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A SHARP SPECTRAL SPLITTING THEOREM

GIOACCHINO ANTONELLI, MARCO POZZETTA, AND KAI XU

ABSTRACT. We prove a sharp spectral generalization of the Cheeger—Gromoll splitting theorem. We show
that if a complete non-compact Riemannian manifold M of dimension n > 2 has at least two ends and

A1(—yA 4+ Ric) =0,

%, then M splits isometrically as R x N for some compact manifold N with nonnegative
Ricci curvature. We show that the constant —— is sharp, and the multiple-end assumption is necessary

4
n—1
for any v > 0.

for some vy <

1. INTRODUCTION

The celebrated Cheeger—Gromoll splitting theorem [CG71] asserts that a complete Riemannian manifold
(M, g) having nonnegative Ricci curvature and containing a geodesic line must split isometrically; namely,
one has (M, g) & (Rx N, dt?>+gy) for some manifold (N, gn). As a consequence, a complete manifold with
nonnegative Ricci curvature and at least two ends must split. In this paper, we give a sharp generalization
of the latter statement to manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature in the spectral sense.

On a smooth complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M", g) with n > 2, we define the function
Ric: M — R by

Ric(z) = ei%lfM Ricy (v, v).
g(v,vﬁ:l

Note that Ric € Lip),.(M). For a constant v > 0, we say that M satisfies A\;(—yA + Ric) > 0 if any of
the two following equivalent conditions holds:

(i) for all ¢ € CL(M) it holds [,, v|Ve|? + Ric- ¢? > 0,

(ii) there exist a € (0,1) and u € C**(M) such that u > 0 and —yAu + Ric-u > 0 on M.
The equivalence of the latter two conditions is readily established on compact manifolds, and follows from
[F'S80] on noncompact manifolds. In fact, in the noncompact case, Item (i) implies the existence of u > 0
with —yAwu + Ric - u = 0 [FS80].

The study of Ricci curvature lower bounds in the spectral sense has recently found connections with
the stable Bernstein problem [CL.23; Cho-+24; Maz24], the geometry of biRicci curvature [CLZ24a; Xu24],
and Ricci curvature bounds in the Kato sense [CMT23|. In [AX24], the first and third named authors
proved a sharp volume comparison and Bonnet—Myers theorem for manifolds with positive Ricci curvature
in the spectral sense; we refer to [AX24] for a more detailed survey of past results.

The main result of this paper is the following sharp spectral splitting theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Letn > 2, v < ﬁ, and let (M™,g) be an n-dimensional smooth complete noncompact

Riemannian manifold without boundary. Assume that M has at least two ends and satisfies
(1.1) A1(—yA + Ric) > 0.

Then Ric > 0 on M. In particular, the manifold splits isometrically as (M,g) = (R x N,dt? + gn) for
some compact manifold N with nonnegative Ricci curvature.

With regard to the sharpness of our assumptions, we have the following observations.
(1) The range v < —2-

n—1
complete manifold M"™ with two ends that satisfies (1.1), and that does not split isometrically. See
Remark 4.1 for details.

(2) For n > 3 and 7 > 0, in Remark 4.2 we construct a small compact perturbation of the flat
R™ that satisfies (1.1) but does not split isometrically. Hence, without further assumptions, the
spectral splitting theorem does not hold for manifolds containing geodesic lines: in fact, a compact

perturbation of R™ contains infinitely many geodesic lines.

for ~ is sharp for any n > 2. Indeed, for each v > % there exists a
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We remark that other types of splitting theorems have been proved in [LW01, Theorem 2.1| and [LW06,
Corollary 5.3 & Theorem 7.2|, where suitable spectral lower bounds on the curvature imply the splitting
of a manifold as a warped product.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 follows by incorporating the p-bubble technique of Gromov [Gro96; Gro21]
and a surface-capturing technique inspired by arguments in [Liul3; CCE16; CEM19; CLZ24b]. We also
refer to [Zhu23, Section 2| and [CL24, Section 3| for further introductions to u-bubbles. We remark that
the method used in our proof is different from the one used in the original proof of the splitting theorem
[CGT1] (see also [EH84]). In fact, our method gives a different alternative proof of the classical splitting
theorem on manifolds with two ends, Ric > 0, and inf e |B(z, 1)| > 0, see the second part of Remark 3.1.

A brief description of our main idea is as follows. We are first inspired by the work of J. Zhu |Zhu23|,
where p-bubbles are used to give an alternative proof of the following result: if 3 < n < 7 and there is a
complete metric on T" ! x R with nonnegative scalar curvature, then it must be flat. The idea of [Zhu23]
is to find an area-minimizing hypersurface ¥ € T" ! x R which arises as a limit of g-bubbles. Indeed,
once such a X is found, a standard foliation argument can be employed to prove the rigidity. There are
two key challenges in this strategy: (1) ensuring the existence of a nonempty limiting hypersurface ¥,
which amounts at preventing the approximating u-bubbles from drifting to infinity, and (2) proving the
compactness of ¥; indeed, each approximating u-bubble is compact, but the limit hypersurface may not.

Now let us turn to the setting of Theorem 1.1. By [FS80], we have a function u with

(1.2) u >0, —yAu + Ric-u = 0.

Given that M has at least two ends, an analog of Zhu’s u-bubble approximation argument produces a
hypersurface > C M that locally minimizes the weighted area 3 +— fz u7. However, in our setting, X
might be noncompact, so the foliation argument is no longer available.

To resolve this issue, we give up the foliation argument and instead argue as follows. We find an
approximation scheme that for each x € M gives a weighted minimal hypersurface 3 passing through
2. Then the stability inequality yields |Vu| = 0 on X, hence arbitrariness of x will imply that w is
constant. Thus Ric > 0, and the splitting follows. To find such a X, we adapt the surface-capturing
technique of [CCE16; CEM19]. The core idea is explained by the following instance: if a metric on T3 has
positive scalar curvature everywhere except in a set U, then any homologically area-minimizing surface
must intersect U. With this in mind, we perturb the function w in (1.2) so that —yAu + Ric-u > 0
everywhere outside a small ball B(z, ), see Lemma 2.2. Then, due to the stability inequality, a weighted
area minimizer must intersect B(x,r). Taking r — 0, and letting the perturbation tend to zero, we obtain
the desired hypersurface as a limit.

Our Theorem 1.1 can be used to infer information on the ends of stable minimal hypersurfaces in curved
manifolds. In [C'SZ97], the authors prove that stable minimal hypersurfaces in R"*! have exactly one end.
In [LWO04] the authors prove that properly immersed stable minimal hypersurfaces in manifolds with
nonnegative sectional curvature either have one end, or they split isometrically and are totally geodesic.

Let us recall that, for orthonormal vectors v,v" € T, M, the biRicci curvature operator is defined as

biRic, (v, v") := Ric,(v,v) 4+ Ricy(v',v") — Sect,(v A v').
Define the function biRic : M — R as

biRic(z) = inf biRic, (v, v").
v, €Ty M
v, v’ orthonormal
Notice that Sect > 0 implies biRic > 0. The following immediate corollary of Theorem 1.1 generalizes
[LWO04, Theorem 0.1] to manifolds with biRic > 0 in ambient dimension n < 5. Contrarily to [LW04,

Theorem 0.1], we do not require the immersion to be proper.

Corollary 1.2. Let (M"™, g) be a smooth complete noncompact Riemannian manifold with biRic > 0,
and assume n < 5. Let X"~ < M™ be a noncompact, complete, connected, immersed, two-sided, stable
minimal hypersurface. Then either

(1) ¥ has one end, or
(2) ¥ splits isometrically as R x X', where ¥ is compact and Ricys > 0. Moreover, in this case, ¥ is
totally geodesic in M, and Ricys(vs,vs) = 0, where vs, is a unit normal of .

Addendum. When we were completing this paper, we learned that the authors of [Cat 24| had
independently obtained results that partially overlap with ours, with different techniques. We agreed with
them to post on arXiv the results independently at the same time.



SPECTRAL SPLITTING THEOREM 3

Organization. After collecting some preliminary results in Section 2, in Section 3 we prove our main
theorems. In Section 4 we show the sharpness of the assumptions of Theorem 1.1.
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Furthermore, G.A. thanks the hospitality of Universita di Napoli Federico II, where part of this work
was done during his visit in July 2024. The authors thank Otis Chodosh, whose comments in an email
exchange motivated us to understand the spectral version of the splitting theorem.

2. PRELIMINARIES

The following lemma is a slight modification of [Zhu23, Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 2.1. For any ¢ € (0, 3) there is a smooth function he : (—%, %) — R such that
(1) on (=1, —-1]U[1,1) we have

(2.1) BL4+h e
(2) on [—1,1] we have
(2.2) 7.+ 72| < Ce,

for a universal constant C >0 (C = 100 is enough),
(3) there holds E; <0on (=1 1) h(0)=0, limx%ié he(x) = Foo,

gle

(4) he — 0 smoothly as € — 0 on any compact subset of R.

Proof. We can take
he(x) == en(z) coth(1 + ex) — e(1 — n(z)) coth(l — ex),
where 7 is a smooth cutoff function with n|(_o 1) = 1, 9|1, 400) =0, =1 <7’ <0, and n(0) = 1/2. O

The next lemma provides the function we will use to perturb the function ug satisfying (1.2).

Lemma 2.2. Let (M™,g) be a smooth complete noncompact Riemannian n-manifold. Let v > 0, f €
Lipy,. (M), and assume there exist o € (0,1), and ug € C>*(M), such that —yAug+ fug =0, and ug > 0
on M. Then for any x € M and r € (0,1), there exists w € C**(M) such that

(1) —2up < w <0 on M,
(2) —vAw+ fw >0 on M\ B(z,r).

Proof. Let U €@ B(x,r) be a smooth open set, and let € Lip,,.(M) be a strictly positive function such
that f +n € C®°(M). By [FS80, Theorem 1] we know that A;(—yA + f) > 0 on M, and therefore
M(=YA+f+n) =00n M\U as well. Let Q; € Q9 €... € M be an exhaustion in smooth precompact
open sets. By [FS80, Theorem 1] again we have A\j(—yA + f+n) > 0 on ; \ U for every i. Hence there
exists a solution w; € C**(Q\ U) to the Dirichlet problem

—YAw; + fw; = —nw;  in Q;\ U,
wi’@Qi - 07

wilay = uo.

We observe that w; > 0 in €; \ U. Indeed, testing the equation against w; := min{w;,0} € Lipy(€; \ U)
yields 0 = [~|Vw; >+ f(w; )? + n(w; )?; since A (—yA + f +n) > 0 on ; \ U, then w; = 0 and thus
w; = 0. The strict inequality w; > 0 in Q; \ U then follows by the strong maximum principle. By an
analogous argument, one finds w; < w;41 in Q;\U for any i. Moreover —yA(ug—w;)+ f(up—w;) = nw; >0
in Q; \ U for any i. Multiplying by (ug — w;)~ := min{ug — w;,0} and arguing as before implies w; < ug
in ©Q; \ U for any i.

By standard elliptic estimates, using that (f+n) is smooth, up to extracting a subsequence, w; converges
in CZ (M \ U) to a limit function w’, which in turn belongs to CIZOCO‘(M \ U) by elliptic regularity. We
thus define w := —w’. From the above construction, we have —ug < w < 0 and —yAw + fw = —npw > 0
in M\ U > M\ B(z,r). The lemma then follows by extending w inside U keeping —2ug < w < 0. [0
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The next lemma proves auxiliary density estimates for p-bubbles. We refer the reader to [AFP00;
Mag12] for the classical theory of sets of finite perimeter in the Euclidean space, which naturally extends
to the case of Riemannian manifolds.

A set of locally finite perimeter in a complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g) is a measurable
set £ C M such that the characteristic function g has locally bounded variation. Given such a set E, the
total variation of the weak gradient of x g is called the perimeter measure, and usually denoted by P(FE,-).
By the well-known structure theorem of De Giorgi, the perimeter is concentrated on the so-called reduced
boundary 0*E. More precisely, we have P(E,-) = H" 'L0*E. For ease of notation, for any set of locally
finite perimeter £ C M and for any Borel set A C M, in this paper we will denote |0*ENA|:= P(E, A)
and |0*E| := P(E, M).

Lemma 2.3. Let (M”,g) be a smooth moncompact complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold, with
n>2 Lety>0,e€(0,1), andlet u: M — (0,00) be a function of class C*%, for some o € (0,1). Let
¢o: M —Rbea surjectwe smooth proper 1-Lipschitz function such that Qg := ¢~ ((—00,0)) has smooth
bounded boundary. Let h. be given by Lemma 2.1, and let h. := che o ¢ for some ¢ > 0. Define

'Pa(E) = /@*E u’ — /(XE - Xﬂo)heu,y7

for any admissible set of locally finite perimeter E C M, i.e., such that EAQq € ¢~ ((—1/¢,1/¢)) up to
negligible sets.

Assume that Q¢ is a minimizer for P. with respect to admissible compactly supported variations. Then,
up to modify Qe on a negligible set, the following holds.

(1) The reduced boundary 8*Q. is an (open) hypersurface of class C*>®, for some o/ € (0,1), and
00\ 0" Q. is a closed set with Hausdorff dimension less than or equal to n — 8.

(2) Let A C M be a precompact open set, and let eg € (0,1/2) such that A C ¢~*((—1/e0,1/e0)).
Then there exist o, Cq € (0,1) depending on n,~, ||logu|| re(a), 9|7, €0, ¢ such that for any e < &g
there holds

092 N B(y, p)|

pn 1
for any y € AN O, with B(y,2rg) € A, and any p < rg.

-1
Ca < < Cd )

Proof. Ttem (1) follows from the Riemannian analogs of [Magl2, Theorem 27.5], and [Magl2, Theo-
rem 28.1]. We now prove Item (2). We denote here by C' > 0 a generic constant depending on
n, 7, |[1og ul| pee 4y, gl 7, €0, ¢ that may change from line to line. Let y € A and p > 0 such that B(y, p) € A.

Since he — 0 smoothly on A as € — 0, we have |hellroo(a) < C for any e < g9. Hence for any set F' of
locally finite perimeter such that FAQ. € B(y, p), we have

[ [ wrs [haota —xe) < [ clselluleg P00
*Qe *F o*F
g/ WY + CIFAQ..
*F

Using the lower and upper bounds of u on A, we estimate
0021 Bly, p)| < C (|0°F 1 Bly, p)| + | FAQL| " FAQL )
C<|0*Fﬂ3(y,p)| +[By. )" : Cio|0"(FAQL)) )
< C(|0"F 0 By, p)| + Cp| |67 0 Bly, p)| + [0°F 1 B(y, p)|),

where we used a local isoperimetric inequality with Euclidean exponents for sets contained in A [Heb99],
and an Ahlfors-type bound for balls contained in A. It follows that there exists rg > 0 such that, if p < rg,
then

|0*Q: N B(y, p)| < C|0*F N B(y,p)|,

that is, €2, is a C-quasiminimal set in balls B(y,2rg) € A in the sense of [Kin+13, Definition 3.1]. The
claimed density estimates then follow from [Kin+13, Lemma 5.1] and Item (1). O
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3. THE SPECTRAL SPLITTING THEOREM

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. If v < 0 the statement reduces to the classical splitting theorem. Hence, from now
on, we assume v > 0. By [FS80, Theorem 1|, and since Ric € Lipy,.(M), the main condition (1.1) implies
the existence of a function ug € C**(M) with

(3.1) ug > 0, —~vAug + Ric - ug = 0.

Fix an arbitrary x € M. We claim that |Vug|(z) = 0. (In fact, it will be clear from the proof that
it is possible to find a perimeter minimizer Q with z € 9Q and |Vug| = 0 on 09; see also Remark 3.1).
Once this is proved, since x is arbitrary, it follows that ug is constant on the entire M, and thus Ric > 0
pointwise, and the theorem is reduced to the classical splitting theorem. The rest of the proof is devoted
to our claim.

Since M has more than one end, we can find a smooth surjective proper function ¢ : M — R such that

(3.2) IVo| <1, lp(z)] < 1/2, Qo == ¢ ' ((—00,0)) has smooth boundary.

The construction is as follows. First, we find a smooth surjective proper 1-Lipschitz function (Z M — R.
Indeed, given a separating compact hypersurface bounding a distinguished end, ¢ can be obtained by
smoothing the signed distance function from such end as in [Zhu23, Lemma 2.1|. Let L be a regular value

of ¢ such that |¢(z) — L| < 1/2. Hence, ¢ := ¢ — L has the desired properties.
Let 0 < 0,7 < 1 be such that

(3.3) B(z,1/8) ¢ '([-2,2]),  B(z,2r) € ¢ '([-1,1]).

Let us apply Lemma 2.2 to the ball B(z,r), with data ug and f = Ric. Denote by w, the resulting
function. For a parameter a > 0, set u, o := ug + aw,. There exists a small ap = ag(J, wy, up) so that for
all a < ag, we have

(3.4) up/2 < Upq < Uo, [tr,a — wollc2(Ba/s)) < 0
and
. — yAu,, + Ric-u,q >0 in M\ B(x,r),

(3:5) — AUy g+ RiC- Up g = —0 - Upq in B(z,r).

In particular, in light of (3.3) and (3.5), we have

(3.6) —Y AU g + RiC - Upg = - Upg in ¢71([—2, 2]) \ B(z,2r),

for some constant u = p(a, w,,up) > 0.
For a constant ¢y = co(n,7y) > 0 that will be defined below in (3.17), and for any e < 1/10, let h. be
defined as

(3.7) he(z) = ¢y he(6(2)), Vo€ o™ ((=1/e,1/e)),
where . is as in Lemma 2.1. In particular, on ¢! ((—1/e,—1] U[1,1/¢)) we have
(3.8) coh? = [Vhe| = g [Re(6)? = FL(O)IV9]] > e

where we used that ¢ is 1-Lipschitz and Lemma 2.1(1)(3). Then by Lemma 2.1(2)(3), inside ¢! ([—1,1])
we have

3.9 coh? — |Vhe| = —Ccjle,
( ) € 0

where C' is the constant in Lemma 2.1(2). For 4,7, a small enough as indicated above, we perform the
following p-bubble argument. For notational simplicity, we denote u = u, ,. For any set of finite perimeter
Q with QAQy C ¢~ 1((—1/e,1/¢)), define the energy

(3.10) P.(Q) := /B*Qu“/ — /(XQ — X ) hett

As argued in [CL24, Proposition 12|, recalling that h. diverges as ¢ — +1/¢ by Lemma 2.1(3), there
exists a minimizer Q. for P, with Q.AQy € ¢! ((—1/e,1/e)).
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Since u € C*“, the regularity result in Lemma 2.3(1) applies to Q.. Let v denote the outer unit normal
at 0"Q, and let ¢ € C*°(M). For an arbitrary smooth variation {F}}ye(—¢,,4), With Fop = €, and with
variation field equal to pv at t = 0, we compute the first variation'

d
(311) 0= _P{«;(E)‘ = / (H + ')/uiluy - hs)uw(pa
dt t=0 9% Q.
where u, := (Vu,v). Since ¢ is arbitrary we have H = h. — yu~'u,. Then, computing the second
variation, we obtain
d2
0< —P.(F ‘
dt2p€( t) t=0
(3.12) = / { — Apeq.¢ — |I1)%p — Ric(v, v)p — yu~2ulep
0*Qe

+ 'yuflcp(Au — Apeq.u — Huy) —yu N Vaeq u, Varq.p) — (Vhe, 1/><p} u’p.
Since 992, is compact, we can take ¢ := /2 in (3.12). As a result, we get

0s / { — Dgrq. (W — T Agegu — 7 (Vgeg.u, Voro, (Uﬂ/?»]
9+,

(3.13) + {— 1I* — yu=u? — yHu 'u, — (Vhe, V>] + {WuflAu — Ric(v, V)]
=: / P+Q+R.
0* Qe
First, integrating by parts we have
2 7 2
(3.14) / P= Zu72|va*gsu|2 — yu | Vaequl* = / (Z — 7) u 2| Varq.ul?,
Q). 9% 0*Qe

and notice that 7742 —y = 'y(% —1) <0for0<~v< %. We now deal with the “normal” term (). Denote for
simplicity Y := v~ 1u,. Using the first variation H = h. —~Y and the trace inequality |I1|> > H?/(n — 1),
we get

H2
Q <~ Y —HY + |Vh|
he — 4Y)?
(3.15) _ _% Y2 = (h — Y)Y + V|

h? 3 —
:[_ € 4 n

n—2
YheY + <—72 —7>Y2] + |Vhe|.
n—1 n-1 n—1

Now, computing the discriminant of the (hc, Y )-polynomial above, one gets

3—n\?2 ¥y o/n—2 4
3.16 A= 2( ) 4 < —1>: < - ) 0.
( ) i n—1 + n—1 n—l7 T\ n—1 <

Therefore, by continuity, we conclude that
(3.17) Q < —coh? — cY? + |Vhe|,

for some sufficiently small constant cy = co(n,7) > 0, which can be chosen so that ¢y < v —~?/4. Notice
this ¢g is the constant we are using in (3.8). On the other hand, for the R term, by (3.5), and (3.6) we
have

(3.18) R < 0XB(ar) — BXo—1(]-2,2)\B(z,2r)-

lWhen n > 8, the boundary €. may contain a nonempty codimension 8 singular set 9. \ 0", see Lemma 2.3(1).
However, arguing as in [AX24, Appendix A], multiplying ¢ by a cut off function vanishing on 9. \ 8., one can calculate
the first and second variation of P., and carry out computations leading to (3.19). We omit these standard computations.
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Back to (3.13), and inserting (3.8), (3.9), (3.14), (3.17), and (3.18), we obtain

0< » P+Q+R< /a*Q [— cou™?|Vaeq ul> — cou*QuE] + [— coh? + \th\] + R
< [— cou_2 V.U 2_ cou_ng]
(3.19) /M | |

— ¢y 0"\ ¢ ([-1,1])| + Ccp te| 0" Q- N ¢ ([—1,1])|
+6|0*Q N B(w,r)| — p|o* QN (o71([-2,2]) \ B(z,2r)) .

First we note that 0*Q. N¢~'([—1,1]) # 0. Indeed, otherwise, (3.19) and B(z,r) € ¢~*([—1,1]) together
would imply

0 < —cgte?|0* Q| < 0.
Next, we claim that 9*Q. N B(x,2r) # () whenever ¢ < C~lcou. Indeed, since 9*Q. N ¢_1([—1, 1]) £ (),
we have [0*Q. N ¢~ ([-2,2])| > 0. Hence if 0*Q. N B(z,2r) = 0, (3.19) would imply

0< Ceyle]|0™Qno ' ([-1,1])| — pl|o* Q- no ™' ([-2,2])| < 0.

Let now mg € N. For every m > myg, define §,, := %, and 1, := % If mg is chosen large enough,
according to what said above, for every d,,,r, we can find a,,, t;, > 0 small enough such that (3.3),
(3.4), (3.5), and (3.6) are met. Denote by uy, = uy + apmwy,, the perturbed functions. Choosing &, <
min{-, C " copum }, from what we said above we know that there exists y, € 8*Q,, N B(z,2ry,).

In particular, y,, — = as m — oo. Moreover, by (3.4), log u,, is locally bounded in L*°, uniformly
with respect to m, hence the density estimates provided by Lemma 2.3(2) are uniform locally around z
as m — oo. If by contradiction |Vug|(xz) > 0, using Lemma 2.3(2), and recalling (3.4), we find p,n > 0
such that

(3.20) / w2 Vun > | w2V ? >,
0* Qe NB(3,p) 0% Qe By p/2)
for any large m.
On the other hand, |0*Q., N ¢ 1([—1,1])| has an upper bound independent of m. Indeed, this follows
by comparing P:, (,,) < P-,, (o), which says

(3.21) / ul, < / ul, + / (XQEm — XQO)hemu;/n < / u),
0., 890 89

by the property of h., in Lemma 2.1(3); and by the fact that u,, are uniformly bounded from above and
below in ¢~ ([—1,1]) by (3.4). Combining (3.19) and (3.20) we finally find that

0 < con < liminf Ccy ey, [0%Q,, N ¢ ([—1,1])| + 6|0 Q2. N B(z,7)| = 0,
m—0oQ
providing a contradiction. O

Remark 3.1. In the setting and notation of the proof of Theorem 1.1, it is possible to show that there exists
a perimeter minimizer {2 with finite perimeter such that = € 9Q and |Vug| = 0 on 99Q. Indeed, one can use
(3.21) and Lemma 2.1(4) to prove that ). converges, up to subsequences, to a local minimizer €2 of the
weighted perimeter E — fa* 5 ug- Equation (3.19) eventually implies [Vug| = 0 on 9Q. A posteriori, by
constancy of ug, 2 is in fact a local perimeter minimizer. Finally, a posteriori of the splitting M =2 R x N,
and the fact that N is compact, it also follows that 92 = N isometrically.

Similarly, we remark that the method used in the proof of Theorem 1.1 gives a different alternative
proof of the Cheeger—Gromoll splitting theorem [CG71] in case (M™, g) has at least two ends, Ric > 0, and
infyeps |B(x,1)] > 0. We sketch here the argument. When the previous assumptions are in force, in the
proof of Theorem 1.1 we can considerably simplify the argument by choosing ug =1 and p=a =6 =0,
in fact avoiding the complications coming from the surface-capturing technique. Similarly to what said
at the beginning of this remark, in this case the corresponding p-bubbles Q. will converge, as ¢ — 0, to
a local perimeter minimizer  with finite perimeter (we do not care whether or not z € 9€). Uniform
density estimates on the boundary of perimeter minimizers” (cf., e.g., [Ant+23, Corollary 4.15]), and the
fact that Q has finite perimeter imply that 92 is compact.

2Here we use infzen |B(z,1)| > 0 and Ric > 0.
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Hence 0f2 is a (possibly disconnected) minimal hypersurface, thus the splitting follows from a classical
Laplacian comparison argument (see, e.g., [Kas83|]). Alternatively, the splitting also follows from a foliation
type argument (see, e.g., [AX24, Remark 6]).

Proof of Corollary 1.2. By |[Xu24, Lemma 1.9] we deduce Aj(—Ayx + Ricy) > 0. Since n < 5, we get

ﬁ > 1. If ¥ has one end, the proof is concluded. If instead ¥ has at least two ends, by applying

Theorem 1.1 to X, we get that 3 splits isometrically as R x ¥/, with Ricsy > 0 and Y/ is compact.

To complete the proof of (2), for every a > 2 let ¢, : R — R be the function such that: ¢[_; ;) =1,
Plr\[~a,aq] = 0, and ¢ is linear on [~a,—1] U [1,a]. Let fu(t,0") := ¢q(t) be defined on R x X'. Let 9;
be the unit tangent vector of 3 in the R direction. By Gauss equation there holds 0 = Ricy (0, 0¢) =
—I1? (O, 0¢) + Ricps(0r, 0¢) — Sect(0¢ A vx). Hence testing the stability condition of ¥ on the function f,,
we have

0< /\VfaP — (112 + Ricar (vs:, ) ) £2 :/\vm — (112 = 112(21, &) + biRicas (9, vs) ) f2.

Sending @ — +00, since ¥’ is compact we get that biRicy(0;,vs) = 0 and II = I1(d;, 9;)dt?. Moreover,
since H = 0, this implies IT = 0 and hence Ricy(vs, vs) = 0, as desired. O

4. SHARPNESS AND EXAMPLES
The following remarks show the sharpness of our assumptions.
Remark 4.1 (Sharpness of the range of 7). Let n > 2 and v > —%;. Consider the manifold

(M,g) = (Rx T" ', dt* + €* gpa—1).

Changing variables y~2 := €%, one checks that M is a quotient of the hyperbolic space, hence Ric =

—(n —1). We may directly compute that the function u = e~ "7 satisfies

e —1)?
—vyAu + Ric-u = et [’y% —(n— 1)} > 0.

Hence M satisfies (1.1), has two ends, but it does not split isometrically.

Remark 4.2 (Small compact perturbation of R™). Let n > 3 and v > 0. Then there exists a smooth
function v with v > 0, Au < 0 and Au < 0 in the Euclidean ball B(0,1). One example is

u=u(r):= /TOO [2_"77(8)5 +(1- 77(8))81_"] ds.

where r = |x| and 7 is a cutoff function with 7[j 1] = 1, lj2.00) = 0, and 1’ < 0. Indeed, we may calculate

n—1
u/

Au=1u"+

”
n

= —Q*Wﬂ“—?”n+(n—1X1—nﬁf”+n7kﬂ}+~—;—[—2’"Tn—(1—nVL”

=-2""nn+n'r(r—"—2""),

which is nonpositive on R" since ’ <0 and 7~ —2~" > 0 when r < 2. Moreover Au < —27"n < 0 when
r < 1. Denote by go the Euclidean metric, and let g be a Riemannian metric with {g # go} € B(0,1/2).
By continuity, it follows that —yAgu+ Ricg - u > 0, provided ||g — go||c2 is sufficiently small. This shows
that any sufficiently small compact perturbation of flat R™ satisfies the main condition (1.1). Moreover
(R™, g) contains lines but, suitably choosing g, it does not split isometrically.
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