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LAPLACIAN COMPARISON THEOREM ON RIEMANNIAN

MANIFOLDS WITH MODIFIED m-BAKRY-EMERY RICCI LOWER

BOUNDS FOR m ≤ 1

KAZUHIRO KUWAE∗ AND TOSHIKI SHUKURI

Abstract. In this paper, we prove a Laplacian comparison theorem for non-symmetric

diffusion operator on complete smooth n-dimensional Riemannian manifold having a

lower bound of modified m-Bakry-Émery Ricci tensor under m ≤ 1 in terms of vector

fields. As consequences, we give the optimal conditions for modified m-Bakry-Émery

Ricci tensor under m ≤ 1 such that the (weighted) Myers’ theorem, Bishop-Gromov

volume comparison theorem, Ambrose-Myers’ theorem, Cheng’s maximal diameter the-

orem, and the Cheeger-Gromoll type splitting theorem hold. Some of these results were

well-studied for m-Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature under m ≥ n ([19, 21, 27, 33]) or m = 1

([34, 35]) if the vector field is a gradient type. When m < 1, our results are new in the

literature.

1. Introduction

1.1. Modified Bakry-Émery Ricci curvatures. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional

smooth complete Riemannian manifold with its volume measure m := volg and V a C1-

vector field. Throughout this paper, we assume that the manifold M has no boundary

and is connected. We consider a diffusion operator ∆V := ∆ − 〈V,∇·〉. In [31, 32, 34],

∆V is called the V -Laplacian on (M, g).

For any constant m ∈]−∞,+∞], we introduce the symmetric 2-tensor

Ricm,n(∆V )(x) = Ric(x) +
1

2
LV g(x)−

V ∗(x)⊗ V ∗(x)

m− n
, x ∈M,

and call it the modified m-Bakry-Émery Ricci tensor of the diffusion operator ∆V . Here

LV g(X, Y ) := 〈∇XV, Y 〉+ 〈∇Y V,X〉 is the Lie derivative of g with respect to V and V ∗

is the dual 1-form of V coming from g.

For any m ∈]−∞,+∞] and a continuous function K :M → R, we call (M, g, V ) or L

satisfies the CD(K,m)-condition if

Ricm,n(∆V )(x) ≥ K(x) for all x ∈M.
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When m = n, we always assume that V vanishes so that Ricn,n(∆V ) = Ric. When

m ≥ n, m is regarded as an upper bound for the dimension of the diffusion operator ∆V .

Throughout this paper, we focus on the case m ≤ 1 and assume n > 1 if m = 1 and V

does not vanish (i.e., V ≡ 0 and ∆V = ∆ if m = n = 1). Consequently, for m ≤ 1, we

always assume n > m provided V does not vanish. Note that, for m ≤ 1, N ∈ [n,+∞[,

and for any x ∈M , we have

Ric1,n(∆V )(x) ≥ Ricm,n(∆V )(x) ≥ Ric∞,n(∆V )(x) ≥ RicN,n(∆V )(x).

If we only consider the case that the lower bounds of the above Ricci tensor are constant,

Ric1,n(∆V ) ≥ const. is the weakest one among them. But if we consider the case that the

lower bound of Ricci curvature depends on the parameter m like (2.11) below, the similar

condition is no longer the weakest one.

In the literature, there have been intensive works on the study of geometry and analy-

sis of weighted complete Riemannian manifolds with the CD(K,m)-condition for m ≥ n

and K ∈ R (or K ∈ C(M,R)) in the case V = ∇φ for φ ∈ C2(M). See [2, 3, 4, 5,

6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 19, 20, 17, 18, 21, 27, 33], and reference therein. During recent years,

there are already several papers on the study of weighted Riemannian manifolds with m-

Bakry-Émery Ricci curvature for m < 0 or m < 1 with V = ∇φ for a C2-function φ. For

V = ∇φ, we write L := ∆∇φ in this introduction. In [25], Ohta and Takatsu proved theK-

displacement convexity of the Rényi type entropy under the m-Bakry-Émery Ricci tensor

condition Ricm,n(L) ≥ K, i.e., the CD(K,m)-condition, for m ∈]−∞, 0 [∪ [n,+∞ [ and

K ∈ R. After that, Ohta [24] and Kolesnikov-Milman [15] simultaneously treated the case

m < 0. Ohta [24] extended the Bochner inequality, eigenvalue estimates, and the Brunn-

Minkowski inequality under the lower bound for Ricm,n(L) with m < 0. Kolesnikov-

Milman [15] also proved the Poincaré and the Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for mani-

folds with boundary under the lower bound for Ricm,n(L) with m < 0. In [24, Theo-

rem 4.10], Ohta also proved that the lower bound of Ricm,n(L)(x) with m < 0 is equiv-

alent to the curvature dimension condition in terms of mass transport theory as defined

by Lott-Villani [22] and Sturm [29, 30]. In [34], Wylie proved a warped product version

of Cheeger-Gromoll splitting theorem under the CD(0, 1)-condition. He also proved an

isometric product version of Cheeger-Gromoll splitting under CD(0, m)-condition with

m < 1 and (V, 1)-completeness condition. In [35], W. Wylie and D. Yeroshkin proved

a Laplacian comparison theorem, a Bishop-Gromov volume comparison theorem, My-

ers’ theorem and Cheng’s maximal diameter theorem on manifolds with m-Bakry-Émery

Ricci curvature condition for m = 1 with V = ∇φ for a C2-function φ. Recently, Mil-

man [23] extended the Heintze-Karcher Theorem, isoperimetric inequality, and functional

inequalities under the lower bound for Ricm,n(L)(x) with m < 1. In [16], the first named

author and X.-D. Li established the Laplacian comparison theorem on weighted com-

plete Riemannian manifolds with the CD(K,m)-condition with m ≤ 1 for V = ∇φ with
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φ ∈ C2(M), and obtained (weighted) Myers’ theorem, Bishop-Gromov volume comparison

theorem, Ambrose-Myers’ theorem, Cheeger-Gromoll type splitting theorem, stochastic

completeness and Feller property of L-diffusion process under optimal conditions on the

m-Bakry-Émery Ricci tensor for m ≤ 1 over the weighted complete Riemannian mani-

folds.

It is important to know whether one can establish the Laplacian comparison theorem

on such Riemannian manifolds with the CD(K,m)-condition for m ≤ 1 and K ∈ R

for general C1-vector field V . In this paper, we prove such comparison theorem for K

being a continuous function depending on a re-parametrized distance function on M .

As consequences, we give the optimal conditions on the modified m-Bakry-Émery Ricci

tensor for m ≤ 1 so that (weighted) Myers’ theorem, Bishop-Gromov volume comparison

theorem, Ambrose-Myers’ theorem, Cheng’s maximal diameter theorem, and the Cheeger-

Gromoll type splitting theorem hold on weighted complete Riemannian manifolds. These

geometric results are complete extensions of the case for V = ∇φ proved in the first part

of [16]. When m < 1, our results are new in the literature.

Acknowledgment. The authors would thank to Dr. Yohei Sakurai for his significant com-

ments to the draft of this paper. They also would like to thank to the anonymous referee.

His/Her comments help to improve the quality of this paper very much.

2. Main result

Let V be a C1-vector field on a Riemannian manifold (M, g). Since there may be no

function φ satisfying V = ∇φ in general, we can still make sense of bounds by integrating

V along geodesics. Define

Vγ(r) : =

∫ r

0

〈Vγs, γ̇s〉ds

for a unit speed geodesic γ : [0, T [→M , and

φV (x) : = inf

{

∫ rp(x)

0

〈Vγs, γ̇s〉ds
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

γ : unit speed geodesic

γ0 = p, γ(rp(x)) = x

}

.(2.1)

Note that Vγ depends on the choice of unit speed geodesic γ, and φV (x) depends on p with

φV (p) = 0 and it is well-defined for x ∈M . It is easy to see that φV (x) =
∫ rp(x)

0
V rp(γs)ds

under x /∈ Cut(p), where γ is the unique unit speed geodesic with γ0 = p and γ(rp(x)) =

x. Hence φV is a continuous function on (Cut(p) ∪ {p})c. Consequently, φV is an m-

measurable function. Moreover, for x /∈ Cut(p), φV (x) = Vγ(rp(x)) for the unique unit

speed geodesic γ with γ0 = p and γ(rp(x)) = x. Hence φV (γt) = Vγ(t) for any unit speed

geodesic γ with γ0 = p and γt /∈ Cut(p). When V = ∇φ is a gradient vector field for some
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φ ∈ C2(M), then one can see

Vγ(t) =

∫ t

0

〈∇φ, γ̇s〉ds =
∫ t

0

d

ds
φ(γs)ds = φ(γt)− φ(γ0).

Throughout this paper, we fix a point p ∈ M and a constant Cp > 0, which may depend

on p. For x ∈M , we define

sp(x) := inf

{

Cp

∫ rp(x)

0

e−
2Vγ (t)

n−m dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

γ : unit speed geodesic

γ0 = p, γ(rp(x)) = x

}

.

If (M, g) is complete, then sp(x) is finite and well-defined from the basic properties of

Riemannian geodesics. Let s(p, q) := sp(q) for p, q ∈M . If q is not a cut point of p, then

there is a unique minimal geodesic from p to q and sp is smooth in a neighborhood of q

as can be computed by pulling the function back by the exponential map at p. Note that

s(p, q) ≥ 0, it is zero if and only if p = q. But s(p, q) = s(q, p) does not hold in general. If

V = ∇φ for some φ ∈ C2(M) and set Cp = exp
(

− 2φ(p)
n−m

)

for the definition of sp(x) with

p being arbitrary, then one can see that s(p, q) = s(q, p) for p, q ∈ M . However, s(p, q)

does not necessarily satisfy the triangle inequality.

Definition 2.1. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and

V a C1-vector field. Fix p ∈M . Then we say that (M, g, V ) is (V,m)-complete at p if

lim
r→+∞

inf
L(γ)=r

∫ r

0

e−
2Vγ (t)

n−m dt = +∞,(2.2)

where the infimum is taken over all minimizing unit speed geodesics γ with respect to the

metric g such that γ0 = p. We say that (M, g, V ) is (V,m)-complete if it is (V,m)-complete

at p for all p ∈M .

Remark 2.2. (1) If Vγ is upper bounded for any unit speed geodesic γ with γ0 = p,

then (M, g, V ) is always (V,m)-complete at p for all m ≤ 1. In particular, if

there exists a non-negative integrable function f on [0,+∞[ such that 〈V,∇rp〉x ≤
f(rp(x)), then Vγ(r) ≤

∫ r

0
f(t)dt ≤

∫∞

0
f(t)dt < ∞ so that (M, g, V ) is always

(V,m)-complete at p for all m ≤ 1.

(2) If M is compact, then (M, g, V ) is always (V,m)-complete for m ≤ 1. Indeed, if

so, the set Gr := {γ | γ is a unit speed minimal geodesic, L(γ) = r} is an empty

set for sufficiently large r > 0. This implies (2.2).

(3) If there exists a non-negative locally integrable function f on [0,+∞[ satisfying

f(t) ≤ C/t on [1,+∞[ for some C ∈]0, (n − m)/2] and 〈V,∇rp〉 ≤ f(rp), then

(V,m)-completeness at p holds for all m ≤ 1. Here we assume n > 1 for m = 1.
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In fact, we see for r > 1

inf
L(γ)=r

∫ r

0

e−
2Vγ (t)

n−m dt ≥
∫ r

1

e−
2
∫ t
0 f(s)ds

n−m dt

≥ e−
2
∫ 1
0 f(s)ds

n−m

∫ r

1

e−
2
∫ t
1 f(s)ds

n−m dt

≥ e−
2
∫ 1
0 f(s)ds

n−m

∫ r

1

e−
2C log t
n−m dt

≥ e−
2
∫ 1
0 f(s)ds

n−m

∫ r

1

dt

t
2C

n−m

→ +∞ as r → ∞,

where the infimum is taken over all minimizing unit speed geodesics γ with γ0 = p.

(4) The (V, 1)-completeness at p defined as in [34, Definition 6.2] implies the (V,m)-

completeness at p for every m ≤ 1 provided Vγ ≥ 0 for any unit speed geodesic γ

with γ0 = p. The converse also holds under Vγ ≤ 0 for any unit speed geodesic γ

with γ0 = p.

Lemma 2.3. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete non-compact Riemannian mani-

fold and V a C1-vector field. Fix p ∈ M and suppose that (M, g, V ) is (V,m)-complete at

p. Then, for any sequence {qi} inM such that d(p, qi) → +∞ as i→ +∞, s(p, qi) → +∞.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [35, Proposition 3.4]. We omit it. �

Remark 2.4. Recall that φV depends on p ∈ M . For a fixed p ∈ M , we set φ
V
(r) :=

infBr(p) φV and φV (r) := supBr(p) φV for r ∈]0,+∞[. Then φ
V
(r) ≤ 0 ≤ φV (r) for r > 0

and limr→0 φV (r) = limr→0 φV
(r) = 0. If x /∈ Cut(p), we have sp(x) = Cp

∫ rp(x)

0
e−

2φV (γt)

n−m dt

for the unique unit speed geodesic γ with γ0 = p and γ(rp(x)) = x. So limx→p
sp(x)

rp(x)
= Cp.

In particular,

Cpe
−

2φV (rp(x))

n−m rp(x) ≤ sp(x) ≤ Cpe
−

2φ
V

(rp(x))

n−m rp(x) for x /∈ Cut(p).

2.1. Laplacian Comparison. Let κ : [0,+∞[→ R be a continuous function and aκ the

unique solution defined on the maximal interval ]0, δκ[ for δκ ∈]0,+∞] of the following

Riccati equation

−daκ
ds

(s) = κ(s) + aκ(s)
2(2.3)

with the boundary conditions

lim
s↓0

s aκ(s) = 1,(2.4)

and

lim
s↑δκ

(s− δκ) aκ(s) = 1(2.5)
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under δκ <∞. (2.4) yields

lim
s↓0

aκ(s) = +∞.(2.6)

If δκ <∞, from (2.5), δκ is the explosion time of aκ in the sense that

lim
s↑δκ

aκ(s) = −∞.(2.7)

Actually, aκ(s) = s
′
κ(s)/sκ(s), where sκ is the unique solution of Jacobi equation s

′′
κ(s) +

κ(s)sκ(s) = 0 with sκ(0) = 0, s′κ(0) = 1, and δκ = inf{s > 0 | sκ(s) = 0}. We write

aκ(s) = cotκ(s). Moreover, ]0, δκ[∋ s 7→ cotκ(s) is decreasing (resp. strictly decreasing)

provided κ(s) is non-negative (resp. positive) for all s ∈]0, δκ[ in view of (2.3). If κ is a

real constant, then

aκ(s) =











√
κ cot(

√
κs) κ > 0,

1/s κ = 0,√
−κ coth(

√
−κs) κ < 0

and δκ = π/
√
κ+ ≤ +∞. Fix m ∈]−∞, 1 ] and set mκ(s) := (n−m) cotκ(s). Then (2.3)

is equivalent to

−dmκ

ds
(s) = (n−m)κ(s) +

mκ(s)
2

n−m
,(2.8)

and (2.4) (resp. (2.5)) is equivalent to lims↓0 smκ(s) = n−m (resp. lims↑δκ(s−δκ)mκ(s) =

n −m under δκ < ∞). In view of the uniqueness of the solution to (2.3) with (2.6), we

have the scaling property aκα
(s) = 1

α
aα2κ(s/α) for α > 0. Here κα(s) := κ(s/α). In

particular, aκ(s) =
1
α
aα2κ(s/α) for α > 0 provided κ is a constant.

Our first result is the following Laplacian comparison along unit speed geodesic on

weighted complete Riemannian manifolds (M, g, V ) under the lower bound of modified

m-Bakry-Émery Ricci tensor for m ≤ 1.

Theorem 2.5 (Laplacian Comparison Theorem). Suppose that (M, g) is an n-dimen-

sional complete smooth Riemannian manifold and V is a C1-vector field. Fix p ∈ M .

Take R ∈]0,+∞]. Let φV be the function defined in (2.1). Suppose that

Ricm,n(∆V )x(∇rp,∇rp) ≥ (n−m)κ(sp(x))e
−

4φV (x)

n−m C2
p(2.9)

holds under rp(x) < R with x ∈ (Cut(p) ∪ {p})c. Then

(∆V rp)(x) ≤ (n−m) cotκ(sp(x))e
−

2φV (x)

n−m Cp.(2.10)

Corollary 2.6. Suppose that (M, g) is an n-dimensional complete smooth Riemann-

ian manifold and V is a C1-vector field. Fix p ∈M and assume δκ <∞. Then

lim
sp(x)↑δκ

∆V rp(x) = −∞.
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Remark 2.7. The sufficient condition (2.9) under rp(x) < R with x ∈ (Cut(p) ∪ {p})c
for our Laplacian comparison theorem is weaker than the condition:

Ricm,n(∆V )(x) ≥ (n−m)κ(sp(x))e
−

4φV (x)

n−m C2
p gx(2.11)

under rp(x) < R, because ∇rp(x) is defined only for x /∈ Cut(p) ∪ {p}. In particular,

CD(K,m)-condition for K(x) = (n − m)κ(sp(x))e
−

4φV (x)

n−m C2
p always implies that (2.9)

holds for all x ∈ (Cut(p) ∪ {p})c.

Remark 2.8. The inequality (2.10) is meaningful at p, because mκ(0+) = +∞ and

∆V rp(p) = ∆rp(p) = +∞ in view of the classical Laplacian comparison theorem for ∆

under local upper sectional curvature bound (see [14, Theorem 3.4.2]). Moreover, the

following inequality

rp(x)(∆V rp)(x) ≤ (n−m)rp(x) cotκ(sp(x))e
−

2φV (x)

n−m Cp(2.12)

is also meaningful at p. Indeed, the right hand side of (2.12) has the value n − m at

x = p by Remark 2.4 and the left hand side has the value n− 1 at x = p by the classical

Laplacian comparison theorem for ∆ as noted above.

Remark 2.9. Theorem 2.5 generalizes [35, Theorem 4.4].

2.2. Geometric consequences.

Theorem 2.10 (Weighted Myers’ Theorem). Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete

Riemannian manifold and a C1-vector field V . Fix p ∈ M . Assume that (2.9) holds for

all x ∈ (Cut(p) ∪ {p})c and δκ <∞. Then s(p, q) ≤ δκ for all q ∈ M .

Corollary 2.11. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and

a C1-vector field V . Fix p ∈ M and δκ < ∞. Assume that (2.9) holds for all x ∈
(Cut(p) ∪ {p})c and (M, g, V ) is (V,m)-complete at p. Then M is compact.

Remark 2.12. (1) Theorem 2.10 (resp. Corollary 2.11) generalizes [35, Theorem 2.2]

(resp. [35, Corollary 2.3]).

(2) Since Vγ ≤ 0 for any unit speed geodesic γ with γ0 = p implies the (V,m)-

completeness at p, Corollary 2.11 implies the compactness ofM provided δκ <∞,

(2.9) holds for x /∈ Cut(p)∪{p} and Vγ ≤ 0 any unit speed geodesic γ with γ0 = p.

Based on Theorems 2.5 and 2.10, we can deduce several geometric fruitful results. Next

we will give two versions of the Bishop-Gromov type volume comparison. The first one is

for µV (A) =
∫

A
e−φV (x)

m(dx) of metric annuli A(p, r0, r1) := {x ∈ M | r0 ≤ rp(x) ≤ r1}.



8 K. KUWAE AND T. SHUKURI

The comparison in this case will be in terms of the quantities

νp(κ, r0, r1) :=

∫ r1

r0

∫

Sn−1

s
n−m
κ

(

sup
η

sp(r, η)

)

drdθ, νp(κ, r1) := νp(κ, 0, r1),(2.13)

νp(κ, r0, r1) :=

∫ r1

r0

∫

Sn−1

s
n−m
κ

(

inf
η
sp(r, η)

)

drdθ, νp(κ, r1) := νp(κ, 0, r1),(2.14)

νp(κ, r0, r1) :=

∫ r1

r0

∫

Sn−1

s
n−m
κ (sp(r, θ))drdθ, νp(κ, r1) := νp(κ, 0, r1)(2.15)

under sp(r1, θ) ≤ δκ for all θ ∈ Sn−1. Here

sp(r, θ) := Cp

∫ r

0

e−
2Vγ (t)

n−m dt

with θ = γ̇0, and φV (r) and φ
V
(r) are the functions defined in Remark 2.4. If φV is

rotationally symmetric around p, i.e., if there exists a C2-function ΦV on [0,+∞[ such

that φV (x) = ΦV (rp(x)), then sp(r, θ) is independent of θ ∈ Sn−1. The second one is for

νV (A) :=
∫

A
e−

2φV (x)

n−m µV (dx) =
∫

A
e−

n−m+2
n−m

φV (x)
m(dx) of the sets C(p, s0, s1) := {x ∈M |

s0 ≤ sp(x) ≤ s1} and Cs(p) := C(p, 0, s). The set C(p, s0, s1) also depends on sp and is

quite different from annuli. The comparison in this case will be in terms of the quantities

v(κ, s0, s1) :=

∫ s1

s0

∫

Sn−1

s
n−m
κ (s)dsdθ and v(κ, s1) := v(κ, 0, s1)(2.16)

under s1 ≤ δκ. When m ∈]−∞, 1] is an integer and κ is a constant, (2.16) is the volume

of annuli in the simply connected space form of constant curvature κ and dimension

n−m+ 1.

Theorem 2.13 (Bishop-Gromov Volume Comparison). Fix p ∈ M and R ∈]0,+∞].

Suppose that (M, g) is an n-dimensional complete smooth Riemannian manifold and a

C1-vector field V . Let κ : [0,+∞[→ R be a continuous function. Assume that (2.9) holds

for rp(x) < R with x ∈ (Cut(p) ∪ {p})c. Then we have the following:

(1) Suppose that 0 ≤ r0 < ra ≤ r1 and 0 ≤ r0 ≤ rb < r1. Then

µV (A(p, rb, r1))

µV (A(p, r0, ra))
≤ νp(κ, rb, r1)

νp(κ, r0, ra)
(2.17)

holds for r1 < R. Assume further that φV is rotationally symmetric around p.

Then

µV (A(p, rb, r1))

µV (A(p, r0, ra))
≤ νp(κ, rb, r1)

νp(κ, r0, ra)
(2.18)

holds for r1 < R, in particular, the function

]0, R[∋ r 7→ µV (Br(p))

νp(κ, r)
(2.19)

is non-increasing.
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(2) Suppose that 0 ≤ s0 < sa ≤ s1 and 0 ≤ s0 ≤ sb < s1. Then

νV (C(p, sb, s1))

νV (C(p, s0, sa))
≤ v(κ, sb, s1)

v(κ, s0, sa)
(2.20)

holds for s1 < S. In particular, the function

]0, S[∋ s 7→ νV (Cs(p))

v(κ, s)
(2.21)

is non-increasing. Here S = infθ∈Sn−1 sp(R, θ).

Remark 2.14. (2.19) (resp. (2.21)) may not be bounded as r → 0 (resp. s→ 0) unless

m = 1. Note that the Bishop type inequality holds for m = 1 (see [35, Corollary 4.6]).

Corollary 2.15. Fix p ∈M and R ∈]0,+∞]. Suppose that (M, g) is an n-dimensional

complete smooth Riemannian manifold and V is a C1-vector field. Assume that

Ricm,n(∆V )x(∇rp,∇rp) ≥ 0 for rp(x) < R with x /∈ Cut(p) ∪ {p}.

Then

µV (Br2(p))

µV (Br1(p))
≤ e2(φV (r1)−φ

V
(r2))

(

r2
r1

)n−m+1

for all 0 < r1 < r2 < R(2.22)

holds.

Theorem 2.16 (Ambrose-Myers’ Theorem). Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete

Riemannian manifold and V a C1-vector field. Fix p ∈ M . Assume that (M, g, V ) is

(V,m)-complete at p. Suppose that for every unit speed (local minimizing) geodesic γ with

γ0 = p, we have
∫ ∞

0

e
2Vγ (t)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V )(γ̇t, γ̇t)dt = +∞.(2.23)

Then M is compact.

Corollary 2.17. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and

V a C1-vector field. Fix p ∈ M . Assume Ricm,n(∆V ) ≥ 0 on M . Suppose that there

exists a non-negative measurable function f on [0,+∞[ satisfying
∫∞

0
f(s)ds < +∞ and

〈V,∇rp〉 ≥ −f(rp), and for every unit speed (local minimizing) geodesic γ with γ0 = p, we

have
∫ ∞

0

Ricm,n(∆V )(γ̇t, γ̇t)dt = +∞.(2.24)

Then M is compact.

Corollary 2.18. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and

V a C1-vector field. Fix p ∈ M and a constant κ > 0. Assume that (M, g, V ) is (V,m)-

complete at p. Suppose that for every unit speed (local minimizing) geodesic γ with γ0 = p,



10 K. KUWAE AND T. SHUKURI

we have

Ricm,n(∆V )(γ̇t, γ̇t) ≥ (n−m)κe−
4Vγ (t)

n−m C2
p .(2.25)

Then M is compact.

Remark 2.19. (1) Theorem 2.16 is a version of Ambrose’s Theorem ([1]). Here

Ambrose’s Theorem states that if for any (local minimizing) geodesic γ emanating

from a point p ∈M ,
∫ ∞

0

Ric(γ̇t, γ̇t)dt = +∞,

then M is compact. Cavalcante-Oliveira-Santos [10] also proved the following

different version of Ambrose’s Theorem (see [10, Theorem 2.1]): Suppose that

every (local minimizing) geodesic γ emanating from p satisfies
∫ ∞

0

Ricm,n(∆∇φ)(γ̇t, γ̇t)dt = +∞

under m > n for φ ∈ C2(M). Then M is compact. Tadano [31, Theorem 14]

extends [10, Theorem 2.1] for ∆V with modified m-Bakry-Émery Ricci tensor

Ricm,n(∆V ) underm > n. Our Theorem 2.16 is different from the above mentioned

results. Tadano [32, Theorem 25] also proves a version of Ambrose’s Theorem for

∆V with modified 1-Bakry-Émery Ricci tensor Ric1,n(∆V ) under the condition

Ric1,n(∆V ) > 0 and |V | ≤ ke−ℓrp for some k ≥ 0, ℓ > 0. So our condition in

Corollary 2.17 is milder than one in [32, Theorem 25].

In the following theorem and its corollary, we assume V = ∇φ for some φ ∈ C2(M)

and set Cp = exp
(

− 2φ(p)
n−m

)

for the definition of sp(x) with p being an arbitrary point.

As noted before, s(p, q) is symmetric for any p, q ∈M . Let h = e−
4φ

n−mg be the conformal

change of the metric g. Then s(p, q) is the smallest length in the h metric of a minimal

geodesic between p and q in the g metric. As such, d h(p, q) ≤ s(p, q) for any q ∈ M . So

Theorem 2.10 tells us that the diameter of the metric h is less than or equal to δκ. For

this conformal diameter estimate we also obtain the following rigidity characterization.

Theorem 2.20 (Cheng’s Maximal Diameter Theorem). Suppose that (M, g), n > 1,

is a complete Riemannian manifold and φ ∈ C2(M). Fix p, q ∈ M . Assume that δκ <

∞, κ is positive on ]0, δκ[, κ(s) = κ(δκ − s) for all s ∈ [0, δκ], and (2.9) holds for all

x ∈ (Cut(p) ∪ {p})c. We further assume that (2.9) by replacing p with q holds for all

x ∈ (Cut(q) ∪ {q})c. If d h(p, q) = δκ, then m = 1, φ is rotationally symmetric around p,

i.e., φ is a function depending only on radial r, and g is a warped product metric of the

form

g = dr2 + e
2φ(r)+2φ(0)

n−1 s
2
κ(s(r))gSn−1, 0 ≤ r ≤ d(p, q),

where s(r) =
∫ r

0
e−

2φ(t)
n−1 dt and s(d(p, q)) = δκ.
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Corollary 2.21. Suppose that (M, g), n > 1, is a complete Riemannian manifold and

φ ∈ C2(M). Fix p, q ∈ M . Assume that κ is a positive constant and (2.9) holds for all

x ∈ (Cut(p) ∪ {p})c. We further assume that (2.9) by replacing p with q holds for all

x ∈ (Cut(q)∪ {q})c. If d h(p, q) = π/
√
κ, then m = 1, φ is rotationally symmetric around

p, i.e., φ is a function depending only on radial r, and g is a warped product metric of

the form

g = dr2 + e
2φ(r)+2φ(0)

n−1 · sin2(
√
κ(s(r)))

κ
gSn−1 , 0 ≤ r ≤ d(p, q),

where s(r) =
∫ r

0
e−

2φ(t)
n−1 dt and s(d(p, q)) = π/

√
κ.

Theorem 2.22 (Cheeger-Gromoll Splitting Theorem). Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional

non-compact complete Riemannian manifold and V a C1-vector field. Suppose that (M, g, V )

is (V,m)-complete and M contains a line. Then under CD(0, m)-condition with m < 1,

M is isometric to R×N and V depends only on N .

Corollary 2.23. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional non-compact complete Riemannian

manifold and C1-vector field V . Suppose that Vγ ≤ 0 for any unit speed geodesic γ and M

contains a line. Then under CD(0, m)-condition with m < 1, we have that M is isometric

to R×N and V depends only on N .

Proof. If Vγ ≤ 0 for any unit speed geodesic γ, then (M, g, V ) is (V,m)-complete for

all m ≤ 1. So the assertion easily follows Theorem 2.22. �

Remark 2.24. Theorem 2.22 partially extends [34, Corollary 6.7] for a restricted case,

where CD(0, m)-condition for m < 1 and (V, 1)-completeness of (M, g, V ) are assumed for

the isometric splittingM = R×N . Note that the (V,m)-completeness does not necessarily

mean the (V, 1)-completeness, and it is weaker than (V, 1)-completeness if Vγ ≥ 0 for any

unit speed geodesic γ.

3. Proof of Theorem 2.5

Recall the V -Laplacian ∆V u := ∆u− 〈V,∇u〉. Letting λ(r, θ) = C−1
p e

2Vγ (r)

n−m ∆V rp(r, θ),

we find that λ satisfies the Riccati differential inequality in terms of the parameter s.

Lemma 3.1. Let γ be a unit speed minimal geodesic with γ0 = p and γ̇0 = θ. Let s be

the parameter ds = Cpe
−

2Vγ (r)

n−m dr. Then

dλ

ds
≤ − λ2

n−m
− C−2

p e
4Vγ (r)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V ) (γ̇r, γ̇r)(3.1)

in particular,

dλ

dr
≤ −Cpe

−
2Vγ (r)

n−m
λ2

n−m
− C−1

p e
2Vγ (r)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V ) (γ̇r, γ̇r)(3.2)

holds for x = (r, θ) /∈ Cut(p)∪{p}. Moreover, if equality is achieved at a point, then m = 1

and at that point ∇∇rp has at most one non-zero eigenvalue which is of multiplicity n−1.
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Proof. We modify the proof of the Laplacian comparison theorem on weighted com-

plete Riemannian manifolds with the CD(K, 1)-condition by Wylie and Yeroshkin [35].

The usual Bochner-Weitzenböck formula for functions says that for any u ∈ C3(M),

1

2
∆|∇u|2 = |∇2 u|2 + Ric(∇u,∇u) + 〈∇∆u,∇u〉.

The Bochner-Weitzenböck formula for the V -Laplacian and the m-Bakry-Émery Ricci

curvature is given by

1

2
∆V |∇u|2 = |∇2 u|2 + Ric∞,n(∆V )(∇u,∇u) + 〈∇∆V u,∇u〉

= |∇2 u|2 + Ricm,n(∆V )(∇u,∇u)−
V ∗ ⊗ V ∗

n−m
(∇u,∇u) + 〈∇∆V u,∇u〉.

Consider this equation with u = rp at an interior point of a minimizing geodesic (so that

rp is smooth in a neighborhood). Then |∇rp| = 1 in this neighborhood, so that the left

hand side is zero. Now we claim ∇∇rp∇rp = 0 i.e., ∇rp is a null vector for ∇∇rp. For this,

it suffices to show that for any smooth vector field X on M \ {p}

〈∇∇rp∇rp, X〉 = 0.(3.3)

This is true if X is parallel to ∇rp, because for f ∈ C∞(M \ {p})

〈∇∇rp
∇rp, f∇rp〉 = f〈∇∇rp

∇rp,∇rp〉 = f
1

2
(∇rp)|∇rp|2 = 0.

Moreover, (3.3) holds if X is vertical to ∇rp, because

〈∇∇rp∇rp, X〉 = 1

2
(∇rp)〈∇rp, X〉 = 1

2
(∇rp)0 = 0.

Hence ∇∇rp has at most n−1 non-zero eigenvalues and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

it holds on (Cut(p) ∪ {p})c that (see [35])

|Hess rp|2 = ‖∇∇rp‖2 ≥
(∆rp)

2

n− 1
.(3.4)

Now m ≤ 1. Hence

0 ≥ (∆rp)
2

n−m
+ Ricm,n(∆V ) (∇rp,∇rp)−

1

n−m
|〈V,∇rp〉|2 + 〈∇∆V rp,∇rp〉.(3.5)

This gives us the following inequality along γ,

d

dr
(∆V rp)(r, θ) ≤ − (∆rp(r, θ))

2

n−m
− Ricm,n(∆V ) (γ̇r, γ̇r) +

1

n−m
|〈V,∇rp〉(r, θ)|2.(3.6)
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From this, we have

dλ

ds
= C−1

p e
2Vγ (r)

n−m
dλ

dr

= C−2
p e

2Vγ (r)

n−m

{(

d

dr
e

2Vγ (r)

n−m

)

∆V rp(r, θ) + e
2Vγ (r)

n−m
d

dr
∆V rp(r, θ)

}

= C−2
p e

2Vγ (r)

n−m

{

e
2Vγ (r)

n−m
2

n−m
· ∂Vγ(r)

∂r
·∆V rp(r, θ) + e

2Vγ (r)

n−m
d

dr
∆V rp(r, θ)

}

= C−2
p e

4Vγ (r)

n−m

{

2

n−m
· ∂Vγ(r)

∂r
·∆V rp(r, θ) +

d

dr
∆V rp(r, θ)

}

≤
C−2

p

n−m
e

4Vγ (r)

n−m

{

2
∂Vγ(r)

∂r
∆V rp(r, θ)− (∆rp(r, θ))

2 + |〈V,∇rp〉(r, θ)|2
}

− C−2
p e

4Vγ (r)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V ) (γ̇r, γ̇r)

= −
C−2

p

n−m
e

4Vγ (r)

n−m (∆V rp(r, θ))
2 − C−2

p e
4Vγ (r)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V ) (γ̇r, γ̇r)

= − 1

n−m

(

C−1
p e

2Vγ (r)

n−m ∆V rp(r, θ)
)2

− C−2
p e

4Vγ (r)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V ) (γ̇r, γ̇r)

= − λ2

n−m
− C−2

p e
4Vγ (r)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V ) (γ̇r, γ̇r) .

Here we use (3.6) at the inequality above and use ∆V rp = ∆rp − 〈V,∇rp〉 in the next

equality. If the equality holds for (3.1) at some x = (r0, θ) /∈ Cut(p) ∪ {p}, then the

equality for (3.6) equivalently the equality for (3.5) at x /∈ Cut(p) ∪ {p} holds, i.e.,

0 =
(∆rp)

2

n−m
+ Ricm,n(∆V ) (∇rp,∇rp)−

1

n−m
|〈V,∇rp〉|2 + 〈∇∆V rp,∇rp〉

≥ (∆rp)
2

n− 1
+ Ricm,n(∆V ) (∇rp,∇rp)−

1

n−m
|〈V,∇rp〉|2 + 〈∇∆V rp,∇rp〉

holds at x /∈ Cut(p) ∪ {p}. This and m ≤ 1 yield

m− 1

(n−m)(n− 1)
(∆rp)

2(x) = 0.

Thus m = 1 or ∆rp(x) = 0. Since M has an upper bound κε > 0 of the sectional

curvature on some Bε(p) ⊂ Cut(p)c, the usual Laplacian comparison theorem tells us

that ∆rp(x) ≥ (n − 1)
√
κε cot(

√
κεrp(x)) > 0 for 0 < rp(x) < ε. Therefore we obtain

m = 1, in particular, the equality for (3.4) holds at x. This implies that ∇∇rp at x has at

most one non-zero eigenvalue of multiplicity n− 1. �

Let κ be a continuous function on [0,+∞[ with respect to the parameter s. Assuming

the curvature bound Ricm,n(∆V )x(∇rp,∇rp) ≥ (n−m)κ(sp(x))e
−

4φV (x)

n−m C2
p for sp(x) < S

with x /∈ Cut(p) ∪ {p}, we see Ricm,n(∆V )(γ̇r, γ̇r) ≥ (n − m)κ(s)e−
4Vγ (r)

n−m C2
p for s =
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s(r, θ) < S with 0 < r < d(p,Cut(p)). From (3.1) we have the usual Riccati inequality

−dλ

ds
(s) ≥ (n−m)κ(s) +

λ(s)2

n−m
for s ∈]0, S[(3.7)

with the caveat that it is in terms of the parameter s instead of r. This gives us the

following comparison estimate.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold

and V a C1-vector field. Fix R ∈]0,+∞[ and x, p ∈ M . Assume that (2.9) holds for

rp(x) < R with x /∈ (Cut(p) ∪ {p}). Let γ, s, and λ be defined to be as in Lemma 3.1.

Then

λ(r, θ) ≤ mκ(s)(3.8)

holds for r < R, s < δκ and x = (r, θ) /∈ Cut(p) ∪ {p}. Here

s = sp(r) = Cp

∫ r

0

exp

(

− 2φV (γt)

n−m

)

dt.

Suppose further that the equality in (3.8) holds for some r0 < R with s0 := s(r0) < δκ.

We choose an orthonormal basis {ei}ni=1 of TpM with en = γ̇0. Let {Yi}n−1
i=1 be the Jacobi

fields along γ with Yi(0) = op and Y ′
i (0) = ei. Then we have m = 1, and at x = (r, θ)

with r ≤ r0, ∇∇rp has at most one non-zero eigenvalue which is of multiplicity n− 1, and

for all r ∈]0, r0] we have

Ric1,n(∆V )(γ̇r, γ̇r) = (n− 1)κ(sp(γr))e
−

4Vγ (r)

n−1 C2
p .(3.9)

Moreover, for all i we have Yi(r) = C−1
p Fκ(r)Ei(r) for r ∈ [0, r0], where

Fκ(r) := exp

(

Vγ(r)

n− 1

)

sκ(sp(γr)),(3.10)

and {Ei(r)}n−1
i=1 are the parallel vector fields with Ei(0) = ei. Consequently,

gγr = dr2 + C−2
p e

2Vγ (r)

n−1 s
2
κ(sp(γr))gSn−1.(3.11)

Here gSn−1 is the standard metric on the sphere S
n−1.

Proof. Set S := sp(R). Then r < R implies s < S. Since ∆rp(r, θ) → +∞ as r → 0,

we see λ(r, θ) → +∞ as r → 0 or s → 0. We set β(s) := s
2
κ(s)(λ − mκ(s)). Then, by
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(2.8) and (3.7), for s < S

β ′(s) = 2s′κ(s)sκ(s)(λ−mκ(s)) + s
2
κ(s)

(

dλ

ds
−m′

κ(s)

)

= 2s2κ(s) cotκ(s)(λ−mκ(s)) + s
2
κ(s)

(

dλ

ds
+ (n−m)κ(s) +

m2
κ(s)

n−m

)

≤ s
2
κ(s)

n−m

(

2mκ(s)λ− 2m2
κ(s)

)

+
s
2
κ(s)

n−m

(

m2
κ(s)− λ2

)

= − s
2
κ(s)

n−m
(λ−mκ(s))

2 ≤ 0.

We note here that (3.7) is derived from (2.9). If we show β(0) = 0, then β(s) ≤ β(0) = 0.

For this, it suffices to prove that s(λ −mκ(s)) is upper bounded as s → 0. We already

know that lims→0 smκ(s) = n − m and the ratio s/r = sp(r)/r converges to Cp as

r → 0. So it suffices to prove limr→0 rλ(r, θ) = C−1
p (n − 1) as r → 0, equivalently

limr→0 r∆rp(r, θ) = n − 1, because limr→0 r〈V,∇rp〉(r, θ) = 0. In view of the usual

Laplacian comparison theorem for the Laplace-Bertrami operator ∆ under the upper

(resp. lower) bound Kε (resp. κε) of sectional curvature on Bε(p), we see (n−1) cotKε
(r) ≤

∆rp(r, θ) ≤ (n− 1) cotκε
(r) on Bε(p). This implies the desired assertion. Next we assume

that the equality in (3.8) holds for some r0 < R, i.e., λ(r0, θ) = (n−m) cotκ(s0) for r0 < R

with s0 = s(r0). This implies 0 = β(s0) ≤ β(s) ≤ β(0) = 0, hence λ(r) = mκ(s) for all

s ∈ [0, s0]. From this,

dλ

ds
(s0) =

dmκ

ds
(s0).

In particular, we have at r0

dλ

ds
≤ − λ(r)2

n−m
− C−2

p e
4Vγ (r)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V )(γ̇r, γ̇r)

≤ − λ(r)2

n−m
− (n−m)κ(s) = −mκ(s)

2

n−m
− (n−m)κ(s) =

dλ

ds
.(3.12)

Then the equality holds in (3.1) at x = (r0, θ). So we have m = 1 by Lemma 3.1.

We can conclude β(s) ≡ 0 on [0, s0] from β(0) = β(s0) = 0 and β ′(s) ≤ 0 so that

λ(r, θ) = (n − 1) cotκ(s) for s ∈]0, s0]. We then see the equality (3.12) at any r ∈]0, r0],
hence (3.9) holds at any r ∈]0, r0].

Finally we prove (3.11) at any r ∈]0, r0] under λ(r0) = (n − m) cotκ(s0). Hereafter,

we assume r ∈]0, r0]. By Lemma 3.1, at x = (r, θ), ∇∇rp has a non-zero eigenvalue A(r)

which is of n− 1 multiplicity. Then we have

λ(r, θ) = C−1
p e

2Vγ (r)

n−1 (∆rp(r, θ)− 〈V,∇rp〉(r, θ))

= C−1
p e

2Vγ (r)

n−1 ((n− 1)A(r)− 〈V,∇rp〉(r, θ)) = (n− 1) cotκ(s),
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where we use the equality (3.8) at any r ∈]0, r0]. So we have A(r) = Cpe
−

2Vγ (r)

n−1 cotκ(s) +
〈V,∇rp〉(r,θ)

n−1
= (n − 1)−1∆rp(γr). The radial curvature equation (see [26, Theorem 2 in

pp. 44]) tells us that

R(Ei, γ̇r)γ̇r = −(A′(r) + A(r)2)Ei.(3.13)

Combining Bochner-Weitzenböck formula with (3.9), we have

A′(r) + A(r)2 =
V ′′
γ (r)

n− 1
+

(

V ′
γ(r)

n− 1

)2

− κ(sp(γr))e
−

4Vγ (r)

n−1 C2
p =

F ′′
κ (r)

Fκ(r)
.(3.14)

Since Fκ(0) = 0 and F ′
κ(0) = Cp, we obtain

Yi(r) = C−1
p Fκ(r)Ei(r) = C−1

p e
Vγ (r)

n−1 sκ(sp(γr))Ei(r).

This proves the desired conclusion. �

Corollary 3.3. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and

V a C1-vector field. Fix p ∈ M and R ∈]0,+∞[. Assume that (2.9) holds for rp(x) < R

with x /∈ Cut(p) ∪ {p}. Then sp(x) < δκ.

Proof. We may assume δκ <∞. Take x ∈ BR(p) with x /∈ Cut(p)∪{p}. Let x = (r, θ)

be the polar coordinate expression around p and set s := sp(r) = Cp

∫ r

0
exp

(

−2φV (γt)
n−m

)

dt

and S = sp(R), where γ is a unit speed geodesic with γ0 = p and γ̇0 = θ. We see sp(x) < S.

Assume S > δκ. Then there exists r0 ∈]0, R[ such that δκ = Cp

∫ r0

0
exp

(

−2Vγ(t)

n−m

)

dt. By

(3.8), λ(r, θ) ≤ (n−m) cotκ(s) holds for s < δκ. Since r ↑ r0 is equivalent to s = s(r) ↑ δκ,
we have

λ(r0, θ) = lim
r↑r0

λ(r, θ) ≤ lim
r↑r0

(n−m) cotκ(s(r)) = −∞.

This contradicts the well-definedness of λ(r, θ) = C−1
p

(

e
2φV
n−m∆V rp

)

(r, θ) for r ∈]0, R[.
Therefore S ≤ δκ under δκ <∞ and we obtain the conclusion sp(x) < S ≤ δκ. �

Let p ∈ M and let (r, θ), r > 0, θ ∈ Sn−1 be exponential polar coordinates (for the

metric g) around p which are defined on a maximal star shaped domain in TpM called

the segment domain. Write the volume element dm = J(r, θ)dr ∧ dθ.

Let sp(·) be the re-parametrized distance function defined above. Inside the segment

domain, sp has the simple formula

sp(r, θ) = Cp

∫ r

0

e−
2φV (t,θ)

n−m dt.

Therefore, sp is a smooth function in the segment domain with the property that ∂s
∂r

=

Cpe
−

2φV (r,θ)

n−m . We can then also take (s, θ) to be coordinates which are also valid for the

entire segment theorem. We can not control the derivative of s in directions tangent to
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the sphere, so the new (s, θ) coordinates are not orthogonal as in the case for geodesic

polar coordinates. However, this is not the issue when we computing volumes as

e−
2φV
n−m dµV = e−

n−m+2
n−m

φV J(r, θ)dr ∧ dθ

= C−1
p e−φV J(r, θ)ds ∧ dθ.

(3.15)

Here dµV = e−φV dm. We denote the derivative in the radial direction in terms of this

parameter by d
ds
. In geodesic polar coordinates d

ds
has the expression d

ds
= C−1

p e
2φV (r,θ)

n−m ∂
∂r
.

Note that it is not the same as ∂
∂s

in (s, θ) coordinates.

Proof of Theorem 2.5. The implication (2.9)=⇒(2.10) forR <∞ follows from Lemma 3.2,

because rp is smooth on M \ (Cut(p)∪{p}). The implication (2.9)=⇒(2.10) for R = +∞
follows from it. �

4. Proofs of Theorem 2.10 and Corollary 2.11

Proof Theorem 2.10. Suppose that there exist points p, q ∈ M such that s(p, q) > δκ.

Since Cut(p) is closed and measure zero, we may assume q /∈ Cut(p). By Lemma 3.2,

along minimal geodesic from p to q, λ(r, θ) ≤ mκ(s). However, as s→ δκ, mκ(s) → −∞.

This implies ∆rp(x) → −∞ as s(p, x) → δκ. This contradicts that rp is smooth in a

neighborhood of q. The final assertion follows Remark 2.4. �

Proof of Corollary 2.11. Suppose that supq∈M d(p, q) = +∞. Then there exists a sequence

{qi} in M such that d(p, qi) → +∞ as i → +∞. By Lemma 2.3, s(p, qi) → +∞ as

k → +∞, which contradicts supq∈M s(p, q) ≤ δκ. Therefore, supq∈M d(p, q) < ∞, hence

M is compact. �

5. Proof of Theorem 2.13

Recall that for a Riemannian manifold d
dr

log J(r, θ) = ∆rp(r, θ), where ∆rp is the

standard Laplacian acting on the distance function rp from the point p. (3.15) indicates

we should consider the quantity

d

ds
log(e−Vγ(r)J(r, θ)) = C−1

p e
2Vγ (r)

n−m (∆rp(r, θ)− 〈Vγr , γ̇r〉) = C−1
p e

2Vγ (r)

n−m ∆V rp(r, θ).(5.1)

Lemma 5.1 (Volume Element Comparison). Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete

Riemannian manifold and V a C1-vector field. Fix p ∈M and R ∈]0,+∞]. Assume that

(2.9) holds for rp(x) < R with x /∈ Cut(p)∪ {p}. Let J be the volume element in geodesic

polar coordinates around p ∈ M and set JV (r, θ) := e−Vγ(r)J(r, θ). Then for r0 < r1 < R

with r1 < cut(θ),

JV (r1, θ)

JV (r0, θ)
≤ sκ(sp(r1, θ))

n−m

sκ(sp(r0, θ))n−m
.(5.2)

Here cut(θ) is the distance from p to the cut point along the geodesic with γ(0) = p and

γ̇(0) = θ.
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Proof. Recall s = sp(r) = sp(r, θ) = Cp

∫ r

0
exp

(

− 2Vγ(t)

n−m

)

dt and γ is the unit speed

geodesic from p with γ̇0 = θ. First note that the right hand side of (5.2) is meaningful for

r0 < r1 < R. Indeed, if R < +∞, sp(r0, θ) < sp(r1, θ) < δκ by Corollary 3.3. If R = +∞,

we can take R0 ∈]r1,+∞[ so that (2.9) holds for rp(x) < R0, hence sp(r0, θ) < sp(r1, θ) <

δκ by Corollary 3.3. From Lemma 3.2 and (5.1) we have that

d

ds
log JV (r, θ) = C−1

p e
2φV
n−m ∆V rp(r, θ) ≤ (n−m) cotκ(s) =

d

ds
log(sκ(s)

n−m)(5.3)

for r ∈]0, R ∧ cut(θ)[. Integrating (5.3) between any s0 < s1 with si = sp(ri, θ) and

ri ∈]0, R ∧ cut(θ)[ (i = 0, 1) gives

log

(

JV (r1, θ)

JV (r0, θ)

)

≤ log

(

sκ(s1)
n−m

sκ(s0)n−m

)

implies
JV (r1, θ)

JV (r0, θ)
≤ sκ(s1)

n−m

sκ(s0)n−m

for all r0 < r1 < R ∧ cut(θ). Note that since ds is an orientation preserving change

of variables along the geodesic γ, the quantity is also non-increasing in terms of the

parameter r ∈]0, R ∧ cut(θ)[. �

Proof of Theorem 2.13. By Lemma 5.1, for all r1, r2 > 0 with r1 < r2 < R and r2 < cut(θ)

JV (r2, θ)

JV (r1, θ)
≤ s

n−m
κ (sp(r2, θ))

s
n−m
κ (sp(r1, θ))

≤
s
n−m
κ

(

supη∈Sn−1 sp(r2, η)
)

s
n−m
κ (infη∈Sn−1 sp(r1, η))

.

So for 0 ≤ ra < rb ≤ rd, 0 ≤ ra ≤ rc < rd and rd < R, we have following inequality

∫ cut(θ)∧rd
cut(θ)∧rc

JV (r2, θ)dr2
∫ cut(θ)∧rb
cut(θ)∧ra

JV (r1, θ)dr1
≤

∫ cut(θ)∧rd
cut(θ)∧rc

s
n−m
κ (sp(r2, θ))dr2

∫ cut(θ)∧rb
cut(θ)∧ra

s
n−m
κ (sp(r1, θ))dr1

≤
∫ rd
rc

s
n−m
κ

(

supη∈Sn−1 sp(r2, η)
)

dr2
∫ rb
ra

s
n−m
κ (infη∈Sn−1 sp(r1, η)) dr1

under ra = rc or rb = rd by use of [36, Lemma 3.1] (cf. [36, Proof of Theorem 3.2]). From

this, we can deduce that

∫

Sn−1

∫ cut(θ)∧rd
cut(θ)∧rc

JV (r2, θ)dr2dθ
∫

Sn−1

∫ cut(θ)∧rb
cut(θ)∧ra

JV (r1, θ)dr1dθ
≤

∫

Sn−1

∫ rd
rc

s
n−m
κ

(

supη∈Sn−1 sp(r2, η)
)

dr2dθ
∫

Sn−1

∫ rb
ra

s
n−m
κ (infη∈Sn−1 sp(r1, η)) dr1dθ

holds for general 0 ≤ ra < rb ≤ rd, 0 ≤ ra ≤ rc < rd and rd < R. This implies that (2.17)

holds for r1 < R. If φ is rotationally symmetric around p, sp(r, θ) can be written as sp(r)

and one can derive

∫

Sn−1

∫ cut(θ)∧rd
cut(θ)∧rc

JV (r2, θ)dr2dθ
∫

Sn−1

∫ cut(θ)∧rb
cut(θ)∧ra

JV (r1, θ)dr1dθ
≤

∫

Sn−1

∫ rd
rc

s
n−m
κ (sp(r2))dr2dθ

∫

Sn−1

∫ rb
ra

s
n−m
κ (sp(r1))dr1dθ

.
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This implies that (2.18) holds for r1 < R. Similarly, in the modified coordinates (s, θ),

we set

cuts(θ) :=

∫ cut(θ)

0

e−
2Vγ (t)

n−m dt,

where γ is the unit speed geodesic with γ0 = p and γ̇0 = θ. Then we have

νV (C(p, s0, s1)) =

∫

Sn−1

∫ cuts(θ)∧s1

cuts(θ)∧s0

JV (r(s, θ), θ)dsdθ,

and

v(κ, s0, s1) =

∫

Sn−1

∫ s1

s0

s
n−m
κ (s)dsdθ = ωn−1

∫ s1

s0

s
n−m
κ (s)ds.

Therefore, (2) follows. Here r(s, θ) := C−1
p

∫ s

0
exp

(

2Vγ(f−1(u))
n−m

)

du with f(r) := sp(r, θ).

Note that s1 < δκ always holds under the condition. Indeed, s1 < S implies s1 < δκ under

R < +∞ by Corollary 3.3. When R = +∞, for any θ ∈ Sn−1 there exists R0 ∈]0,+∞[

depending on θ such that s1 < s(R0, θ). Then applying Corollary 3.3 for R0 < ∞,

r1 := r(s1, θ) < r(s(R0, θ), θ) = R0 implies s1 = s(r(s1, θ), θ) < δκ, where we use (2.9)

holds for rp(x) < R0. �

Proof of Corollary 2.15. By Theorem 2.13(1), for 0 < r1 < r2 < R

µV (Br2(p))

µV (Br1(p))
≤

∫ r2

0

(

Cpe
−

2φ
V

(r)

n−m r

)n−m

dr

∫ r1

0

(

Cpe
−

2φV (r)

n−m r

)n−m

dr

≤ e2(φV (r1)−φ
V
(r2))

∫ r2

0
rn−mdr

∫ r1

0
rn−mdr

= e2(φV (r1)−φ
V
(r2))

(

r2
r1

)n−m+1

.

�

6. Proofs of Theorem 2.16, Corollaries 2.17 and 2.18

Proof of Theorem 2.16. Suppose that M is non-compact. Then there exists a unit speed

geodesic γ with γ0 = p satisfying (2.23). Note that the function λ(t) is smooth for all

t > 0 along γ. By (3.2), we have

λ(t)− λ(1) +
Cp

n−m

∫ t

1

e−
2Vγ (r)

n−m λ(r)2dr ≤ −C−1
p

∫ t

1

e
2Vγ (r)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V )(γ̇r, γ̇r)dr.

Hence

lim
t→+∞

(

λ(t) +
Cp

n−m

∫ t

1

e−
2Vγ (r)

n−m λ(r)2dr

)

= −∞.(6.1)
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In particular, limt→+∞ λ(t) = −∞. Next we prove that there exists a finite number T > 0

such that limt→T− λ(t) = −∞, which contradicts the smoothness of λ(r). By (6.1), given

C > n−m there exists t0 > 1 such that

−λ(t0)−
Cp

n−m

∫ t0

1

e−
2Vγ (r)

n−m λ(r)2dr ≥ C

n−m
.

Since

lim
t→+∞

∫ t

1

e
2Vγ (r)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V )(γ̇r, γ̇r)dr = +∞,

there exists t1 ∈]t0,+∞[ such that
∫ t

t0
e

2Vγ (r)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V )(γ̇r, γ̇r)dr ≥ 0 for all t ≥ t1. Let

ψ(t) be the function defined by

ψ(t) := −λ(t)− Cp

n−m

∫ t

1

e−
2Vγ (r)

n−m λ(r)2dr − C−1
p

∫ t

1

e
2Vγ (r)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V )(γ̇r, γ̇r)dr.

(6.2)

Then we see ψ′(t) ≥ 0 by (3.2). Hence ψ(t) ≥ ψ(t0) for t ≥ t1 > t0. This implies that

−λ(t)− Cp

n−m

∫ t

1

e−
2Vγ (r)

n−m λ(r)2dr ≥ C

n−m
> 1(6.3)

holds for all t ≥ t1. Let us consider the sequence {tℓ} defined inductively by

Cp

∫ tℓ+1

tℓ

e−
2Vγ (r)

n−m dr = (n−m)

(

n−m

C

)ℓ−1

for ℓ ≥ 1.

The existence of such sequence is guaranteed by the (V,m)-completeness of (M, g, V ) at

p. Let T be the increasing limit of {tℓ}. Then we see

Cp

∫ T

t1

e−
2Vγ (r)

n−m dr =
C(n−m)

C − n+m
.

In view of the (V,m)-completeness of (M, g, V ) at p, we have
∫ ∞

1

e−
2Vγ (r)

n−m dr = +∞.

Thus we obtain T < ∞. Finally we claim that for given ℓ ∈ N, −λ(t) ≥
(

C
n−m

)ℓ
for all

t ≥ tℓ. This is true for ℓ = 1 by (6.3). Suppose that −λ(r) ≥
(

C
n−m

)ℓ
for all r ≥ tℓ and

fix t ≥ tℓ+1. Then using inequality (6.3) again,

−λ(t) ≥ C

n−m
+

Cp

n−m

∫ tℓ

1

e−
2Vγ (r)

n−m λ(r)2dr +
Cp

n−m

∫ tℓ+1

tℓ

e−
2Vγ (r)

n−m λ(r)2dr

≥ Cp

n−m

∫ tℓ+1

tℓ

e−
2Vγ (r)

n−m λ(r)2dr

≥ C2ℓ

(n−m)2ℓ
· (n−m)ℓ−1

Cℓ−1
=

(

C

n−m

)ℓ+1

.
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Therefore we prove the claim. In particular, limt→T− λ(t) = −∞ which is the desired

contradiction. �

Proof of Corollary 2.17. Suppose that there exists a non-negative integrable function f on

[0,+∞[ satisfying 〈V,∇rp〉 ≥ −f(rp). Then Vγ(r) ≥ −
∫ r

0
f(s)ds ≥ −

∫∞

0
f(s)ds > −∞

and Ricm,n(∆V ) ≥ 0 imply
∫ ∞

0

e
2Vγ (t)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V )(γ̇t, γ̇t)dt

≥ exp

(

− 2

n−m

∫ ∞

0

f(s)ds

)
∫ ∞

0

Ricm,n(∆V )(γ̇t, γ̇t)dt = +∞.

This yields the conclusion by Theorem 2.16. �

Proof of Corollary 2.18. Suppose that (2.25) holds for every unit speed geodesic γ ema-

nating from p. The (V,m)-completeness of (M, g, V ) at p implies
∫ ∞

0

e−
2Vγ (t)

n−m dt = +∞.

Then we have
∫ ∞

0

e
2Vγ (t)

n−m Ricm,n(∆V )(γ̇t, γ̇t)dt ≥ (n−m)κC2
p

∫ ∞

0

e−
2Vγ (t)

n−m dt = +∞.

This yields the conclusion by Theorem 2.16. �

7. Proof of Theorem 2.20

For the proof of Theorem 2.20, we need the following lemma on the solution of Jacobi

equation.

Lemma 7.1. Let κ : [0,∞[→ R be a continuous function and sκ the unique solution

of the Jacobi equation s
′′
κ(s) + κ(s)sκ(s) = 0 with sκ(0) = 0 and s

′
κ(0) = 1, and δκ :=

inf{s > 0 | sκ(s) = 0} the first zero point of sκ. Assume that δκ <∞ and κ(s) = κ(δκ−s)
holds for all s ∈ [0, δκ]. Then s

′
κ(δκ) = −1, s′κ(δκ/2) = 0 and sκ(s) = sκ(δκ − s) for all

s ∈ [0, δκ].

Proof. Set sκ(s) := sκ(δκ − s) for s ∈ [0, δκ]. Then this satisfies s′′κ(s) + κ(s)sκ(s) = 0

and sκ(0) = 0 and s
′
κ(0) = −s

′
κ(δκ). If we prove s

′
κ(0) = 1, i.e., s′κ(δκ) = −1, then the

uniqueness of the solution implies the assertion.

Note that sκ(s) := sκ(s)/s
′
κ(0) = −sκ(δκ − s)/s′κ(δκ) also satisfies the Jacobi equation

with sκ(0) = 0 and s′κ(0) = 1. Then the uniqueness implies sκ(s) = sκ(s), that is,

sκ(δκ − s) = −s
′
κ(δκ)sκ(s) for s ∈ [0, δκ], in particular, sκ(δκ/2) = −s

′
κ(δκ)sκ(δκ/2).

Therefore, s′κ(δκ) = −1 by sκ(δκ/2) > 0. The proof of s′κ(δκ/2) = 0 is easy from s
′
κ(s) =

−s
′
κ(δκ − s) for s ∈ [0, δκ]. �
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Hereafter, we assume V = ∇φ for some φ ∈ C2(M) and set Cp := exp
(

− 2φ(p)
n−m

)

for

the definition of sp(x) with p being an arbitrary point. We now consider the conformal

metric h = e−
4φ

n−m g.

Lemma 7.2. Fix p ∈ M . Suppose that there exists a point q ∈ M such that s(p, q) =

d h(p, q) and let γ be the minimal unit speed g-geodesic from p and q such that s(p, q) =
∫ d(p,q)

0
e−2

φ(γt)
n−m dt. Then ∇φ is parallel to γ̇ (not parallel along γ). Moreover if s(p, x) =

d h(p, x) holds for any x ∈M , then φ is rotationally symmetric around p.

Proof. Since t < d(p, q) implies γt /∈ Cut(p), we have s(p, q) =
∫ d(p,q)

0
e−2

φ(γt)
n−m dt =

Lh(γ). Combining this with s(p, q) = d h(p, q) we get d h(p, q) = Lh(γ). Then γ is a

minimal geodesic in the h metric. In particular, ∇h
dγ
ds

dγ
ds

= 0. Applying the formula for

connection of h in terms of g, we have

0 = ∇h
dγ
ds

dγ

ds

= ∇g
dγ
ds

dγ

ds
− 4

n−m

〈

dγ

ds
,∇φ

〉

dγ

ds
+

2

n−m

〈

dγ

ds
,
dγ

ds

〉

∇φ

=
2e

4φ(γr)
n−m

n−m
(−〈γ̇r,∇φ〉γ̇r +∇φ) .

Then we obtain that ∇φ = 〈∇φ, γ̇r〉γ̇r, i.e., ∇φ is parallel to γ̇. Suppose further that

s(p, x) = d h(p, x) for any x ∈ M . Let x1, x2 ∈ M be the points in the sphere ∂Br(p) for

r > 0 and c : [0, 1] → ∂Br(p) a curve on ∂Br(p) joining c(0) = x1 and c(1) = x2. Then we

see 〈∇φ, ċt〉 = 0, because ∇φ is parallel to γ̇, where γ is the g-geodesic from p to a point

in Im(c). Hence φ(x2)− φ(x1) =
∫ 1

0
〈∇φ, ċt〉dt = 0. �

Here we encounter that s does not necessarily satisfy the triangle inequality. To get

around this difficulty we utilize again the conformal metric h.

From d h(p, x) ≤ s(p, x) and the triangle inequality for the h-metric we have

s(p, x) + s(q, x) ≥ d h(p, x) + d h(q, x) ≥ d h(p, q).

Proof of Theorem 2.20. First note that sκ(s) = sκ(δκ−s) holds for s ∈ [0, δκ] by Lemma 7.1.

In particular, we have cotκ(s) = − cotκ(δκ − s) for all s ∈ [0, δκ]. Let rp and rq be the

distance functions to p and q respectively. Then by Theorem 2.5, we have

∆∇φ(rp + rq)(x) ≤ (n−m)e−
2φ(x)
n−m (cotκ(sp(x)) + cotκ(sq(x)))

holds in the barrier sense. We also have sp(x) + sq(x) ≥ d h(p, q) = δκ, so that

cotκ (sq(x)) ≤ cotκ (δκ − sp(x)) = − cotκ (sp(x)) .

Thus, ∆∇φ(rp + rq) ≤ 0 holds in the barrier sense. Note that infM(rp + rq) attains

its minimum at a point of minimal geodesic joining p and q. Then one can apply the

strong minimum principle for superharmonic functions in the barrier sense (see [9, 11]
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for the strong maximum principle for subharmonic functions in the barrier sense) so that

rp(x) + rq(x) = d(p, q) for all x ∈ M and all geodesics starting point at p in M are

minimizing and end at q. In particular, we have ∆∇φ(rp + rq) = 0 in the classical sense.

Therefore, we have

cotκ(sp(x)) = cotκ(δκ − sq(x)) for all x ∈ M.

Since s 7→ cotκ(s) is strictly decreasing, we have sp(x) + sq(x) = δκ. Hence sp(x) +

sq(x) = d h(p, q) = s(p, q) = δκ by d h(p, q) ≤ s(p, q) ≤ δκ (see Theorem 2.10). We can

apply the similar argument so that d h
p (x) + d h

q (x) = d h(p, q) = s(p, q) = δκ. Hence

0 ≤ sp(x) − d h
p (x) = d h

q (x) − sq(x) ≤ 0 implies sp(x) = d h
p (x). Taking x /∈ Cut(p), we

see that there exists a unique minimal unit speed geodesic γ with γ0 = p and γrp(x) = x

satisfying sp(x) =
∫ rp(x)

0
e−

2φ(γt)
n−m dt. Applying this with Lemma 7.2, φ is rotationally

symmetric around p. Secondly, we can deduce that

∆∇φrp(x) = (n−m)e−
2φ(x)
n−m cotκ(sp(x)),(7.1)

∆∇φrq(x) = (n−m)e−
2φ(x)
n−m cotκ(sq(x))(7.2)

hold in the barrier sense respectively. Consequently, (7.1) (resp. (7.2)) holds for x ∈
(Cut(p)∪ {p})c (resp. x ∈ (Cut(q)∪ {q})c). Let η be a minimal unit speed geodesic from

p to q with η̇0 = θ. Applying Lemma 3.2 to (7.1), we obtain m = 1 and the expression of

a metric of the form

gηr = dr2 + e
2(φ(r)+φ(0))

n−1 s
2
κ(s(r))g Sn−1, 0 ≤ r ≤ d(p, q)

with s(r) =
∫ r

0
e−

2φ(t)
n−1 dt and s(d(p, q)) = δκ. This implies the conclusion. �

8. Proof of Theorem 2.22

Let γ be a ray in M , i.e. a unit speed geodesic defined on [0,+∞[ such that d(γt, γs) =

|s− t| for any s, t ≥ 0. The Busemann function bγ :M → R for a ray γ is defined by

bγ(x) := lim
t→+∞

(t− d(x, γt)) , x ∈M.

It follows from the triangle inequality that t 7→ d(x, γt) is monotonically non-decreasing

in t, so that the above limit exists. Moreover, it is well-known that bγ is a 1-Lipschitz

function. See e.g. [28].

Lemma 8.1. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and V a

C1-vector field. Fix a point p ∈ M . Suppose that (2.9) holds for any x ∈ M with κ ≡ 0.

Let q ∈ M be a point such that rp is smooth at q, and let γ be the unique unit speed

minimal geodesic from p to q. Then we have

(∆V rp)(q) ≤
n−m

exp
(

2Vγ(rp(q))

n−m

)

∫ rp(q)

0
exp

(

−2Vγ (s)

n−m

)

ds
.(8.1)
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Proof. Applying the Riccati inequality (3.2) along γ under (2.9) with κ ≡ 0, we see

1

λ(r)2
dλ

dr
(r) ≤ − Cp

n−m
e−

2Vγ (r)

n−m .

Integrating this from ε > 0 to rp(q) and letting ε → 0, we have from limε→0 λ(ε) = +∞
that

λ(rp(q)) = C−1
p e

2Vγ (rp(q))

n−m (∆V rp)(q) ≤
n−m

Cp

∫ rp(q)

0
e−

2Vγ (r)

n−m dr
.

This implies the conclusion. �

Lemma 8.2. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and V a

C1-vector field. Suppose that (M, g, V ) is (V,m)-complete. Suppose that (2.11) holds for

any p, x ∈ M with κ = 0. Then the Busemann function bγ for any ray γ in M is an

∆V -subharmonic function in the barrier sense, i.e., for each p ∈M and any ε > 0, there

exists a smooth function bp,ε defined on a neighborhood Uε(p) at p such that bp,ε(p) = bγ(p),

bp,ε ≤ bγ on Uε(p), and ∆V bp,ε(p) ≥ −ε.

Proof. Fix p ∈ M and a ray γ in M . Take any sequence {tk} satisfying limk→∞ tk =

+∞. Let ηtk be a minimal g-geodesic joining p and γtk . As stated in [11], there exists a

subsequence of tk such that the initial vector η̇tk(0) converges to some unit vector u ∈ TpM .

Let η be the ray emanating from p and generated by u. Then p does not belong to the

cut-locus of η(r), hence η(r) /∈ Cut(p) for any r > 0. So brγ(x) := r − d(x, η(r)) + bγ(p) is

smooth around p and satisfies brγ ≤ bγ with brγ(p) = bγ(p). By (8.1), we see that for the

unique unit speed geodesic γ from η(r) to p

∆V b
r
γ(p) = −∆V rη(r)(p) ≥ − n−m

exp
(

2Vγ(d(η(r),p))

n−m

)

∫ d(η(r),p)

0
exp

(

−2Vγ(t)

n−m

)

dt
.(8.2)

Note that η(r) = γd(p,η(r))−r for r ∈ [0, d(p, η(r))]. Then (8.2) becomes

∆V b
r
γ(p) = −∆V rη(r)(p) ≥ − n−m

∫ d(p,η(r))

0
exp

(

−2Vη(u)
n−m

)

du
.(8.3)

Since (M, g, V ) is (V,m)-complete, we can construct the desired support function. �

Proof of Theorem 2.22. Let γ :] − ∞,+∞[→ M be a line (i.e., d(γt, γs) = |s − t| for
s, t ∈ R) and γ+, γ− rays defined by γ+t := γt and γ−t := γ−t (t ≥ 0). Let b+, b−

be the Busemann function associated to γ+, γ−, respectively. Then, under the (V,m)-

completeness of (M, g, V ), b+ and b− are continuous ∆V -subharmonic functions on M in

the barrier sense by Lemma 8.2. Since γ is a line, for each x ∈M , we have

b+(x) + b−(x) = lim
t→+∞

(2t− d(x, γt)− d(x, γ−t)) ≤ 0

and b+ + b− = 0 on γ. In view of the strong maximum principle for ∆V -subharmonic

functions in the barrier sense (see [9, 11] and [12, Lemma 2.4]), we have b+ + b− = 0 on
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M . In particular, b+ and b− are continuous ∆V -harmonic functions in the barrier sense.

Since |∇rp| = 1 on (Cut(p) ∪ {p})c, we have |∇b+| = |∇b−| = 1 on M . Moreover, let

h± be the smooth ∆V -harmonic function on an open ball B such that b± = h± on ∂B.

Applying the weak maximum principle to the ∆V -harmonic function b±−h± on B in the

barrier sense, we can deduce b± ≤ h± on B, hence 0 = b+ + b− ≤ h+ + h−. Applying

the strong maximum principle again to the smooth ∆V -harmonic function h+ + h− on

B, we have h+ + h− ≡ 0 on B. Thus, we can get 0 ≥ b+ − h+ = −(b− − h−) ≥ 0 on

B, hence b± = h± on B. Therefore, b± is smooth on any ball B, hence on M . Applying

[34, Lemma 6.5] to the smooth ∆V -harmonic function bγ± and |∇bγ± | = 1 on M , we can

deduce that Ric1,n(∆V )(∇bγ± ,∇bγ±) = 0 and n− 1 non-zero eigenvalues of Hess b±|p are

all equal, because Hess b±|p has n − 1 non-zero eigenvalues. Applying [34, Lemma 6.6]

to the smooth ∆V -harmonic function b± satisfying |∇b±| = 1 together with the fact that

CD(0, m)-condition implies CD(0, 1)-condition for m < 1, we have that g has a twisted

product of the form g = dr2 + e
2φ
n−1gN , where gN is a metric on N and φ : M → R is

a smooth function, Ric1,n(∆V ) (∇b±,∇b±) = 0, and V = ∂φ

∂r
· ∂
∂r

+ U with U ⊥ ∂
∂r
. In

the same way of the proof of [34, Corollary 6.7], we can deduce that dφ

dr
= 0, because [34,

Proposition 2.1] yields Ric1,n(∆V )
(

∂
∂r
, ∂
∂r

)

= 0 and

0 ≤ Ricm,n(∆V )

(

∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r

)

= Ric1,n(∆V )

(

∂

∂r
,
∂

∂r

)

+

(

m− 1

(n− 1)(n−m)

)(

dφ

dr

)2

=

(

m− 1

(n− 1)(n−m)

)(

dφ

dr

)2

≤ 0.

This means that g has the form of product metric g = dr2 + e
2φ(0,·)
n−1 gN = dr2 + hN on

R × N . Moreover, we can see that V is a vector field on N by using the fact that

Ricm,n(∆V )
(

∂
∂r
, U

)

= 0 for all U ⊥ ∂
∂r
. �
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Math., vol. 1581, Springer-Verlag, Berlin/New York, 1994, pp. 1–114.

[4] D. Bakry, I. Gentil and M. Ledoux, Analysis and geometry of Markov diffusion operators.

Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften 348, Springer, Cham, 2014.
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