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GAP THEOREM ON RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS USING

RICCI FLOW

PAK-YEUNG CHAN AND MAN-CHUN LEE

Abstract. In this work, we use the Ricci flow approach to study the gap
phenomenon of Riemannian manifolds with non-negative curvature and
sub-critical scaling invariant curvature decay. The first main result is a
quantitative Ricci flow existence theory without non-collapsing assumption.
We use it to show that complete non-compact manifolds with non-negative
complex sectional curvature and sufficiently small average curvature de-
cay are necessarily flat. The second main result concerns three-manifolds
with non-negative Ricci curvature of quadratic decay. By combining our
newly established curvature estimate and method in Kähler geometry, we
show that if the curvature decays slightly faster even in average sense, the
manifold must be flat. This strengthens a result of Reiris. In the com-
pact case, we use the Ricci flow regularization to generalize the celebrated
Gromov-Ruh Theorem in this direction.

1. Introduction

Let (Mn, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold. The purpose of this work
is to study the geometric quantity

k(x, r) = r2
 

Bg0 (x,r)

|Rm(g0)| dvolg0

on manifolds with non-negative or almost non-negative curvature. The quan-
tity is natural in the sense that it is scaling invariant and is sometimes regarded
as the L1 version of Morrey bound on curvature. We consider the case where
volume is rescaled so that k(·, r) measures the flatness in an average sense. In
Kähler geometry, it has been studied extensively and is deeply related to the
function theory, for example see [37, 36].
The geometric significance of k(·, r) is on two-folds. In the non-compact

case, when r tends to infinity, it measures the complexity of the infinity in an
averaging sense and is related to the gap phenomenon of flat metric. When
M is complete non-compact with non-negative curvature, we are interested
in asking how much positive curvature such a manifold could have. By the
classical theorem of Bonnet-Meyer, it is clear that the curvature can’t be too
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positive point-wise otherwise the manifold will be closing up at infinity con-
tradicting the non-compactness. One might ask to what extent a non-flat
metric will stay away from the flat metric at infinity. In dimension two, it
is not difficult to construct metric with zero curvature outside compact set,
non-negative curvature everywhere, and positive curvature somewhere while
in higher dimensions, the situation is different. The first result of this type
was originated by Mok-Siu-Yau [34] where it was proved that when the com-
plex dimension m ≥ 2, M is isometrically biholomorphic to the Euclidean
space if it has non-negative holomorphic bisectional curvature, Euclidean vol-
ume growth and has “faster-than-quadratic” curvature decay. Shortly after,
Greene-Wu [19] considered the more general Riemannian case and proved that
manifold with a pole, with “faster-than-quadratic” curvature decay and with
non-negative sectional curvature is necessarily flat if the dimension of the man-
ifold is ≥ 3 except when the dimension is 4 or 8. The pole assumption was
later removed by Eschenburg-Schroeder-Strake [15] and Dress [14]. See also
the relatively more recent work of Greene-Petersen-Zhu [20].
On the other hand, in the Kähler case, effort has been made to improve the

gap in Theorem of Mok-Siu-Yau. In [38], Ni found the optimal gap in term of
k(·, r) which states that a complete non-compact Kähler manifold must be flat
if it has non-negative holomorphic bisectional curvature and k(x0, r) = o(1)
as r → +∞ for some x0 ∈ M . See also [39, 8, 30] for more related works.
The method employed by Ni [38] is based on finding the Ricci potential via
solving the Poincaré-Lelong equation on non-compact Kähler manifolds. With
the sub-critical decay rate of k(o, r) as r → +∞ for some o ∈ M . One can
find u ∈ C∞

loc(M) such that
√
−1∂∂̄u = Ric(g0) and u = o(log r). Hence,

the flatness of g0 follows from a Liouville Theorem for pluri-subharmonic on
non-negatively curved Kähler manifolds. Thus, the Kähler structure of the
manifold plays an important role.
In this work we are interested in its Riemannian analogy. One first needs

to identify a suitable non-negativity of curvature. Our first result is partially
motivated by the parallel theory of Kähler-Ricci flow. We consider the complex
sectional curvature in general dimension. To clarify the notation, we say that
an algebraic curvature tensor R has non-negative complex sectional curvature
KC(R) ≥ 0 if to each two-complex-dimensional subspace Σ, the complexified
R satisfies R(u, v, ū, v̄) ≥ 0 for all unitary basis {u, v} of Σ. If one instead
asks for non-negativity of complex sectional curvature only for PIC1 sections,
defined to be those Σ that contain some non-zero vector v whose conjugate v̄
is orthogonal to Σ, then we say that R ∈ CPIC1. When n = 3, non-negative
complex sectional curvature is equivalent to non-negative sectional curvature
while R ∈ CPIC1 is equivalent to Ric ≥ 0. When n ≥ 4, one can equivalently
describe KC(R) ≥ 0 by requiring

R1331 + λ2R1441 + µ2R2332 + λ2µ2R2442 + 2λµR1234 ≥ 0
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for any orthonormal four-frames {ei}4i=1 and λ, µ ∈ [0, 1]. Similarly, R ∈ CPIC1

if

R1331 + λ2R1441 + R2332 + λ2R2442 + 2λR1234 ≥ 0

for any orthonormal four-frames {ei}4i=1 and λ ∈ [0, 1]. We refer interested
readers to the book by Brendle [3] for an overview on their importance in
differentiable sphere Theorem. Motivated by Ni’s optimal gap Theorem in the
Kähler case, we have the following gap Theorem in the Riemannian case under
an asymptotic condition of k(·, r) and without volume growth assumption.

Theorem 1.1. There exists ε0(n) > 0 such that the following holds: If (Mn, g0)
is a complete non-compact manifold such that n ≥ 3, KC(g0) ≥ 0 and

(1.1)

ˆ +∞

0

s

(
 

Bg0 (x,s)

|Rm(g0)| dvolg0

)
ds < ε0

for all x ∈ M . Then (M, g0) is flat.

We would like to stress that the gap here is scaling invariant and can be com-
puted explicitly. Moreover, g0 is not necessarily of Euclidean volume growth.
In particular, the Ricci flow theory and compactness theory are not well-
understood in this setting. To the best of our knowledge, this seems to be
the first gap Theorem in Riemannian case under condition in k(·, r). In con-
trast with the Kähler case by Ni [38], the asymptotic assumption on k(·, r)
is stronger. The Kähler structure is however unnecessary and in particular,
attacking the question using the function theory is in fact unavailable at the
present. Our approach is largely motivated by a gap Theorem of Chen-Zhu
[9] which relies on using the long-time asymptotic of Kähler-Ricci flow. The
strategy we use is to deform the given metric by Ricci flow for all time and to
analyse its long-time asymptotic behaviour. By showing that the blow-down
Ricci flow is asymptotically flat, one can prove that the metric is initially flat
using Brendle’s Harnack inequality [2] in case of KC(g(t)) ≥ 0 or Colding’s
volume convergence [7] in case of Euclidean volume growth. To implement the
strategy, the fundamental difficulty is to run the flow for all time. Although
the metric is expected to be flat or close to be flat under suitable average
curvature decay condition, the manifold can still be a-priori very complicated
at infinity. In particular, there is no general existence theory on producing
the Ricci flow even for a short-time. Although a theory for Ricci flow starting
with general complete manifolds with non-negative complex sectional curva-
ture was developed by Cabezas-Rivas and Wilking [5], we need to develop one
with quantitative estimates. And more importantly, we need to find a way
to extract curvature estimate from the initial asymptotic behaviour of k(·, r),
both in r → 0 and r → +∞. In this regard, we obtain a heat kernel estimate
for the operator ∂t − ∆g(t) − Rg(t). The heat kernel estimate was previously
studied in [5] for non-collapsing Ricci flows with scaling invariant curvature
decay. In this work, we combine the ideas in [5] with the idea of the relative
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volume comparison Theorem in [50] to establish a heat kernel estimate which
does not rely on volume non-collapsing. Using this, we establish a quantita-
tive short-time existence theory which only relies on k(·, r) and a lower bound
of curvature. For notation convenience, throughout this work we will use a∧ b
to denote min{a, b} for a, b ∈ R.

Theorem 1.2. For any n ≥ 3, there exist ε0(n), αn, Sn, Ln > 0 such that the

following holds: Suppose (M, g0) is a complete manifold and for some r > 0
and Λ0 ∈ (0, 1), the initial metric g0 satisfies

(a) infM K(g0) > −∞;

(b) (i) Rm(g0) + Λ0r
−2g0 ? g0/2 ∈ CPIC1 if n ≥ 4; or

(ii) K(g0) + Λ0r
−2 ≥ 0 if n = 3,

(c) for all x ∈ M ,

(1.2)

ˆ r

0

s

(
 

Bg0 (x,s)

|Rm(g0)| dvolg0

)
ds < ε0.

Then there exists a complete short-time solution g(t) to the Ricci flow on

M × [0, Sn(r
2 ∧ diam(M, g0)

2)] with g(0) = g0 and satisfies

(I) supM |Rm(g(t))| ≤ αnt
−1;

(II) Rm(g(t)) + LnΛ0r
−2g(t) ? g(t)/2 ∈ CPIC1 if n ≥ 4;

(III) K(g(t)) + LnΛ0r
−2 ≥ 0 if n = 3

on M × (0, Sn(r
2 ∧ diam(M, g0)

2)]. When M is non-compact, diam(M, g0) is

understood to be +∞.

Here ? denotes the Kulkarni-Nomizu product and 1
2
g?g refers to the curva-

ture tensor of standard sphere. The quantitative existence theory also provides
us a long-time existence of Ricci flow with estimates under the assumption
in Theorem 1.1, see Proposition 5.1. We require small integral bound on
k(x, r) uniform in x ∈ M . This is deeply related to the uniform regulariza-
tion of the Ricci flow throughout M . In fact, the asymptotic of k(·, r) when
r → 0 detects how regular the centre is. In particular, if the curvature is
bounded, k(·, r) = O(r2) while the metric cone as a singular model will have
k(o, r) = O(1) at the tip o. In this sense, the integrability of r−1k(·, r) at
r = 0 is indeed measuring asymptotically how flat the tangent cone is. It is
also interesting to compare this with Shi’s long-time existence criteria of the
Kähler-Ricci flow [46] in the Kähler case with bounded non-negative bisec-
tional curvature. In comparison with Theorem 1.2, Shi showed that in this
case, the Kähler-Ricci flow exists for all time with curvature decay in αt−1 for
some α > 0 if k(x, r) is uniformly bounded for all x ∈ M and r > 0. In view
of the application of the Kähler-Ricci flow to Yau’s uniformization conjecture,
it will be important to see to what extent the result of Kähler-Ricci flow can
be generalized to Ricci flow.
On the other hand, it is interesting to compare Theorem 1.1 with the Bryant

expanding Ricci soliton with positive curvature operator which has Euclidean
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volume growth and |Rm| ≤ C(dg(x, x0)
2 + 1)−1 but is non-flat (see [4, 12]).

Using the method we develop in the proof of Theorem 1.1, we shows that in
the case of Euclidean volume growth, if we strengthen the decay rate slightly
even in the average sense, then the manifold is necessarily isometric to the
Euclidean space. In this sense, the gap Theorem is optimal.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose (Mn, g0) is a complete non-compact manifold for n ≥
3 such that g0 has Euclidean volume growth and

(i) Rm(g0) ∈ CPIC1 if n ≥ 4 or;

(ii) K(g0) ≥ 0 if n = 3.

If there exists x0 ∈ M such that

k(x0, r) = r2
 

Bg0 (x0,r)

|Rm(g0)| dvolg0 = o(1)

as r → +∞, then (M, g0) is isometric to the flat Euclidean space.

Our second main result concerns the three dimension case which is motivated
by the work of Reiris. In [41], he studied the relation between the point-wise
quadratic curvature decay and volume non-collapsing. Among other things, he
showed that if g0 is a complete metric on R3 with quadratic curvature decay,
then it must be of Euclidean volume growth. It is natural to ask what we
can say if we strengthen the curvature decay slightly. At the same time, one
might compare the setting with Theorem 1.3. Even if the PIC1 is a natural
generalization of Ric ≥ 0 in dimension three, the Ricci flow does not behave
in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 1.3. We are able to overcome
this by using some special feature in dimension three. By using Liu’s splitting
Theorem [31], method in Kähler geometry [38] and the heat kernel estimate,
we establish the following:

Theorem 1.4. Suppose (M3, g0) is complete non-compact manifold such that

Ric(g0) ≥ 0 and for some x0 ∈ M , we have

(1.3) lim sup
x→+∞

(
dg0(x, x0)

2 · R(g0(x))
)
< +∞ and k(x0, r) = o(1)

as r → +∞. Then (M3, g0) is flat.

Here R denotes the scalar curvature. By taking the product of R with a
metric in dimension two which is conical at infinity, we can easily see that
the asymptotic of k(x0, ·) is optimal. This strengthens the result of Reiris [41]
and improves the gap Theorem in [19, 20]. The analogous statement in higher
dimensions cannot be true unless we strengthen the curvature or topological
conditions which can be easily seen from the Eguchi-Hanson metric.
Theorem 1.2 can be regarded as a result of regularization with possibly col-

lapsing initial data. The situation where the volume is collapsing with almost
vanishing curvature has been studied extensively in the past. In particular,
the Gromov–Ruh Theorem [21, 43] states that if one normalizes the diame-
ter of (M, g) to be 1, then M is diffeomorphic to an infranil manifold if its
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curvature is sufficiently small depending only on some dimensional constant.
It has recently been generalized by Chen-Wei-Ye [11] to Ln/2 bound of cur-
vature weighed by squared Sobolev constant. Motivated by their method, we
generalize the Gromov–Ruh Theorem in direction using k(·, r).
Theorem 1.5. For any n ≥ 3, there exists ε0(n) > 0 such that the following

holds: A compact manifold Mn is diffeomorphic to an infranil manifold if it

admits a metric g0 such that

(i) Rm(g0) + ε0 · diam(g0)
−2g0 ? g0 ∈ CPIC1 if n ≥ 4;

(ii) K(g0) ≥ −ε0 · diam(g0)
−2 if n = 3;

(iii) for all x ∈ M ,

(1.4)

ˆ diam(M,g0)

0

s

(
 

Bg0 (x,s)

|Rm(g0)| dvolg0

)
ds < ε0.

Acknowledgement: The second named author was partially supported by
Hong Kong RGC grant (Early Career Scheme) of Hong Kong No. 24304222,
a direct grant of CUHK and a NSFC grant.

2. Some preliminaries on Ricci flow

The novel idea of this work is to regularize the initial metric g0 using Ricci
flow. This is a one parameter family of metrics g(t) satisfying

(2.1)

{
∂tg(t) = −2Ric(g(t));

g(0) = g0

In this section, we will collect some preliminaries of Ricci flow technique which
will be used throughout this work.

2.1. Heat kernel estimates. To obtain curvature estimate, we will make
use of the heat kernel coupled with the Ricci flow. Let g(t) be a complete
Ricci flow on M × [0, T ] with g(0) = g0. Let Ω ⋐ M be an open set with
smooth boundary. We let G(x, t; y, s), t > s be the dirichlet heat kernel for
the backward heat equation coupled with the Ricci flow g(t):

(2.2)





(
∂s +∆y,g(s)

)
G(x, t; y, s) = 0, on Ω× Ω× [0, t);

lims→t− G(x, t; y, s) = δx(y), for x ∈ Ω;
G(x, t; y, s) = 0, for x ∈ Ω and y ∈ ∂Ω.

Then,

(2.3)





(
∂t −∆x,g(t) −R(g(x, t))

)
G(x, t; y, s) = 0, on Ω× Ω× (s, T ];

limt→s+ G(x, t; y, s) = δy(x), for y ∈ Ω;
G(x, t; y, s) = 0, for y ∈ Ω and x ∈ ∂Ω.

Such G exists and is positive in the interior of Ω, see [22]. In this work, all
heat kernel will be referring to the heat kernel with respect to ∂t−∆g(t)−R as
described above. We have the following heat kernel estimates modified from
[29] building on [1].
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Proposition 2.1. For any n, α > 0, there exists C0(n, α) > 0 such that the

following holds: Suppose (Mn, g(t)) is a complete solution to the Ricci flow on

M × [0, T ] with g(0) = g0 and satisfies

|Rm(g(t))| ≤ αt−1 for some α > 0.

Then for 0 ≤ 2s ≤ t ≤ T and x, y ∈ Bg0(x0, r),

(2.4) G(x, t; y, s) ≤ C0

Volg(t)
(
Bg(t)(x,

√
t)
) exp

(
−
d2g(s)(x, y)

C0t

)
.

where G denotes the dirichlet heat kernel on Ω = Bg0(x0, 2r). The same

estimate also holds for heat kernel on M .

Remark 2.1. It is not difficult to see that the completeness condition of g(t)
can be replaced by the compactness of a suitable geodesic ball centred at x0

and suitable curvature condition initially, for instances see [29].

Before proving Proposition 2.1, let’s recall the following estimate in [29]
which is originated in [6].

Lemma 2.1. [29] Let (Mn, g0) be a Riemannian manifold and p ∈ M . Suppose

that g(t) is a complete solution to the Ricci flow on M × [0, 1] with g(0) = g0
such that |Rm(x, t)| ≤ A on M × [0, 1] for some A > 0. If Ω is an open subset

in M with smooth boundary such that Ω ⋐ B0(p, r) and GΩ(x, t; y, s) is the

dirichlet heat kernel with respect to the backward heat flow on Ω × Ω × [0, 1].
Then there exists a positive constant C1(n,A) > 0 such that for all 0 ≤ s <
t ≤ 1, 0 ≤ τ ≤ 1, x, y ∈ Ω,

GΩ(x, t; y, s) ≤
C1

Volg(τ)
(
Bg(τ)(x,

√
t− s)

) × exp

(
−
d2g(τ)(x, y)

C1(t− s)

)
;

GΩ(x, t; y, s) ≤
C1

Volg(τ)
(
Bg(τ)(y,

√
t− s)

) × exp

(
−
d2g(τ)(x, y)

C1(t− s)

)
.

Proof. Unless specified, the constants in this proof depend only on n and A.
Their exact value may change from line to line. The estimate was stated in
slightly different way in [29, Lemma 4.1]. We sketch the idea of how to derive
the estimate in the lemma from [29] for the sake of completeness. Let x, y ∈ Ω
and d = dg0(x, y). For d ≤ √

t− s, by [29, Lemma 4.1],

GΩ(x, t; y, s) ≤ min

{
C

Volg0
(
Bg0(x,

√
t− s)

) , C

Volg0
(
Bg0(y,

√
t− s)

)
}

≤ CeC
−1

Volg0
(
Bg0(x,

√
t− s)

) × exp

(
−
d2g0(x, y)

C(t− s)

)
.

(2.5)



8 Pak-Yeung Chan and Man-Chun Lee

For d >
√
t− s, by the volume comparison theorem

exp

(
− d2g0(x, y)

2C(t− s)

)
Vol

1
2
g0

(
Bg0(x,

√
t− s

)
)

Vol
1
2
g0

(
Bg0(y,

√
t− s

)
)

≤ exp

(
−

d2g0(x, y)

2C(t− s)

)
Vol

1
2
g0

(
Bg0(y, d+

√
t− s

)
)

Vol
1
2
g0

(
Bg0(y,

√
t− s

)
)

≤ C

(2.6)

Hence by [29, Lemma 4.1], we have

GΩ(x, t; y, s) ≤
C

Vol
1
2
g0

(
Bg0(x,

√
t− s

)
)Vol

1
2
g0

(
Bg0(y,

√
t− s

)
)
× exp

(
−
d2g0(x, y)

C(t− s)

)

≤ C

Volg0
(
Bg0(x,

√
t− s

)
)
× exp

(
− d2g0(x, y)

2C(t− s)

)
.

(2.7)

This completes the proof of the lemma for τ = 0. For general τ ∈ [0, 1],
|Rm| ≤ A, we have

e−(n−1)Adg(τ) ≤ dg0 ≤ e(n−1)Adg(τ) on M.

Hence by the volume comparison and |Rm| ≤ A,

Volg0
(
Bg0(x,

√
t− s

)
) ≥ c(n,A)Volg(τ)

(
Bg(τ)(x, e

−(n−1)A
√
t− s

)
)

≥ c1(n,A)Volg(τ)
(
Bg(τ)(x,

√
t− s

)
).

(2.8)

The estimate on GΩ for general τ then follows from the estimate when τ = 0.
By switching the role of x and y, we get the second estimate. �

Now we are in position to prove Proposition 2.1 using the idea in [1].

Proof of Proposition 2.1. The proof is almost identical to [1, Proposition 3.1].
Since the relaxation of non-collapsing assumption is important, we include the
proof for readers’ convenience. We only work on the dirichlet heat kernel. The
global heat kernel follows from a similar argument. By parabolic scaling and
time shift, W.L.O.G., we may assume that t = 1, s = 0.
It suffices to show the following

(2.9) GΩ(x, 1; y, 0) ≤
C

Volg(1)
(
Bg(1)(x, 1)

) exp
(
−
d2g(0)(x, y)

C

)
.
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We write (0, 1] = ∪∞
k=0[tk+1, tk], where tk := 16−k. By Lemma 2.1, there is a

constant C(n, α) such that for all integer k ≥ 0, x, y ∈ Ω, τ ∈ [tk+1, tk],

GΩ(x, tk; y, tk+1) ≤
C

Volg(τ)
(
Bg(τ)(x,

√
tk − tk+1)

) × exp

(
−

d2g(τ)(x, y)

C(tk − tk+1)

)
;

GΩ(x, tk; y, tk+1) ≤
C

Volg(τ)
(
Bg(τ)(y,

√
tk − tk+1)

) × exp

(
−

d2g(τ)(x, y)

C(tk − tk+1)

)
.

(2.10)

In particular, by taking k = 0 and τ = t1, for any y ∈ Ω,

(2.11) GΩ(x, 1; y, t1) ≤
C

Volg(t1)
(
Bg(t1)(x,

√
1− t1)

) × exp

(
−
d2g(t1)(x, y)

C(1− t1)

)
.

Applying the maximum principle to GΩ(x, 1; ·, ·) on Ω × [0, t1] with dirichlet
boundary condition, we have

(2.12) GΩ(x, 1; ·, ·) ≤
C

Volg(t1)
(
Bg(t1)(x,

√
1− t1)

) on Ω× [0, t1].

Let d be a large constant with lower bound depending on n and α and to be
determined later. For positive integer k, let rk := 4d(1− 2−k) and

ak :=





sup
Ω\Bg0 (x,rk)

GΩ(x, 1; ·, tk) if Ω \Bg0(x, rk) 6= φ;

0 otherwise.

By the continuity of GΩ,

(2.13) lim
k→∞

ak ≥ sup
Ω\Bg0 (x,4d)

GΩ(x, 1; ·, 0).

We claim that there are positive constants C(n, α) and d(n, α) such that for
all d ≥ d and positive integer k,

ak+1 ≤
C

Volg(t1)
(
Bg(t1)(x,

√
1− t1)

) exp
(
−d2

C

)
.

Let us assume the above claim and prove (2.9). If dg0(x, y) ≤ 4d, then by
(2.12) and the volume comparison,

GΩ(x, 1; y, 0) ≤
C

Volg(t1)
(
Bg(t1)(x,

√
1− t1)

)

≤ C

Volg(1)
(
Bg(1)(x, 1)

) exp
(
−
d2g0(x, y)

C

)
.

(2.14)
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Then (2.9) holds in this case. Suppose dg0(x, y) > 4d. taking d = dg0(x, y)/4,
we see from (2.13) and the claim that

GΩ(x, 1; y, 0) ≤
C

Volg(t1)
(
Bg(t1)(x,

√
1− t1)

) exp
(
−d2g0(x, y)

16C

)

≤ C

Volg(1)
(
Bg(1)(x, 1)

) exp
(
−d2g0(x, y)

16C

)(2.15)

for some C1(n, α) > 0. It remains to justify the claim. By the semi-group
property, for any y ∈ Ω \Bg0(x, rk+1),

GΩ(x, 1; y, tk+1) =

ˆ

Ω

GΩ(x, 1; z, tk)GΩ(z, tk; y, tk+1) dvolg(tk)(z).

We estimate the integral on the right hand side by splitting it into the integrals
over Bk ∩ Ω and over Ω \ Bk, where Bk := Bg(tk)(y, d/2

k). The later integral
is understood to be 0 if Ω \Bk happens to be empty. By Hamilton-Perelman
distance distortion estimate [40] (c.f. [49]), if z ∈ Ω ∩Bg0(x, rk), then

dg(tk)(y, z) ≥ dg0(y, z)− cn
√
α

ˆ tk

0

t−1/2 dt

≥ dg0(y, x)− dg0(x, z)− 2cn
√
αtk ≥ 2−kd

(2.16)

provided d ≥ cn
√
α. Hence Ω ∩Bk ⊂ Ω \Bg0(x, rk) and

ˆ

Bk∩Ω
GΩ(x, 1; z, tk)GΩ(z, tk; y, tk+1) dvolg(tk)(z)

≤
ˆ

Ω\B0(x,rk)

GΩ(x, 1; z, tk)GΩ(z, tk; y, tk+1) dvolg(tk)(z) ≤ ak.

(2.17)

By (2.10), (2.12) and the volume comparison,

ˆ

Ω\Bk

GΩ(x, 1; z, tk)GΩ(z, tk; y, tk+1) dvolg(tk)(z)

≤ C

Volg(t1)
(
Bg(t1)(x,

√
1− t1)

)
ˆ

Ω\Bk

GΩ(z, tk; y, tk+1) dvolg(tk)(z)

≤ 2C ′

Volg(t1)
(
Bg(t1)(x,

√
1− t1)

) exp
(
− 4−kd2

2C ′(tk − tk+1)

)
.

(2.18)
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Combining the two integrals, we have

ak+1 ≤ ak +
2C ′

Volg(t1)
(
Bg(t1)(x,

√
1− t1)

) exp
(
− 4−kd2

2C ′161−k

)

≤ a1 +
C ′′

Volg(t1)
(
Bg(t1)(x,

√
1− t1)

)
k∑

i=1

exp

(
−4id2

C ′′

)

≤ C ′′′

Volg(t1)
(
Bg(t1)(x,

√
1− t1)

)
[
exp

(
−
d2g(t1)(x, y)

C(1− t1)

)

+ exp

(
− d2

C ′′

) k∑

i=1

exp

(
−(4i − 1)d2

C ′′

)]
,

(2.19)

where y ∈ Ω\B0(x, 2d). We also used (2.11) to bound a1 in the last inequality.
Again by Hamilton Perelman distance distortion [40] (c.f. [49]), for d ≫
d(n, α), we have

dg(t1)(x, y) ≥ dg0(x, y)− cn
√
α

ˆ t1

0

t−1/2 dt ≥ 2d− 2cn
√
α ≥ d.

ak+1 ≤
C

Volg(t1)
(
Bg(t1)(x,

√
1− t1)

) exp
(
−d2

C

)

as required. �

2.2. Almost monotonicity of local entropy. In view of Proposition 2.1,
it is important to compare the volume of the evolving ball with the initial
one. We will make use of the entropy. We recall the concept of local entropy
introduced by Wang [52]. Let Ω be a connected domain with possibly empty
boundary in M , denote

Dg(Ω) :=
{
u : u ∈ W 1,2

0 (Ω), u ≥ 0 and ‖u‖L2(Ω) = 1
}

and consider the following quantities
(2.20)



W (Ω, g, u, τ) :=

ˆ

Ω

[
τ(Ru2 + 4|∇u|2)− 2u2 log u

]
dvolg −

n

2
log(4πτ)− n;

µ(Ω, g, τ) := inf
u∈Dg(Ω)

W (Ω, g, u, τ);

ν(Ω, g, τ) := inf
s∈(0,τ ]

µ(Ω, g, s)

where R denotes the scalar curvature of (M, g).
The following Lemmas provide us the relation between entropy and the

volume ratio under Ricci lower bound.
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Lemma 2.2. There exists Cn > 0 such that the following holds. Suppose

Bg0(x0, 2r) ⊂ M with ∂Bg0(x0, 2r) 6= ∅ and Ric(g0) ≥ −r−2 on Bg0(x0, 2r),
then

(2.21) log
Volg0(Bg0(x0, r))

rn
≤ Cn + ν

(
Bg0(x0, r), g0, r

2
)
.

In particular, if Ric(g0) ≥ 0 on M , then (2.21) holds for all r > 0.

Proof. This follows from [50, Corollary 2.2] and [52, Theorem 3.6]. �

The next result is proved by Wang stating that the entropy lower bound also
gives rise to a lower bound of volume ratio under a bound on scalar curvature.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose Bg0(x0, 2r) ⊂ M is a geodesic ball with ∂Bg0(x0, 2r) 6= ∅
and R(g0) ≤ Λ on Bg0(x0, 2r), then we have

log
Volg0(Bg0(x0, r))

rn
≥ ν

(
Bg0(x0, r), g0, r

2
)
− Cn − Λr2.

Proof. This follows directly from [52, Theorem 3.3]. �

When g(t) is a complete Ricci flow on M with bounded curvature, it is
proved by Wang [52, Theorem 5.3] building on the work of Chau-Tam-Yu [6]
(see also the work of Perelman [40]) that the entropy is monotone. Together
with Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3, it morally says that the volume ratio is (al-
most) monotonic increasing. We will need the following almost monotonicity
of entropy of Wang [52, Theorem 5.4].

Theorem 2.1. Let (Mn, g(t)), t ∈ [0, T ] be a complete Ricci flow with bounded

curvature. Suppose x0 ∈ M and α ≥ 103n is a constant such that for all

x ∈ Bg(t)(x0,
√
t), t ∈ (0, T ],

Ric(x, t) ≤ (n− 1)αt−1.

Then for any τ ∈ (0, α2T ], we have

ν
(
Bg(T )(x0, 8α

√
T ), g(T ), τ

)
≥ −α−2 + ν

(
Bg0(x0, 20α

√
T ), g(0), τ + T

)
.

3. a-priori estimates of bounded curvature Ricci flow

In this section, we will consider complete bounded curvature Ricci flow and
derive local curvature estimates. Our goal is to prove the following pseudo-
locality type Theorem. This in particular proves the compact case in Theo-
rem 1.2.

Theorem 3.1. For any n ≥ 3, there exist ε0(n), αn, Sn, Ln > 0 such that the

following holds: Suppose (M,h0) is a complete manifold with bounded curva-

ture. If for some r > 0, the initial metric h0 satisfies

(a) for some 0 < Λ0 < 1, either
(i) Rm(h0) + Λ0r

−2h0 ? h0/2 ∈ CPIC1 if n ≥ 4; or
(ii) K(h0) + Λ0r

−2 ≥ 0 if n = 3,
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(b) for all x ∈ M ,
ˆ r

0

s

(
 

Bg0 (x,r)

|Rm(h0)| dvolh0

)
ds < ε0.

Then the complete bounded curvature Ricci flow h(t) on M starting with h(0) =
h0 exists up to Sn · (r2 ∧ diam(M,h0)

2) and satisfies

(I) supN |Rm(h(t))| ≤ αnt
−1;

(II) Rm(h(t)) + LnΛ0r
−2h(t) ? h(t)/2 ∈ CPIC1 if n ≥ 4;

(III) K(h(t)) + LnΛ0r
−2 ≥ 0 if n = 3.

If M is complete non-compact, diam(M,h0) is understood to be +∞.

For notation convenience, we denote

(3.1)





kh0(x, r) = r2
 

Bh0
(x,r)

|Rm(h0)| dvolh0;

fh0(x, r) =

ˆ r

0

s−1kh0(x, s)ds.

The notation is scaling invariant in the sense that kλ2h0
(λr) = kh0(r) and

fλ2h0
(λr) = fh0(r) for λ > 0. We will omit the index h0 if the content is clear.

We first observe that the bound on f(x, r) will imply a bound on k(x, r/2)
by a simple comparison argument under assumption on Ricci lower bound.

Lemma 3.1. For any n ≥ 3, there exists Cn > 0 such that the following holds:

Suppose Ric(h0) ≥ −(n− 1) on M , then for all r ∈ (0, 1] and x ∈ M ,

k(x, r) ≤ Cn(f(x, 2r)− f(x, r)).

Proof. By volume comparison for all s ∈ [r, 2r] and 0 < r ≤ 1,

k(x0, r) = r2
 

Bh0
(x0,r)

|Rm(h0)| dvolh0

≤ r2

s2
Volh0(Bh0(x0, s))

Volh0(Bh0(x0, r))
s2
 

Bh0
(x0,s)

|Rm(h0)| dvolh0

≤ Cn · k(x0, s).

(3.2)

Hence,

k(x0, r) ≤ Cn

ˆ 2r

r

s−1k(x0, s)ds

= Cn (f(x0, 2r)− f(x0, r)) .

(3.3)

�

The key observation is a curvature inequality, which says thatR g−2Ric ≥ 0
under nonnegative sectional curvature condition (see, for instances, [35, Propo-
sition 5.4] and [27, Lemma 4.4]). We observe that a similar inequality still
holds under PIC1 condition, this eventually leads to an improvement on the
evolution inequality of scalar curvature under almost PIC1 condition.
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Lemma 3.2. Suppose R ∈ C, i.e. the cone of curvature type operator, such

that

(a) R ∈ CPIC1 if n ≥ 4;
(b) K(R) ≥ 0 if n ≥ 3,

then

Ric(R) ≤ 1

2
scal(R) · g.

Proof. Suppose λi is the eigenvalues of Ric(R) with respect to g so that λn ≥
λn−1 ≥ ... ≥ λ1. It suffices to show that

∑n
i=1 λi ≥ 2λn.

n∑

i=1

λi − 2λn =
n−1∑

i=1

λi − λn

=
n−1∑

i=1

n∑

j=1

Rijji −
n−1∑

i=1

Rinni

=

n−1∑

i,j=1

Rijji.

(3.4)

Since R ∈ CPIC1, Rijji + Rikki ≥ 0 for all i, j, k distinct. Without loss of
generality, assume i = 1

2

n−1∑

j=2

Rijji =

(
n−2∑

j=2

(R1jj1 +R1(j+1)(j+1)1)

)
+R1(n−1)(n−1)1 +R1221

≥ 0.

(3.5)

Replacing i = 1 by i ∈ {2, ..., n − 1}, we see that the sum is non-negative.
Alternatively,

∑n−1
i,j=1Rijji is the scalar curvature of R restricted on the or-

thogonal sub-space of en which is non-negative using R ∈ CPIC1. The case of
n = 3 follows directly from non-negativity of sectional curvature. �

Next, we will make use of Wang’s almost monotonicity of entropy to improve
the heat kernel estimate in Proposition 2.1. This is motivated by the relative
volume comparison proved in [50].

Lemma 3.3. For any n, α > 0, there exists C1(n, α) > 0 such that the fol-

lowing holds: Suppose (Mn, h(t)) is a complete solution to the Ricci flow on

M × [0, T ] with h(0) = h0 and satisfies

(3.6)

{
|Rm(h(t))| ≤ αt−1 for some α > 103n;
Ric(h0) ≥ −(n− 1).

Then for 0 < t ≤ min{T, (20α)−2, (103(n− 1)2α2)−1diam(M,h0)
2} and x, y ∈

Bh0(x0, r),

(3.7) G(x, t; y, 0) ≤ C1

Volh0

(
Bh0(x,

√
t)
) exp

(
−d2h0

(x, y)

C1t

)
,
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where G denotes the dirichlet heat kernel on Ω = Bh0(x0, 2r). The same also

holds for heat kernel on M . If M is non-compact, diam(M,h0) is understood

to be +∞.

Proof. We first focus on the case when M is complete non-compact. We apply
Lemma 2.3, monotonicity of entropy [52, Proposition 2.1] and Theorem 2.1 to
h(t) so that for each t ∈ (0, T ∧ (20α)−2],

log
Volh(t)

(
Bh(t)(x,

√
t)
)

tn/2
≥ ν

(
Bh(t)(x0,

√
t), h(t), t

)
− Cn − α

≥ ν
(
Bh(t)(x0, 8α

√
t), h(t), t

)
− Cn − α

≥ ν
(
Bh0(x0, 20α

√
t), h0, 2t

)
− C ′

n − α.

(3.8)

Furthermore, Lemma 2.2 implies

ν
(
Bh0(x0, 20α

√
t), h0, 2t

)
≥ ν

(
Bh0(x0, 20α

√
t), h0, 20

2α2t
)

≥ log
Volh0

(
Bh0(x, 20α

√
t)
)

(20α
√
t)n

− Cn.
(3.9)

Combines (3.8) and (3.9), we conclude that

Volh(t)

(
Bh(t)(x,

√
t)
)
≥ e−C(n,α) · Volh0

(
Bh0(x, 20α

√
t)
)

(20α)n

≥ e−C′(n,α)Volh0

(
Bh0(x,

√
t)
)
.

(3.10)

Result follows by combining this with Proposition 2.1.

When M is compact, we need to pay more attention to the boundary of ball
where we use the entropy. Using [48, Corollary 3.3] and curvature assumption,
we have

(3.11) diam(M,h0) ≤ diam(M,h(t)) + 8(n− 1)
√
αt.

Since t ≤ 10−3(n−1)−2α−2diam(M,h0)
2, it follows that the boundary of both

Bh(t)(x,
√
t) and Bh0(x, 20α

√
t) are non-empty so that both Lemma 2.3 and

Lemma 2.2 are applicable. �

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 3.1. This is inspired by [1, Theorem
1].

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We focus on the case of n ≥ 4 while the case of n = 3
can be done by replacing the cone CPIC1 with the cone of non-negative sectional
curvature.
We will specify the choice of ε0(n). By scaling, it suffices to show that the

conclusion holds for some r0. We let r0 to be a large constant L(n) in which
L−2 < 1. We fix α(n) = 103nβn where βn > 1 is a dimensional constant so
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that |R| ≤ βnscal(R) for all R ∈ CPIC1. In what follows, we will use Ci to
denote constants depending only on n.
We first note that by applying Lemma 3.1 to L−2h0, we have in addition for

all x ∈ M ,

(3.12) k

(
x,

1

2
r0

)
≤ Cnε0.

Since f(x, r) is non-decreasing in r > 0, we might assume in addition

(3.13) k(x, r0) ≤ Cnε0

by replacing r0 with 1
2
r0.

By the existence theory of Shi [45], it admits a short-time solution h(t) to
the Ricci flow. We consider the maximal existence time interval [0, t1) the
Ricci flow h(t) exists and satisfies

(i) |Rm(h(t))| < αt−1;
(ii) Rm(h(t)) + 1

2
Λ0h(t) ? h(t) ∈ int (CPIC1).

We claim that if ε0 is sufficiently small, then t1 is uniformly bounded from
below.
We first consider the condition (ii). By [1], the function

φ(x, t) = inf
{
s > 0 : Rm(h(x, t)) + 1

2
s h(x, t) ? h(x, t) ∈ CPIC1

}

satisfies
(

∂
∂t
−∆g(t)

)
φ ≤ Rφ + cnφ

2 in the sense of barrier and hence in the
distributional sense (see [33, Appendix]). By assumption, φ(x, 0) ≤ Λ0L

−2,
φ(x, t) ≤ 1 and

(
∂
∂t
−∆g(t)

)
φ ≤ Rφ+ cnφ so that maximum principle implies

e−cntφ(x, t) ≤
ˆ

M

G(x, t; y, 0)φ(y, 0) dvolh0(y).(3.14)

Using Lemma 3.3, Stokes’ Theorem and volume comparison,

e−cntφ(x, t) ≤
ˆ ∞

0

Volh0 (Bh0(x, r))

Volh0

(
Bh0(x,

√
t)
) exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
2Λ0r

L2t
dr

=

(
ˆ

√
t

0

+

ˆ ∞

√
t

)
Volh0 (Bh0(x, r))

Volh0

(
Bh0(x,

√
t)
) exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
2Λ0r

L2t
dr

≤
ˆ

√
t

0

exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
2Λ0r

L2t
dr +

ˆ ∞

√
t

exp

(
− r2

C1t
+ Cn

r√
t

)
2Λ0r

L2t
dr

≤ C2Λ0

L2

ˆ ∞

0

exp

(
− r2

C2

)
dr = C3Λ0L

−2.

(3.15)

Now we fix L(n) = 2
√
C3 so that on M × [0, t1], φ(x, t) ≤ 1

4
Λ0e

cnt and
therefore,

(3.16) Rm(h(t)) +
1

8
exp(cnt)Λ0h(t) ? h(t) ∈ int (CPIC1) .
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Now we proceed to estimate (i). On [0, t1], define the twisted curvature

operator R̃m = Rm(h(t)) + h(t) ? h(t) ∈ CPIC1 and its corresponding scalar

R̃ and Ricci curvature R̃ic so that R̃ ≥ n(n− 1).
By the Ricci flow equation and Lemma 3.2, it satisfies

(
∂

∂t
−∆g(t)

)
R̃ = 2|Ric|2

= 2|R̃ic− 2(n− 1)h(t)|2

≤ R̃2 − 8(n− 1)R̃+ 8n(n− 1)2

≤ R · R̃+ 2n(n− 1)R̃.

(3.17)

Hence, the function ϕ = e−2n(n−1)tR̃ satisfies

(
∂

∂t
−∆g(t)

)
ϕ ≤ Rϕ.(3.18)

Fix an arbitrary x0 ∈ M and define

u(x, t) =

ˆ

Ω

GΩ(x, t; y, 0)ϕ(y, 0) dvolh0(y)

where Ω = Bh0(x0,
1
2
r0) and GΩ is the dirichlet heat kernel on Ω if Ω is a

proper subset of M . If Ω = M , then we take G to be the global heat kernel.
In this way, v = ϕ− u satisfies

(
∂
∂t
−∆g(t)

)
v ≤ Rv and v = 0 in the interior

of Ω. Then the average twisted scalar curvature satisfies

0 ≤ τ 2
 

Bh0
(x0,τ)

R̃ dvolh0

= τ 2
 

Bh0
(x0,τ)

(R+ 2n(n− 1)) dvolh0

≤ Cnk(x0, τ) + 2n(n− 1)τ 2.

(3.19)

We now estimate u at x ∈ Bh0(x0,
1
4
r0).
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Then Lemma 3.3, Stokes’ Theorem and co-area formula imply that if t ≤
(20α)−2 ∧ (103(n− 1)2α2)−1diam(M,h0)

2, then

u(x, t) ≤
ˆ

Bh0
(x,r0)

C1

Volh0

(
Bh0(x,

√
t)
) exp

(
−d2h0

(x, y)

C1t

)
R̃(y, 0) dvolh0(y)

≤ C1

4

Volh0 (Bh0(x, r0))

Volh0

(
Bh0(x,

√
t)
) exp

(
− r20
C1t

)
· (Cnk(x, r0) + 8n(n− 1))

+
Cn

t

ˆ r0

0

k(x, r)

r

Volh0 (Bh0(x, r))

Volh0

(
Bh0(x,

√
t)
) exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
dr

+
8n(n− 1)

t

ˆ r0

0

Volh0 (Bh0(x, r))

Volh0

(
Bh0(x,

√
t)
) exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
dr

= I+ II+ III.

(3.20)

If
√
t ≤ r0, then volume comparison implies

I ≤ C4

tn/2
exp

(
− 1

C4t

)
· (Cnk(x, r0) + 8n(n− 1))

≤ C4(Cnε0 + 1)

(3.21)

and

III ≤ C5

t

(
ˆ r0

√
t

rn

tn/2
exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
dr +

ˆ

√
t

0

exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
dr

)

≤ C5

t

(√
t

ˆ ∞

1

rn exp

(
− r2

C1

)
dr +

√
t

ˆ 1

0

exp

(
− r2

C1

)
dr

)

≤ C5t
−1/2.

(3.22)

It remains to estimate the second term II. This is the leading term when
t → 0. Using volume comparison as above to see that if

√
t ≤ r0, then

II =
Cn

t

(
ˆ r0

√
t

+

ˆ

√
t

0

)
k(x, r)

r

Volh0 (Bh0(x, r))

Volh0

(
Bh0(x,

√
t)
) exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
dr

≤ C6

t

ˆ r0

0

k(x, r)

r
exp

(
− r2

C6t

)
dr

≤ C6

t
f(x, r0) ≤ C6ε0t

−1.

(3.23)

We now require ε0 to be sufficiently small so that II ≤ 1
2
t−1 and thus

u(x, t) ≤ t−1 if t ≤ min{t1, cn, r20, (20α)−2} for some small cn > 0. By [29,
Theorem 1.1], there exists S1(n) > 0 such that if

t ≤ min{S1r
2
0, t1, cn, r

2
0, (20α)

−2, cnα
−1diam(M,h0)

2},
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then

e−2n(n−1)tR̃(x, t) = ϕ(x, t) ≤ u(x, t) + v

≤ t−1 + (
1

4
r0)

−2
(3.24)

at x = x0 and t ∈ [0,min{S1r
2
0, t1, cn, r

2
0, (20α)

−2, cnα
−1diam(M,h0)

2}]. Since
x0 is arbitrary, by the choice of α and (3.16), we see that t1 ≥ S2(n) > 0 if M is
complete non-compact. And if M is compact, then t1 ≥ S2(n) · diam(M,h0)

2.
This completes the proof. �

4. Existence of Ricci flow: general case

In this section, we will mainly consider the non-compact case and will con-
struct a short-time solution g(t) to the Ricci flow using pseudo-locality. We
remark that the initial metric can a-priori be very complicated at infinity. In
particular, the curvature is not necessarily bounded uniformly so that Shi’s
construction [45] does not apply directly. To overcome this, we use a trick of
Topping [51] to construct local solution.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose (Mn, g0) is a complete non-compact Riemannian man-

ifold and x0 ∈ M such that K(g0) ≥ −L on M for some L > 1. Then

there exist Cn > 0 and a smooth positive proper function ρ on M such that

|ρ(x)−dg0(x, x0)| ≤ 1, |∇ρ|2 ≤ 2 on M and ∇2ρ ≤ CnLg0 outside Bg0(x0,
√
L).

Proof. This follows from the standard Hessian comparison and the approxi-
mation method of Greene-Wu [16, 17, 18]. The linear dependence on L can
be seen from scaling argument. �

We will use the smoothed distance function ρ from Lemma 4.1 to construct a
sequence of complete bounded curvature manifolds to approximate the original
manifold (M, g0) in suitable sense. To do this, let κ ∈ (0, 1), f : [0, 1) → [0,∞)
be the function:

(4.1) f(s) =





0, s ∈ [0, 1− κ];

−log

[
1−

(
s− 1 + κ

κ

)2
]
, s ∈ (1− κ, 1).

Let ϕ ≥ 0 be a smooth function on R such that ϕ(s) = 0 if s ≤ 1 − κ + κ2,
ϕ(s) = 1 for s ≥ 1− κ+ 2κ2

(4.2) ϕ(s) =

{
0, s ∈ [0, 1− κ+ κ2];
1, s ∈ (1− κ+ 2κ2, 1).

such that
2

κ2
≥ ϕ′ ≥ 0. The function

F(s) :=

ˆ s

0

ϕ(τ)f ′(τ)dτ.

satisfies the important properties.
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Lemma 4.2 (Lemma 4.1 in [28]). Suppose 0 < κ < 1
8
. Then the function

F ≥ 0 defined above is smooth and satisfies the following:

(i) F(s) = 0 for 0 ≤ s ≤ 1− κ + κ2.

(ii) F′ ≥ 0 and for any k ≥ 1, exp(−kF)F(k) is uniformly bounded.

(iii) For any 1− 2κ < s < 1, there is τ > 0 with 0 < s− τ < s+ τ < 1 such

that

1 ≤ exp(F(s+ τ)− F(s− τ)) ≤ (1 + c2κ); τ exp(F(s− τ)) ≥ c3κ
2

for some absolute constants c2 > 0, c3 > 0.

We now prove the main Theorem, Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We only consider the case n ≥ 4 since the case of n = 3
can be proved using similar but simpler argument. We will also focus on the
non-compact case since the compact case follows directly from Theorem 3.1.
By scaling, we will assume r = 1. To construct the approximation, take ρ to

be the smooth function obtained from Lemma 4.1. For any R > 0 sufficiently
large, we let UR be the component of {x ∈ M : ρ(x) < R} which contains a
fixed point x0 ∈ M . In this way, UR will exhaust M as R → +∞. Without
loss of generality, we might assume UR to have smooth boundary. On each
UR, define

FR(x) = F

(
ρ(x)

R

)
, gR,0 = e2FRg0.

By [28, Lemma 4.3] (see also [25]), gR,0 is a complete metric on UR with
bounded curvature (in fact, bounded geometry of infinity order). We fix a
small κ in the construction of F. We claim that for all sufficiently large R,
each gR,0 satisfies the assumptions in Theorem 3.1 regardless of how large L
is. We will omit the R on FR for notational convenience.

Claim 4.1. There is R0 > 0 such that for all R > R0,

Rm(gR,0) + gR,0 ? gR,0 ∈ CPIC1.

Proof of claim. For notational convenience, We use g̃, R̃ to denote gR,0 and the
curvature tensor of gR,0. Recall the curvature under conformal change:

R̃m = e2FRm− e2F g ?

(
∇2F − dF ⊗ dF +

1

2
|∇F |2g

)
.

Since CPIC1 is convex, it suffices to estimate the lower bound of each terms
with respect to CPIC1. By assumption, Rm + r−2g ? g/2 ∈ CPIC1 so that

(4.3) e2FRm+ e−2F r−2g̃ ? g̃/2 ∈ CPIC1.
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Let {ẽi}4i=1 and {ei = eF ẽi}4i=1 be an orthonormal frame w.r.t g̃ and g respec-
tively. Then for any λ ∈ [0, 1],

R̃m1̃3̃3̃1̃ + (g̃ ? g̃)1̃3̃3̃1̃ + λ2R̃m1̃4̃4̃1̃ + λ2(g̃ ? g̃)1̃4̃4̃1̃

+R̃m2̃3̃3̃2̃ + (g̃ ? g̃)2̃3̃3̃2̃ + λ2R̃m2̃4̃4̃2̃ + λ2(g̃ ? g̃)2̃4̃4̃2̃

+2λR̃m1̃2̃3̃4̃ + 2λ(g̃ ? g̃)1̃2̃3̃4̃

= R̃m1̃3̃3̃1̃ + λ2R̃m1̃4̃4̃1̃ + R̃m2̃3̃3̃2̃ + λ2R̃m2̃4̃4̃2̃ + 2λR̃m1̃2̃3̃4̃

+4(1 + λ2)

= e−2F
(
Rm1331 + λ2Rm1441 + Rm2332 + λ2Rm2442 + 2λRm1234

)

+4(1 + λ2) + E0

≥ (4− 2e−2F )(1 + λ2) + E0

≥ 2(1 + λ2) + E0,

where the error term E0 is given by

−e−2F
(
(1 + λ2)(F11 + F22 − F1F1 − F2F2) + 2F33 − 2F3F3 + 2λ2F44 − 2λ2F4F4

)

−2e−2F |∇F |2(1 + λ2).

We shall use Lemma 4.2 to estimate the derivatives of F . By Lemma 4.2 (ii)

e−2F |∇F |2 = e−2F (F′)
2 |∇ρ|2

R2
≤ C

|∇ρ|2
R2

≤ 2C

R2
.

For large R ≫ 1, F′ ρii
R

≤ F′CnL
R

, hence by Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 (ii), for i =
1, . . . , 4,

e−2FFii = e−2F
(
F′ρii

R
+ F′′ρiρi

R2

)
≤ CnL

R
+

Cn

R2
,

here we are not using Einstein summation convention, repeated indices are not
summed. From this we see that

E0 ≥ −CnL(1 + λ2)

R

and for all sufficiently large R

R̃m1̃3̃3̃1̃ + (g̃ ? g̃)1̃3̃3̃1̃ + λ2R̃m1̃4̃4̃1̃ + λ2(g̃ ? g̃)1̃4̃4̃1̃

+R̃m2̃3̃3̃2̃ + (g̃ ? g̃)2̃3̃3̃2̃ + λ2R̃m2̃4̃4̃2̃ + λ2(g̃ ? g̃)2̃4̃4̃2̃

+2λR̃m1̃2̃3̃4̃ + λ(g̃ ? g̃)1̃2̃3̃4̃
≥ (2− CnLR

−1)(1 + λ2) > 0.

This completes the proof of the claim. �

Claim 4.2. There exists Cn, R0 > 0 such that if R > R0, then for all (x, r) ∈
UR × [0, 1),

(4.4) fgR,0
(x, r) =

ˆ r

0

s−1kgR,0
(x, s) ds ≤ Cnε0 + Cnr.
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Proof of Claim. Let x ∈ UR and r < 1. If x is such that ρ(x) < (1 − 2κ)R,
then for all z ∈ Bg0(x, 1), ρ(z) ≤ (1− κ+ κ2)R provided that R is sufficiently
large. This particularly implies gR,0 = g0 on Bg0(x, 1) so that the conclusion
holds trivially thanks to the assumptions.
If (1− 2κ)R ≤ ρ(x) < R, then (iii) in Lemma 4.2 implies that as long as R

is sufficiently large, we have BgR,0
(x, 1) ⊂ {z ∈ UR : s− τ < R−1ρ(z) < s+ τ}

where s = R−1ρ(x) and τ = τ(s) is a constant depending only on s. In
particular, we have

(4.5) e2F(s−τ)g0 ≤ gR,0 ≤ e2F(s+τ)g0

on BgR,0
(x, 1). By the conformal change formula for scalar curvature, for all

r ∈ (0, 1],

r2
 

BgR,0
(x,r)

RgR,0
dvolgR,0

= r2
 

BgR,0
(x,r)

e−2FRg0 dvolgR,0
− 2(n− 1)

R
r2
 

BgR,0
(x,r)

e−2FF′∆ρ dvolgR,0

+ r2
 

BgR,0
(x,r)

e−2F

[
−4(n− 1)

n− 2

(
(n− 2)2

4R2
|F′|2|∇ρ|2 + n− 2

2R2
F′′|∇ρ|2

)]
dvolgR,0

= I+ II+ III.

(4.6)

By Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, for all r ∈ (0, 1],

III ≤ Cn

R2
· r2

 

BgR,0
(x,r)

dvolgR,0
≤ Cnr

2

R2
= o(1)r2.(4.7)

For II, we control it using Stokes’ Theorem, Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.1:

II = −2(n− 1)

R

r2

VolgR,0

(
BgR,0

(x, r)
)
ˆ

BgR,0
(x,r)

e(n−2)FF′∆ρ dvolg0

=
2(n− 1)

R

r2

VolgR,0

(
BgR,0

(x, r)
)
ˆ

BgR,0
(x,r)

∇ρ · ∇(e(n−2)FF′) dvolg0

− 2(n− 1)

R

r2

VolgR,0

(
BgR,0

(x, r)
)
ˆ

∂BgR,0(x,r)

e(n−2)FF′ · ∇νρ dAg0

≤ Cnr
2

R2
+

Cn

R

r2

VolgR,0

(
BgR,0

(x, r)
) |∂BgR,0

(x, r)|gR,0
≤ Cnr

R2
= o(1)r.

(4.8)

Here we have used the volume comparison and Claim 4.1 on the last inequality.
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It remains to control I. Using (4.5), Lemma 4.2 and volume comparison, for
r ∈ (0, 1],

r2
 

BgR,0
(x,r)

e−2FRg0 dvolgR,0

≤ Cnr
2

VolgR,0

(
BgR,0

(x, r)
)
ˆ

BgR,0
(x,r)

e(n−2)F |Rm(g0)| dvolg0

≤ Cnr
2 · e(n−2)F(s+τ)−nF(s−τ)

Volg0 (Bg0(x, e
−F(s+τ)r))

ˆ

Bg0 (x,e
−F(s−τ)r)

|Rm(g0)| dvolg0

≤ Cne
(n−2)(F(s+τ)−F(s−τ))Volg0

(
Bg0(x, e

−F(s−τ)r)
)

Volg0 (Bg0(x, e
−F(s+τ)r))

· k(x, e−F(s−τ)r)

≤ Cnk(x, e
−F(s−τ)r).

(4.9)

Therefore for each (x, r) ∈ UR × [0, 1),
ˆ r

0

w−1k(x, e−F(s−τ)w) dw =

ˆ re−F(s−τ)

0

w−1k(x, w) dw

= f(re−F(s−τ)) ≤ f(1) ≤ ε0.

(4.10)

Hence for all (x, r) ∈ UR × [0, 1) and R sufficiently large,

(4.11)

ˆ r

0

s

(
 

BgR,0
(x,s)

RgR,0
dvolgR,0

)
dr ≤ Cnε0 + o(1)r2.

The claim now follows from Claim 4.1 and the fact that |R| ≤ βn|scal(R)|
for all R ∈ CPIC1. �

By Claim 4.2, if we require ε0 to be small enough, we see that for all R →
+∞, ε−2

0 gR,0 satisfies the assumptions in Theorem 3.1. By re-scaling back,
UR admits a short-time solution gR(t), t ∈ [0, ε20Sn] to the Ricci flow with
gR(0) = gR,0 and

(a) |RmgR(x, t)| ≤ αnt
−1;

(b) Rm(gR(t)) +
1
2
Lnε

−2
0 gR(t) ? gR(t) ∈ CPIC1.

on UR × (0, ε20Sn]. Since gR,0 = g0 on any compact subset Ω ⋐ M as R →
+∞. By [10, Corollary 3.2] (see also [47]) and the modified Shi’s higher order
estimates [13, Theorem 14.16], we infer that for any m ∈ N and Ω ⋐ M , we
can find C(n,m,Ω, g0) > 0 so that for all R → +∞,

sup
Ω×[0,ε̂0Sn]

|∇mRm(gR(t))| ≤ C(n,m,Ω, g0).(4.12)

By working on coordinate charts and Ascoli-Arzelà theorem, we may pass to
a subsequence to obtain a smooth solution g(t) = limR→+∞ gR(t) of the Ricci
flow on M × [0, ε20Sn] with g(0) = g0 so that the estimates in conclusion holds.
Moreover, it is a complete solution by [48, Corollary 3.3]. This completes the
proof by relabelling the constants. �



24 Pak-Yeung Chan and Man-Chun Lee

5. application to Gap Theorem

In this section, we will consider complete non-compact manifolds with non-
negative complex sectional curvature and small integral average quadratic cur-
vature decay. Before we prove the main Theorem, we first prove Theorem 1.3,
i.e. the gap Theorem under Euclidean volume condition. The relaxation of
curvature condition is motivated by the recent work of Lott [32].

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By [24, Theorem 1.1 & Corollary 4.1] (see also [26, 49]),
M is diffeomorphic to Rn and admits a long-time solution g(t) to the Ricci flow
onM×[0,+∞) with Rm(g(t)) ∈ CPIC1 and |Rm(g(t))| ≤ αt−1 for some α > 0.
It is well-known that the asymptotic volume ratio is preserved under Ricci flow
with Ric(g(t)) ≥ 0 and |Rm(g(t))| ≤ αt−1, for instances see the proof of [53,
Theorem 7]. If n = 3, it also follows from [29] that the non-negativity of
sectional curvature is also preserved. Therefore, there exists v0 > 0 such that
for all x ∈ M, r > 0 and t > 0, we have

(5.1) Volg(t)
(
Bg(t)(x, r)

)
≥ v0r

n.

By Lemma 3.2,
(

∂
∂t
−∆g(t)

)
R ≤ R2 and hence the maximum principle

implies that for all (x, t) ∈ M × (0,+∞),

(5.2) R(x, t) ≤
ˆ

M

G(x, t; y, 0)R(y, 0) dvolg0(y)

where G(x, t; y, s) denotes the heat kernel on M . The maximum principle can
be justified by applying it on [s, t] for s > 0 and followed by passing s → 0 or
applying the localized maximum principle [29, Theorem 1.1] as in the proof of
Theorem 3.1 and followed by exhaustion argument. By (5.1) and Lemma 3.3,
G(x, t; y, s) satisfies the Gaussian estimate (see also [1, Proposition 3.1]):

(5.3) G(x, t; y, 0) ≤ C(n, v0, α)

tn/2
exp

(
− dg0(x, y)

2

C(n, v0, α)t

)

for all x, y ∈ M and t > 0. Fix x0 ∈ M and t sufficiently large. In what
follows, we will use Ci to denote constants depending only on n, v0, α.
Then, argue as in the proof of Theorem 3.1. Stokes’ Theorem and co-area

formula imply

R(x0, t) ≤
ˆ

M

G(x0, t; y, 0)R(y, 0) dvolg0(y)

≤
ˆ ∞

0

rn

tn/2
· exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
C1

rt
k(x0, r)dr.

(5.4)
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By assumption, for any δ > 0, there exists r0 > 0 such that for all r > r0,
k(x0, r) < δ. We split the integral using r0.

ˆ ∞

0

rn

tn/2
· exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
C1

rt
k(x0, r)dr

=

(
ˆ ∞

r0

+

ˆ r0

0

)
rn

tn/2
· exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
C1

rt
k(x0, r)dr

= I+ II.

(5.5)

We let Λ(g0, r0, δ) > 0 be such that Rg0 ≤ Λ on Bg0(x0, r0) and hence
k(x0, r) ≤ Cr0r

2 for all r ≤ r0. Therefore,

II ≤ C1Λ

ˆ r0

0

rn

tn/2
· exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
r

t
dr

= C1Λ

ˆ r0t−1/2

0

rn+1dr

≤ C ′(n, r0, v0, g0, δ)t
−1−n

2

(5.6)

while

I ≤ C1δ

ˆ ∞

r0

rn

tn/2
· exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
1

rt
dr

≤ t−1C1δ

ˆ ∞

0

rn−1 exp

(
− r2

C1

)
dr

≤ C2t
−1δ.

(5.7)

By letting t → +∞ and followed by δ → 0 and the fact that Rm(g(t)) ∈ CPIC1,
we conclude

(5.8) lim sup
t→+∞

t|Rm(x0, t)| = 0

Now consider the re-scaled Ricci flow gi(t), t ∈ [0,+∞) where gi(t) =
i−2g(i2t). By Hamilton’s compactness [23], (M, gi(t), x0) sub-converges to
(M∞, g∞(t), x∞) for t ∈ (0,+∞) in the pointed C∞ Cheeger-Gromov sense as
i → +∞. By the proof of [44, Theorem 1.2] (which is based on Cheeger and
Colding’s volume continuity [7]), g∞(t) satisfies AVR(g∞(t)) = AVR(g0) and
Rm(g∞(t)) ∈ CPIC1 for all t > 0. Moreover, (5.8) implies that R(g∞(x∞, t)) =
0 for all t > 0. The strong maximum principle implies g∞(t) is Ricci-flat and
hence flat globally on M∞. This forces AVR(g∞(t)) = AVR(g0) = 1 and hence
(M, g0) is flat Euclidean by the rigidity of volume comparison. �

Now we study the case with strong curvature condition but without volume
growth assumption. We start with the long-time existence under a slightly
weaker condition.

Proposition 5.1. There exists ε0(n) > 0 such that the following holds: Let

(Mn, g0) be a complete non-compact manifold such that n ≥ 3, and
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(i) infM K(g0) > −∞;

(ii) Rm(g0) ∈ CPIC1 if n ≥ 4;
(iii) K(g0) ≥ 0 if n = 3.

Suppose for all x ∈ M ,

ˆ +∞

0

s

(
 

Bg0 (x,s)

|Rm(g0)| dvolg0

)
ds < ε0.

Then there exist αn > 0 and a long-time solution g(t) to the Ricci flow on

M × [0,+∞) with g(0) = g0 such that |Rm(g(t))| ≤ αnt
−1 and Rm(g(t)) ∈

CPIC1 for all t > 0. If in addition, KC(g0) ≥ 0, then KC(g(t)) ≥ 0 for all t > 0.

Proof. By Theorem 1.2, for any i > 0, there exists a solution gi(t) to the Ricci
flow on M × [0, Sni

2] with gi(0) = g0 and |Rm(gi(t))| ≤ αnt
−1. Using the

sub-sequential convergence argument in the proof of Theorem 1.2, gi(t) sub-
converges uniformly locally in C∞

loc to g(t) on M × [0,+∞). This proves the
existence part. The assertion of Rm(g(t)) ∈ CPIC1 and KC(g(t)) ≥ 0 follow
from [29, Theorem 3.1]. �

Remark 5.1. The lower bound of the sectional curvature is purely for technical
reason. It is easy to see that it can be further relaxed to quadratic sectional
lower bound. We expect that it can be removed in full generality.

We now finish the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. By assumption and integrability, for any δ > 0, there
exists r0 > 1 such that for all r > r0,

ˆ ∞

r

s−1k(x0, s) ds < δ.

We also let Λ(g0, r0, δ) > 0 be large constant such that R ≤ Λ on Bg0(x0, r0).
We will also use Ci to denote any dimensional constants.
We let g(t) be the long-time solution obtained from Proposition 5.1. Since

KC(g(t)) ≥ 0, Lemma 3.2 implies
(

∂
∂t
−∆g(t)

)
R ≤ R2 and hence for all t > 0,

(5.9) R(x0, t) ≤
ˆ

M

G(x0, t; y, 0)R(y, 0) dvolg0(y)

as in the proof of Theorem 1.3. By using Lemma 3.3, Stokes’ Theorem and
co-area formula implies that for all

√
t > r0,

R(x0, t) ≤
ˆ

M

C1

Volg0
(
Bg0(x0,

√
t)
) exp

(
−dg0(x, y)

2

C1t

)
R(y, 0) dvolg0(y)

=
Cn

t

(
ˆ ∞

√
t

+

ˆ

√
t

r0

+

ˆ r0

0

)
Volg0 (Bg0(x0, r))

Volg0
(
Bg0(x0,

√
t)
) exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
· k(x0, r)

r
dr

= I+ II+ III.

(5.10)
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When r >
√
t, we can appeal to volume comparison to deduce that

I ≤ C2

t

ˆ ∞

√
t

(
r√
t

)n

exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
· k(x0, r)

r
dr ≤ C3

t

ˆ ∞

√
t

k(x0, r)

r
dr.(5.11)

When r ∈ [r0,
√
t], we argue similarly:

II ≤ Cn

t

ˆ

√
t

r0

exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
k(x0, r)

r
dr ≤ C4

t

ˆ

√
t

r0

k(x0, r)

r
dr(5.12)

so that I+ II ≤ C5δt
−1.

When r ≤ r0, we use the estimate k(x0, r) ≤ Λr2 and Yau’s linear volume
growth to deduce that

III ≤ C6Λ

t

ˆ r0

0

Volg0 (Bg0(x0, r))

Volg0
(
Bg0(x0,

√
t)
) exp

(
− r2

C1t

)
r dr

≤ C7r
n+2
0 Λt−1− 1

2

Volg0 (Bg0(x0, 1))
.

(5.13)

Therefore, for all t → +∞,

(5.14) t · R(x0, t) ≤ C5δ +
C7r

n+2
0 Λt−

1
2

Volg0 (Bg0(x0, 1))
.

By Brendle’s Harnack inequality [2] and letting δ → 0, we deduce that for
all t > 0, R(x0, t) = 0. Since KC(g(t)) ≥ 0, strong maximum principle implies
that g(t) is flat for all t > 0 and hence g0 is flat. This completes the proof. �

6. Gap Theorem in dimension three

The three dimensional case with only Ric ≥ 0 is more challenging due to
the failure of Lemma 3.2. In the presence of point-wise curvature decay, we
will combine it with the methods in Kähler geometry to prove an optimal gap
result.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By the work of Liu [31], either M is diffeomorphic to
R3 or the universal cover of (M3, g0) splits isometrically as Σ2×R such that Σ
has non-negative sectional curvature. In caseM is not topologically Euclidean.
Since g0 has quadratic curvature decay at infinity, the universal cover cannot
split isometrically as S2 × R. We may argue as follows: Let ε > 0 such that
K0 := {RM ≥ ε} is a nonempty compact set of M and π : S2 × R → M be a
Riemannian covering map. Suppose (a, z0) ∈ S2 × R and π(a, z0) ∈ K0. Then
for any w ∈ R, b ∈ S

2, π(a, w) ∈ K0 and

dM(π(b, w), π(a, z0)) ≤ diamM(K0) + dM(π(b, w), π(a, w))

≤ diamM(K0) + dS2(a, b)

≤ diamM(K0) + diamS2(S
2).

This implies thatM has finite diameter. Contradiction. Therefore, Σ2 must be
topologically R2. We now use an argument originated from Kähler geometry.
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By [36, Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 1.1], there exists u ∈
C∞

loc(M) such that ∆Mu = RM ≥ 0 on M with u = o(log r) as r → +∞. By

[36, Theorem 1.3], |∇u| is uniformly bounded on M . We lift u to M̃ so that
we might assume ∆M̃u = RM̃ on M̃ and u is still sub-logarithm growth on M̃

since the covering map is distance non-increasing. For (z, y) ∈ Σ × R = M̃ ,
since M̃ splits isometrically, ∂yu is bounded harmonic function on M̃ . Hence

the Cheng-Yau’s gradient estimate implies ∂y∂yu = 0 on M̃ . In particular,
∆Σu(z, y0) = RΣ(z) for any fixed y0 ∈ R.
Since Σ2 is two-dimensional with non-negative curvature, the Laplacian

comparison implies that for a fixed z0 ∈ Σ, rΣ(·) = dΣ(·, z0) satisfies ∆Σ log rΣ ≤
0 in the sense of barrier for rΣ > 0. By applying the maximum principle to
u(z, y0)− ε log rΣ for ε → 0+, we conclude that u(z, y0) attains its maximum
at interior of Σ and hence it must be constant by the strong maximum prin-
ciple. Therefore, RΣ = RM = 0. It follows that M is flat in this case since its
sectional curvature is non-negative.
It remains to consider the case of M3 = R3 topologically. We first appeal to

the work of Reiris [41, Theorem 1.1] to see that g0 must be of Euclidean volume
growth. In particular, as in the proof of Theorem 1.3, there exist v, α > 0 and
a long-time solution g(t) onM×[0,+∞) such that for all (x, t) ∈ M×(0,+∞),

(i) |Rm(g(x, t))| ≤ αt−1;
(ii) Volg(t)

(
Bg(t)(x, r)

)
≥ v0r

3 for all r > 0;
(iii) Ric(g(x, t)) ≥ 0.

The properties of g(t) are scaling invariant.
We consider the blow-down Ricci flow as usual. Let Ri → +∞ and gi(t) =

R−2
i g(R2

i t) so that (M
3
i , gi(t), xi) = (M, gi(t), x0) sub-converges to (M∞, g∞(t), x∞)

in the smooth pointed Cheeger-Gromov sense for t ∈ (0,+∞) as i → +∞.
Moreover, the limiting Ricci flow g∞(t) satisfies AVR(g∞(t)) = AVR(g0) > 0
for all t > 0. Clearly, M∞ is still topologically R3. Our goal is to show that
the asymptotic volume ratio satisfies AVR(g∞(t)) = 1. In what follow, we will
use Ci to denote constant depending only on α, v0.
For r > 1 sufficiently large. Let z∞ ∈ M∞ be such that dg∞(1)(x∞, z∞) =

r. By the smooth convergence and distance distortion [48, Corollary 3.3],
there exists zi ∈ M with dg0(x0, zi) ∈ (1

2
Rir, 2Rir) such that R(g∞(z∞, 1)) is

the limit of R(gi(zi, 1)). Denote gi,0 = R−2
i g0 for notation convenience. On

Bgi,0(zi,
1
2
r), assumption implies |Rm(gi,0)| ≤ 4C0r

−2. Moreover, by volume
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comparison for z ∈ Bgi,0(zi,
1
2
r) and 0 < s ≤ 1

2
r,

kgi,0(z, s) = (Ris)
2

 

Bg0 (z,Ris)

|Rm(g0)| dvolg0

≤ (Ris)
2 ·
(
s+ 4r

s

)n  

Bg0 (x0,Ri(s+2r))

|Rm(g0)| dvolg0

≤
(
s+ 4r

s

)n

· k(x0, Ri(s+ 2r)).

(6.1)

Using the assumption on asymptotic of k(x0, ·), for any σ > 0, there exists
N ∈ N such that for all i > N , we have

kgi,0(z, s) ≤ min

{(
4r + s

s

)n

σ, 4C0s
2r−2

}
(6.2)

for all z ∈ Bgi,0(zi,
1
2
r) and 0 < s ≤ 1

2
r.

By [29, Corollary 4.1] and scaling argument, there exist S1, C1 > 0 such that

K(gi(t)) ≥ −C1r
−2

on Bgi,0(zi,
1
4
r)× [0, S1r

2]. We now intend to improve the lower bound of the
sectional curvature. Let φ(x, t) be the negative part of the lowest eigenvalue
of Rm(gi(x, t)) with respect to the cone of non-negative sectional curvature.
It is known that

(
∂
∂t
−∆g(t)

)
φ ≤ Rφ + c0φ

2 for some dimensional constant
c0 > 0 by [1] and hence

(
∂

∂t
−∆g(t)

)
(e−C1c0r−2tφ) ≤ R(e−C1c0r−2tφ)

on Bgi,0(zi,
1
4
r)× [0, S1r

2]. We now apply [29, Corollary 3.1] to conclude that,
for any ℓ > 0 there exists Sℓ > 0 such that
(6.3)

e−c0C1r−2tφ(x, t)−
ˆ

Bgi,0
(zi,

1
4
r)

Gi(x, t; y, 0)φ(y, 0) dvolgi,0(y) ≤ 16ℓ+1tℓr−2(ℓ+1)

on Bgi,0(zi,
1
8
r)× [0, Sℓr

2], where Gi denotes the dirichlet heat kernel of gi(t) on

Bgi,0(zi,
1
4
r). By the properties of gi(t) and Lemma 3.3, Gi(x, t; y, s) satisfies a
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uniform Gaussian estimate and hence for x ∈ Bgi,0(zi,
1
8
r),

ˆ

Bgi,0 (zi,
1
4
r)

Gi(x, t; y, 0)φ(y, 0) dvolgi,0(y)

≤ σε

ˆ 3
8
r

0

C2s
n−1

t1+
n
2

exp

(
− s2

C2t

)(
4r + s

s

)nε

s2(1−ε)r−2(1−ε)ds

+
C2r

n−2

t
n
2

exp

(
− r2

C2t

)
kgi,0

(
zi,

3

8
r

)

≤ C3t
−ε(1+ 1

2
n)r−2(1−ε)+nεσε

ˆ +∞

0

sn−1+2(1−ε)−nε exp

(
− s2

C2

)
ds

+ C3r
−2σ

(6.4)

where ε is arbitrary in (0, 1) and n = 3 now. Here we have used the bounds
of kgi,0(x, ·) from (6.2), interpolating between both of them. If we choose ε

sufficiently small so that ε(1 + n
2
) < 1

2
and then we see that the sectional

curvature of gi(t) is bounded from below by

K(gi(t)) ≥ −L(t) = −C4

(
16ℓ+1tℓr−2(ℓ+1) + σεt−ε(1+ 1

2
n)r−2(1−ε)+nε + r−2σ

)

on Bgi,0(zi,
1
8
r)× [0, Sℓr

2].
Now we can proceed in a similar way as in the proof of Theorem 3.1. Since

Rm(gi(t))+Lgi(t)?gi(t)/2 is in the cone of non-negative sectional curvature,
the scalar curvature R satisfies(

∂

∂t
−∆g(t)

)
R = 2|R̃ic− 2Lg|2

≤ R2 + 8LR+ 36L2.

(6.5)

In particular, ϕ = exp(−8
´ t

0
L(s) ds) · R satisfies

(6.6)

(
∂

∂t
−∆g(t)

)
ϕ ≤ Rϕ + 36L2

on Bgi,0(zi,
1
8
r)× [0, Sℓr

2].
Define

u(x, t) =

ˆ

Bgi,0 (zi,
1
4
r)

Gi(x, t; y, 0)R(y, 0) dvolgi,0(y)

+ 36

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Bgi,0 (zi,
1
4
r)

Gi(x, t; y, s)L
2(s) dvolgi(s)(y)ds

(6.7)

so that
(

∂
∂t
−∆g(t)

)
u = Ru + 36L2 and hence [29, Corollary 3.1] shows that

by shrinking Sℓ if necessary, for all t ∈ [0, Sℓr
2],

(6.8) ϕ(zi, t) = exp

(
−8

ˆ t

0

L(s) ds

)
· Rgi(t)(zi) ≤ u(zi, t) + 32ℓ+1tℓr−2(ℓ+1)
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We can use [29, Proposition 4.1] or Lemma 3.3, and argue in the same way
as in (6.4) to see that

ˆ

Bgi,0 (zi,
1
4
r)

Gi(zi, t; y, 0)R(y, 0) dvolgi,0(y)

≤
ˆ r

4

0

C

t
n
2

exp

(
− s2

Ct

)
ˆ

∂Bgi,0
(zi,

1
4
s)

R ds

=
Crn−2

t
n
2

exp

(
− r2

Ct

)
kgi,0

(
zi,

r

4

)

+

ˆ 1
4
r

0

C2s
n−1

t1+
n
2

exp

(
− s2

C2t

)
kgi,0 (zi, s) ds

≤ Cr−2σ + σε

ˆ 1
4
r

0

C2s
n−1

t1+
n
2

exp

(
− s2

C2t

)(
4r + s

s

)nε

s2(1−ε)r−2(1−ε)ds

≤ C5

(
r−2σ + σεt−ε(1+ 1

2
n)r−2(1−ε)+nε

)
.

(6.9)

Similarly, by [29, Proposition 4.1]

ˆ

Bgi,0
(zi,

1
4
r)

Gi(zi, t; y, s) dvolgi(s)(y) ≤
ˆ ∞

0

C ′wn−1

(t− s)
n
2

exp

(
− w2

C(t− s)

)
dw

= C ′
ˆ ∞

0

τn−1 exp

(
−τ 2

C

)
dτ ≤ C6.

(6.10)

Hence

36

ˆ t

0

ˆ

Bgi,0 (zi,
1
4
r)

Gi(x, t; y, s)L
2(s) dvolgi(s)(y) ds

≤ C

ˆ t

0

L2(s) ds

≤ C7

(
t2l+1r−4(l+1) + σ2εt1−2ε(1+ 1

2
n)r−4(1−ε)+2nε + r−4σ2t

)
.

(6.11)

We fix t = 1 and ℓ = 10. We might assume r to be large enough so that
1 ∈ [0, Sℓr

2] and hence the estimates applies at t = 1. Also note that ε is
sufficiently small so that we have
ˆ 1

0

L(s) ds ≤ C
(
tl+1r−2(l+1) + σεt1−ε(1+ 1

2
n)r−2(1−ε)+nε + r−2σt

) ∣∣∣
t=1

≤ C8

and

ϕ(zi, 1) ≤ C9r
−2
(
r−2ℓ + σ + σεr(n+2)ε + r−2(2l+1) + σ2εr−2(1−2ε)+2nε + r−2σ2

)
.

(6.12)

Since r is any arbitrarily large number and ε is a small positive number,
we conclude after passing i → +∞ and followed by σ → 0+ that g∞(1) has
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Ric ≥ 0 and satisfies

(6.13) |Rm(g∞(z∞, 1))| ≤ C10

(
dg∞(1)(x∞, z∞)

)−22

for z∞ → +∞. Now a result of Greene-Petersen-Zhu [20, Theorem 2] can be
applied to show that g∞(1) is indeed flat since M∞ is topologically R3. As
AVR(g∞(1)) > 0, M∞ is isometric to R

3 and hence AVR(g∞(1)) = AVR(g0) =
1. Now the flatness of (M, g0) follows from the rigidity case of the volume
comparison theorem. Alternatively, one can blow-down the manifold again
together with the fast curvature decay to deduce flatness by pseudo-locality.
This completes the proof. �

7. application to almost flatness

In this section, we discuss another application of the Ricci flow smoothing.
We consider compact manifolds with almost vanishing curvature in the sense
of integral average curvature. This is motivated by the recent work of Chen-
Wei-Ye [11].

Proof of Theorem 1.5. By re-scaling, we assume diam(M, g0) = 1. We will use
the Ricci flow smoothing to find a better metric from g0 using pseudo-locality
Theorem. We only consider the case n ≥ 4 while the case of n = 3 can be
done similarly as by strengthening the cone from CPIC1 to cone of non-negative
sectional curvature.
We let ε1, ε2 > 0 be small dimensional constants to be determined. We will

determine εi so that metric g0 satisfying

(7.1)





Rm(g0) + ε1g0 ? g0 ∈ CPIC1;
ˆ 1

0

s

(
 

Bg0 (x,s)

|Rm(g0)| dvolg0

)
ds < ε2

for all x ∈ M , can be deformed to one which is almost flat.
We apply Theorem 3.1 on g0 with r = diam(M, g0) = 1 with Λ0 = ε1 so

that there exists a Ricci flow g(t), t ∈ [0, Sn] with g(0) = g0 and Sn < 1. We
claim that if ε1 and ε2 are sufficiently small, then g̃ = g(Sn) will satisfy the
almost flatness condition in Gromov–Ruh Theorem [21, 43]. This follows by
refining the proof of Theorem 3.1. If ε1 is sufficiently small, we know that
Ric(g(t)) ≥ −1 along the flow and hence,

(7.2) dg(t)(x, y) ≤ etdg0(x, y)

for all t ∈ [0, Sn] and x, y ∈ M . Hence, diam(M, g(t)) ≤ C0(n). Since
Rm(g(t))+Lnε1g(t)? g(t) ∈ CPIC1, it suffices to estimate R(g(t)) from above
by shrinking ε1. Here we might assume Ln to be large. As in the proof of Theo-

rem 3.1, we consider the twisted curvature tensor R̃m = Rm+2Lnε1g(t)?g(t)
so that ϕ = e−4Lε1n(n−1)tR̃ satisfies

(
∂
∂t
−∆g(t)

)
ϕ ≤ Rϕ and thus the same
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analysis as in the proof of Theorem 3.1 (but simpler) yields

ϕ(x, t) ≤
ˆ

M

G(x, t; y, 0)R̃(y, 0) dvolg0(y) ≤ Cn(ε1 + ε2)t
−1.(7.3)

And hence, diam(M, g̃)2|Rm(g̃)| ≤ Cn(ε1 + ε2)S
−1
n + Cnε1 for some dimen-

sional constant Cn > 0. By choosing ε1, ε2 > 0 both small enough so that
Cn(ε1+ ε2)S

−1
n is smaller than the dimensional constant in Gromov–Ruh The-

orem [21, 43], we conclude that M supports metric g̃ which is almost flat and
hence M is diffeomorphic to an infranil manifold. Result follows by relabelling
the constants. �
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