in carrying Colding-Naber’s original argument to our setting:

Lemma 4.6. Suppose (M, p, g, f) € Nyu(F, K). For each 6,r € (0,1), D > 0 and k € N, there exists
a constant Cog = Co(m, F, K, D, 6) such that
wr.p (Cu(r. k) 0 A1 (D))
ur(B(p, )P

< Cor. 4.23)

Here we define, as [11}, (A.5)],
Cu(r.k) = {(x.y) € Mx M : Yz, we M, d*(x.2) + d*(y.w) 2 27 = e((x.y) 2 k2,
and
e (1Y) = 27306 y) + (d(x, 2 + dOy, WD) - 272Gz w),

is the excess function on the isometric product manifold (M x M, g g), see [[11] (A.2)]. Notice that
Cuy(r, k) is just a quantitative version of the r-cut-loci Cy;(r) of the manifold (M x M, g & g), which
is actually U;? Cp(r, k). Moreover, (x,y) € Cy(r) if and only if the geodesics emanating from the
midpoint towards x and y respectively are minimal till they reach x and y, but at least one of them
could not be extended beyond x or y as a minimal geodesic for at least a distance of r.

Furthermore, the set A;s-1(D) is defined for any 6 > 0 as

Assi(D) = {(x,y) € MX M : pyy € B(p,D), 6 <dalx,y) <67},
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with p,, denoting the midpoint of a minimal geodesic connecting x and y, and da(x,y) = 2‘%d(x, y)
denoting the distance between (x, y) and the diagonal A of M x M, in the product metric.

We also notice that the product of (M, p, g, f) by itself is (M X M, (p, p),g® g, f - f), where
Yx,y € M, - f(x,y) := f(x)f(y). We have the product an element of N>,,(F, K), where F(x,y) :=
VF(d(p, x))? + F(d(p,y))?, since clearly we have

Vx,ye M, |Vf- fF(x,y) < F(d(p,x)* + F(d(p,y))*
and Rcge, + Vz(f -f) = -Kgdg.

A

Due to the metric product structure, the distance to the diagonal dj enjoys the following Laplace
comparison inequality: Vx,y € B(p, D),

1 1
Ap.rda(x,y) = —=(Ap)xd(x,y) + —=(Ap)yd(x,y)
V2 1 V2 (4.24)
< V2| 2= +(m—1)«/E+F(2R)).
d(x,y)

By [[L1 Lemma A.1], the distance of (x, y) to the diagonal D is realized by the distance to (pyy, pxy),
the midpoint of the minimal geodesic connecting x and y. The geodesic ray realizing the distance
to the diagonal is then given as:

V(x,y) e M XM, s— XDy, ) S(Vyy, =Vay),

where vy, = j/xy(%d(x, ¥), and (Viy, —Vyy) € S, M X S, ‘M, the product of unit tangent vectors.
Associated to this exponential map, we could consider

TAD) := {(x.y) € M X M : dy(x,y) < r and some py, € B(p, D)}
= {exp(q’q) s(v,=v): se[0,r/ \/5), pEB(p,D), ve SqM},

which is the open r-tubular neighborhood of the diagonal A C B(pg, D) X B(pg, D). Clearly,
Ass1(D) = Ts1(D)\Ts(D), and

OTy(D) = {(x.y) € Mx M : da(x.y) = s and some p,, € B(p, D)}
= {exp(q’q) s(v,=v): (g,v) € SB(p, D)},

where S B(p, D) is the sphere bundle of B(p, D).

We denote the area form of 9T (D) at €XP(4.0) s(v,—v) by ﬂz(q, v, s), and the e /*/ -weighted
product measure density on 07 (D) by ﬂfc, f(q, v,s) := e [T A (g, v, s). We notice that

O In (ﬂ?,f(q, v, s)) = Ay.pda(exp, sv,exp, —sv)
< V2(0m— s~ + (m- ) VK + F(D + V2s)),
therefore, for any fixed (¢, v) € S B(p, D) and s € [8,57'], the ratio

2
ﬂf.f(qa v, )
§ V2(m=1) o((m—=1) V2K+ V2F(D+ V25~ "))s
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is monotone non-increasing with respect to s.

Recall that (x,y) € Cy(r) if and only if the geodesics s + exp, svand s — exp,,  —sv are
minimal for s € (0, %d(x, y)), but cease to be so for some s € (%d(x, y), %d(x, y) + r). Therefore

V6 > 0, ¥(q,v) € SB(p, D), |{s € (6,671 exp, s(v,—v) € CM(r)}| <

We now put the estimates together to see:

51
Hf-f (CM(V) ﬂA(s,afl(D)) = f (f )(CM(r)e_f'f) ds
s aT,(D)

671
= f f XCM(r)ﬂff-f(qa v,s)ds do(q, V)
SB(p.D) Js

f f " rewnd %0 dor(q. V)
<  ds o(q,v
sB(p.0)\Js XCur) 5 V2(m=1) p((m=1) V2K+ V2F(D+ V251))5 q

2
< f , ﬂff(qa V’ 6)
~ JsBop.p) 6 V2(m=1) p((m=1) VZK+ V2ZF(D+V261))5

_ y-(0T5(D)) .
T 5 V2m=1) p((m-1) VIR + VIF(D+ V251 )5

do(gq,v)

Finally, since Yx € B(p, D + 1) fixed{y € B(p,D+ 1) : (x,y) € dTs(D)} = 0B(x, \/56) NB(p,D+1),
we have, by Theorem

wrf@T5(D)) < f 1r(@B(x, V26)) e D dV,(x)
B(p,D+206)

oF(D+ V267 )(D+571 44 e a%—l ( V2 5)

<
Vol ( \/55) B(p,D+26)

pp(B(x, V26)) e "V, (),

and applying Theorem 2.5 again we have

wpr (Co(r) N Ags1 (D)) < Co pp(B(p. 1)r,

where

Cy = Co(m, F,K,D,0) =

O+ N0+ Area\(V36) (Vol'(D + VD) Y
5 V20m=1) p((m—1) VZK+ V2F(D+ V2571)5) Vol ( V26) Vol(1)

Therefore we get the desired estimate (4.23), since Cp(r) = U2 ,Cu (7, k).

The rest of the argument in showing the almost everywhere extensibility follows verbatim as the
rest of Appendix A], as well as [18]. So we have shown that with respect to the limit measure,
almost every pair of points lie in a minimal geodesic that minimally extends to both ends:

Lemma 4.7 (Extension of limit minimal geodesics). Let a sequence {(M;, p;, gi, )} € Nu(F, K)
converge 10 (X, Poo,dwo, foo) in the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff topology, such that their associated
renormalized measures vy, also converge to a limit measure vo, on X, then ve, X voo almost every
pair of point (x,y) € X X X lies in the interior of some limit minimal geodesic.
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Now we are in a position to state and prove the (weak) convexity of the regular part in the
Gromov-Hausdorff limit of a sequence of Ricci shrinkers. To start the discussion, let us state an
immediate consequence of the Holder continuity of the geodesic balls along a geodesic segment:

Proposition 4.8 (Holder continuity of tangent cones). Let (X, peo,dwo, foo) be a pointed-Gromov-
Hausdorff limit of a sequence in N,,(F, K), then the tangent cones resulted from the same scaling
sequence varies Holder-continuously in the Gromov-Hausdor{f topology, as the point varies in the
interior of limit minimal geodesics.

Proof. Letys : [0,l] — X be a limit minimal geodesic of unit speed, and set
D=2 d(p, v (5)).
max (P 7e0(5))

Now for any s, € (61, (1 — 6)]) (6 € (0,1/10) arbitrary) such that |s — #| < C7(m, D, ), and for any
r € (0,61/10), we have

1
s — 7]\ *+2
dGH(BX(Yoo(S)”’),BX()’oo(f),”)) < C8(n’ D, 6)( ! r.
Notice that this estimate is scaling invariant, therefore we could push it to the tangent cone: let
ri — 0 be a sequence of positive numbers that determines tangent cones X, (5 and X,_ ), then the
above inequalities give

1

|s_t|)m
b

don (B, (05, 1), Bx, (01, 1) < Cg(m, D, 6)( l

whence the desired Holder continuity of tangent cones. O

Remark 4.9. Especially, we see that for t; — ¢ € (0, /), taking

1
6= 3 min{dx(Yeo(t), Yoo (0)), dx (Yoo (£), Yoo (1)), 1/10},

the above estimate gives:

pointed—Gromov—Hausdor f f
Xyea(t) Xyelt)s

and if X, ) = R, then so is X,(1): ¥0((0,1)) N Ry is a closed subset of Y ((0, 1)).

Given the extension lemma (Lemma 7)), the Holder continuity of tangent cones (Proposi-
tion 4.8)), and the v,-negligibility of the singular set (Proposition 2.17), we could now prove Theo-
rem[L3]in a way identical to the original one in Sections 1.2 and 1.4]. For the sake of simplicity,
we will not repeat the argument here, but refer the readers to the proofs of Theorems 1.7, 1.18 and

1.20 in [I1]].

If we consider the sub-collection M,,(F, K; Vj), then together with Theorem 2.14] we have
Theorem 4.10. Let a sequence {(M;, p;, g, f;)} € Nu(F, K; Vy) converge to a limit metric space
(X, Poos oo, [oo) in the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff topology, then the regular part R C X is a strongly

convex open set, equipped with a limit C'** metric go, such that (R, g«) becomes a metric subspace
of (X, dw).
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Proof. Tt has already proven in Theorem 2.14] that the regular part R is open in X, that the conver-
gence is C L@ on R, and that the limit metrics (in the metric sense and in the tensor sense) coincide.
We only need to prove the strong convexity. Now if a minimal geodesic y : [0, 1] — X intersects R
non-trivially, then set

Lg = {te[0,1]: y(t) e R}

is non-empty and is open relative to [0, 1]. But by Remark we know that I, g is also closed
relative to (0, 1), therefore I, g = (0, 1) and therefore the entire interior of y is contained R. The
strong convexity is thus proven. O

If we further restrict our attention to the collection of all m-dimensional complete Ricci shrinkers,
then we have the following

Theorem 4.11 (Regular-convexity of Gromov-Hausdorft limits). Let {(M;, p;, gi, f;)} be a sequence
of pointed m-dimensional Ricci shrinkers which converges to a limit metric space (X, Poo,dcos foo)
equipped with a limit potential function f, in the pointed-Gromov-Hausdorff topology, such that
the associated probability measures p; converges to ps, on X, then the following holds:

1. Assuming the sequence is contained in M,,(A) for some fixed positive constant A, then the
Hausdorff dimension of X is m, and R C X is a strongly convex open set, which, when
equipped with the limit metric dw, becomes an m-dimensional Riemannian manifold with a
C* metric tensor that satisfies the Ricci shrinker equation;

2. Without assuming a uniform positive lower bound of the set {u;(M;)}, then there is a unique
natural number k < m, such that p.(X\Ry) = 0; moreover, Ry, is both ps-a.e. convex and
weakly convex.

Clearly, after applying a usual elliptic regularity argument, the first alternative in this theorem is a
special case of Theorem .10l Moreover, by the equivalence of the uniform u-entropy lower bound
and the uniform volume non-collapsing property (see [28]], [16] and Lemma 2.5]), the first
alternative of this theorem states the same as Theorem [[.Tl The second alternative is a restatement
of Theorem for the special case of Ricci shrinkers.

5 Discussion

In geometric analysis, the compactness of the moduli of certain collection of spaces, in an appro-
priate topology, is a fundamental problem. In the setting of Ricci shrinkers, we would like to ask
whether the collection of all conifold Ricci shrinkers with a given dimension and a uniform lower
bound of the p-entropy is compact in the pointed-C®-Cheeger-Gromov topology.

This question is not a direct consequence of Theorem [[LIl since it is not true that all coni-
fold Ricci shrinkers arise as the pointed—CA“"’-Cheeger—Gromov limits of elements in M,,(A). In the
Kihler setting, orbifold Kéhler-Ricci solitons (of complex dimension at least 2) whose quotient sin-
gularities are of real codimension at least 4 and non-smoothable provide examples of conifold Ricci
shrinkers not in the closure of KM, (A), the moduli space of (complex) n-dimensional Kéhler-Ricci
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shrinkers with g-entropy bounded below by —A. The Riemannian setting is even more complicated.
It is by itself an interesting problem to understand those conifold Ricci shrinkers that are not on
the boundary of M,,(A), and partial progress towards this direction has already been made in [26]]

and [24].

We believe that the compactness question could be answered affirmatively, in view of the previ-
ous work done in the Kihler-Ricci flat setting [9, Theorem 1.3], especially considering that many
of the analytical tools developed in [9] only assume the Riemannian setting.
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