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MINIMAL HYPERSURFACES IN MANIFOLDS OF RICCI
CURVATURE BOUNDED BELOW

QI DING

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the angle estimate of distance functions from min-
imal hypersurfaces in manifolds of Ricci curvature bounded from below using Colding’s
method in [I3]. With Cheeger-Colding theory, we obtain the Laplacian comparison for
limits of distance functions from minimal hypersurfaces in the version of Ricci limit
space. As an application, if a sequence of minimal hypersurfaces converges to a metric
cone CY x R™¥(2 < k < n) in a non-collapsing metric cone CX x R™ ™ obtained from
ambient manifolds of almost nonnegative Ricci curvature, then we can prove a Frankel
property for the cross section Y of C'Y. Namely, Y has only one connected component
in X.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Bar(p;) be a sequence of (n + 1)-dimensional smooth geodesic balls with Ric >
—nr? for some constant x > 0 such that Bag(p;) converges to a metric ball Bag(pso)
in the Gromov-Hausdorff sense. Then for each integer ¢ > 1, there is an ¢;-Gromov-
Hausdorff approximation ®; : Bag(p;) — Bar(pso) for some sequence ¢; — 0. Let V;
be a sequence of rectifiable stationary n-varifold in Baog(p;) such that sptV; N Br(p;) #
(. Denote M; = sptV;. Up to choosing the subsequence, we can assume that o, (M;)
converges to My, C Bor(poo) in the Hausdorff sense. For studying M., we need that the
renormalized volume of M; is uniformly bounded, i.e.,

(L) fim sup H("“(%Rg?(f)))))

The condition of uniformly bounded volume is always assumed for compactness of sta-
tionary varifolds in Euclidean space (see [29] for instance).

In this paper, we will study Mo NBRr(pso) using the distance function pys from My, on
Bsor(poo). Our object is twofold. On the one hand, we prove the connectivity of the cross
section of minimal cones in a class of metric cones(see Theorem [[2]), which will be used to
establish Poincaré inequality on minimal graphs over manifolds of Ricci curvature bounded
below in [I7]. On the other hand, we wish to study minimal hypersurfaces in manifolds of
Ricci curvature bounded below via understanding the local geometric structure of M.

In general, a L?-Hessian estimate may not exist for the distance functions from M;
(compared to distance functions from fixed points in manifolds). However, Colding [13]
can approach distance functions from points successfully using harmonic functions. The
harmonic functions admit L?-Hessian estimates using the Bochner formula and the Cheng-
Yau gradient estimate [12]. After ingenious partitions twice, Colding got the angle estimate
for the distance functions in an integral version. Based on Colding’s method [13], we can
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deduce a similar angle estimate for the distance function from M; for each i (see Lemma
4.4).

In [9] 10, 11], Cheeger-Colding established the structure theory of the Ricci limit space
Bor(pso). Let v denote the renormalized limit measure from Bg(p;) (see (2.3))). Cheeger-
Colding proved the rectifiability of Bag(pso), and that Bagr(peo) admits cotangent bundle.
This enables us to study derivative and Laplacian for Lipschitz functions on Bag(pso) (see
also Cheeger [7]). We will give a brief introduction for this knowledge in §2. In [25], Honda
studied convergence of the differentials of Lipschitz functions via radial derivatives of
distance functions with respect to the measured Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Combining
Honda’s results and Lemma [£.4] we can prove the following convergence (see Theorem

52).

Theorem 1.1. Let Bogp(pi), Bor(Pso), Mi, Mo as in the first paragraph with (LII). For
each Lipschitz function ¢ on Br(ps), there is a sequence of Lipschitz functions ¢; on
Br(pi) satisfying (¢;, dd;) — (¢,dd) on Br(peo) and limsup,_, . Lip ¢; < Lip ¢ such that

(12) i f (dnedo) = (dpar..dd)dv
t=0 J Br(ps) Br(pso)

Furthermore, if ¢ has compact support in Br(pso) \ Moo, then we can require that the

function ¢; has compact support in Br(p;) \ M.

From Theorem [[.T] and the Laplacian comparison for pys, by Heintze-Karcher [23] (see
also Lemma 7.1 in [I6] for the distribution sense), we obtain (see (5.23]))

(1.3) / (dpry,,do) dv > —’I’L/{/ ¢ tanh (kppr ) dv
Br(peo) Br(peo)

for each nonnegative Lipschitz function ¢ on Br(ps) with compact support in Br(pso) \
M.

Let R; > 0 be a sequence with R; — oo as i — oco. Let Bg,(¢;) be a sequence of (n+1)-
dimensional smooth geodesic balls with Ricci curvature > —nR; 2 such that (Bg, (), ¢)
converges to a metric cone (C, o) in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff sense with €;-Gromov-
Hausdorff approximations ®; for some ¢; — 0. Suppose lim inf; o, H"T!(B1(g;)) > 0, and
C splits off a Euclidean factor R” ¥ isometrically for some integer 1 < k < n. Then there
is a k-dimensional metric space X such that C = CX x R* ¥ where C'X is a metric cone
of the cross section X with the vertex o. For each integer i > 1, let M; be the support of
rectifiable stationary n-varifold in Bg,(¢;) with ¢; € M; and (1)) for some R > 2. Suppose
that ®;(M;) converges in the Hausdorff sense to a metric cone CY x R" %, where CY is
a metric cone with the vertex at o and the cross section ¥ C X.

From (L3]), we can prove that the distance function from ¥ on X is (strongly) super-
harmonic in the weak sense. Then with the mean value inequality for weak superharmonic
functions on X, we can derive the following result.

Theorem 1.2. For k > 2, Y is connected in X. Namely, there are no non-empty closed
sets Y1,Yo C X withY =Y, UYs and Y1 NYy = 0.

Here, £ > 2 is necessary in Theorem since there are stationary varifolds in R?
composed by several (> 3) radial lines through the origin. From Theorem [[.2] clearly
the cross section of CY x R is connected in the cross section of CX x R! for any integer
1 <l <n—k. A simple version of Theorem is a well-known result that every minimal
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hypercone in Euclidean space R™*! has the connected cross section in the unit sphere
S™. Theorem can be seen as a Frankel property in the metric space X, where Frankel
[21] proved that if X1, ¥y are two complete compact minimal hypersurfaces in a complete
connected manifold of positive Ricci curvature, then 1, Y5 must intersect.

The paper is organized as follows. In §3, we investigate the measure related to the
Laplacian of distance functions from hypersurfaces with bounded mean curvature using
functions of bounded variation. In §4, we study the angle estimate for such distance
functions based on Colding’s method [13]. In §5, we study the limits of the Laplacian
of distance functions from minimal hypersurfaces in a sequence of manifolds of Ricci
curvature bounded below. As an application, in §6 we prove a Frankel property on cross
sections of a class of metric cones.

2. PRELIMINARY

Let (X,d) be a complete metric space with the Radon measure p. The measure p is
said to be Ahlfors k-reqular at x € X, if there exists a constant K, > 1 such that

Km_lrk < u(Byp(x)) < Kyt

for all 0 < r < 1. The space X is said to be pu-rectifiable (see Cheeger-Colding [11] for
instance), if there exists an integer m, a countable collection of Borel subsets, Cj; C X
with k£ < m and bi-Lipschitz maps ¢y ; : Cr; = ¢i(Cr:) C RF such that

i) p(X\Ug,iCrs) = 0;
ii) p is Ahlfors k-regular at all x € Cy ;.

Let f be a Borel function on X, and g : X — [0, 00] be a Borel function such that for
all points z1, 29 € X and all continuous rectifiable curves ¢ : [0,1] — X, parameterized by
arclength s with ¢(0) = x1, ¢(I) = 2, we have

[
(2.1) Flwz) — flan)] < /0 o(c(s))ds.

In this case, g is called an upper gradient for f (see [7,[11]). For a Lipschitz function f on
X, we define the pointwise Lipschitz constant

(2.2) Lip f(z) = limsup sup M = limsup M

r—0 yedB,(z) r Y—T,YA£T d(l’, y)
for each x € X. Clearly, (2] holds with g = Lip f (see Cheeger [7] for further discussion).
Let Lip f = sup,cx Lip f(x) denote the Lipschitz constant of f on X.

For R > 0 and k > 0, let Bogr(p;) be a sequence of (n+ 1)-dimensional smooth geodesic
balls with Ric > —nk? such that Bg(p;) converges to an (n + 1)-dimensional metric ball

Bpg(p) in the Gromov-Hausdorff sense. From Cheeger-Colding [9] [10] [IT], there is a unique
Radon measure v on Br(p) given by

g KB ()
(2.3) V(B W) = i T Ba(on)

for every ball B,.(y) C Bgr(p) and for each sequence y; € Bg(p;) converging to y. Here,
H" ! is the (n + 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure. Denote Z = Br(p). From [8, 1],
there holds the segment inequality (a refinement of the Poincaré inequality) for Bg(p;)
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as well as the limit Z. Moreover, Theorem 5.5 and Theorem 5.7 in [I1] tell us that Z is
v-rectifiable, and the following condition iii) holds:

ili) For all z € Uy ;Cy; and all A > 0, there exists C; such that z € Cy; and the map
kit Cri = 0ri(Cri) C R is e**-bi-Lipschitz.

A point z € Z is said to be a k-regular point if every tangent cone at z is isometric to R¥.
Let Ry denote the set of k-regular points in Z. By Theorem 1.18 of Colding-Naber [14],
there is a unique integer k. < n + 1 such that v(Z \ Ry,) = 0.

From [7), 1], a finite dimensional cotangent (L. vector) bundle T*Z exists on Z, and
for each Lipschitz function f on an open set U C Z one can define differential of f, denoted
by df, which is a v-a.e. well defined L, section of T*U C T*Z, and the pointwise inner
product (dfy,df2) v-a.e. for every Lipschitz functions f1, fo on U. Moreover, there is a
Borel set U* C U such that v(U \ U*) = 0, and |df;|(z) = Lip fi(z) for every x € U* and
i = 1,2. Obviously, the differential here satisfies the Leibnitz rule. Moreover,

(2.4) @h@ﬁz%mmﬁ+ﬁf—iMMﬁ—ﬁﬁ on U*.

As a consequence, the Dirichlet energy |Lip f| is associated to a quadratic form which is
obtained from the bilinear form

/@3mmu
U

From the uniqueness of strong derivatives in L? sense (Theorem 6.7 in [I1]), it follows
that the corresponding Laplace operator is linear self-adjoint. With (2.5) in [11], Holder
inequality and Theorem 1 in [22], the following Poincaré inequality

(25) /Br(z) /- ][BT-(z) fdv

holds for any Ba,(z) C Z, ¢ > 1, any Lipschitz function f on By, (z), where ¢, ., is a
constant depending only on n, k7, and fB'r ) fdv is the average of f on B,(z) defined by

q
dv < cnvm,rq/ |df |9dv
Br(z)

m S Br(2) fdv. Moreover, the inequality (2.5) holds for all functions in the Sobolev
space H9(Z) (see §4 in [7]).

Let N be an (n + 1)-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold. For an open set
Q) C N, there is an integer m > 1 so that € is properly embedded in R”*™. We use the
definitions of Allard [2] for varifolds on N (see also chapter 8 of [29], or [31]). Let G,
denote the (Grassmann) manifold including all the n-dimensional subspace of R"*™. An
n-varifold V in €2 is a Radon measure on

Gom(Q) ={(z,T)|z €, T € Gy NTyN}.

An n-rectifiable varifold in €2 is an n-varifold in 2 with support on countably n-rectifiable
sets. The n-rectifiable varifold V' is said to have the generalized mean curvature (vector
field) H in Q if

/ ch@ww@m:—/‘ (Y, YAV (2, )
Gn,m () Gn,m(Q)

for each Y € C°(Q,R"™) with Y (x) € T, N for each x € Q. In particular, H(x) € T, N
for a.e. x € sptV. The notion of n-rectifiable varifold obviously generalises the notion of
n-dimensional C'-submanifold.
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Notional convention. If a point ¢ belongs to some metric space Z defined in the
paper, we let d(q, -) denote the distance function on Z from ¢, and always let B,.(¢q) denote
the geodesic ball in this Z with radius r and centered at g. For a subset K C Z, let B,(K)
denote r-tubular neighborhood of K in Z. For each integer & > 0, let wy denote the
volume of k-dimensional unit Euclidean ball, and #* denote the k-dimensional Hausdorff
measure. When we write an integation on a subset of a Riemannian manifold w.r.t. some
volume element, we always omit the volume element if it is associated with the standard
metric of the given manifold.

3. LAPLACIAN OF DISTANCE FUNCTIONS FROM HYPERSURFACES

Let N be an (n + 1)-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with Ricci curvature
Ricy > —nk? on Brip/(p) for some constants £ > 0 and R' > R > 0. Let Ay denote
the Laplacian of N, and V be the Levi-Civita connection of N. Let V be an n-rectifiable
varifold in Bry p/(p) with the generalized mean curvature H in Bry g/ (p) (see its definition
in §2). Let Ag be a positive constant, and ¥ be the support of V. Suppose

Ho=sup|H| < oo, YN Br(p)#0, H'(D)< Ao
5

By a similar argument of Theorem 17.7 in [29] (see also the proof of Theorem 5.1 in [18]),
there are constants ro > 0, 3y > w,/2 depending on Hy, Ag and the geometry of Brir (p)
such that

1
3.1) gwnr” < H"(Br(2) N Z) < for”
for any z € ¥ N Br(p) and any r € (0,79).

Let px; denote the distance function from ¥ in N. At a differentiable point z € Br(p)\X
of px, there exist a unique 2’ € ¥ and a unique non-zero vector v, € R""! with |v,| = px(z)
such that exp,/(v;) = x. Let ~y, denote the geodesic exp, (tvy/|vg]) from t = 0 to t = |v,].
In particular, py; is smooth at ~,(t) for each t € (0, |vg|]. Let Hy(t), Az (t) denote the mean
curvature function (pointing out of {px < t}), the second fundamental form of the level
set {px =t} at v;(t), respectively. From Heintze-Karcher [23], there is a function © with
|©] < max{Hp,nk} such that

(3.2) Anpe = —Hy(t)|,_, <©  at 3(px).
In fact, from the variational argument,
OH,

1
(3.3) = Aol + Ric (4, 9a) > —|Haf* — ni®.

ot

Clearly, the above ordinary differential inequality implies H,(t) > — max{Hy, nx} for each
t € [0, |vg|]. So one can choose the function © satisfying |©| < max{Hy,nx}. (For a special
situation, one may choose a suitable ©, where the argument in §3 and §4 still works.) From
B2) and the argument of the proof of Lemma 7.1 in [16],

(3.4) Anpy < 0O on Br(p) \ X
in the distribution sense. Namely,

(3.5) /BR(p) (Vps, V) > —/ $O

Br(p)

for any Lipschitz function ¢ > 0 with compact support in Bgr(p) \ X, where we omitted
the standard volume element of Br(p) in the above integration.
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For an open U in N, let Lipg(U) denote the space including all Lipschitz functions f
on U with f = 0 on dU. Let L denote a linear operator on the Sobolev space W1(Bg(p))
defined by

(3.6) Lo=[ (Vove)+ [ e
Br(p) Br(p)
for each function ¢ € WH(Br(p)). From (B.5), we have
(3.7) Ly >0 for each ¢ >0, ¢ € Lipg(Bgr(p) \ ¥),

which implies

(3.8) Loy < Lgy  for each 0 < ¢1 < ¢ with ¢1, ¢ € Lipy(Br(p) \ ).

For a set K with K C N, let B;(K) be the t-tubular neighborhood of K in N, i.e.,
By(K) = {x € N| infyex d(x,y) < t}. For a bounded open set Q in N, let Per(Q2) denote
the perimeter of Q defined by (see [20] for the Euclidean case)

(3.9 Per(Q2) = Sup{/ divy 2| Z € TYTN), | 2| <1on N},
Q

where divy denotes the divergence of N w.r.t. its metric, I}(T'N) denotes the space
containing all C! tangent vector fields on N with compact supports. Suppose Per(Q) < co.
Let 0 € C°((—1,1)) be a symmetric function with ;.41 0(]2[*)dz = 1, ¢(0) > 0, and
oc(r,y) = e " lo(e72d%(x,y)) for all 7,y € N, where d(-, ) is the distance function on N.
Then

(3.10) lim/ oe(z,y) = / o(|z)?)dz = 1.
yeN Rn+1

e—0

Let x,, be the characteristic function of Q. For any small € € (0,1], let we = wen be a
convolution of x,, and o, defined by

(3.11) we() = (xg *00)(x) = / Xao(e) = / o)
ye ye

Since the function d?(x,%) is smooth for small d(z,y), then w, is a smooth function with

compact support in B.(2). From [3] or [20], we have

(3.12) Per(Q) = lim [ |Vuw|?.

e—0 N

By Sard’s theorem, for every small € > 0, d{z € N| wc(z) > t} is smooth for almost every
t. From the co-area formula and the semi-continuity of functions of bounded variation,
there is a sequence t; — 0 such that Q; £ {x € N| wy,(z) > 1/i} has smooth boundary
with Q; € Q\ 99, H"(99; NX) = 0 and (see [3] or [20])

(3.13) Per(Q) = lim H"(0%;).
1— 00

For any real function f, we denote f+ = max{0, f} and f~ = max{0, —f}.

Lemma 3.1. For an open set Q C Br(p) and a function ¢ € Lipy(S2), we have

(3.14) Ly <supgt <Per(Q) +2H" (2NQ\09Q) + / |®|> +2 <Sup gp‘) H'(XNQ).
Q Q paTY)
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Proof. We assume Per({2) < oo, or else (8:I4]) holds automatically from (3.8]). Let €2; be
as above. For any ¢ € Lipy(Q2\ X), there is a sequence of functions ¢; € Lipy(£2; \ X) with
info ¢ < infg, ¢; < supg, ¢; < supg ¢ such that

In fact, ¢; can be chosen as 7;¢ with the Lipschitz function 7; satisfying n; = 1 on
Q\ Bs, (0%), mi = 5%_ pa, on ;N Bs, (0€;), and n; = 0 outside €2; for some sequence §; — 0
as i — 0o so that 6; "H"T1(Q; N Bs, (0%%)) < (1 + i~ )H™(9) for each i.

Let Q¢ = Q; \ B(0Q; UY) for any € > 0. Let n; =1 — %pgm on {5 and n;c = 0
outside €);, then 7 is Lipschitz on N with the Lipschitz constant 1/e. We can assume
supg ¢t > 0, or else ([B.I4]) holds clearly from ([3.8). Hence, without loss of generality we
may assume supq ¢; > 0 for each integer i > 1. Since ¢; € LlpO(Q ), there is a sequence
€5 > 0 with ¢; — 0 as j — o0 so that ¢; < Nie; ; SUPQ QSZ < Miye; ; SUPQ ¢T. From

B0 B3), we have

1
Loy <L, = —— [ (Yoo, ¥ . O
supq ¢+ ¢7f — 7757 ,j '7j < sze p2> /QZ 77@7 i,

Q;
Lo, ) /r@r
el,j

With B1), H™"(092;NY) = 0 and Theorem 2.104 in [3] by Ambrosio-Fusco-Pallara, letting
j — oo in (B.16]) gives

(3.17) Lo; < sup (25+ (’H”(@Q,) +2H™" (N ) -l-/ ‘@‘) .
Q Q;

(3.16)

Combining Q; € O\ 9Q and B.I3)B.I5), letting i — oo in ([B.I7)) infers

(3.18) Lo < Sup ot <Per(Q) +2H™ (2N Q\00Q) + /Q \@\) :

For any € € (0,1), let 7 be a nonnegative Lipschitz function on Br(p) with 7. = 1 on
Br(p) \ Be(2), 7e = px/e on Br(p) N Be(X). For any ¢ € Lipy(Q2), from (BI]) and the
proof of Theorem 2.104 in [3], it follows that

(3.19) lim sup/ —p(V7le, Vpx) < 2 (sup cp_> H'(ENQ).
=0 JQ N0
With (B.I8]), we have
(3.20) L(fiep) <supp™ (Per(Q) +2H" (XN Q\ 09) —i—/ ]@]) :
Q Q
Since

/QﬁeWsD, Vps) + / Nep® = / (M), Vps) — / ©(Vile, Vps) + / Nep®
=L(icp) /Qso Vije, Vps),
letting ¢ — 0 in (3.21]), with (3.19) (B.20) we get
(3.22) Ly <supgt <Per(Q) +2H" (2N Q\ 00) +/ |®|> +2 <Sup gp‘) H' (E2NQ).
Q Q O

This completes the proof. O

(3.21)
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For an open U in N, let Lip.(U) denote the space including all Lipschitz functions on
U with compact supports in U.

Lemma 3.2. There is a Radon measure p on Br(p) such that
(3.23) / fdp = sup L¢
Br(p) #€Lip (Br(p)), 0<o<f

for any nonnegative continuous function f on Bgr(p) with compact support in Br(p).
Moreover, for any open Q@ C Br(p)

(3.24) 1(Q) < Per(Q) +2H" (XN Q\ 09Q) + /Q 19].

Proof. For any open Q2 C Bg(p), let K4 (2) denote the set containing all the nonnegative

continuous functions with compact supports in Q. Let L : K4 (2) — [0,00) defined by
L(fy=  sup  L¢.

(3.25) $€Lip (), 0<p<f

For each fi, fo € K4+(£2) and each € > 0, there are functions ¢; € Lip.(2), 0 < ¢; < f; for
i = 1,2 such that

(3.26) Lfi < Ly +e, Lfs < Ly +e.
Hence
(3.27) Lfi+ Lfy < Loy + Loa + 2e < L(f1 + f2) + 2.

On the other hand, there is a function ¢y € Lip,.(2) with 0 < ¢g < f1 + f2 such that

(3.28) L(fi + f2) < Lo + .

It’s easy to check that ¢o f1/(f1+4 f2), ¢of2/(f1+ f2) are continuous functions with supports
both in spt¢g. By the construction of mollifiers, for any 6 > 0 with Bas(spteg) C §2 there
are smooth functions fi 5, fa 5 > 0 with supports in Bs(spt¢g) such that

s bofi J
Y fit fo] T2

From 0 < ¢; < f; with ¢ = 1,2 and 0 < ¢ < f1 + f2, we have f;5 < f; + %. Let
ps € C(£,10,6/2]) satisty ¢ps = §/2 on Bs(spteo) and ¢s = 0 on Q \ Bss/9(spte). For
each i = 1,2, let f; = max{0, fi s — ¢s}, then fis € Lip,(£2). Since f; s has the support
in Bs(sptegg) for i = 1,2, it follows that

(3.30) 0< fis<fi onQ
From ¢g > 0, 0 < ¢s < /2 and ([B:29]), we have
2 2 2 bof
« 0fi
i 05— - <
; fis— o ;(f,a $5) — o ; A
Denote ¢ = ¢o — >oo, fis- With Lemma B.J] and (B.28)) (3.30) (3.31)), we get
L(fi+ fo) —e < Lo = Lfis+ Lfs5+ Loy

gZﬁ+Eh+aaQ%um+a%wzm9\mn+/ﬂ@+aﬁwzm90.
Q

(3.29)

fori=1,2.

< <65+6=26

(3.31)

fis — b5 —

(3.32)

Let § — 0 and € — 0 in (B.27) (3:32)), we deduce
(3.33) Lfi+Lfs=L(f1 + fo).
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Clearly, Z(cf) = ¢Lf > 0 for any constant ¢ > 0 and f € K4+(92). From Lemma Bl and
Riesz representation theorem, there is a Radon measure p on Bgr(p) such that

(3.34) Lf= fdu  for any f € Ky (Bgr(p)).
Br(p)

For any open ' CC Q, let & = 1 — 1po on B,(€Y), and & = 0 outside B,({') for
small s > 0. We assume Bs(Q') CC Q. Then u(QY) < L. From (B.I4), we get

(3.35) §(€) < Per(Q) + 21" (N T\ 070) + /Q o).

Forcing ' — € in the above inequality implies ([3.:24)). O

We define a Radon measure p, by
(3.36) f = o+ 2H" LY,
e, pu«(K) = u(K) 4+ 2H"(K N X) for any Borel set K C Bgr(p).
Corollary 3.3. For an open Q C Bgr(p), and a function ¢ € Lipy(€2), we have
Loy| < sup «(Q).
(3.37) Ll u o] e (€2)

Proof. Denote ¢ = ¢ — ™. Let Q; and 7; be the ones as in the proof of Lemma B.Il Put
;i = nipT € Lip,(Q2). With B3.15) and Lemma [3.2] we get

(3.38) L™ = lim Lg; <sup ot u(Q).
71— 00 [¢)

From Lemma 3.1} it follows that

(3.39) L(—¢7) < 2sgpcp— HM(QNX).

Combining (3.38)) (3:39), we get
(3.40) Lo=L(p" —¢7) < sup Jio] ((60) + 2H" (2N X)) = sup [ s (€2).

By considering —¢ instead of ¢, we complete the proof. O

Remark 3.4. In Lemma [31], we have obtained the estimate of Ly, but the right hand
of BI4) is not necessarily non-decreasing as ) increases because of the term Per(2).
However, the upper bound () does not decrease as § increases.

Proposition 3.5. For any ball B,(z) C Br(p),

B n+1)k .1 B "B (s
(3.41) ne(Br(2) < L T (Br(2)) + 4R (Br( )QZH/BM’@"

Proof. For any r > 0, with integrating by parts we have

nn/ sinh” (kt)dt = / tanh(rkt)d sinh™ (kt)

(3.42) 0 o

=sinh"(kr) tanh(kr) — H/ sinh” (kt) (1 — tanh?(kt)) dt,
0

which implies

(3.43) (n+ 1)/1/(: sinh™(kt)dt > sinh™(kr) tanh(kr).
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With Bishop-Gromov volume comparison, we have

. sinh" (kr)
(3.44) H"(0B,(2)) < 7 sinh™ (nt)dt

Combining with (3:24) (8.44]) and the definition of u., we immediately get (3.41]). O

OB, (2) < (o S B (2),

Remark 3.6. Let S be a countably n-rectifiable set in N with H"(S) < oo, and there are
a Radon measure m on N and constants v,y > 0 such that m is absolutely continuous
with respect to H™ and

(3.45) m(B,(z)) > yr"™ for any x € SN Br(p), and any r € (0,7).

We suppose that there is a L'-function f on Br(p) such that Axps < f on Br(p)\ S in
the distribution sense. Then our argument in §3 and §4 still works provided X is replaced
by S here. Without the condition ([3.45l), our argument in §3 and §4 also works under a
more careful covering for S, and for any open Q C Bgr(p) the coefficient of H™ (SN Q) will
be replaced by a constant depending only on n, k.

4. AN ANGLE ESTIMATE FOR DISTANCE FUNCTIONS FROM HYPERSURFACES

Let N be the (n + 1)-dimensional manifold, and ¥ be the subset in N defined at the
beginning of §3. Now let us approach py; by harmonic functions analog to [13]. We define
a Radon measure p* on Bg(p) by letting

(4.1) () = () + [ o)
for any Borel set K C Bg(p).

Lemma 4.1. For any B, (2) C Bgr(p), there is a harmonic function b on Ba,(z) with
|b| < 2r on Ba.(z) such that

(4.2) / » Vb — Vps|? < 4rp*(Bar(2)).
By (z

Proof. We fix a point z € Br(p), and define a Lipschitz function
b:=ps —ps(z)  on Brir(p).

Then for each x € Bpyr/(p)

(4.3) b= (z)| = lps(2) — p(2)| < d(z, 2).

For any € € (0, 1], let b, ¢ be a mollifier of b, defined by

bee(2) = (bs # 00) (&) = / _ baey)

where o, is the function defined in ([BI1). Since o, is smooth for small € > 0, it follows
that b, . € C* for small € > 0. Then for any U C Bg(p) we have

(4.4) lim [ |Vb, — Vb, > =0.
e—0 U

We fix a ball By,.(z) C Br(p). For every small € > 0, let U. be an open set in Ba,(2)
with smooth OU, such that U, converges to Ba,(z) as ¢ — 0. Let b, denote the harmonic
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function on U, with b, = b, on OU.. From Schauder theory of elliptic equations, b, €

C*(U,). From the maximum principle, we have
sup |be| = sup |be| = sup |b; |.
Ue U U,
Since b, — b, uniformly, |b.| < d(-,z) on Ba.(p), and U, C Bay(z), then there is a
function ¥, > 0 with lim._,g . = 0 such that
(45) sup b, — bi.e| < sup b +sup .| < 4r + i
Ue Ue Ue

Let U = {z € U|pou.(z) > 7} for any small 7 > 0. Let n, =1 on Ue -, nr = 1 — Ly,
on Ue \ Ue 7, and 7, = 0 outside U,. For any § € (0, 1], by the definition of L in (3.6]) one
has

(4.6)

2o - v -
/U 6 Vb, — Vb, |* = / E(V(be b.c), Vb, + / ed ~ ((be = b )Vb,)
. / (V(be — bs), Vb) = / (V(b, — bs.), Vb.) + / (V(be — b:.0), V(bs — bs.))
€ A U,

1
< [ Vb,V 48 [ Vb P 5 [ 90— b
€ Ue UE

which implies
1
(47) (1 - 5) ‘ng - Vbz,s‘z S _/ <V(b5 - bz,s)y Vbz> + g ’v(bz - bz,E)’2'
U€ € U€
By the definition of the operator L in (3.6),

- / 0 (V (b — bs.e), Vb)

(45) — [ (Vb= .0). 90 + [ (b= b (V)
1
S/ TIT(bE - bz,e)@ - L(n'r(bs - bz,s)) + — / ’bs - bz,e’ .
f T JUNUe,»
From Corollary B.3] and (4.5]),
(49) _L(nT(bé - bZ,E)) < sup |be - bz,6| :u*(Ue) < (47' + we)ﬂ*(UE)
Since b, € C*(U,) and b, = b, . on U, then
li be - bz el = Yy
(4.10) Ty o [be = bed =0
and
1 n+1 € €,T
(4.11) lim — be—bo| < lim sup [be — by | o (Ue\Uer)
T—=0 T Ue\Us,‘r 7—0 Ue\Ue,T ’ T

Letting 7 — 0 in (£.8)([@3]), combining with (A.5)(4.II]) we have

(412) —/ <V(b5 - bz,s)y Vbz> S(4T + ws)/ ’@’ + (4T + ¢E)M*(Ue)
e U

Combining ([@7), we get

(4.13)

1
(1=8) [ Vb= Vbl <@ ) [ (014 (v (U + 5 [ 900~ b0,
Ue Ue Ue
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By the maximum principle and the definition of b, there is a sequence ¢; — 0 such that
b, converges to a harmonic function b on By, (z) with |b| < 2r on B, (z). In particular,
b, converges to b uniformly on any compact subset of By,(z). Hence |Vb,, — Vb| — 0

uniformly on B, (z). From ([@4]) and (£I3]) with € = ¢;, letting ¢; — 0 we get

(4.14) (1- 5)/ Vb — Vb, |? g47~/ 1] + drpuu(Bar(2)).

B Z) B2'r(z)
By the definition of p* in ([@I]), we complete the proof by letting 6 — 0 in the above
inequality. O

From the Cheng-Yau gradient estimate [12] and (@3], for the harmonic function b in
Lemma [A.1]

Cn,kr
4.15 sup ’Vb‘ < - sup ‘b’ < Cn, ks
( ) Bs;/2(2) 21 Ba(2)

where ¢, ., is a general constant depending on n, kr. Let 'Hess” denote the Hessian matrix
for C2-functions on N. Combining the Bochner formula

1
(4.16) §AN |Vb[? = [Hessp|? + Ricy(Vb, Vb) > |Hessp|? — nx? |Vb|?,
we get the following Hessian estimate (see Lemma 1.12 in [13])
Cn,kr 4 n
(4.17) / [Hessp|? < 73"+ (B, (2).
B (z) r
Let A, > 0 be a constant (depending on ) such that
A
(4.18) B (0D +2 [ (0 < T (B (2).
Bar(2)
From (3.41])(4.18)), we have
* Cn kr Ar n
(4.19) p (B2 (2)) =/ O]+ pu(Bar(2)) < | =2 + = ) H"FH (Bar(2))
Bar(2) T T

Inspired by Lemma 1.23 in [13], we can deduce the following estimates.

Lemma 4.2. For any 0 > 0, there is a constant 0, = Oy, r a,.5 depending on n, kr, A, d
such that for each 0 < 6 < 0, and Bay(z) C Br(p), there exist finitely many balls By, (p;) C
B,(z) fori=1,---, N, and harmonic functions b; satisfying

(4.20) H™ (Ur<i<n, Bor(pi)) = (1= )R (B, (2))
(4.21) ][ IVb; — Vps|? <6,
Baor (i)
and
1)
4.22 ][ Hessp, | < —.
( ) Bagr(pi) | b 62r?

Proof. From Lemma 1.19 in [I3] and (£I9), for any ¢ > 0 there are constants 3. > 1,
0. <1 and an integer N. > 1 depending on n, xr, A, €, and a constant A\, > 0 depending
only on n, kr such that for each 0 < 6 < 6., there exist finitely many balls By, (y;) C B,(2)
fori=1,---, N with

(4.23) 1<;N H Y (Byo (i) < MWK (B(2)),
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(4.24) H™ M (Ur<icn, Bor (i) > (1 — H" ™ (B,(2)),
and
(1.25) B (0)) < 2 (G + M) H (B (31)

for each i = 1,--- , N.. From Lemma 1] and ([@.25]), there is a harmonic function b; on
Byor(yi) with |b;| < 467 on Byg,(y;) such that

(426) /B ) |Vb2 - VIOZ]|2 < SHTN*(B40T(:U2')) < 89ﬁe (Cn,nr + Ar) Hn+1(B2€r (yz))
20r\Yi
From (£I7), we have

Cn,kr
4.27 ][ |Hessbi|2 < o
( ) Baor(yi) 6>r?

For any fixed ¢ € {1,--- ,N.} and 6 € (0,6.], we use Lemma 1.19 in [I3] again for
(£26]) (.27) as follows. For each 0 < ¢’ < 6, there exist finitely many balls By, (z; ;) C
B, (y;) for j =1,--- , N, with

(4.28) H" (Ur<jen. Boor (i g)) > (1 — )R (B, (1))
(429) ][ |Vbz - VPE|2 < 80ﬁ62 (Cn,m" + Ar) s
Bogrg(2i,5)

and

2 Cn, mﬂﬂs
(4.30) ][ |[Hessp, |* < —=——.

Bygrgr(@ij) 927’2

Noting

Ui<i<n. Bor(¥i) \ Ui<ij<n.Boor(2i ;)
= Ui<i<n. (Bor(yi) N (Mi<k j<n.(Br(2) \ Bogr(xk,;))))
C Ui<izn. (Bor(yi) N (Mi<j<n.(Br(2) \ Boror(ij))))
= Ur<i<n, (Bor(yi) \ U1<j<n.Boor(zi5)) -
Combining (4.23]) (£.24) (4.28)), we have

H" (B, (2)) — H"™ (Ur<ij<n. Boor (i)
<eH" ™ (B, (2)) + H" ™ (Ui<i<n Bor (vi)) — H" T (Ui<ij<n. Boor (2i7))
(4.32) <H" T (Br(2) + D H" (Bor(yi) \ Ur<jen. Boror (i)
1<i<N.

<eH™ 1 (Be(2)) +e Y H" (Bor(wi) < (1+ M) (B,(2)).
1<i<Ne

(4.31)

Let § = (1 + \i)e, 6 be a positive constant < min {96, 20872 (Cpyr + Ar)_l}, and 6’ be a

positive constant < min {06, \/ Ocnm b B 1}, then from (4.29))(4.30)) it follows that

(4.33) ][ [Vb; — Vps|* <6,
Bogror(@i,j)

and

0
4.34 ][ Hessy, R
( ) Bogrer(€i,5) | | 62(6")>r2
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This completes the proof. O

Let ¢ be a fixed point in Br(p), for any point z € Bg(p) let v, 4 denote a normalized
minimizing geodesic in Baog(p) with v,4(0) = x, 73 4(d(g, z)) = g and |¥5 4| = 1.

Lemma 4.3. Let By, (z) C Bgr(p), q be a point in Br(p) with d(q, z) > 20r for 0 < 6 < 1.
If u is a smooth function on Bag,(z), then for any t € (0,0r) we have

/Z'EBGT'(Z)

SCn,m/ (IV(ps — w)| + 0r|Hess,|),
BZGT(Z)

(s ©Yag) () — 2(%@(922,) — px(x)

(4.35)

where ¢, «r 15 a general positive constant depending on n,Kkr.

Proof. For any L'-function f > 0 on Ba,(2) C Bgr(p), ¢ € Br(p), d(q,z) >20r,0< 0 < 1,
0 <t < 6r, we claim

(4.36) / f(r2q(t) < Cnﬁr’/ f
SCEBQ,,«(Z) BGT'th(Z)

Let us prove ([436]) using the Laplacian comparison theorem (see also [24] for instance).
For any fixed ¢ € Br(p), let C, denote the cut locus of the distance function from ¢. Let

Uq,z,t,er = {'Vx,q(t)| WS Cq N BGT(Z)} .

Then for each y € U, .14y, there is a unique x € C; N By,(2) with y = v, 4(t). Let
dli® + 9ap(l,0)d¥od¥s denote the metric of NV in the polar coordinate w.r.t. ¢ outside Cy,

where ¥ = (¥1,--- ,10,) satisfies [¢| = 1. Let J(I,9) = y/det(gas(l,9)). By the Laplacian

comparison theorem, we have
J(U+1t,9) < cprd(1,0) forany 0 <t <6r <lI,

where ¢, ., is a positive constant depending on n, k7. Hence,

za\t)) = " f (expy(( — 1 J(',9)dl" ) do
[ foeo=[ (e =00 v, 1)
(4.37) = /a o ( /9 f (expy(9)) Xy, ., 70 +t,v9)dl> 9

T

< cnvm,/ </ [ (expy (19)) X, .o J(l,l?)dl) dy = cnvm,/ f.
8By (0n+1y \Jo 2t U

q,z,t,0r

Combining U, , + o C Bpr4+(2), we get the claim (4.38]).
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From the proof of Lemma 1.14 in [13], for any t € (0,60r), d(q,z) > 20r we have

/ZZEBer'(z)
< / (s — 0) 0 720) ()] + /
z€Byr(2) €By,(2)

U(Ve,q(07)) — u(x
(4.38) +/$€BG ) _ U(Yag(0r)) — u(z)

/
(w0 1) (1) )
or
<2 swp [ Vsl tuge) +2 [ (/ \<uom>"<t>|dt)
te(0,0r) Jx€By,(z) xE€By,(z) 0

<2 sup / IV(ps —u)| (Yaq(t)) +260r sup / |Hessy | (7z,4(1))-
te(0,0r) J x€ By, (z) te(0,0r) J € By, (2)

(P50 7wq) (£) — E(%vqw;? — rs(x)

/0 " ((ps — u);T'Yx,q)/(t)dt‘

Combining (4.30)), we complete the proof. d

Now let us prove an angle estimate for the distance function py from 3. as follows.

Theorem 4.4. Let N be an (n + 1)-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold with
Ricy > —nk? on Brip(p) for some constants K > 0 and R' > R > 0. Let ¥ be

the support of an n-rectifiable varifold in Bogr(p) with bounded mean curvature satisfying
B4). Let A, be the constant defined in (EI8). For any q € Br(p), B2y (2) C Br(p) and
e > 0, there is a constant 0, depending on n,kR, A, € such that

]ieBr(z)

forany 0 <0 <0, and 0 <t < 0Or.

pe0ieafBr) — po()| _ M (B() 0 B g)
Or HH(B,(2))

(s © Y,q) (1) — + €

Proof. The idea of the proof comes from Colding (see Proposition 1.32 in [13]). From
Lemma .2 for any ¢ > 0 there is a constant 6, = 6,, 4 A, s depending on n, kr, A,, § such
that for each 0 < 6 < 0., there exist finitely many balls By, (p;) C B,(z) fori =1,--- , Ny
and harmonic functions b; with

(4.39) HrH (Ui<i<n, Bor(pi)) > (1 — SH™ (B, (2)),
(4.40) ][ |Vb; — Vps|* <6,
Bagr (pi
and
1)
4.41 ][ Hessy, 2 < —.
( ) Bagr(pi) | | 021

By covering lemma (see [30] for instance), we can assume that By, /5(pi) N By, /5(pj) = 0
for all ¢ # j. From Lemma (3] Cauchy inequality and (£.40) (@41, for 0 < t < 6r and
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d(q,p;) > 20r we have

1 / Pz (V2,q(07)) — px()
0 VYg.q) (T) — :
H"H(B%T(pi)) /meBgr(pi) (P 0 V,q)" () or
Scn,nr ‘V pE — 2)’ +0r \Hessbi])
B297‘ pz
(4.42) 1/2 1/2
<Cp,nr /02 - bl)|2 +0Or ][ |HeSsz‘ |2
B29'r Di) Bagr(pi)
<Cpr xf 5+ xf

where ¢, 4 is general constant depending on n, kr. We define an index set Z by
Z={1<1i<N,|d(q,p;) > 20r}.
From (4.39)(4.42)), we have

\/ZCEBT'(Z)

<™ (B, (2) N Baor(q)) + 2K (B (2) \ Ur<i<n. Bor (pi))

2.0(01)) — x
+/ (PE o ’Yx,q)/(t) o pz(fy 7(1( 9)) PE( )
x€U;e1 Bor (pi) r

(s ©Yag) () — 2(%@(922,) — px(2)

4.43
(4.43) <2H™ 1 (B,.(2) N Bsg,(q)) + 20H™ ! (B,.(2))
T 0 -
+Z/ (95 0 o) (£) — P (Yo g 2)) pz()
icT Y T€Bor(pi) r
<™ (B, (2) N Bgr(q)) + 201" (By(2)) + 2,50 VS »_ H" T (Bagy(pi)).
i€

With Bishop-Gromov comparison theorem,
(4.44) Z Hn+1(B20r(pi)) < Cnwr Z HrH (BGT/E)(pi)) < Cn,mHn—l—l(Br(z)),

i€T icT
which completes the proof. O

5. LIMITS OF THE DISTANCE FUNCTIONS FROM MINIMAL HYPERSURFACES

Let N; be a sequence of (n + 1)-dimensional complete Riemannian manifolds with
Ricy, > —nk? on Bryr (p;) C N; for some constants x > 0 and R' > R > 0. Suppose
that Brip (p;) converges to a metric ball Bryp/(pso) in the Gromov-Hausdorff sense.
Namely, for each integer ¢ > 1, there is a sequence of ¢;-Gromov-Hausdorff approximations
®; : Brir (pi) = Brer (pso) for some sequence €; — 0. Let v be a unique Radon measure
on Brir/ (pso) defined as ([23). For any z, ¢ € Br(po), let 74,4 denote a minimal geodesic
segment from x to ¢ in Bar(poo) With |Y5 4| = 1, 72,4(0) =  and v 4(pq(z)) = g. For
simplicity, let p, denote the distance function d(q, -) for each ¢ € Br(pss) or ¢ € Br(p;).

For each integer i > 1, let f; be a Lipschitz function on Br(p;) satisfying
limsup sup (|fi| + Lipf;) < occ.

i—00 Bgr (pl)

For a function fo, on Br(peo), We say fi = foo o0 Br(pso) if fi(z;) — foo(z) for any
x € Br(pso) and any sequence x; € Bg(p;) with x; — x. In particular, f is Lipschitz
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with Lipfe < limsup,;_,., Lipf;. According to Honda [25], we further say df; — df on
Br(ps) if for every § > 0, every oo € Br(pso), €very zo € Br(ps), every sequence
Br(pi) © ; = T, and every sequence Bgr(p;) O z; — 2o there exists a constant r > 0
such that

(5.1) lim sup ][ (dfi, dpz,) —][ (df s, dp..)dv| < 0
i—oo |/ By(w;) Bt (o)
and
(5.2) limsup][ |df;|* < ][ |df oo |?dv + 6
1—00 Bt(wi Bt (oo

for any t € (0,r]. We denote (fi,dfi) = (foo,dfoo) on Br(peo) if both f; — foo and
dfi — dfsc on Br(ps). Moreover, Honda gave a more general definition beyond the
Lipschitz condition [25].

Let ¢oo be a Lipschitz function on Bgr(ps). From Lemma 10.7 in [7] by Cheeger, there
is a sequence of Lipschitz functions ¢; on Br(p;) such that ¢; — ¢oo with Lip¢; < Lipdo.
Furthermore, from Theorem 4.2 in [25], ¢; can be chosen so that (¢;,d¢;) = (dso, ddso)
on Br(pso). In Theorem 1.1 of [25], Honda proved the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. For each Bi(z~) C Br(peo), each sequence Br(pi) D T — Tuo, let fi be a
Lipschitz function on Br(p;) with limsup,;_, . Lipf; < oo such that (f;,df;) = (feo, dfo)
on Br(pso) for some Lipschitz function foo on Br(pso). Then there holds

(5.3) lim (dfs, dos) = ]i e o)

1—00 Bt(wi)

Let M; be a closed set in Brip/(p;) for each i. Suppose that ®;(M;) converges to a
closed set My in Bripr/(poo) in the Hausdorff sense. Let pys denote the distance function
from My on Br(pso), i-€., puo. (x) = infyen, d(z,y). From Lemma [7.2in the Appendix
I, papr, — pa,, on Br(peo). Moreover, the convergence is uniform in the following sense.
For any € > 0, there is an e-net {y1,- - ,ym,. } such that Br(ps) C UT;lBe(yj). For each
J, let y; ; € Br(p;) be a sequence converging to y;. Then there is an integer i > 0 such
that d(y;, ®i(vi;)) < € and |parg, (4i,5) — pro (y5)| < eforalli > i and j =1,--- ,m.. For a
point € Br(poo), there is an integer j satisfying x € Bc(y;). From Lippys;,, Lippa,, <1
and the definition of ®;, we have

o (6) = poree ()| <long () = pary (Yig)| + oty (Yi5) — Pt ()]
<d(xi, yi5) + |pag (Wig) = P (W5)] + P01 (5) — Pt ()]
(5.4) <d(®i(wi), Pi(yij)) + 26 + € + d(y;, z)
<Sd(®i(ws), ) + d(x,y;) + dy;, Pi(yi,z)) + 2 + 2¢
Sd($, q)z(l‘l)) + 2¢; + 4e

)
)

for each i > i5.
We further assume that M; is the support of a rectifiable stationary n-varifold in
Brir(p;) for each integer ¢ > 1 such that M; N Bgr/(p;) # 0 and

: H"(M; N Br(pi))
5.5 1 <A
> P TH Balp)
for some constant A > 0. Then from the Laplacian comparison for py, by Heintze-Karcher
[23], we obtain

(5.6) AN, pur; < nktanh (kpag,) on Br(p;) \ M;
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in the distribution sense (see also Lemma 7.1 in [I6]), where Ay, denotes the Laplacian
of Nz

Theorem 5.2. For each Lipschitz function ¢ on Br(peo), there is a sequence of Lipschitz
functions ¢; on Br(p;) satisfying (¢i, do;) — (¢,dd) on Br(peo) and limsup,_, . Lip ¢; <
Lip ¢ such that

(5.7) im f{dpasdi) = f. o d0)
R\Poo

i—00 Br (i)

If we further suppose that ¢ has compact support in Br(peo) \ Moo, then we can require
that the function ¢; has compact support in Br(p;) \ M; for each i.

Proof. Let v be the normalized measure obtained from Bpg(p;) defined in (2.3]). For any
fixed ¢ € Br(poo), there is a subset Z; in the set of restricted cut points of ¢ in Br(pso) (see
[9]) such that v(Br(pso) \ Z4) = 0, and two Lipschitz functions pas, p, are differentiable
on Z;. We define a bounded measurable function F(x,t) = Fi(z) for every t € [0,d(x, q)]
and every x € Br(poo) with |Fi| < 2 a.e. by

(5.8) Fy(x) = {dpatec, dpg) (@) — 71 (Pt (Varg (8)) — P (2))-

From Theorem 3.3 of [25], we get lim;_,¢ F}(z) = 0 for each 2 € Z,. From Lusin’s theorem
and Egoroft’s theorem, for any € > 0, any Ba,(2) C Br(ps), there exist a constant
0 < # << min{e, 7}, and a Borel subset Z, with Z, C Z. C B,(z) and v(B,(2) \ Z.) <
ev(By(z)), such that |Fi(z)| < € for every ¢t € (0,0] and every z € Z, with py(x) > 26.
Then for each t € (0, 6], we have

(5.9) / By < / Fldv +20(B(2) \ Z.) < ev(Z.) + 20(Bu(2)) < 3ev(By (2)).
B (z) Ze
Let ¢; € Br(p;) with ¢; — ¢, and z; € Bg(p;) with z; — z. From Theorem (4] there is a

constant 6, = 0,, .r A depending on n, kR, A, € such that
(5.10)

][:EiEBT(Zi)

for any 0 <t < 6,r.

PM; (’7%‘&' (t)) - pMz(xZ) < 27_[n+1 (BT(Zi) n B3t(Qi))

: W (B () ¢

(dpat;s dpg,) (i) —

From (5.4)), there is an integer i; depending on ¢ such that for any x € B,(z) and i > i,
te
1
For the suitable small ¢t > 0, € B,(z) N Z,; and i > i;, we have

(5.11) lpa (%) — pve ()] < d(z, @4(xi)) +

te

(512) |pat, O (8) — Pt G (O] < A (0), il g, (1)) + - < e, Bi(a)) + 5

With the property of Radon measure v defined in (2.3]), we have
sy Ly (G — o)

PM;\Vas,q = PM;\Ti
Hn+1(BR(zi)) 2, €Br(zi) ¢

(5.13)
o Cra®) — ) o] < 6
xE€By(z)
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for all i > 4;. Hence, for the suitable small 8, = 6,, xr A > 0, from ([2.3) again and (5.13])
there is an integer 7} > i; depending on t such that

(5.14) < te

F o el ®) = o) = f (oar (aa(®) — par (@)
i €Br(zi)

xE€B(2)

for each t € (0,min{#,0,r}) and each i > ;. Combining (£.9)(GI0)(E.I4), for i > i} we
have

][ <dpMi7dp‘h> - / <dpMoovdpQ>dV
B (z:) B, (z)

g][ + ][ | Ft|dv
2, €Br (i) Br(2)

% ]ieBr(zi) (pv; (Vai,: () — Pz (i) — ][ (Pr1e (Vg (8)) — pate () dv

2€Byr(2)

(dpagdpy,) () — P00 (0) — s )

(5.15)

<2H"+1 (Br(2:) N Bsi(4i))
- H (B ()
With (2.3)), letting i — oo in the above inequality implies

+ e+ 3e+e

(5.16)  lim <2

1—»00

f <dpMi,d,oqi>—][ (dprtee dpy)d
By (2;) B (2)

From Bishop-Gromov volume comparison, we clearly have lim; o v (Bs:(q)) = 0. Since
t,€ can be chosen arbitrarily small, from (5.16) it follows that

(5.17) i f (dpasdoy) = f (do o).
=00 J By (2;) B (z)

Combining (B.4)(5.1T), we get (par;, dpar,) — (PMa,dprr,,) 00 Br(poo). For each Lips-
chitz function ¢ on Br(pso), from Lemma 10.7 in [7] and Theorem 4.2 in [25], there is a
sequence of Lipschitz functions ¢; on Br(p;) satisfying (¢;, d¢;) — (¢, d¢) on Br(ps) and
lim sup;_, , Lip ¢; < Lip ¢. From Theorem [5.1] we get

(5.18) lim (dpu;, doi) = ][ (dprie, do) dv.
BRr(peo)

i—00 Br(ps)

We further suppose that ¢ has the compact support in Br(pso) \ Moo. Then there is a
small constant 6 > 0 such that spté N Baos(My) = 0. From (¢, dg;) — (¢, d¢) on Br(peo),
we have

1
5.19 lim sup |i| + —/ |dg;| | = 0.
19 oo (BR(me%/z(Mi) HH(BR(P:)) S Ba@inss ()
Let n; 5 be a Lipschitz function on Bg(p;) defined by 7;5 = %pMi on Bs(M;) N Br(p:),
and 7, = 1 on Br(p;) \ Bs(M;). Set ¢ = n; 5¢;, then ¢} € Lipo(Br(pi) \ M;). ¢i — ¢
on Br(peo) and spt¢ N Bas(Ms) = 0 imply ¢f — ¢ on Br(peo). Moreover, with (5.19) it
follows that

(5.20) lim sup Lip ¢; < limsup Lip ¢; < Lip ¢.

1—00 1—00

From

" 1
(20 a6 — doi] = s = 1+ 0xdial < Xy mgony (1968 + 5104 )
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and (5.19), we get

(5.22)
1 1
limsup][ d¢; — d¢;| < limsup —/ (d(bi + —|o; > =0.
i—oo J Br(p) | | ioo H"TN(BR(pi)) JBrp)nBs () dei] + 5191
So we get (¢7,dor) = (¢,d¢) on Br(pso). With (520)), we complete the proof. O

From (5.4))(5.6) and Theorem [5.2] we immediately have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.3. Let ¢ be a nonnegative Lipschitz function on Br(peo) with compact support
in Br(pso) \ Mo, then

(5.23) | dpredgy vz —n [ ptanh o) .
Br(peo) Br(peo)

6. LIMITING CONES FROM MINIMAL HYPERSURFACES

Let R; > 0 be a sequence with R; — oo as i@ — oo. Let Bpg,(p;) be a sequence
of (n + 1)-dimensional smooth geodesic balls with Ricci curvature > —nR; 2 such that
(Bg, (pi),pi) converges to a metric cone (C,o0) in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff sense.
Suppose lim inf; oo "1 (B1(p;)) > 0, and C splits off a Euclidean factor R"* isometri-
cally for some integer 1 < k < n. Then the measure v defined in (23] is just a multiple
of the Hausdorff measure H"*! and the volume convergence

(6.1) H (B () = Jim H (B (1)

holds from Colding [13], Cheeger-Colding [9]. Moreover, there is a k-dimensional compact
metric space X such that C = CX x R* % where CX is a metric cone with the vertex o
of the cross section X.

Let B,(0) be the ball of radius r and centered at o in C, and B, (q) be the ball of radius
r and centered at ¢ € CX in CX. For any p1,ps € CX x {z} C C for some z € R"F,
any minimizing geodesic joining two points pi, ps must live in CX x {z}. From Cheeger-
Colding [8], 9Bji(0) is connected with the diameter < 7 (see also Abresch-Gromoll theorem
[1]), which implies that X is connected and the diameter of X < 7. From Cheeger-Colding
[8,9], C is a volume cone, i.e.,

(6.2) R " Y(Bg(0)) = r "1 Y(B,(0))  forany 0 <r < R.

Since C splits off a Euclidean factor R"~* isometrically, then the co-area formula

(6.3) H"(Bg(o)) = /B (On,k)%kﬂ (B \/m(o)) dx

holds, which follows that
(6.4) R~ 14 Y (Bg(0)) = r 11 (B, (0)) for any 0 < r < R.

For any compact set K C CX and any t > 0, let tK denote a subset in C'X obtained
by scaling of K with the factor ¢ such that H**!(tK) = t*T'H*k+1(K). In particular,
tX = 0By(0). With covering technique and Bishop-Gromov volume comparison, the cone
CX implies the co-area formula (see Proposition 7.6 in [26] for instance)

(6.5) HAFUK) = / b HF(OBy(0) N K)dt.
0
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For any &, € X, t,7 > 0, y,z € R"*, we denote t&,mn € CX, (t&,y) € CX x R"F,
(tn,2) € CX x R"* for convenience. Let dx(-,-), dox(-,-), dc(-,-) denote the distance
functions on both of X, C'X and C, respectively. Then

(6.6) dox (t€, )% = t* 4+ 7% — 2tr cos dx (€, 1),
and
do((t,y), (1, 2)) =dex (t€,mn)” + |y — 2I°
=t 4 72 — 2tT cosdx (&,1) + |y — 2|
For any point z € X and r,t > 0, let %B,(tx) denote the metric ball in tX = 9B;(o)
with the radius r and centered at tx. With Bishop-Gromov volume comparison, there is a

constant ¢, > 1 depending only on k such that (see (84]) in the Appendix IT or Proposition
7.9 in [26] by Honda for instance)

k
(6.8) HE(BRr(z)) < ckf—k’l-lk(%r(x)) foreach 0 <r < R < 1.

(6.7)

Let ¢ be a Lipschitz function on R %, and f be a Lipschitz function on CX. We
have introduced the differential d(f() in §2. Obviously, d(f() gives the differential of f on
CX, where the differential of f, denoted by df, is a H¥*'-a.e. well-defined L., section of
T*(CX). Moreover, there is a Borel set V, C CX such that H*+1(CX \ V) = 0 and the
differential df : V., — T*(CX) satisfies d(f¢) = {df + fd¢ and Lip (f¢) = |d(f¢)| on V..

Let ¢ be a Lipschitz function on X, and A be a Lipschitz function on [0, 00). Now we
suppose

ft&) = A(t)o(€) for each t€ € CX.

Let us define the differential of ¢ on the cross section X using df. More precisely, we can
use d¢ denoting the differential of ¢, which is a H*-a.e. well-defined Lo, section of T*X.
There are Borel sets Vx C X, Ax C [0,00) with V £ {t£ € CX|t € Ax, £ € Vx} C Vi
such that H*(X \ Vx) = 0, H1([0,00) \ Ax) = 0 and the differential df : V — T*(CX)
satisfies df = Ad¢+ ¢pN'dt and Lip f = |df| on V. From (83)) in the Appendix II, for every

t¢ € V we have
69)  (Lip f)2(te) = 1

t2

) : 2 / 2.2 _m 2 / 2,2
(Lip §)7(6) + (X'(2))"¢7(§) = =5~ |do[*(§) + (X'(1))"¢7(€).

Let ¢ be a Lipschitz function on X, X be a Lipschitz function on [0, 00), f(t£) = A(t)@(€)
for each t£ € CX. Let (-,")ox, (-, ) x denote the pointwise inner products on CX and X,
respectively. From (2:4]) and (6.9), we have

(6.10) (df,df\ox = %@w), do)x + NN oo HF — g.e. on CX.
With (24) (€.7) (6.10]), it follows that

2,2
611)  A(OR = ClrP + el = 0P + (NP6 + X6 dc P

H"t-a.e. on C. Let ¢ be a Lipschitz function on R, Let (-,-)c, (-, )gn—r denote the
pointwise inner products on C and R"*, respectively. From (G.10)(6.11), we have
(d(£¢),d(fO)c = (Cldf, df)ox + FF(C, dC)gn-
==

(dg, dd) x + NN 9$({ + MG (dC, dl)gn-— "' —a.e. on C.
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From the Poincaré inequality (23], up to a choice of the constant cx, we can obtain
(see (BI2) in the Appendix II for instance)
q

(6.13) / ¢—][ 9| < cqu/ |do|?
PBr(z) %r () %r(z)

for any ¢ > 1, any Lipschitz function ¢ on X. From Theorem 1 in [22], the inequality
(613]) holds for any ¢ > 1 and 0 < r < diamX up to a choice of the constant c.

Remark 6.1. From Theorem 6.10 in [4] by Ambrosio-Gigli-Savaré and Theorem 3.22
in [19] by Erbar-Kuwada-Sturm, (CX,dcx,H*t) is a metric measure space satisfying
RCD*(0,k + 1). In [27], Ketterer proved that X satisfies RCD*(k — 1,k). From Theorem
6.2 in [5] by Bacher-Sturm, the genemlized Bishop-Gromov volume growth inequality holds:

Hk fo sin® (t\/l/E)dt
Hk BR f sin® (t\/1/E)dt

for any 0 < r < R < m\/k/l with | € (0,k — 1]. Letting I — 0 in (©I4) implies the
constant ¢ = 1 in (6.8). Moreover, Rajala [28] proved that X supports the Poincaré

inequality [©I3) for ¢ =1.

(6.14)

With (6.8) ([©I3]), there holds the Sobolev inequality on X for Lipschitz functions (see
Theorem 5.1 and line 5, page 84 both in [22] by Hajlasz-Koskela for instance). In partic-
ular, for each Lipschitz function ¢ on X with compact support in %, (x) C X we have

k-1

k
(6.15) (f W—’%) < f dg,
Br(x) Br(x)

where ¢}, is a constant depending only on k and H*(X). With the famous De Giorgi-Nash-
Moser iteration, we get the following mean value inequality on metric balls in X (refer to
Theorem 3.2 in [15]).

Lemma 6.2. Let ¢ be a nonnegative Lipschitz function on PBa.(x) C X satisfying
%27'( )

for any nonnegative Lipschitz function n with support in PBa.(x). Then ¢ satisfies the
mean value inequality as follows:

(6.16) ][ ( )(b’“* < i (@),
where k, € (0,1], ¢ > 1 are constants depending only on k and HF(X).

For each integer ¢ > 1, let M; be the support of rectifiable stationary n-varifold in
Bg, (p;) with p; € M; such that

. H™(M; N By(p;
(6.17) fim sup 7'1(’”1(%2(2(;)))))

Suppose that M; converges in the induced Hausdorff sense to a metric cone C’ C C with
the vertex at o. Namely, there is an ¢;-Gromov-Hausdorff approximation ®; : By, (p;) —
B, (o) with ®;(p;) = o for some sequences r; — co and €¢; — 0 such that ®;(M; N B,(p;))
converges in the Hausdorff sense to C’' N B,.(0) for any r > 0. Note that C’ may depend
on the choice of ®;. We further suppose that C’ splits off R"* isometrically and C’ =
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CY x R" % where CY C CX is a metric cone with the vertex at o and the cross section
Y CX.

Suppose that A is a positive constant such that
H™(M; N Ba(p;)) < AH"TH(By(py)) for each i > 1.
Recalling that Bg, (p;) has Ricci curvature > —nR; 2. Then from Lemma 3.1 in [I6],

2t 2At

H" Y (By(M;) N Bs(z;)) < —————H"™ (M; N Byas()) < ————H" ™ (By(p;
(B(M;) (w))_l_nRi_lt ( t+(x))_1—nRi_1t (Ba2(pi))

for each 0 <t < min{%, st and s+t < 2 — d(p;, x;). With Lemma 4.1 in [16], we get
(6.18) H" (B(C') N By(x)) < 20H™ (Bs(0))

for each x € Bs(0), each 0 < t < s with s +t < 2 — d(0,£). Combining the co-area
formulas (€3] (6.5]), there is a constant A,, > 2A depending only on n, A such that

(6.19) HY (By(Y)) < AptH" (X) for any t > 0.
Let pcr = d(-,C’) be the distance function from C’ on C, pcy = d(-,CY) be the

distance function from CY on CX, py = d(-,Y) be the distance function from Y on X.
From (6.6) and the diameter of X < 7, for any point € X, t > 0, z € R**

(tx, z) = inf doy (tx,7y)2 + |z — 2|2 = inf dey(tx, T
60 per(te, z) TyEC'Y,z’ER”*k\/ cy (tz, 7y)* + | #=_inf  dov(tw,7y)

:Tyiéléy V12 + 12 = 2trcosd(z,y) = t;g}f/ sind(x,y) = tsin py (z).

We will use k-dimensional Hausdorff measure as the volume element of integrations on X,
(k+1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure for C X, and (n+1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure
for C. For convenience, we always omit the volume elements if there is no confusions.

Lemma 6.3. For any nonnegative Lipschitz function ¢ on X with compact support in
X \Y, we have

(6.21) /X(dsinpy,d@X > k‘/Xqﬁsinpy.

Moreover, for any nonnegative Lipschitz function ¢ with compact support in By sy (Y)\Y,
we have

(6.22) | oy = (=) [ wran .

Proof. Let 1 be a nonnegative Lipschitz function on R with compact support in [0, 00). Let
¢ be a nonnegative Lipschitz function on R”* with compact support and supgn—t ¢ > 0.
For any nonnegative Lipschitz function ¢ on X with compact support in X \ Y, we define
a function f on CX by

fltz, z) = o(x)n(t)((z) for each (tz,z) € CX x R"7*,

From (6.12))(6.20)), we have

(dpcr, df) ¢ (tx, 2) = (d(tsin py (x)), d(¢(x)n(t)C(2))) ¢
(6.23) n(t)

=/ (0)6(2)C(=) sin py () + L (2) (dsin py(2), do ()
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H" " a.e. on C. From (5.23), we get
(6.24)

o< [tenan= [ ([T ([ derdnct) i) a:

:/Rnk g(z)dz/OOO tkn'(t)dt/ngsinpy+/RnkC(Z)dZ/OOO tk_ln(t)dtL<dsinpy,d¢>x-

Since n has compact support, then
(6.25) / thy/ (t)dt = / thdn(t) = —k:/ t*=n(t)dt.
0 0 0
Noting 0 < [pn-« ((2)dz < co. Substituting the above equality into (6.24) gives (6.21]).

Let ¢ be a nonnegative Lipschitz function on X with compact support in %, /5(Y)\ Y.
From (6.21]) with ¢ = 1/ cos py, we have

2 vtanpy < [ {dsinpy,d(w/ cospy)
Br2(Y) Bra(Y)

(6.26) :/ (dpy,d) x + / 1 cos py (dpy,d(1/cos py))
Bry2(Y) Bryj2(Y

2/ (dpy,dy)) x +/ Y tan py (dpy,dpy) x ,
Bry2(Y) Brya(Y)

which implies (622)) since (dpy,dpy)y = 1 H*-a.e. on X. O

With Lemma [6.3] we have a basic property for Y as follows.
Proposition 6.4. X C %, /5(Y). Moreover, lim;o THF(X\ PBrja—1(Y)) =0 for k > 2.

Proof. Let tq1,--- ,t4 be constants satisfying 0 < ¢ < to < t3 < t4 < 7/2, and ¢ be a
Lipschitz function on R* with support in [ty, t4] satisfying o(t) = =5 on [tq, ], ©(t) = 1

T oto—11
on [tg,t3], and (t) = ti‘*__tg on [t3,t4]. Denote ¥ = @ o py. Then dp = ¢'dpy H*-a.e. on

X. From ([622]), we have

(k‘—l)/X?Z}tanpy < /Xsﬁl (dpy,dpy)x

1 1
to — 11 4 — 13

(6.27)

HY (B, (Y)\ B0, (V) — HY (B1,(Y)\ B, (V).

In particular,

1
ty — 13
Combining ([6.19)), it follows that

1
4 — t3

HE (B4, (V) \ By (V) < —

6.28
(6.28) Tt

H* (B1,(Y)\ B, (Y)) .

(6.29) HE (B0, (V)\ B (1)) < - (B (V) < A (X).

For any fixed constants 0 < t < /2 < s < 7, let ¢ be a Lipschitz function on R*

with support in [¢, s] satisfying @(r) = Wr/gft on [t, /2], ¢(r) = ss—;w?z on [r/2,s]. We set
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1 = @ o py, then from (G.21))

k &Sinpygk’/ &Sinpyg/ ¢’ (dsin py,dpy)
BYN\Bi(Y) X X

_ﬂ;;)s_t t”Hk (Br)2(Y)\ Bi(Y))

(6.30) )

S os— /2 /MS(Y)\:@ﬂ/z(Y)

With (€29), letting ¢ — 7/2 in the above inequality implies H* (Z,(Y) \ Brp(Y)) =0
for any w/2 < s < m, which infers

Ccos py .

X C f%w/2(Y)

For each 0 < t < s < 7/2, we denote A(t,s) = HF (%Wp_t(Y) \%WM_S(Y)). For every
t € (0,7/4), from ([628) it follows that

1

(6.31) A(t,3t/2) > §A(0,t).
Let t; = 7/2 —2t,ty =t3 =7/2 —t, t4 = w/2. Let ¢; be a Lipschitz function on R™ with
support in [t1,t4] satisfying ¢;(r) = =8 on [t1,ts], and ¢y(r) = 2= on [t3,t4]. From
(627) and (6.31]), for £ > 2 we have

1 1

—A(t,2t) > -A(0,) +/ @1 0 py tan py

t t Brj2(YN\Brj2—2:(Y)

1 — /242
(6.32) >L 40,0+ / Py —m2H 2oy

t Bria—t Y)\Br2—31/2(Y) t

1 1 1 1

2?4 (0,t) + 3 cot(3t/2)A (t,3t/2) > ;A (0,t) + 1 cot(3t/2)A(0,t) .
There is a constant ¢y > 0 so that cot(3t/2) > £ for all 0 < t < #;. From (6.32), we have
1 1
(6.33) A(0,2t) = A(t,2t) + A(0,t) > A(0,¢) + §A (0,t) + A(0,t) = §7A(0,t).
Hence
(634 AQ.1) _16A4(0.20) _ _ (16)" A(0.2™)
t 17 2t 17 2mg

for all 2™t < ty with the integer m > 1, which implies lim; g w = 0. This completes

the proof. O

Remark 6.5. The integer k in (€2I) and the integer k — 1 in ([6.22)) are both sharp.
Suppose that X is a k-dimensional unit sphere SF with the standard metric, Y is the

equator in S¥, ie., Y = {(x1, -+ ,7p11) € S¥|zpy1 = 0}. Then py(z) = arcsin |zg41| and
7/2 — py(x) = arccos |zpy1| for any x = (21, ,xny1) € SF. Let px = (0,---,0,£1) €
S*. Then 7/2 — py = pp, on Sk = {(z1, - ,241) € S¥|agy1 > 0}. By Laplacian

formula, Axp,, = (k—1)cotp,, on SE\ {pi}, which implies Axpy = —(k — 1) tan py
on Brn(Y)\Y. Then

Ax sin py = cos py Axpy — sin py = —ksin py on %FM(Y) \Y.

Moreover, X = Br5(Y) U{ps} U {p-}, and H¥ (X \ Brjpy(Y)) = 2H*(%Bi(py)) =
2kwy, fg sin® 1 sds. Then lim,_ %’Hk(X \ B /2-+(Y)) =0 if and only if k > 1. Hence the
integer k > 2 is sharp in Proposition [6.4].

Now let us prove a Frankel property on the metric space X in the following sense.
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Theorem 6.6. For k > 2, Y is connected in X.

Proof. Let us prove it by contradiction. Suppose that there are two non-empty closed sets
Y1,Yo C Z withY =Y, UY5 and Y1 NYs = (. Let us deduce the contradiction. There are
points y1 € Y1,ys € Yo such that

= inf "y > 0.
(6.35) dx (y1,y2) yeyﬂ/eyde(y’ybo

Let 1,4, denote the shortest normalized geodesic connecting y1,y2. Let w be a point in
ly,y, such that

1
(6.36) dx(w,y1) = dx(w,y2) = §dX(y1,y2)-
For any x € X \ 'Y, the triangle inequality implies

inf dx(z,y) + inf dx(z,v') > inf dx(y,y)=d ,
Jev: x(@,y) ey, x( y)_yeyl,y'eyz x(¥,9) x(y1,92)

6.37
(6:37) =dx(w,y1) +dx(w,y2) > inf dx(w,y)+ inf dx(w,y).
yeY Yy’ €Ya

In other words,

(6.38) Pyi () + pyy () > pyy (W) + pyy(w)  forany z € X \ V.

From diamX < 7, let 0 be a positive constant denoted by

0 =dx(y1,y2) < .
Let us prove § < 7 by contradiction. Assume 6 = 7. Let Sy = X \ %r/5_(Y). Then
X = Brjp—(Y1)U Si U PBra—1(Y2). Let fi be a Lipschitz function on X defined by

—HM( B j2—1 (V1)) on  Br(Ya)
P2 T (B st (V1)) on By (Ya)\ Brjo (Vo)
fi = 0 on X\ %’W/Q(Y)
A (B s (Ya)) on Bppp(Y1)\ Zrjoy(V)
HY (B jo—t(Y2)) on  Bro-t(Y1).

Since lim;_q %’Hk (St) = 0 from Proposition [6.4] we have

lim sup / fi| <limsup [ |[fi] < H*(X)limsup HF(S;) =
(6.39) t—0 t—0 Js, t—0
1imsup/ |dfy| < hmsup/ HEX) < Hk(X) hmsupm =0,
t—0 t—0 t t—0
and

(6.40)  lim /X ft—]f{ fi| = lim /X [fol = 2H (B jo (V1)) HE (B o (Ya)).

From Poincaré inequality (6.13]), the inequalities (6.39))(6.40]) can not hold simultaneously
for the suitable small ¢ > 0. So we have 6 < .

Let § = Tmin{6/2,1 — sin(6/2)} > 0. By the definition of M;, there are a sequence
a; € (0,0) with a; — 0, two sequences of closed subsets M/, M!" of M; \ B,,(p;) so that
®;(M!) converges to CY; x R"* and ®;(M!") converges to CYs x R"* as i — oo. Let
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w = (1w,0" %) € CX x R"* = C, and w; € 9By (p;) with w; — w, then from (E20) it
follows that

(6.41) Bain(o/2)+36(wi) N Ba, (pi) =0 for the suitable large 1.

Hence, by the definition of M; again, both of M{N By g/2)435(wi) and M{'N Bgiy(p/2)+36 (i)
can be written as the supports of rectifiable stationary n-varifolds in By (g/2)+35(w;). By
the definition of 0, clearly M N Bgyg/2)4s(wi) # O and M N Bgng/2)4s(wi) # O for
suitable large . Since § < /8, then sin(6/2) > 6/m > 2§. Combining Theorem and
(B23), we get

(6.42) / (dpcy, xrn—r,dp) >0
Bas (w

for every nonnegative Lipschitz function ¢ on Bag(w) with compact support in Bag(w).
With the proof of Lemma [6.3, we deduce

(643) / <de17d¢>X > (k - 1)/ (btan PY;
Bs(w) Bs(w)

for any nonnegative Lipschitz function ¢ with compact support in %s(w). Analogously,
we have

(6.44) / (dpy,,do) x > (k — 1)/ ¢ tan py,.
Bs(w) By (w)
Adding (6.43)(©6.44), we get
(6.45) / (d(py, + pyz), dd) x = (k — 1)/ ¢(tan py; + tan py,).
B (w) Bs(w)

Let p(x) = py; (x) + py, (z) — py; (w) — py, (w) for any = € HBs(w), then p(w) = 0 and
© >0 on Bs(w) from (6.3])). From ([6.43), it follows that

(6.46) / (i, dd) > 0
HBs(w)

for any nonnegative Lipschitz function ¢ with compact support in Bs(w). From Lemma
and p(w) = 0, we get p = 0 on Bs/5(w). However, this contradicts to (6.45). We
complete the proof. O

7. APPENDIX I

For each integer i > 1, let (X;,d;) be a sequence of compact metric spaces. Let
(X0, dso) be a compact metric space such that there is a sequence of ¢;-Gromov-Hausdorff
approximations ®; : X; — X, for some sequence ¢; — 0. For each i, let f; be a function
on X;. For a function f on X, we say f; — f if fi(x;) = f(z) for any x € X and
any sequence x; € X; with z; — x. We further assume that all the f; are Lipschitz with
limsup; o (supx, |fi| + Lipf;) < oc.

Lemma 7.1. There are a subsequence i — oo and a Lipschitz function fso on Xoo with
Lipfsx <limsup,_,., Lipf; such that fiy = f.

Proof. Let §, > 0 be a sequence of numbers with 0y — 0 as k& — oo. For each k,
let {ym};”:kl be a finite dj-net of X. For each j € {1,--- ,my}, let z;; € X; be a
sequence converging to 1 ; as ¢ — 0co. Then there is a subsequence {1;} of {i} such that
f1,(x1,,j) converges to a number ¢; ; € R. For each j € {1,--- ,ma} and for any sequence
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x1,,; € X1, converging as i — 00 to ya j, there is a subsequence {2;} of {1;} such that
fa,(x2, ;) converges to a number t5 ; € R. We continue the procedure, and get a sequence
of functions { fi, }; x>1 such that {(k 4 1);} is a subsequence of {k;}, and for any yy, ; and
Xk D Thyj = Yk,jr iMoo fkl(xk”) converges to tj ; € R as 1 — oo.

From limsup;_, ., Lipf; < oo, for yi ; = yu j there holds t ; =t} . Now we define a
function foo on Ug>1 Ui<j<m, {¥k;} by letting foo(yk ;) = ti ;. From limsup, ,  Lipf; <
00, for any sequence Xy, > :E;% ;7 Yk we have

Zliglo Jri (@, ) = Zliglo T (®hs j) = foo(Yr )

Moreover, for any v,y € Ug>1 Ui<j<n, {¥k,;} it follows that

o) — foolt)] < <nm supLip,n) Ao, 1.
71— 00
For any y € X, there is a sequence {y;} C Ug>1 Ui<j<n, {yk,;} with y; — v, and we
define foo(y) = limj 00 foo(y;). From the above inequality, the definition of the function
foo(y) is independent of the particular choice of y;. Then Lipfo < limsup,_, . Lipf;,

foo(y) = lim;_soo fi; (y) for any y} € X;, with y} — y. O

For each integer i > 1, let E; be a closed set in X;. Suppose that ®;(FE;) converges in
the Hausdorff sense to a closed set F in X,. From the triangle inequality, one has

(7.1) 1PEw (@) = PE. (Y)] < doo(@,y) for any z,y € Xoo.
In other words, pg_ has the Lipschitz constant Lip pg, <1 on X.

Lemma 7.2. For any point x € X and any sequence x; € X; with x; — x as i — 00,
we have pg,(z;) — pe. (z).

Proof. The proof is routine. For each x € X, there is a point y € E4 so that deo(x,y) =
pe.. (). Let y; € E; with y; — y . Then for any sequence x; € X; with z; — z, there
holds
(7.2) PE (%) = doo(x,y) = lim d;(z;,y;) > limsup pg, (x;).
100 1—00

On the other hand, there is a point z; € E; so that pg,(z;) = d;(zi,2;). Suppose there
is a sequence i’ — oo such that liminf; o pp, (2;) = limy 00 pE, (r#). Then there is a
subsequence " of 7' such that z;» — 2z € E,. Hence
(7.3) liminf pp, (2;) = lm dy (i, 27) = lm di (v, 2ir) = doo(,2) > pEL(2).

1—>00 1 —00

i""—00

Combining (7.2))(7.3]), we complete the proof. O

8. APPENDIX II

Let R; > 0 be a sequence with R; — oo as i — oo. Let Bpg,(p;) be a sequence
of (n + 1)-dimensional smooth geodesic balls with Ricci curvature > —nR; 2 such that
(Bg, (pi),pi) converges to a metric cone (C,o0) in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff sense.
Suppose liminf; .o H" 1 (Bi(p;)) > 0, and for some integer 1 < k < n there is a k-
dimensional compact metric space X such that C = CX x R" % where CX is a metric
cone with the vertex o of the cross section X.
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For any point z € X and r,t > 0, let B,.(tz) be the ball of radius r and centered at
tr € CX in CX, %,(tx) denote the metric ball in tX = 0B;(o) with the radius r and
centered at tx, and

G (x) = {tE € CX| € € B, (x), |t — 1] <r/2}.
For |t —1] < § and 0 < 7 < 1, with Cauchy inequality we get

. 4 2t
t2 4+ 1 — 2tcos(tr) = (t — 1)® + 4tsin®(tr/2) > (t — 1)* + Ft3r27‘2 <(t — 1)+ ?>
2 2

>T—2<(t—1)2+t2+8(t—1)2+ﬁ> >l (t-12 4242t —1)) = —
=9 8)=9 9

Hence from (6.6) we have B, /3(z) C €,(z) for all 7 € (0, 1]. Moreover, for |t — 1| < § and
O0<r<l1

2 2 2, 32 1 T3 2 2
(8.1) (= 1)+ dtsin®(tr/2) < (¢ = 1) +£72 < T + <1+§) r? < 42,

which implies €, (x) C Ba,(x) for all r € (0,1]. In all, we have
(8.2) B, 3(r) C €, () C Bar(7) for all r € (0,1].
For each r € (0,1), from the co-area formula (G.5])

14r/2

HEHL (G () = / T HE(OBy(0) N ()t = / HE (LB (2) ) dt
0 1-r/2

14+r/2 , .
=, M = ((+5)" - (=)™ @,

Combining (8:2)) (83) and Bishop-Gromov volume comparison, there is a constant ¢; > 1
depending only on k such that

(8.3)

k
(8.4) HE(Br(z)) < ck]j—kﬂk(%r(x)) foreach 0 <r < R<1.

Let ¢ be a Lipschitz function on X, and A be a Lipschitz function on [0, 00). Put
ft&) = A(t)o(€) for each t§£ € CX with £ € X.
From (2.2)) and (6.6), we have

) — 1o e 166 = 9]
(8.5) Lip ¢(¢) —717_)577#12 dxEn
and
(8.6)

_ T 2 . - 9
(Lip (€)= limsup OO —FO0E oy DO — AT)om)

TN—tE, TNFtE dCX (tgy 7—77)2 T—t,n—E, TNFLE t2 + 72 — 2tT cos dX (67 77) ‘

Note that
AWBS(E) = AT =ABS(E) = ATI(E)? + NT)H(E) = AMT)o(n)
+2(A06() = A1)9(E) ) (MT)9(E) = A(T)o(m)).

Let 7 —t =sin0/(1 — t)2 + trdx (£,n)?, and Vtrdx (£,n) = cos 0/ (T — )2 + trdx (€, n)?
for 0 € [0,27). Note that t2472—2t7 cosdx (&,1) = (t—7)%+trdx (&, n)?+t7 O(dx (£,1)3).

(8.7)
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For the fixed 6, we have

(8.8)
M) = AT P[] (€) +[6(€) — p(m)PA*(T) + o) = A)(G(E) = d(m)d(E)A(7)
t2 + 72 — 2tT cosdx (&,n) t2 + 72 — 2tT cosdx (€,n)
2 ’
—(N(t))%¢*(€) sin? 0 + )\t—gt) cos? A(Lip ¢)2(&) + 27)\(75)/\ ®) ¢(&) sin 6 cos OLip (&)
2
= <)\’(t)¢(£) sin 6 + @ cos OLip ¢(£)> as (1 —t)? + trdx(£,m)? = 0.
From (8.6])-(8.3)), for every t£ € V we have
2
(Lip £ = sup (N (Bo(e)sind + 2 costLipa))
(89) 0€[0,27)
—)\2(t)(L' $)%( N (£)242 N e 12 42
0 wipar(e) + (066 = a6 + )60,

where d¢ is the differential of ¢ on X defined below (6.8]).

From the Poincaré inequality (2.5) and the proof of Theorem 1 in [22], it follows that

q
(8.10) [@(z) /- 7{@.(@f

< Clﬂ’q/ |df |7
Cr(x)

for any z € X, r € (0,1], ¢ > 1, where ¢ is a general constant depending only on k. From
the co-area formula (6.0), if f(t&) = ¢(§) for each t£ € tX with £ € X, then we have

J{Mf N m/f (/t() f) dt

2

B 1 1+% & - 1 -
“H(G () /1 (t Lm ¢> W= @) /%,(x) ¢= ]€,Tm¢

With ([89), substituting (811)) into (BIQ) gives

q
(8.12) / <z6—][ ¢| < cqu/ |do|?
for any ¢ > 1.

(8.11)
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