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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-Emery Ricci tensor under m < 1 in terms of vector
fields. As consequences, we give the optimal conditions for modified m—Bakry—Emery
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-Emery Ricci curvature under m > n ([19, 21, 27, 33]) or m = 1
([34L 135]) if the vector field is a gradient type. When m < 1, our results are new in the
literature.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Modified Bakry-Emery Ricci curvatures. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional
smooth complete Riemannian manifold with its volume measure m := vol, and V a C'-
vector field. Throughout this paper, we assume that the manifold M has no boundary
and is connected. We consider a diffusion operator Ay := A — (V,V-). In [31], B2, 34],
Ay is called the V'-Laplacian on (M, g).

For any constant m €| — 0o, +00], we introduce the symmetric 2-tensor

Ricy . (Ay)(x) = Ric(x) + %ﬁvg(x) _V@evie@ oy

m—n

and call it the modified m—Bakry—Emery Ricci tensor of the diffusion operator Ay. Here
Lyg(X,Y):=(VxV,Y)+ (VyV, 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 €] — 00, 4+00] and a continuous function K : M — R, we call (M, g,V) or L
satisfies the CD(K, m)-condition if

Ricn(Av)(z) > K(z) forall =z € M.
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When m = n, we always assume that V' vanishes so that Ric,,(Ay) = Ric. When
m > n, m is regarded as an upper bound for the dimension of the diffusion operator Ay .
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 Ay = A 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, +o0],
and for any x € M, we have

Ricy »(Av)(z) > Ricyn(Av)(x) > Rice n(Av)(z) > Ricy o (Ay)(z).

If we only consider the case that the lower bounds of the above Ricci tensor are constant,
Ricy ,(Ay) > 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 (2.10]) 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 = V¢ for ¢ € C*(M). See [2, 3, 4 [
o, [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—Emery Ricci curvature for m < 0 or m < 1 with V = V¢ for a C*-function ¢. For
V = V¢, we write L := Ay, in this introduction. In [25], Ohta and Takatsu proved the K-
displacement convexity of the Rényi type entropy under the m—Bakry—Emery Ricci tensor
condition Ric,, (L) > K, i.e., the CD(K, m)-condition, for m €]— oco,0[U[n,+oo [ and
K € R. After that, Ohta [24] and Kolesnikov-Milman [I5] simultaneously treated the case
m < 0. Ohta [24] extended the Bochner inequality, eigenvalue estimates, and the Brunn-
Minkowski inequality under the lower bound for Ric,,, (L) with m < 0. Kolesnikov-
Milman [I5] also proved the Poincaré and the Brunn-Minkowski inequalities for mani-
folds with boundary under the lower bound for Ric,,,(L) with m < 0. In [24, Theo-
rem 4.10], Ohta also proved that the lower bound of Ric,, ,(L)(z) 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-Emery
Ricci curvature condition for m = 1 with V' = V¢ for a C%-function ¢. Recently, Mil-
man [23] extended the Heintze-Karcher Theorem, isoperimetric inequality, and functional
inequalities under the lower bound for Ric,, ,(L)(z) with m < 1. In [I6], 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 = V¢ with
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¢ € C?(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-Emery 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 C''-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—Emery 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' = V¢ 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 C'-vector field on a Riemannian manifold (M, g). Since there may be no
function ¢ satisfying V' = V¢ in general, we can still make sense of bounds by integrating
V' along geodesics. Define

for a unit speed geodesic v : [0, T[— M, and

rp ()
(2.1) ov(z) : =inf {/0 (Vi 7s)ds

~ : unit speed geodesic
Yo =p,y(rp(x)) =2

Note that V., depends on the choice of unit speed geodesic v, and ¢y (z) depends on p with
¢v(p) = 0 and it is well-defined for x € M. It is easy to see that ¢y (x) = forp(m) Vry(vys)ds
under x ¢ Cut(p), where v is the unique unit speed geodesic with vy = p and y(r,(x)) =
x. Hence ¢y is a continuous function on (Cut(p) U {p})¢. Consequently, ¢y is an m-
measurable function. Moreover, for z ¢ Cut(p), ¢v(z) = V,(ry(x)) for the unique unit
speed geodesic v with vy = p and y(r,(x)) = x. Hence ¢y () = V,(t) for any unit speed
geodesic v with 79 = p and v, ¢ Cut(p). When V = V¢ is a gradient vector field for some
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¢ € C*(M), then one can see

Vi = [[(Vo.ais = [ 2otds = o - 60

Throughout this paper, we fix a point p € M and a constant C}, > 0, which may depend
on p. For x € M, we define

Tp(x) R0
sp(x) := inf C’p/ n=mdt
0

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

Y = p,’)/(’f’p(.flf)) =

~ : unit speed geodesic }

Riemannian geodesics. Let s(p, q) := s,(q) for p,q € M. If ¢ is not a cut point of p, then
there is a unique minimal geodesic from p to ¢ and s, is smooth in a neighborhood of ¢
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 = V¢ for some ¢ € C*(M) and set C, = exp ( 26() ) for the definition of s,(z) 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 C'-vector field. Fix p € M. Then we say that (M, g, V) is (V,m)-complete at p if

- r 2V5 (8)
(2.2) lim inf / e n-mo dt = +oo,
r—+oo L(y)=r Jq
where the infimum is taken over all minimizing unit speed geodesics v with respect to the
metric g such that o = 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 V, is upper bounded for any unit speed geodesic v with vy = 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, +o0[ such that (V, Vr,), <
f(rp(x)), then Vi (r) <[5 f(6)dt < [5° f(t)dt < oo 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 G, := {7 | v is a unit speed minimal geodesic, L(y) = r} is an empty
set for sufficiently large » > 0. This implies (2.2)).

(3) If there exists a non-negative locally integrable function f on [0, +oco[ satisfying
f(t) < C/t on [1,+00] for some C' €]0,(n —m)/2] and (V,Vr,) < f(r,), then
(V, m)-completeness at p holds for all m < 1. Here we assume n > 1 for m = 1.



LAPLACIAN COMPARISON THEOREM ON RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS 5

In fact, we see for r > 1

T a2y T 2 b f(s)ds
inf / e n-m dt > / e n-m dt
L(v)=r Jg 1

_ 2f01 f(s)ds r -~ 2f1tf(s)ds
>e o / e nemodt
1

2 [ f(s)ds r 2C log t
>e_%7m/ e Tnmm o dt
1

_ 2]01 f(s)ds r dt
>e n-m —c— — 100 as r — 0Q,
1 gn-m

where the infimum is taken over all minimizing unit speed geodesics v with vy = 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 V, > 0 for any unit speed geodesic
with 9 = p. The converse also holds under V., < 0 for any unit speed geodesic
with vo = p.

LEMMA 2.3. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete non-compact Riemannian mani-
fold and V' a C'-vector field. Fix p € M and suppose that (M, g, V) is (V,m)-complete at
p. Then, for any sequence {q;} in M such that d(p, ¢;) — +00 asi — +oo, s(p, q;) — +oo.

PROOF. The proof is similar to that of |35, Proposition 3.4]. We omit it. O

REMARK 2.4. Recall that ¢y depends on p € M. For a fixed p € M, we set Qv(r) =
infp, ) v and ¢y (r) = supp, () ¢v for r €]0,+oo[. Then ¢ (r ) <0< EV( ) for r >0
and lim, o ¢y (r) = lim, o ¢, (r) = 0. Ifz ¢ Cut(p), we have s,(z) = C, f -

for the unique unit speed geodesic v with vy = p and y(r,(z)) = z. So lim,_,, Zgg = C,.

In particular,
2%y (rp(x)) 29y, (rp())

Cpem mm rp(x) <sp(x) <Cpe”— nm ry(x) for ¢ Cut(p).

2.1. Laplacian Comparison. Let « : [0, +oo[— R be a continuous function and a, the
unique solution defined on the maximal interval |0, d,[ for 6, €]0,+o00] of the following
Riccati equation

da,
(2.3) — = (5) = K(s) + au(s)?
with the boundary conditions
(2.4) lslilorlsa,{(s) =1,
and
(2.5) lim(s — 6,)ax(s) =1

$104
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under J,, < oco. (2.4) yields

(2.6) lggl ax(s) = +o0.

If 0,, < oo, from (ZH), J,, is the explosion time of a, in the sense that
(2.7) llTI&Ii a.(s) = —o0.

Actually, a,(s) = s/.(s)/s.(s), where s, is the unique solution of Jacobi equation s/ (s) +
k($)s.(s) = 0 with s,(0) = 0, §/.(0) = 1, and 6, = inf{s > 0 | s.(s) = 0}. We write
ax(s) = cot.(s). Moreover, |0,64[> s + cot,(s) is decreasing (resp. strictly decreasing)
provided k(s) is non-negative (resp. positive) for all s €]0,0,[ in view of ([Z3). If x is a
real constant, then

VK cot(y/kS) k>0,
a.(s) = 1/s k=0,
v —rkcoth(y/—ks) k<0

and d, = /v KT < +oo. Fix m €] — oo, 1] and set my(s) := (n —m) cot,(s). Then (2.3
is equivalent to
M (s)?

" (5) = (n = m)n(s) + L

B dm,

(2.8)

and (2.4)) (resp. (2.0])) is equivalent to limg o s m,(s) = n—m (resp. limgs, (s —0,) my(s) =
n —m under §, < 00). In view of the uniqueness of the solution to (Z3) with (2.6]), we
have the scaling property a.,(s) = Za.z.(s/a) for a > 0. Here kq(s) := k(s/a). In
particular, a.(s) = La,z2,(s/@) for & > 0 provided £ 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—Emery 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 C*-vector field. Fiz p € M.
Take R €]0,+00]. Let ¢y be the function defined in [2.10). Suppose that

_ Aoy (z)

(2.9) RiCmn(Av)o(Vry, V) > (0 — m)k(sy(z))e” 7 CF
holds under r,(x) < R with x € (Cut(p) U {p})¢. Then
(2.10) (Ayr,) (@) < (1 — m) cotu(s,(z) e~ msm C,.

COROLLARY 2.6. Suppose that (M, g) is an n-dimensional complete smooth Riemann-
ian manifold and V is a Ct-vector field. Fiz p € M and assume 6,, < co. Then

lim Ayr,(z) = —o0.
i, Avry()
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REMARK 2.7. The sufficient condition ([2.9) under r,(x) < R with x € (Cut(p) U {p})°
for our Laplacian comparison theorem is weaker than the condition:

4oy (x)

(2.11) Ricmn(Av)(z) = (n—m)r(sy(x))e” m C2 g,

under 7,(x) < R, because Vr,(x) is defined only for ¢ Cut(p) U {p}. In particular,

_ Aoy (x)

CD(K,m)-condition for K(x) = (n — m)r(sy(z))e” = C2 always implies that (Z9)
holds for all = € (Cut(p) U {p})°.

REMARK 2.8. The inequality (ZI0) is meaningful at p, because m,(0+) = +oo and
Ayry(p) = Ary(p) = +oo in view of the classical Laplacian comparison theorem for A
under local upper sectional curvature bound (see [I4l Theorem 3.4.2]). Moreover, the
following inequality

_ 2¢y(x)

(2.12) () (Avrp)(2) < (0 —m)ry(2) coty(sy(x))e™ =G

is also meaningful at p. Indeed, the right hand side of (2ZI2) has the value n — m at
x = p by Remark 2.4] and the left hand side has the value n — 1 at = = p by the classical
Laplacian comparison theorem for A 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 C*-vector field V. Fizp € M. Assume that (Z9) holds for
all x € (Cut(p) U{p})° and 6, < oco. Then s(p,q) < 0, for all g € M.

COROLLARY 2.11. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and
a C'-vector field V. Fixp € M and 6, < oco. Assume that [Z9) holds for all x €
(Cut(p) U{p})® and (M, g,V) is (V,m)-complete at p. Then M is compact.

REMARK 2.12. (1) Theorem[2Z.10 (resp. Corollary 2.IT]) generalizes [35, Theorem 2.2]
(resp. [35] Corollary 2.3]).

(2) Since V, < 0 for any unit speed geodesic v with vy = p implies the (V,m)-

completeness at p, Corollary 2.I1limplies the compactness of M provided §,, < oo,

(2.9) holds for « ¢ Cut(p)U{p} and V, < 0 any unit speed geodesic v with vy = p.

Based on Theorems and .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 pv(A) = [, e™*v@m(dz) of metric annuli A(p,ro,r1) == {z € M | ry < rp(x) <}
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The comparison in this case will be in terms of the quantities
1
(2.13) Tp(k,70,71) ::/ / s " <sup sp(T, n)) drdé, Up(k,11) 1= TUp(k,0,71),
0 Sn—1 n
(2.14) v, (k,7r,71) = / /S lsﬁ_m (inf sp(r, n)) drd#, v,(k,m1) = v,(K,0,71),
) ne-

(2.15) (K,r0,71) 1= / / "™ (s,(r,0))drde, Vp(k,11) = (K, 0,77)
Sn— 1

under s,(r1,0) < 4, for all # € S"~'. Here
sp(r,0) = Cp/ e dt
0

with 6 = 4o, and ¢y (r) and ¢,,(r) are the functions defined in Remark 2.4l 1If ¢y is
rotationally symmetric around p, i.e., if there exists a C?-function @y on [0, +o0o[ such
that (bv( ) = <I>V(rp( ), then s,(r,6) is independent of # € S*™'. The second one is for

=[,e oy (da) =[,e v m(dx) of the sets C(p, so, 1) i= {x € M |
S0 § sp( ) < s1} and Cy(p) := C(p,0,s). The set C(p, so, s1) also depends on s, and is
quite different from annuli. The comparison in this case will be in terms of the quantities

(2.16) (K, S0, 1) / / s)dsdd and v(k,s;) :=v(k,0,s1)
S§n—1

under s; < d,. When m €] — 00, 1] is an integer and « is a constant, (ZI6]) is the volume
of annuli in the simply connected space form of constant curvature x and dimension
n—m+ 1.

THEOREM 2.13 (Bishop-Gromov Volume Comparison). Fiz p € M and R €]0,+00].
Suppose that (M, g) is an n-dimensional complete smooth Riemannian manifold and a
Cl-vector field V. Let k : [0, +00[— R be a continuous function. Assume that [Z3) holds
for rp(z) < R with x € (Cut(p) U{p})°. Then we have the following:

(1) Suppose that 0 < 1o <1, <ry and 0 <1y <1, <ry. Then

/*’LV(A(p7 Tb7rl)) < vp(’%7 Tb,'f’l)

(2.17) (A, ro,7a)) — vy(Ks70:7a)

holds for ry < R. Assume further that ¢y is rotationally symmetric around p.
Then

:U“V(A(p>/rb>rl)) < VP(I{>TbaT1)
:U“V(A(p>/r0ara)) o Vp(/‘?,roﬂ’a)

holds for ri < R, in particular, the function

(2.18)

(2.19) 10,R[> r— #v(Br(p))

Vp(K,T)

1S NON-INCTEAsIng.
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(2) Suppose that 0 < 5o < s, < 51 and 0 < 59 < s, < s1. Then

VV(C(pa Sb,Sl)) < ,U(’%a Sbasl)
VV(C(p7 807811)) o /U(Hu 80780,)
holds for s; < S. In particular, the function

(2.20)

(2.21) 10,S[> s — 7”2((%(5))

is non-increasing. Here S = infyegn-1 5,(R, 0).

REMARK 2.14. (2I9) (resp. (2:2I)) 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. Fizp € M and R €]0,400|. Suppose that (M, g) is an n-dimensional
complete smooth Riemannian manifold and V is a C'-vector field. Assume that

Ricyn(Av)s(Vr,, Vir,) >0 for ry(z) <R with x ¢ Cut(p)U {p}.
Then

_ n—m-+1
(222) A Bnl) _ oG-, (2 forall 0<r <r <R
()
holds.

THEOREM 2.16 (Ambrose-Myers’ Theorem). Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete
Riemannian manifold and V a C'-vector field. Fiz p € M. Assume that (M,g,V) is
(V,m)-complete at p. Suppose that for every unit speed (local minimizing) geodesic y with

Yo = p, we have
RICTORN o

(2.23) / e mm Ricy, n(Ay) (F, 41 )dt = +o00.
0

Then M is compact.

COROLLARY 2.17. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and
V' a C'-vector field. Fix p € M. Assume Ricy,,,(Ay) > 0 on M. Suppose that there
exists a non-negative measurable function f on [0, +o0[ satisfying fooo f(s)ds < 400 and
(V,Vr,) > —f(ry), and for every unit speed (local minimizing) geodesic v with vy = p, we
have

0
Then M is compact.

COROLLARY 2.18. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and
V' a C'-vector field. Fixp € M and a constant k > 0. Assume that (M, g, V) is (V,m)-
complete at p. Suppose that for every unit speed (local minimizing) geodesic v with vy = p,
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we have

. . _An @M
(2.25) Ricyn(Av) (Y, 3t) > (n —m)ke” w=m Cg.
Then M is compact.

REMARK 2.19. (1) Theorem 210 is a version of Ambrose’s Theorem ([I]). Here
Ambrose’s Theorem states that if for any (local minimizing) geodesic v emanating
from a point p € M,

/ RIC(’}/t,’}/t)dt == +OO,
0

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 v emanating from p satisfies

/ RlCm,n(AV¢)(%> ’}/t)dt = +00
0

under m > n for ¢ € C*(M). Then M is compact. Tadano [3I, Theorem 14]
extends [I0, Theorem 2.1] for Ay with modified m-Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor
Ric,, n(Ay) under m > n. Our Theorem [2.T6lis different from the above mentioned
results. Tadano [32] Theorem 25] also proves a version of Ambrose’s Theorem for
Ay with modified 1-Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor Ricy,(Ay) under the condition
Ricy,(Ay) > 0 and |V]| < ke “» for some k > 0,/ > 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 = V¢ for some ¢ € C?(M)

and set C, = exp (—%(Q) for the definition of s,(z) with p being an arbitrary point.

As noted before, s(p, ¢) is symmetric for any p,q € M. Let h = e_%g 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 ¢ in the g metric. As such, d"(p,q) < s(p,q) for any ¢ € M. So
Theorem tells us that the diameter of the metric h is less than or equal to ¢,. 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 ¢ € C*(M). Fiz p,q € M. Assume that 6, <
00, K is positive on ]0,6.], k(s) = k(d, — s) for all s € [0,0,], and [Z9) holds for all
x € (Cut(p) U {p})c. We further assume that [29)) by replacing p with q holds for all
x € (Cut(q) U{q})e. If d"(p,q) = 0., then m = 1, ¢ is rotationally symmetric around p,
i.e., ¢ is a function depending only on radial v, and g is a warped product metric of the

form

(r)+2¢(0)
g= dr? + ewn#gi(s(r))ggnﬂ, 0<r< d(p, Q>7

2000

e n1 dt and s(d(p,q)) = ds.

where s(r) = [
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COROLLARY 2.21. Suppose that (M, g), n > 1, is a complete Riemannian manifold and
¢ € C*(M). Fizp,q € M. Assume that k is a positive constant and (Z9) holds for all
x € (Cut(p) U{p})c. We further assume that [29) by replacing p with q holds for all
r € (Cut(q)U{q})e. If d"(p,q) = 7/\/K, then m = 1, ¢ is rotationally symmetric around
p, i.e., ¢ is a function depending only on radial r, and g is a warped product metric of
the form

2
g=dr? gt (Vi(s(r))) gsn-1, 0<r <dp,q),
K

2

At and s(d(p,q)) = 7/ /K.

THEOREM 2.22 (Cheeger-Gromoll Splitting Theorem). Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional
non-compact complete Riemannian manifold andV a C'-vector field. Suppose that (M, g, V)

where s(r) = [; e~

is (V,m)-complete and M contains a line. Then under CD(0,m)-condition with m < 1,
M is isometric to R x N and V' depends only on N.

COROLLARY 2.23. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional non-compact complete Riemannian
manifold and C*-vector field V.. Suppose that V., < 0 for any unit speed geodesic v and M
contains a line. Then under CD(0, m)-condition with m < 1, we have that M is isometric
to R x N and V' depends only on N.

ProoF. If V, <0 for any unit speed geodesic v, then (M, g, V) is (V, m)-complete for
all m < 1. So the assertion easily follows Theorem O

REMARK 2.24. Theorem 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 splitting M = Rx N. Note that the (V, m)-completeness does not necessarily
mean the (V, 1)-completeness, and it is weaker than (V,1)-completeness if V., > 0 for any
unit speed geodesic 7.

3. PrROOF oF THEOREM

2V~ (1)

Recall the V-Laplacian Ayu := Au — (V, Vu). Letting A(r,0) = C, e n=m Ayry(r,0),
we find that \ satisfies the Riccati differential inequality in terms of the parameter s.

LEMMA 3.1. Let v be a unit speed minimal geodesic with o = p and o = 6. Let s be

2V~ (1)
the parameter ds = Cpe” n=m dr. Then
d\ A2 Ly A o
(31) E S _n “m - Cp e n-m Rlcm,n(A\/) (’}/ra’yr)
m particular,
dA EECIGEEPY gL I .
(3.2) . < —Cpe” m PR C e Ricma(Av) (3, 4r)

holds for x = (r,0) ¢ Cut(p)U{p}. Moreover, if equality is achieved at a point, then m = 1
and at that point Vy,, has at most one non-zero eigenvalue which is of multiplicity n — 1.
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Proor. 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-Weitzenbock formula for functions says that for any v € C3(M),

1
§A|Vu|2 = |V2u|? + Ric(Vu, Vu) + (VAu, Vu).

The Bochner-Weitzenbock formula for the V-Laplacian and the m—Bakry—Emery Ricci

curvature is given by

1
§AV|VU|2 = |V2u|? + Ricoon(Av)(Vu, Vu) + (VAyu, Vu)

— V2l + Ricpn(Av) (Vi Vi) — ~— 2V (0, V) + (VA Va),

n—m

Consider this equation with u = r, at an interior point of a minimizing geodesic (so that
rp is smooth in a neighborhood). Then |Vr,| = 1 in this neighborhood, so that the left
hand side is zero. Now we claim Vg, Vr, = 0i.e., Vr, is a null vector for Vg, . For this,
it suffices to show that for any smooth vector field X on M \ {p}

(3.3) (Vr, Vrp, X) = 0.
This is true if X is parallel to Vr,, because for f € C*(M \ {p})
(Ve 1y, V) = F(V5, 57, V1) = f(Vr)| T = 0.
Moreover, ([B.3]) holds if X is vertical to Vr,, because
(Vo Vrp, X) = %(vrvarp,x*) _ %(vmo 0.

Hence Vy,, has at most n—1 non-zero eigenvalues and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
it holds on (Cut(p) U {p})° that (see [35])

A 2
(3.4) Hoss 1,2 = [V, | = {2020
n_

Now m < 1. Hence

A 2
(A7) + Ricpn(Ay) (Vry, Vi) —

n—m n—m

(35) 0>

(V. Vrp) 2+ (VAyry, Vi),

This gives us the following inequality along +,

L avn) ) < OO g (a0 (550 +

T n—m n—m

(3.6)

(V. V) (r, 0)|*.
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From this, we have

Q - _16 ZVZ(T) d)\

2V (r d 2w 2v5(r) d
= nge% { (—engn)) Ayry(r,0) + o &Avrp(r, 9)}

2V (7 2V~ (7 2 =
g 2™ {e Yy () : oV,(r) - Ayry(r,6) + e%iAV@D(T’ 9)}

n—m or dr

4Vy (r) 2 oV, (r d
= C 2eTnm { — g: ) - Ayry(r,0) + @Avrp(r, 9)}

IN

C_2 4V (r r
P {Q%Avm(r, 0) — (Ary(r,0))? + |{V, V) (r, 9)|2}

_9 4V (r)

— 2% Rica(Av) (i 4r)

C2 AV () 4V (r)

= — P e n-—m (AVTP(Ta 9))2 - Cp_26 nom Ricm,n(AV) (77“/.}/7’)

n—m
1 L 210 2 L ave) o

E— (Cp LeTmmm Ayry(r, 9)) —C % o Ricomn (Av) (s 3r)
\? Ly Ao o

= — — - C, 26 n—m Rlcm,n(AV) (77"7 f)/r) .

Here we use (B.6) at the inequality above and use Ayr, = Ar, — (V,Vr,) in the next
equality. If the equality holds for ([B1]) at some z = (r9,0) ¢ Cut(p) U {p}, then the
equality for ([B.6]) equivalently the equality for (B.5) at ¢ Cut(p) U {p} holds, i.e.,

Ar,)? . 1
0— % + Ricyn (Av) (Vi V1) = ———[(V, Vi) P+ (VAyr,, T
(ATJD)2 . 1 2
2 n— + Ricin(Av) (Vry, Vi) — n—m (V. Vrp) "+ (VAyry, Vi)

holds at x ¢ Cut(p) U {p}. This and m < 1 yield
m —1

= = 1) (Ar,)*(z) = 0.

Thus m = 1 or Ary(z) = 0. Since M has an upper bound k. > 0 of the sectional
curvature on some B.(p) C Cut(p)¢, the usual Laplacian comparison theorem tells us
that Arp(z) > (n — 1)y/ke cot(y/kerp(x)) > 0 for 0 < rp(z) < . Therefore we obtain
m = 1, in particular, the equality for (3.4)) holds at z. This implies that Vv,  at x has at
most one non-zero eigenvalue of multiplicity n — 1. 0

Let k be a continuous function on [0, +oo[ with respect to the parameter s. Assuming
16y ()
the curvature bound Ricy, n(Av ). (Vry, Vr,) > (n —m)k(s,(x))e” o C? for s,(x) < S
4V (r)

with = ¢ Cut(p) U {p}, we see Ricpn(Av)(ir,3r) > (n — m)r(s)e” mm C2 for s =
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s(r,0) < S with 0 < r < d(p, Cut(p)). From (B.1]) we have the usual Riccati inequality

“ 0 > (= mn(s) + 2L

3.7
(3.7) ds n—m

for s€]0,9]

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 Cl-vector field. Fizx R €]0,+o00[ and x,p € M. Assume that [29) holds for
rp(x) < R with v ¢ (Cut(p) U{p}). Let, s, and X\ be defined to be as in Lemma [3 1.
Then

(3.8) A(r,0) < my(s)

holds forr < R, s < 0, and x = (r,0) ¢ Cut(p) U {p}. Here

=C, / exp ( 20v %) )dt.

Suppose further that the equality in [B8) holds for some ro < R with s¢ := s(rg) < d5.
We choose an orthonormal basis {e;}?_, of T,M with e, = %o. Let {Y;}'=]' be the Jacobi
fields along ~ with Y;(0) = o, and Y/(0) = e;. Then we have m = 1, and at x = (r,0)
with r < 1o, Vy,, has at most one non-zero eigenvalue which is of multiplicity n — 1, and
for all r €]0, 9] we have

4V (r)

(3.9) Ric1n(Av) (3, 3r) = (n = Di(sy())e” nr C2.

Moreover, for all i we have Yi(r) = C, F.(r)Ei(r) for r € [0,ro], where

(3.10) Fy(r) == exp ( Z{Ti )%(Sp(%)),

and {E;(r)}!= are the parallel vector fields with E;(0) = e;. Consequently,

2Vy(r)

(3.11) =dr’ + C%e T s (sp(r))gsn-1-
Here gsn is the standard metric on the sphere S*~1.

PROOF. Set S := s,(R). Then r < R implies s < S. Since Ar,(r,0) — +oo as r — 0,
we see A(r,0) — 4+ooasr — 0 or s — 0. We set 3(s) := s2(s)(A — my(s)). Then, by
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2.8) and B.1), for s < S

16) = 254(5)su(6)1 = a(s) + 5205) (S — )
= 262(6) ot () 1~ na(s) +5205) (o (0= mpels) + 25 )
< 2 (o, (93 —2m () + 2201 () - 1)
=2 e <0

We note here that ([3.7) is derived from (2.9). If we show §(0) = 0, then 5(s) < 5(0) = 0.
For this, it suffices to prove that s(A — m,(s)) is upper bounded as s — 0. We already
know that lim, ,osmy(s) = n —m and the ratio s/r = s,(r)/r converges to C, as
r — 0. So it suffices to prove lim,_orA(r,0) = C,'(n — 1) as r — 0, equivalently
lim, o 7Ar,(r,0) = n — 1, because lim,_or(V,Vr,)(r,0) = 0. In view of the usual
Laplacian comparison theorem for the Laplace-Bertrami operator A under the upper
(resp. lower) bound K. (resp. k.) of sectional curvature on B.(p), we see (n—1) cotg_(r) <
Ary(r,0) < (n—1)cot,_(r) on B.(p). This implies the desired assertion. Next we assume
that the equality in (B8] holds for some ry < R, i.e., X\(rg,0) = (n—m) cot(so) for ro < R
with sop = s(r9). This implies 0 = B(so) < B(s) < B(0) = 0, hence \(r) = my(s) for all
s € [0, so]. From this,

dA dm,
E(SO) = ds (50)-

In particular, we have at r

dA )\(7‘)2 Lo A o
< - — n—m
45 S o G e Ricwma(Bv) ()
A(r)® my(s)? d\
) < _ Ry _ o _dx
(3.12) - (n —m)k(s) - (n —m)k(s) =

Then the equality holds in (B1]) at © = (ry,6). So we have m = 1 by Lemma Bl
We can conclude f(s) = 0 on [0, s¢] from S(0) = S(sp) = 0 and f’'(s) < 0 so that
A(r,0) = (n — 1) cot(s) for s €]0, sp]. We then see the equality (B12) at any r €]0, ],
hence ([B.9) holds at any r €]0, o).

Finally we prove (BI1]) at any r €]0, 7] under A(rg) = (n — m)cot,(so). Hereafter,
we assume 7 €]0,7]. By Lemma BT} at x = (r,0), Vy,, has a non-zero eigenvalue A(r)
which is of n — 1 multiplicity. Then we have

2V~ (r)

A(r, 0) = C’p_le 1 (Ary(r,8) — (V,Vr,)(r,0))

2V~ (r)

=G, e ((n— DA(r) = (V, Vr,)(r,0)) = (n — 1) cot(s),
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2V (1)

where we use the equality (B.8) at any r €]0,70]. So we have A(r) = Cpe™ =1 cot.(s) +
W = (n — 1)7*Ary(v,). The radial curvature equation (see [26, Theorem 2 in

pp. 44]) tells us that
(3.13) R(E;, A )i = —(A'(r) + A(r)*) E;.
Combining Bochner-Weitzenbock formula with (39), we have

Ko (40

n—1 n—1

e o F(r)

) e e =

(3.14)  A(r)+ A(r)? =

Since F(0) = 0 and F/(0) = C,, we obtain

Vy(r)

Yi(r) = Gy Fa(r) Ei(r) = Cple 7 su(sp(7)) Ei(r).

p

This proves the desired conclusion. (]

COROLLARY 3.3. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and
V' a C'-vector field. Fizp € M and R €]0,+o00[. Assume that 23) holds for r,(z) < R
with x ¢ Cut(p) U{p}. Then s,(z) < dy.

PROOF. We may assume J,, < co. Take z € Bg(p) with x ¢ Cut(p)U{p}. Let x = (r,0)

be the polar coordinate expression around p and set s := s,(r) = C, for exp —%V—(%)> dt

and S = s,(R), where 7y is a unit speed geodesic with vy = p and 4y = 0. We see s,(z) < S.
Assume S > §,,. Then there exists ry €]0, R| such that 6, = C, foro exp (—27:/%57?) dt. By

B3), A(r,0) < (n—m) cot,(s) holds for s < d,. Since r 1 r¢ is equivalent to s = s(r) 1 Jy,

we have

A9, 0) = lim A(r, 0) < lim(n — m) cot,(s(r)) = —oc.

rTro rtro
This contradicts the well-definedness of A(r,6) = C! (eﬁ—YnAvrp> (r,8) for r €]0, R|.
Therefore S < §,, under 6, < oo and we obtain the conclusion s,(z) < S < é. O

Let p € M and let (r,0), r > 0, § € S"™! be exponential polar coordinates (for the
metric ¢g) around p which are defined on a maximal star shaped domain in 7),M called
the segment domain. Write the volume element dm = J(r,0)dr A d6.

Let s,(-) be the re-parametrized distance function defined above. Inside the segment
domain, s, has the simple formula

20y (t,9)

sp(r,H):Cp/O e n-modi.

Therefore, s, is a smooth function in the segment domain with the property that % =
2¢v/ (1,0)
Cpe™ =m . We can then also take (s,0) to be coordinates which are also valid for the

entire segment theorem. We can not control the derivative of s in directions tangent to



LAPLACIAN COMPARISON THEOREM ON RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS 17

the sphere, so the new (s, 0) coordinates are not orthogonal as in the case for geodesic
polar coordinates. However, this is not the issue when we computing volumes as

2¢V n—m-4+2

(3.15) e dpy =e OV J(r,0)dr A df
' = C;te v J(r,0)ds A d.

Here duy = e ®vdm. We denote the derivative in the radial direction in terms of this
d 29y (r,0) 9

parameter by %. In geodesic polar coordinates i has the expression 3. = C le™n=m Br-

Note that it is not the same as 2 in (s,) coordinates.

Proof of Theorem [2.3. The implication (2.9)==(2.10)) for R < oo follows from Lemmal[3.2]
because r, is smooth on M \ (Cut(p) U{p}). The implication (2.9)=-(2.10) for R = +o0
follows from it. O

4. PROOFS OF THEOREM [2.10l AND COROLLARY [2.17]

Proof Theorem [2.10. Suppose that there exist points p,q € M such that s(p,q) > J,.
Since Cut(p) is closed and measure zero, we may assume ¢ ¢ Cut(p). By Lemma [B.2]
along minimal geodesic from p to q, A(r,0) < m,(s). However, as s — d,;, m,(s) — —o0.
This implies Ar,(z) — —oo as s(p,xz) — 6,. This contradicts that r, is smooth in a
neighborhood of ¢q. The final assertion follows Remark 2.4] O

Proof of Corollary[2.11. Suppose that sup,,, d(p, q) = +oo. Then there exists a sequence
{¢;} in M such that d(p,q;) — 400 as i — +oo. By Lemma 23 s(p,q) — +o0 as
k — 400, which contradicts sup,c,, s(p,q) < 0. Therefore, sup ¢, d(p,q) < oo, hence
M is compact. 0

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.13]

Recall that for a Riemannian manifold <log J(r,6) = Ar,(r,6), where Ar, is the
standard Laplacian acting on the distance function 7, from the point p. ([B.15) indicates
we should consider the quantity

2V~ (r) 2V~ (1)

d . _
(5:1) —log(e™ " (r,0) = C e 0 (Ary(1,0) = (Vs i) = Gy e 2 Ay (r, ).

p

LEMMA 5.1 (Volume Element Comparison). Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete
Riemannian manifold and V' a C'-vector field. Fiz p € M and R €]0, +o00]. Assume that
(Z3) holds for r,(x) < R with x ¢ Cut(p) U{p}. Let J be the volume element in geodesic
polar coordinates around p € M and set Jy (r,0) := e V") J(r,0). Then forro <r < R
with m < cut(f),

Jv(r1,0) < S (sp(r1,0))" ™
JV(T0>9) N 5,{(517(7“0,9))"—7” .

Here cut(0) is the distance from p to the cut point along the geodesic with v(0) = p and
5(0) = 6.

(5.2)
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PROOF. Recall s = s,(r) = s,(r,0) = C, [] exp ( 2V

geodesic from p with 49 = 0. First note that the right hand side of (5.2]) is meaningful for
ro <11 < R. Indeed, if R < +00, 5,(r¢,0) < s,(r1,6) < d,, by Corollary B3l If R = +o0,
we can take Ry €]ry, +0o] so that (2.9) holds for r,(x) < Ry, hence s,(ro,0) < s,(r1,0) <
. by Corollary From Lemma B2 and (&1]) we have that

) dt and 7 is the unit speed

(5.3) di log Jy (r,0) = C’ ens mAvrp(r 0) < (n —m)coty(s) = % log(s.(s)"™™)

for r €]0, R A cut(6)]. Integratlng (E3) between any sy < sy with s; = s,(r;,0) and
€]0, R A cut(8)] (i =

Jy(r1,0) ) (5;4(81)"_”"” ) L Jy(r1,0) Se(s)"™
log | ————% ) <log | ————— implies <
g(Jv(ro,H) =08 5, (so)mm P T (r0,0) = sn(s0)"—™

for all 1o < 1 < R A cut(f). Note that since ds is an orientation preserving change

, 1) gives

of variables along the geodesic v, the quantity is also non-increasing in terms of the
parameter r €]0, R A cut(0)]. O

Proof of Theorem[2.13. By Lemmal5.1] for all 71,75 > 0 with ry < ro < R and ry < cut(6)

Jy (12, 0) - s (s,(rg,0)) - s (Supnegn—l Sp(rg,n))

5Z_m(sp("ﬂla 9)) 52_7” (infneS”*1 Sp(rla 77)) .

Sofor0<r,<r,<rg 0<7r,<r.<rgand ry < R, we have following inequality

fcut(G Arg Jv (7’2, e)d’l"g ) fcut(G)/\Td Hn_m(sp(/r% 9))d’f’2

cut(f)Are cut(f)Are Tk

fcut(ﬁ AT J ( H)drl — fcut(e)ATb 5n_m(8p(rlu 9))d7"1

cut(0)Ara cut(Q)Arg ~ K
Jo s (supyegnr sp(r2,m)) dra
f: S (infnesnfl Sp(7“1, 1)) dry

under r, = . or 1, = 14 by use of [36, Lemma 3.1] (cf. [36, Proof of Theorem 3.2]). From
this, we can deduce that

Jons f;}f JTa " Jy(ra, 0)drydf fSn L[ s (sup, g1 sp(r2, 1)) drydd
Jors fcut Are Jy(r1,0)drd0 fsn . fm sn=m (inf, cgn-1 5,(11, 1)) drydé

cut(0)Arq

holds for general 0 <r, <1, <71y, 0 <7, <7. <7145 and ry < R. This implies that (217
holds for r; < R. If ¢ is rotationally symmetric around p, s,(r, ) can be written as s,(r)

and one can derive
[ Aﬁf To(rs 0)drad0 [, [0 51 (s,(r2)dradd

Jonos oot Ty (1, 0)drydo fgn [ s (s (1)) drdl

cut (0
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This implies that (2.I8]) holds for r; < R. Similarly, in the modified coordinates (s, 6),

we set
cut () 2V (1)
cutg () ::/ e~ om dt,
0

where v is the unit speed geodesic with 7y = p and 49 = 6. Then we have

cuts(6) /\81
w(Clpso, ) = [ / r(s.60). 6)dsdd,
Sn=1 Jeuts(0)Aso

(K, S0, $1) / / s)dsdf = w,,_ 1/ s M (s)ds.
S§n—1 S0

Therefore, @) follows. Here r(s,0) := C' [ exp <M> du with f(r) := s,(r,0).

n—m

and

Note that s; < d, always holds under the condition. Indeed, s; < S implies s; < d, under
R < 400 by Corollary B33l When R = +oo, for any 6 € S"~! there exists Ry €0, +00|
depending on € such that s; < s(Rp,#). Then applying Corollary for Ry < oo,
ry = 1(s1,0) < r(s(Ry,0),0) = Ry implies s; = s(r(sy1,0),0) < 6., where we use (2.9)
holds for 7,(x) < Ry. O

Proof of Corollary[213. By Theorem RZI3|[), for 0 <r; <m < R
264, (r) n—m
e e_nmr) dr
p(Bu@) _ P (¢
Br — . B0 (r) n—m
pv (Br, (p)) o <Cp€_zgvfnr) "

T2 n—m n—m-+1
< 26y ()=, (r2)) Joormmdr 2@y (r)=0, () (T2 .
B for1 remmdr r1

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 v with vy = p satisfying (Z23). Note that the function A(t) is smooth for all
t > 0 along v. By (B2), we have

2V—Y(7‘) 2V (r)
A(t) _ d’f’ < C / € n-—m lcm,n(AV>(;Y7‘7;yT)dr‘

n—m

(6.1) lim ( () + e \( dr) — _oo.

t—r+o00 n—m
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In particular, lim; ,, o A(f) = —oco. Next we prove that there exists a finite number 7" > 0
such that lim, .7 A\(t) = —oo, which contradicts the smoothness of A\(r). By (G1), given
C > n — m there exists ty > 1 such that

2V~ (7‘)

to T Thnem 2d7" > A
n—m n—m
Since
. 2V (r)
lim e nm Ricyn(Av)(Hp, 4 )dr = +00,
t——+00 1

A (r
there exists t; €]ty, +00| such that ftz —— Ricyn(Av) (e, 3 )dr > 0 for all ¢ > ¢;. Let
¥(t) be the function defined by

(6.2)

2V»y(r) 2V~ (1)

P(t) = — N r)2dr — C, /te = Ricy,n (Av) (Yr, 35 )dr.
1

n—m

Then we see ¢/(t) > 0 by (BZI) Hence w( ) > (to) for t > t; > . This implies that

_ 2v«,(r) C
2dr >
n—m n—m

holds for all £ > t;. Let us consider the sequence {t,;} defined inductively by

Lot G i /—1
Cp/ o dr = (n—m) (n Cm) for ¢>1.
ty

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

> 1

(6.3) -

p. Let T' be the increasing limit of {¢,}. Then we see

c, / 2  Cln—m)

C—n+m

In view of the (V, m)-completeness of (M, g, V) at p, we have
vy
/ [ n—m d’r = +OO
1

Thus we obtain 7' < co. Finally we claim that for given ¢ € N, —\(t) > (ﬁ)é for all
t > t,. This is true for £ = 1 by (6.3]). Suppose that —\(r) > (%)é for all r > t, and
fix t > to1. Then using inequality (63]) again,

2V (r) C Loy 2V (r)
—A(t) > / ~ntm A(r)?dr + —2— e_"jim)\(rfdr
n — n —m n—m t
C bev1 2wy
> — e \(r)2dr
n—m

Vv
Q
R
)
|
3
=
L
RS
Q
N———
~
=
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Therefore we prove the claim. In particular, lim; ,7_ A({) = —oo which is the desired
contradiction. U

Proof of Corollary[2.17. Suppose that there exists a non-negative integrable function f on
[0, o0 satisfying (V,Vr,) > —f(r,). Then V,(r) > — [ f(s)ds > — [7 f(s)ds > —oc0
and Ricy, ,(Ay) > 0 imply

RGO o
/ e n=m Ricy,n(Av) (e, 3¢)dt
0

2 o o0
> exp (—7/ f(s)ds) / Ricyn(Av) (Y2, e)dt = +00.
n—m J, 0
This yields the conclusion by Theorem 0J

Proof of Corollary[218. Suppose that (Z25) holds for every unit speed geodesic v ema-
nating from p. The (V,m)-completeness of (M, g, V) at p implies

R0
e~ n-m dt = 4o0.
0

Then we have

2V (1)

0 2vy(p) ) L 9 2
e = Ricm o (Av) (Ye, Ye)dt > (n —m)k C) e mm dt = 4o00.
0 0

This yields the conclusion by Theorem O

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 k : [0,00[— R be a continuous function and s, the unique solution
of the Jacobi equation s7(s) + k(s)s.(s) = 0 with s,(0) = 0 and s.(0) = 1, and J,, =
inf{s > 0| s.(s) = 0} the first zero point of s,,. Assume that 0, < oo and k(s) = k(d;—s)
holds for all s € [0,6,]. Then s..(0,) = —1, §'.(6,/2) = 0 and s,(s) = 5,(0, — s) for all
s € (0,0,

PROOF. Set 5,(s) := 5,(d, — s) for s € [0,0,]. Then this satisfies 5 (s) + k(s)5.(s) =0
and 5,(0) = 0 and §,(0) = —s/(d,). If we prove 5.(0) = 1, i.e.,, 5..(5,) = —1, then the
uniqueness of the solution implies the assertion.

Note that s.(s) :=5.(s)/5.(0) = —s,.(0, — s)/s.(0,) also satisfies the Jacobi equation
with s,(0) = 0 and s/ (0) = 1. Then the uniqueness implies s.(s) = s,(s), that is,
65.(0x —s) = —5.(s)sx(s) for s € [0,0,], in particular, §,(0,/2) = —8/(0x)8:(0./2).
Therefore, s/ (d,) = —1 by 5,(d,/2) > 0. The proof of §/.(6,/2) = 0 is easy from s/ (s) =
—s! (6, — s) for s € [0, 6,]. O
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Hereafter, we assume V = V¢ for some ¢ € C*(M) and set C, := exp <_M) for

n—m

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

. __4¢
metric h = e n—mg.

LEMMA 7.2. Fiz p € M. Suppose that there exists a point g € M such that s(p,q) =

q
d"(p,q) and let v be the minimal unit speed g-geodesic from p and q such that s(p,q) =
T

d(p,q) —2-20t)
0 e "

d"(p, z) holds for any x € M, then ¢ is rotationally symmetric around p.

m dt. Then V¢ is parallel to 4 (not parallel along ). Moreover if s(p,x) =

(Ot)
PROOF. Since t < d(p,q) implies v, ¢ Cut(p), we have s(p, q fo Pa) ~2520 4t =

L"(~). Combining this with s(p,q) = d"(p,q) we get d"(p,q ) = L'(v). Then v is a

h dy _
d” ds

minimal geodesic in the h metric. In particular, V = 0. Applying the formula for

connection of A in terms of g, we have

dy
o h
0= vi—l ds

= Vi, b2 <d1,v¢>d1+ : <di,d1>v¢

’ds n—m \ds ds n—m \ds ds
4¢(yr)

e n—m . .
T T —m (=¥, VO)ir + Vo).
Then we obtain that V¢ = (V@,5,)%,, i.e., V¢ is parallel to 4. Suppose further that
s(p,z) = d"(p,z) for any o € M. Let 11,25 € M be the points in the sphere 9B, (p) for

r>0andc:[0,1] — dB,(p) a curve on 9B, (p) joining ¢(0) = z; and ¢(1) = z5. Then we

see (Vo,¢) =0, because V¢ is parallel to 7, where ~ is the g-geodesic from p to a point
in Im(c). Hence ¢(xq) — ¢(z1) = fol(qu, ¢ydt = 0. O

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"(p,z) < s(p, z) and the triangle inequality for the h-metric we have

s(p,x) + s(q, ) > d"(p,x) + d"(q,x) > d"(p,q).

Proof of Theorem[Z20. First note that s, (s) = s,(0,—s) holds for s € [0, 0,,] by Lemmal[lTl
In particular, we have cot.(s) = —cot. (0, — s) for all s € [0,0,]. Let r, and r, be the

distance functions to p and q respectively. Then by Theorem 2.5 we have
_ 26(x)
Avy(rp +14)(x) < (n—m)e” n=m (cot(sp()) + cotu(sy()))
holds in the barrier sense. We also have s,(z) + s,(z) > d"(p, q¢) = d,, so that

coty, (s4(2)) < coty (8, — sp()) = — coty, (sp(2)) .

Thus, Aye(r, +74) < 0 holds in the barrier sense. Note that inf,/(r, + r,) attains
its minimum at a point of minimal geodesic joining p and ¢g. 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) + ry(x) = d(p,q) for all x € M and all geodesics starting point at p in M are
minimizing and end at ¢. In particular, we have Ayy(r, +7,) = 0 in the classical sense.
Therefore, we have

cot(sp(x)) = coty (6 — sq(x))  forall z e M.

Since s + cot,(s) is strictly decreasing, we have s,(z) + sy(x) = 6,. Hence s,(z) +
sq(x) = d"(p,q) = s(p,q) = 0. by d"(p,q) < s(p,q) < 6, (see Theorem 2I0). We can
apply the similar argument so that d/(x) + d}'(x) = d"(p,q) = s(p,q) = J.. Hence
0 < sp(x) —dl(x) = d(x) — sg(x) < 0 implies s,(x) = d}'(x). Taking z ¢ Cut(p), we

see that there exists a unique minimal unit speed geodesic v with 7o = p and v, ;) = @
rp(m) 2¢(vt)

satisfying s,(x) = |, n—m_dt. Applying this with Lemma [[.2] ¢ is rotationally
symmetric around p. Secondly, we can deduce that
_ 20(z)
(7.1) Ayery(x) = (n—m)e” n=m coty(s,(x)),
_ 26(2)
(7.2) Ayery(z) = (n —m)e” n=m coty(s,(z))

hold in the barrier sense respectively. Consequently, (7)) (resp. (C.2)) holds for =z €
(Cut(p) U{p})¢ (resp. z € (Cut(q) U{q})°). Let n be a minimal unit speed geodesic from
p to g with 799 = 6. Applying Lemma to (ICI]), we obtain m = 1 and the expression of
a metric of the form

(6()+6(0)
gy = dr? +e AP0 s2(s(r))gsn—1, 0<r<d(p,q)
with s(r) = [ e~ "1 dt and s(d(p,q)) = 6,. This implies the conclusion. O

8. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.22]

Let v be aray in M, i.e. a unit speed geodesic defined on [0, +oo[ such that d(y,7s) =
|s — t| for any s,t > 0. The Busemann function b, : M — R for a ray 7 is defined by
by(x) = lim (t—d(z,v)), €M

t——+o00
It follows from the triangle inequality that ¢ — d(x, ;) is monotonically non-decreasing
in ¢, so that the above limit exists. Moreover, it is well-known that 0, 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
Cl-vector field. Fiz a point p € M. Suppose that [29) holds for any x € M with k = 0.
Let ¢ € M be a point such that r, is smooth at q, and let v be the unique unit speed
minimal geodesic from p to q. Then we have

(8.1) (Avrp)(g) <

n—m

exp <2VW(T”(‘1 ) fo eXp (——2:152)) ds
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PROOF. Applying the Riccati inequality ([B.2) along v under (2.9]) with x = 0, we see
1 dA - C, _2no

e n-m

A(r)? J(T) - n—m
Integrating this from € > 0 to r,(¢) and letting ¢ — 0, we have from lim._,o A(¢) = 400
that

2V (rp(a) n—m
Arp(@) = Cple = (Avry)(q) < TR
rp(q) —
Cp fO (& n—m d’r’
This implies the conclusion. U

LEMMA 8.2. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold and V' a
Cl-vector field. Suppose that (M, g, V) is (V, m)-complete. Suppose that ZII) holds for
any p,v € M with kK = 0. Then the Busemann function b, for any ray v in M is an
Ay -subharmonic function in the barrier sense, i.e., for each p € M and any € > 0, there
ezists a smooth function by, . defined on a neighborhood U.(p) at p such that b, .(p) = b, (p),
bpe < by on Us(p), and Ayb,.(p) > —¢.

PROOF. Fix p € M and a ray v in M. Take any sequence {t;} satisfying limy_, .. tx =
+00. Let n:, be a minimal g-geodesic joining p and 7;,. As stated in [I1], there exists a
subsequence of ¢, such that the initial vector 7, (0) converges to some unit vector u € T, M.
Let n be the ray emanating from p and generated by u. Then p does not belong to the
cut-locus of n(r), hence n(r) ¢ Cut(p) for any r > 0. So bl (z) :=r —d(z,n(r)) + b,(p) is
smooth around p and satisfies b7 < b, with bl (p) = b,(p). By 1)), we see that for the
unique unit speed geodesic 7 from n(r) to p

n—m
8.2 Aybl(p) = —Ayry, > — .
(8.2) % »,(p) VTn( )(p) = exp (WW(Z%;M))) Od(n(r),p) exp (_2;@2)) dt
Note that n(r) = ¥y for 7 € [0,d(p,n(r))]. Then (8.2) becomes
n—m

(8.3) Ayl (p) = =Avyryey(p) > — .

v fod(p,n(r)) exp <_27\sz(nu1)) du
Since (M, g, V') is (V, m)-complete, we can construct the desired support function. O

Proof of Theorem[222. Let v :] — 0co,4+00[— M be a line (i.e., d(y,7s) = |s — t| for
s,t € R) and v*, 7~ rays defined by v, := v and 7, = v_; (t > 0). Let b", b~
be the Busemann function associated to v, v~ respectively. Then, under the (V,m)-
completeness of (M, g, V'), b and b~ are continuous Ay-subharmonic functions on M in
the barrier sense by Lemma Since 7 is a line, for each x € M, we have

b¥(x) + b7 (2) = lim (2t = d(z,7) = d(w,7-1)) <0

and bT + b~ = 0 on 7. In view of the strong maximum principle for Ay -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 Ay-harmonic functions in the barrier sense.
Since |Vr,| = 1 on (Cut(p) U {p})¢, we have |Vb"| = |Vb~| = 1 on M. Moreover, let
h* be the smooth Ay-harmonic function on an open ball B such that b* = h* on 0B.
Applying the weak maximum principle to the Ay-harmonic function b* — h* on B in the
barrier sense, we can deduce b* < h* on B, hence 0 = bt + b~ < h* 4+ h~. Applying
the strong maximum principle again to the smooth Ay-harmonic function ™ + A~ on
B, we have h™ +h~ = 0 on B. Thus, we can get 0 > b* — ht = —(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 Ay-harmonic function b,+ and |Vb,+| =1 on M, we can
deduce that Ricy,(Ay)(Vbyt, Vb,e) = 0 and n — 1 non-zero eigenvalues of Hess b= |, are
all equal, because Hessb*|, has n — 1 non-zero eigenvalues. Applying [34, Lemma 6.6]
to the smooth Ay-harmonic function b* satisfying |Vb%| = 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 ¢ = dr? + e%gN, where gy is a metric on N and ¢ : M — R is
a smooth function, Ricy,(Ay) (Vb5 V) =0, and V = - 2 + U with U L 2. In
the same way of the proof of [34, Corollary 6.7], we can deduce that % = 0, because [34]

dr
Proposition 2.1] yields Ricy ,(Ay) (%, %) =0 and

- (<n - m)) (% =0

26(0,")
This means that g has the form of product metric ¢ = dr? +e =1 gy = dr?> + hy on

R x N. Moreover, we can see that V is a vector field on N by using the fact that
Ricmq(Ay) (£,U) =0forall U L 2. O
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