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EFFECTIVE VOLUME GROWTH OF THREE-MANIFOLDS

WITH POSITIVE SCALAR CURVATURE

YIPENG WANG

Abstract. In this note, we prove an effective linear volume growth for
complete three-manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature and uni-
formly positive scalar curvature. This recovers the results obtained by
Munteanu-Wang [7]. Our method builds upon recent work by Chodosh-
Li-Stryker [4], which utilizes the technique of µ-bubbles and the almost-
splitting theorem by Cheeger-Colding.

1. Introduction

The Bishop-Gromov volume comparison theorem asserts that a complete
Riemannian manifold Mn with non-negative Ricci curvature exhibits at
most Euclidean volume growth: specifically, there exists a universal con-
stant C(n) such that vol(Br(p)) ≤ Crn for any point p ∈ M and all r > 0.
A well known conjecture of Gromov [5] proposes that if Mn additionally
possesses uniformly positive scalar curvature R ≥ 1, then there should be a
universal constant C(n) such that vol(Br(p)) ≤ Crn−2.

In this note, we explore Gromov’s conjecture within the three-dimensional
setting to establish an effective linear volume growth result. It is impor-
tant to mention that, according to Yau’s linear volume growth theorem for
manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature [9], Gromov’s conjecture would
provide a precise characterization of volume growth for three-manifolds with
Ricg ≥ 0 and R ≥ 1.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a universal constant C such that the following

statement is true. Let (M,g) be a complete Riemannian 3-manifold with

Ricg ≥ 0. For all p ∈ M and r > 0, if Rg ≥ 1 in Br(p), then

vol(Br(p)) ≤ Cr

This problem has recently been examined by Chodosh, Li and Stryker [4]
in the case where M is non-compact. Utilizing the technique of µ-bubbles
and Cheeger-Colding theory, they have demonstrated that

vol(Br(p)) ≤ C(p,M, g)r

for all p ∈ M and r > 0, where the constant may depend on the manifold.
Theorem 1.1 can be considered as an effective version of the main results
considered in [4].
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An alternative method has been developed by Munteanu-Wang [7], which
relies on analysis of level sets of harmonic functions. We refer some other
related works for this problem in higher dimensions [8],[10].

Acknowledgment. The author wishes to express sincere gratitude to his
advisor, Simon Brendle, for inspiring discussions and continuing support.
Additionally, the author is thankful to Chao Li for explaining the ideas
presented in [4].

2. Main Ingredients of the Proof

Now let us describe the main techniques employed in the proof of Theorem
1.1. The method we use is similar to that in [4]. The Ricci curvature
condition enables the application of the Cheeger-Colding almost splitting
theorem [1], which ensures that geodesic balls up to a certain scale, centered
at the midpoint of a long geodesic, is Gromov-Hausdorff close to a ball
with same radius in N × R, where N as a length space can be constructed
as the level set of certain harmonic function that is closed to the distance
function. Additionally, the scalar curvature condition allows us to construct
a specific surface, Σ (called the µ-bubble) around N , so that each connected
component of Σ maintains a uniform diameter bound. We should note that
Σ generally possesses numerous connected components, but a more careful
analysis of the Cheeger-Colding estimates ensures that N is closed to one
specific component of Σ, therefore having a uniform diameter bound.

By considering the universal cover of M , we could assume that M is
simply connected. The first key ingredient in our analysis is the geometric
estimates of µ-bubbles, which we outline in the following Lemma. The
concept of µ-bubble was initially introduced by Gromov, and we refer to [6]
for a general introduction to this technique.

Throughout this note, we will write

NR(Γ) := {x : d(x,Γ) < R}

to denote the tubular neighborhood of a given closed subset Γ and

βa,b := β([a, b]) ⊂ M

for any unit speed minimizing geodesic β and 0 ≤ a < b < ∞.

Lemma 2.1 (Chodosh-Li [2],[4], Chodosh-Li-Stryker [3]). There exists con-

stants L and c such that the following is true:

Let (X3, g) be a 3-manifold with boundary. If there exists some p ∈ X
such that dX(p, ∂X) > L and Rg ≥ 1 in NL(∂X), then there exists an open

subsets Ω ⊂ NL
2

(∂X) ∩X and a smooth surface Σ with ∂Ω = Σ ⊔ ∂X and

each connected component of Σ has diameter bounded by c.

Throughout the remainder of this note, we will let L and c to be the
universal constants from Lemma 2.1, and without loss of generality, we may
assume that L > 4c.



EFFECTIVE VOLUME GROWTH 3

Fix a point p ∈ M and a large constant ℓ, we assume that Rg ≥ 1 within
Bℓ(p). Let γ : [0, ℓ] → M to be a unit speed minimizing geodesic with
γ(0) = p. For each k ≥ 1 where (k + 1)L < ℓ, we apply Lemma 2.1 to

M\BkL(p). This yields a smooth surface Σ̃k that is homologous to ∂BkL(p),
with the following properties:

• Σ̃k ⊂ NL
2

(∂BkL(p)) ∩
(

M\BkL(p)
)

.

• The diameter of each connected component of Σ̃k is bounded by c.

Note that for all positive integers k with (k+1)L < ℓ, we must have γ∩Σ̃k 6=
∅. We set Σk ⊂ Σ̃k as a connected component that intersects with γ. Finally,
we let tk ∈ [0, ℓ] such that pk := γ(tk) ∈ Σk.

Lemma 2.2. We have d(pk, pk+1) = |tk − tk+1| < 2L.

Proof. Given that Σk ⊂ NL
2

(∂BkL(p)) ∩
(

M\BkL(p)
)

, it follows that

kL ≤ tk < (k + 1)L.

Therefore |tk − tk+1| < 2L. �

Lemma 2.3. For any 0 < s0 < tk < s1 < ℓ, if γ′ is any continuous path

joining γ(s0) and γ(s1), then γ′ ∩ Σk 6= ∅.

Proof. Suppose not, then γs0,s1 and γ′ form a loop that has a non-trivial
intersection number with Σk, contradicting the fact that M is simply con-
nected. �

2.1. Results from Cheeger-Colding Theory. The second key compo-
nent of our proof is the almost-splitting theorem, which we outline as fol-
lows. Let S = 5c+ 2L. We let r0 ≫ S as a large constant to be determined
later. We denote Ψ = Ψ(R) : R+ → R as a continuous function that may
vary from line by line, with the property that limR→∞Ψ(R) = 0.

Let R ≥ r0 and k ∈ N
+ with R < tk < ℓ−R. We set up some notations:

First we define Bk := BS(pk) as the region to apply the almost splitting
theorem. Let b to be the Buseman function associate with the geodesic γ

b(y) := d(y, γ(tk +R))−R

We then define h as the harmonic replacement of b in a larger ball:
{

∆h = 0, in B16S(pk)

h = b, on ∂B16S(pk)

By perturbing an arbitrarily small amount along γ, we assume h(pk) is a
regular value of h. We define Γk := h−1{(h(pk)} to be the level set of h at
h(pk). For any x ∈ Bk, we denote x′ to be a point in Γk that minimizes the
distance to x among all points in Γk.
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Lemma 2.4 (Cheeger-Colding [1]). Suppose x, y, z ∈ B2S(pk), with h(x) =
h(z), and z minimizes the distance from y over the level set h−1{h(z)}, then

|h(x) − b(x)| ≤ Ψ(1)

|d(y, z)− |h(y) − h(z)|| ≤ Ψ(2)
∣

∣d(x, y)2 − d(x, z)2 − d(y, z)2
∣

∣ ≤ Ψ(3)

Corollary 2.5. For all t with x = γ(t) ∈ Bk, we have

d(x, x′) ≤ |t− tk|+Ψ, d(pk, x
′) ≤ Ψ

Proof. It is clear that for all x ∈ Bk we have x′ ∈ B2s(pk). It then follows
from (1) that |h| ≤ Ψ on Γk. With (2) together we obtain

∣

∣d(x, x′)− |t− tk|
∣

∣ =
∣

∣d(x, x′)− |b(x)|
∣

∣

≤
∣

∣d(x, x′)− |h(x)|
∣

∣ +Ψ

≤
∣

∣d(x, x′)− |h(x) − h(x′)|
∣

∣+Ψ

≤ Ψ

This establishes the first inequality; the second inequality then follows from
(3). �

Lemma 2.6. There exists some r0 = r0(c, L, S) such that for all R ≥ r0
the following statement is true. For all k with R < tk < ℓ−R, we have

diam (Γk ∩Bk) ≤ 3c

Proof. Suppose, instead, that diam(Γk ∩Bk) > 3c. Then, there exists some
y ∈ Γk ∩Bk such that d(y,Bc(pk)) > 2c. In particular, since diam(Σk) ≤ c,
we obtain that d(y,Σk) > 2c.

Now we take σ± to be the unit speed minimizing geodesic joining γ
(

tk ±
S
2

)

to y. By Lemma 2.3, we must have at least one of σ± intersect with Σk. For
simplicity, we denote σ as the minimizing geodesic such that

σ(s0) = γ(t̄) = q, σ(s1) ∈ Σk, σ(s2) = y

where s0 < s1 < s2 and |t̄− tk| =
S
2 . By Corollary 2.5, we know that

d(q, q′) ≤
S

2
+ Ψ, d(q′, pk) ≤ Ψ

Next, we apply (3) to obtain

(s2 − s0)
2 ≤ d(q, q′)2 + d(q′, y)2 +Ψ

≤

(

S

2
+ Ψ

)2

+

(

d(pk, y) + d(q′, pk)

)2

+Ψ

≤

(

S

2

)2

+ d(pk, y)
2 +Ψ
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Hence, by the definition of Ψ, there exists some r0 = r0(c, L, S) such that
for all R ≥ r0, we have

(s2 − s0)
2 ≤ d(pk, y)

2 +

(

S

2

)2

+ 2c2(4)

On the other hand, since d (σ(s1), pk) ≤ c, we apply the triangle inequality.

(s2 − s0)
2 = [d(q, σ(s1)) + d(σ(s1), y)]

2

≥ [d(q, pk) + d(y, pk)− 2c]2

= d(q, pk)
2 + d(y, pk)

2 + 4c2

+ d(q, pk) (d(y, pk)− 2c) + d(y, pk) (d(q, pk)− 2c)

Given that d(y, pk) ≥ 2c and d(q, pk) =
S
2 ≥ 2c, this implies

(s2 − s0)
2 ≥ d(q, pk)

2 + d(y, pk)
2 + 4c2

=

(

S

2

)2

+ d(y, pk)
2 + 4c2

which contradicts (4). �

Lemma 2.7. There exists some r0 = r0(c, L, S) such that for all R ≥ r0
the following statement is true. For all k with R < tk < ℓ − R, we have

Bk ⊂ N4c(γ0,ℓ).

Proof. Suppose that d(x, pk) < S, and denote Γx = h−1{h(x)} as the level
set of h at h(x).

Using the estimates in Lemma 2.4, we obtain:
∣

∣d(x, pk)
2 − d(x′, pk)

2 − (h(x) − h(x′))2
∣

∣

≤
∣

∣d(x, x′)2 − (h(x)− h(x′))2
∣

∣+Ψ

=
∣

∣d(x, x′)− |h(x) − h(x′)|
∣

∣ ·
(

d(x, x′) + |h(x)− h(x′)|
)

+Ψ

≤ Ψ(2d(x, x′) + Ψ) + Ψ

≤ Ψ

Let p̂k ∈ Γx that minimizes the distance from pk among all the points in Γx.
Then the same argument shows that

∣

∣d(x, pk)
2 − d(x, p̂k)

2 − (h(pk)− h(p̂k))
2
∣

∣ ≤ Ψ

Given that h(x) = h(p̂k) and h(pk) = h(x′), we deduce:

(5)
∣

∣d(x, p̂k)
2 − d(x′, pk)

2
∣

∣ ≤ Ψ

We know that |h(x)| ≤ S + Ψ and [−2S + Ψ, 2S − Ψ] ⊂ h(γtk−2S,tk+2S).
Therefore by choosing r0 large enough, one can make sure that for R ≥ r0
we would have

|h(x)| <
3

2
S, [

3

2
S,

3

2
S] ⊂ h(γtk−2S,tk+2S)
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Thus we could consider some γ(s) ∈ γtk−2S,tk+2S ∩ Γx. We find:

|d(pk, p̂k)− d(pk, γ(s))| = |d(pk, p̂k)− |s− tk||

≤ |h(p̂k)− |s− tk||+Ψ

= |h(γ(s))− |s− tk||+Ψ

≤ Ψ

Using (3), we obtain:

d(p̂k, γ(s))
2 ≤ d(pk, γ(s))

2 − d(pk, p̂k)
2 +Ψ ≤ Ψ

Applying the triangle inequality and combining with (5), we find:

d(x, γ(s))2 ≤ (d(x, p̂k) + d(p̂k, γ(s)))
2

≤ d(x, p̂k)
2 +Ψ

≤ d(x′, pk)
2 +Ψ

Finally, from Lemma 2.6, we know d(x′, pk) ≤ 3c for sufficiently large r0.
Replacing r0 with a larger value if necessary, we conclude that if R ≥ r0,
then d(x, γ(s))2 ≤ 16c2. This guarantees that x ∈ N4c(γ0,ℓ). �

Now we fix r0 to be the constant from Lemma 2.7 and we assume ℓ > 2r0.

Proposition 2.8. We have N5c(γr0,ℓ−r0) ⊂ N4c(γ0,ℓ).

Proof. Consider a point x ∈ N5c(γr0,ℓ−r0) and suppose

d(x, γ(t̂)) = inf
t∈[r0,ℓ−r0]

γ(t)

for some t̂ ∈ [r0, ℓ − r0]. Then by assumption, we have d(x, γ(t̂)) < 5c.
Furthermore, since |tk+1 − tk| ≤ 2L by Lemma 2.2, there exists some tk ∈
[r0, ℓ− r0] such that |t̂− tk| < 2L. Applying the triangle inequality gives

d(x, pk) < d(x, γ(t̂)) + 2L ≤ S

Therefore, x ∈ Bk. By Lemma 2.7, for tk ∈ [r0, ℓ − r0], we have Bk ⊂
N4c(γ0,ℓ). �

Proposition 2.9. Given x ∈ M , let t̂ ∈ [0, ℓ] such that d(x, γ(t̂)) =
d(x, γ0,ℓ). If t̂ ∈ [r0, ℓ− r0], then d(x, γ(t̂)) ≤ 4c.

Proof. Suppose the assertion is false and d(x, γ(t̂)) > 4c with t̂ ∈ [r0, ℓ− r0].
According to Proposition 2.8, we would then have d(x, γ(t̂)) > 5c. By
continuity, there exists a point x̂ on the geodesic segment joining x to γ(t̂)
where d(x̂, γ(t̂)) = 5c. Applying Proposition 2.8 again, we find d(x̂, γ0,ℓ) ≤
4c. However, since x̂ is on the minimizing geodesic between x and γ(t̂), we
must have

4c ≥ d(x̂, γ0,ℓ) = d(x̂, γ(t̂)) = 5c

This is a contradiction. �
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Corollary 2.10. For any s with ℓ > 4s+ 2r0, one has

Ns(γ2s+r0,ℓ−2s−r0) ⊂ N4c(γ0,ℓ)

Proof. For x ∈ Ns(γ2s+r0,ℓ−2s−r0), let t̂ ∈ [0, ℓ] such that d(x, γ(t̂)) =

d(x, γ0,ℓ). We must then have t̂ ∈ [r0, ℓ − r0]. The claim now follows di-
rectly from Proposition 2.9. �

Corollary 2.11. For x /∈ N4c(γ0,ℓ), let t̂ ∈ [0, ℓ] such that d(x, γ(t̂)) =

d(x, γ). If d(x, γ(t)) > d(x, γ) for all t > ℓ − r0, then t̂ ≤ r0. Therefore,

t̂ ≤ r0 if either of the following conditions holds:

• d(x, γ(0)) < ℓ−r0
2 .

• d(x, γ(0)) < d(q, γ(ℓ)) − r0.

Proof. Since x /∈ N4c(γ0,ℓ), Proposition 2.9 implies that if t̂ /∈ [ℓ − r0, ℓ],

then t̂ must be within [0, r0]. Given t > ℓ − r0, we consider the following
scenarios:
Under the first assumption:

d(x, γ(t)) ≥ ℓ− r0 − d(x, γ(0)) >
ℓ− r0

2
> d(x, γ(0))

Under the second assumption:

d(x, γ(t)) ≥ d(x, γ(ℓ)) − r0 > d(x, γ(0))

In both cases, this ensures that t̂ ∈ [0, r0]. �

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Now, let us fix p ∈ M and r > 0. We assume Rg ≥ 1 within Br(p). We
consider a minimizing geodesic γ : [0, r] → M with γ(0) = p. Let r0 be
the universal constant from Lemma 2.7, and without loss of generality, we
assume that r0 > 10S and r > 32r0.

We define the region

U = N4c(γ0,r) ∪B6r0(p), V = B r
16

(p)\U

Lemma 3.1. We have vol(U) ≤ C(r0, c)r.

Proof. The tubular neighborhood N4c(γ0,r) can be covered by r/c geodesic
balls of radius 4c. Bishop-Gromov then implies that

vol(U) ≤ vol (N4c(γ0,r)) + vol(B6r0(p)) ≤ C(
r

c
)c3 + Cr30 ≤ Cr

where C depends only on c and r0. �

Let us from now assume that V 6= ∅. For any q ∈ V , we let γq : [0, ℓq]
to be the unit speed minimizing geodesic joining q and γ( r4). Note that it

follows from the triangle inequality that 3
16r ≤ ℓq ≤ 5

16r.

Proposition 3.2. For any q ∈ V , there exists some tq ≤ r
8 such that

d(p, γq) = d(p, γq(tq)) ≤ 4c.
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Proof. First notice that d(p, q) < r−r0
2 and q /∈ V , hence Corollary 2.11

implies that

d(γ, γq(0)) ≥ d(p, q)− r0 > 5c

Since d(γ, γq(ℓq)) = 0, by continuity there exists some t̃ ∈ [0, ℓq] such that
d(γ, γq(t̃)) = 5c. It is clear that

min{d
(

γq(t̃), γq(0)
)

, d
(

γq(t̃), γq(ℓq)
)

} ≤
ℓq

2

thus,

d
(

p, γq(t̃)
)

≤
ℓq

2
+ max {d (p, γq(0)), d(p, γq(ℓq))} ≤

13

32
r <

r − r0
2

Applying Corollary 2.11 again, we find that γq(t̃) ∈ N5c(γ0,r0). We therefore
conclude that d(p, γq(t̃)) < 3

2r0. This implies for all t ∈ [0, ℓq], we have

d(p, γq(t)) ≤ d(p, γq(t̃)) + |t− t̃| <
3

2
r0 + |t− t̃|

But by assumption d(p, γq(0)), d(p, γq(ℓq)) ≥ 6r0, and hence t̃ ∈ [92r0, ℓ
q −

9
2r0] and p ∈ N 3

2
r0

(

γq4r0,ℓq−4r0

)

. Corollary 2.10 then implies that

d(p, γq(tq)) := min
t∈[0,ℓq]

d(p, γq(t)) ≤ 4c.

To control tq, we observe that

ℓq − tq ≥ d(p, γq(ℓq))− d(p, γq(tq)) =
r

4
− d(p, γq(tq))

But given ℓq ≤ 5
16r and d(p, γq(tq)) ≤ 4c, it follows that tq ≤ r

8 . �

Let us now pick some q0 ∈ V such that d(q, γ( r4 )) ≤ d(q0, γ(
r
4 )) + r0 for

all q ∈ V .

Proposition 3.3. We have V ⊂ N4c(γ
q0
0,ℓq0 ) ∪B6r0(q0).

Proof. Suppose the statement is false and there exists some q ∈ V such that
q /∈ N4c(γ

q0
0,ℓq0 )∪B6r0(q0). Let t̂ ∈ [0, ℓq0 ] so that d(q, γq0(t̂)) = d(q, γq0). We

first observe that

d(q0, q) < 2 ·
r

16
< ℓq − r0 = d(q, γq0(ℓq0))− r0

Then, with q /∈ N4c(γ
q0
0,ℓq0 ), Corollary 2.11 would imply that t̂ ∈ [0, r0]. This

implies:

d(q, γq0) ≥ d(q, q0)− d(q0, γ
q0(t̂)) ≥ d(q0, q)− r0

As we are assuming q /∈ B6r0(q0), it follows that d(q, γq0) > 5r0. By conti-
nuity, along γq there exists some t∗ ∈ [0, ℓq] such that

t∗ := inf{t ∈ [0, ℓq] : d(γq(t), γq0) = r0}

By Proposition 3.2, there exists some tq0 , tq ∈ [0, r8 ] satisfying

d(p, γq0(tq0)) ≤ 4c, d(p, γq(tq)) ≤ 4c
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This implies d(γq0(tq0), γq(tq)) ≤ 8c < r0, thus the minimality assumption
of t∗ gives t∗ ≤ r

8 . However, this shows that ℓq − t∗ > r
16 > 2r0. Hence for

all t > ℓq0 − r0

d(γq(t∗), γq0(t))) ≥ d(γq(t∗), γq(ℓq))− r0 > r0

and we must have γq(t∗) ∈ Nr0(γ
q0
0,r0

) by Corollary 2.11. In particular, this

implies d(q0, γ
q(t∗)) ≤ 2r0. Using the triangle inequality

d
(

q, γ(
r

4
)
)

≥ d(q, q0) + d
(

q0, γ(
r

4
)
)

− 2d (q0, γ
q(t∗))

≥ d(q, q0) + d
(

q0, γ(
r

4
)
)

− 4r0

But the assumption of q0 implies d
(

q0, γ(
r
4 )
)

≥ d
(

q, γ( r4 )
)

− r0 and we
obtain that d(q, q0) ≤ 5r0. This contradicts with the assumption that q /∈
B6r0(q0). �

Corollary 3.4. We have vol(V ) ≤ Cr, and hence vol(B r
16

(p)) < Cr.

Proof. This follows from the same argument as the proof of Lemma 3.1. �

Now, we will prove the main result of this note.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Given p ∈ M and r > 0, we suppose that r > 64r0.
Otherwise, we have vol(Br(p)) ≤ Cr30 ≤ Cr0. We can also assume that there
exists a unit speed minimizing geodesic γ : [0, r] → M with γ(0) = p. It
then follows from Corollary 3.4 and the Bishop-Gromov volume comparison
theorem again

vol(Br(p)) ≤ C vol(B r
16

(p)) ≤ Cr

This proves Theorem 1.1. �
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