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Abstract. We relate the uniqueness of asymptotic limits for noncollapsed Ricci-flat manifolds with
linear volume growth to the existence of a harmonic function asymptotic to a Busemann function.

Parallel to the work of Colding–Minicozzi in the Euclidean volume growth setting, we prove
uniqueness of the asymptotic limit and establish a quantitative polynomial convergence rate via a
monotone quantity associated with this harmonic function, assuming such harmonic function exists
and one asymptotic limit is smooth.

Conversely, for an open manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature, we show that uniqueness
of the asymptotic limit implies the existence of the desired harmonic function, without assuming
smoothness of the cross section.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation and Statements of Main results. For an Riemannian n-manifold (M, g) with
Ricg ≥ 0, the Bishop–Gromov volume comparison theorem asserts that for any point p ∈ M , the
volume quotient

(1.1) r−n Volg(Br(p))

is monotone non-increasing in the radius r. If the limit of (1.1) as r → ∞, denoted by VM ,
is positive, M is said to have Euclidean volume growth. This is the maximal volume growth
for manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature. By Gromov’s precompactness theorem, for any
rescaling sequence of metrics (M, r−2

i g, p), where ri → ∞, there is a subsequence that converges
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in the Gromov–Hausdorff sense to a geodesic metric space (X, d, x), which is called an asymptotic
cone of M . When M has Euclidean volume growth, Cheeger–Colding [CC97] showed that each
(X, d) is a metric cone. The proof hinges on the fact that in the rescaled metric r−2

i g, the monotone
quantity (1.1) approaches VM when i → ∞. In general, an asymptotic cone (X, d) may depend on
the choice of the scaling sequence ri. There are various examples of M with non-unique asymptotic
cones [Per97,CC97,CN13]. If one strengthens Ricg ≥ 0 to Ricg = 0, that is, if (M, g) is a Ricci-flat
manifold, then methods from geometric PDEs become available. In this case, the uniqueness of
asymptotic cones has been extensively studied [CT94, CM14, HO25]. In particular, a remarkable
result proven by Colding–Minicozzi [CM14] is that if one asymptotic cone is smooth, then it is
unique. The key observations in [CM14] are that if a smoothed version of (1.1) constructed in
[Col12] converges sufficiently fast to its limit as r → ∞, then the uniqueness follows, and that the
Ricci flatness provides sufficient analytic methods (e.g.  Lojasiewicz–Simon inequality) to obtain the
desired decay rate of this smoothed version of (1.1).

On the other hand, the study of maximal volume growth motivates that of minimal volume
growth. Calabi and Yau independently showed that for complete noncompact Riemannian n-
manifold (M, g) with Ricg ≥ 0, the minimal volume growth order is linear ; see, for example,
[Yau76]. The manifold (M, g) is said to have linear volume growth if, for some (hence any) base
point x ∈ M ,

(1.2) lim sup
r→∞

Volg(Br(x))

r
< ∞.

In addition, we say M is noncollapsed if infx∈M Volg(B1(x)) > 0. Note that if (M, g) has Euclidean
volume growth then it is automatically noncollapsed by the monotonicity of (1.1). The study of
manifolds with linear growth is pioneered by Sormani [Sor98,Sor00a,Sor00b]. In this setting, instead
of the rescaling sequences, it is more interesting to consider the translation sequences. Gromov’s
precompactness theorem implies that any divergent translation sequence (M, g, pi), meaning that
dg(pi, p) → ∞ for any fixed p ∈ M , has a convergent subsequence in the pointed Gromov–Hausdorff
sense (pGH for short) to a Ricci limit space (X, d, x), which is called an asymptotic limit of M . It
was shown in [Zhu25, Theorem 1.2] that if (M, g) is noncollapsed and has linear volume growth, then
its asymptotic limits are metric cylinders, that is, metric spaces of the form R×N equipped with
the product metric, where N is a compact metric space (In fact, it is a noncollapsed RCD(0, n− 1)
space). The metric cylinder structure, just like the metric cone structure in the case of Euclidean
volume growth associated with (1.1), is associated with a monotone quantity defined in terms of a
Busemann function.

Let γ : [0,∞) → M be a ray. The Busemann function bγ associated with γ is defined by

bγ := lim
t→∞

(
t− dg(x, γ(t))

)
.

Sormani [Sor98, Lemma 20] showed that when M has linear volume growth, both the volume
quotient

Volg
(
{0 ≤ bγ ≤ t}

)
t

and the surface area

(1.3) Hn−1
(
{bγ = t}

)
are monotone non-decreasing for t ≥ 0, and that their limits as t → ∞ exist, are finite, and
coincide. We denote this common limit by V∞. Combining [Sor00a, Theorem 34] and [Zhu25,
Proposition 3.5], the metric cylinder structure in the asymptotic limits hinges on the fact that the
monotone quantity (1.3) converges to V∞ along the divergent translation sequence pi → ∞.
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The above discussion reveals a close analogy between the metric cone structure of asymptotic
cones in the case of Euclidean volume growth and the metric cylinder structure of asymptotic limits
in the case of linear volume growth. It is therefore natural to expect that the theory developed for the
uniqueness of rescaling limits may extend to translation limits. As in the case of asymptotic cones,
the limit cylinder may depend on the choice of the translation sequence {pi}. In general, asymptotic
limits need not be unique when only assuming nonnegative Ricci curvature, and the constructions
of counterexamples resembles those in the conical setting; see, for example, [Sor98, Example 27]
and [Zhu25, Theorem 5.1].

In our previous work [YZ25], we extended the methods of Cheeger–Tian [CT94] to the linear
volume growth setting which originate in the study of the uniqueness of tangent cones for minimal
surfaces by Simon [Sim83] and by Allard–Almgren [AA81]. In that work we had to impose additional
technical assumptions, including integral curvature bounds, integrability of the Ricci flat metric on
the cross section N and nonnegativity of the Lichnerowicz Laplacian on N .

The primary goal of this paper is to establish results on the uniqueness of asymptotic limits
and the rate of convergence to them for Ricci flat manifolds with linear volume growth, paralleling
the corresponding results for asymptotic cones in [CM14]. In doing so, we are able to remove the
technical assumptions described above. However, we will also introduce a new technical assumption.

In [Col12], where (M, g) has Euclidean volume growth, a smoothed version of the monotone

quantity (1.1) is constructed using the Green distance function b := G
1

2−n , where G denotes the
Green’s function of M . In contrast, manifolds with linear volume growth are parabolic, so they
admit no positive Green’s function. Consequently, in order to construct a smoothed version of the
monotone quantity (1.3) at least on one end of (M, g), we require a harmonic function u defined on
that end which is asymptotic to the Busemann function.

The existence of such a function u is not known in general, and we therefore impose its existence
as a technical assumption. Nevertheless, we will show that if the asymptotic limit is unique, without
assuming smoothness of the cross section N , then such a harmonic function u exists.

Theorem 1.1 (Uniqueness at infinity). Let (M, g) be a noncollapsed Ricci flat manifold with linear
volume growth. Fix a ray γ and let bγ denote the associated Busemann function. Suppose that the
following conditions hold.

(1) One asymptotic limit is smooth, in the sense that there exists a sequence {ti}∞i=1 with ti → ∞
such that

(1.4) (M, g, γ(ti))
pGH−−−→ (N := R×N, dt2 + gN , (0, x)),

where (N, gN ) is a smooth closed Ricci flat manifold.
(2) There exists a harmonic function u defined on the end {bγ ≥ 0} that is asymptotic to bγ, in

the sense that for any ε > 0 there exists R0 ≥ 0 such that

|u(x) − bγ(x)| < ε for all x ∈ {bγ ≥ R0}.

Then the asymptotic limit of (M, g) is unique. Moreover, there exist constants C ≥ 1 and β̃ > 0
such that, for all sufficiently large t > 0, the Gromov–Hausdorff distance satisfies the decay estimate

dGH

(
[0, 2] ×N, {t ≤ u ≤ t + 2}

)
≤ C t−β̃.

In fact, the uniqueness follow from an effective version of Theorem 1.1, stated as follows.

Theorem 1.2 (Effective uniqueness). In the setting of Theorem 1.1, there exist constants ε, δ, β̃ > 0
and C > 1 such that the following holds. If A(t) :=

∫
{u=t} |∇u| dVg satisfies
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A(t1 − C) −A(t2 + C) < ε

for some 1 < t1 ≪ t2, and if for every t ∈ [t1 − C, t1 + C] one has

(1.5) dGH

(
[0, 2] ×N, {t ≤ u ≤ t + 2}

)
< δ,

then:

E.1 For every t ∈ [t1, t2],

dGH

(
[0, 2] ×N, {t ≤ u ≤ t + 2}

)
< 4δ.

E.2 There exists a metric cylinder R×N0 such that for every t ∈ [t1, t2],

dGH

(
[0, 2] ×N0, {t ≤ u ≤ t + 2}

)
≤ C (t− t1)

−β̃.

Finally, we establish an existence result for a harmonic function on one end that is asymptotic
to a Busemann function, assuming that the asymptotic limit is unique. This existence theorem is
inspired by work of Ding [Din04].

Theorem 1.3 (Existence of a harmonic function asymptotic to a Busemann function). Let (M, g)
be an open, noncollapsed manifold with linear volume growth and Ricg ≥ 0. Assume moreover that

the asymptotic limit of M is unique, in the sense that there exists a metric cylinder N = R × N ,
where N is a noncollapsed RCD(0, n−1) space, such that for any translation sequence {pi} one has

(M, g, pi)
pGH−−−→ (N, (0, x)).

Then there exists a harmonic function u defined on an end of M which is asymptotic to the Buse-
mann function.

Remark 1.4. Returning to the Ricci flat case, by combining Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3, we
infer that if an open Ricci flat manifold admits a unique smooth cylindrical asymptotic limit of the
same dimension (and hence has linear volume growth), then the minimal rate of convergence to this
limit is polynomial. Examples of such manifolds arise in a variety of settings. For instance, there
are asymptotically cylindrical Calabi–Yau manifolds [HHN15], in particular in complex dimension
3 [CHNP13], asymptotically cylindrical G2-manifolds [Nor08], and ALH instantons [Hei12, BM11].
However, all known examples of this type have integrable cross sections and the Lichnerowicz
Laplacian on the cross sections are nonnegative. As a result of [YZ25], we showed that for the
aforementioned examples, there exists a gauge in which the convergence rate to the asymptotic
limit is in fact exponential. At present, it is not known whether there exist examples for which the
optimal convergence rate to the asymptotic limit is polynomial. This question is closely related to
the existence of a closed Ricci-flat manifold with full holonomy.

1.2. Sketch of proof: monotonicity and uniqueness. We outline the construction of a mono-
tone quantity and explain how it leads to the uniqueness of asymptotic limits. Let (M, g) be an
open, noncollapsed, Ricci-flat manifold with linear volume growth, as in Theorem 1.1.

First, the uniqueness of asymptotic limits means that the pointed Gromov–Hausdorff limit of
any sequence (M, g, pi), with pi → ∞, if it exists, is independent of the choice of the divergent
sequence {pi}. By the reduction already used in the statement of Theorem 1.1, it suffices to
consider sequences {pi} lying on a fixed ray γ; see [Zhu25, Theorem 1.6]. It was observed by
Sormani [Sor00a, Remark 44] that if the monotone quantity (1.3) converges sufficiently fast as
t → ∞, then (M, g) is asymptotic to a unique metric cylinder. However, the quantity (1.3) is only
Lipschitz continuous, which makes it difficult to extract quantitative convergence rates.
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To overcome this difficulty, we first smooth (1.3) using the harmonic function u defined on the
end of M . Consider the weighted area of the level sets of u:

S(t) :=

∫
{u=t}

|∇u| dAg.

A direct computation in Section 3.2 shows that S ′(t) = 0, and hence

S(t) = lim
t→∞

S(t) = lim
i→∞

S(ti) = VolgN (N) = lim
t→∞

Hn−1
(
{bγ = t}

)
,

where the final equality follows from [Zhu25, Proposition 3.8]. Thus, S(t) provides a smooth ap-
proximation of the monotone quantity (1.3) for large t.

The construction of S(t) suggests that we can consider L2-norm on the level sets of u with respect
to the weighted area |∇u| dAg. We then define

A(t) :=

∫
{u=t}

|∇u|3 dAg.

In Section 3.1, we will show that A(t) is monotone non-increasing. Moreover, A(t) satisfies a
property analogous to that of (1.3): if A(t) converges sufficiently fast, then the desired uniqueness
of asymptotic limits follows. We outline the main steps of this property, which implies our main
theorem.

Let Φt denote the pointed Gromov–Hausdorff distance between the region {t ≤ u ≤ t + 2} and
the tube [0, 2]×Nt in its “nearest cylinder” R×Nt. In Lemma 2.2, we show that uniqueness follows
from the summability condition ∑

j

Φt+j < ∞,

for some t to be determined in the proof. By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, this in turn is implied
by

(1.6)
∑
j

Φ2
t+j j

2σ < ∞, for some σ > 1/2.

To prove (1.6), we first bound Φt+j by the L2-norm of Hessu on the region {t+j−1 ≤ u ≤ t+j+3};
see Section 2.3. This step relies on the smoothness of the cross section and the Ricci-flatness of
(M, g). On the other hand, a direct computation shows that the L2-norm appearing above is exactly

A′(t + j + 3) −A′(t + j − 1);

see Section 3.1 for the detailed calculation. Consequently, (1.6) follows from

(1.7)
∑
j

(
A′(t + j + 3) −A′(t + j − 1)

)
j2σ < ∞.

Using a calculus trick as in [CM14, Lemma 2.73], the estimate (1.7) follows from a decay bound
on −A′ of the form

(1.8) −A′(t) ≤ C t−β

for some β > 0 and all sufficiently large t ≫ 1. Finally, this decay estimate is a consequence of the
 Lojasiewicz–Simon inequality

(1.9)
(
−A′(t)

)2−α ≤ C
(
A′(t + 3) −A′(t− 1)

)
,

for some α ∈ (0, 1).
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To prove the  Lojasiewicz–Simon inequality for −A′, we approximate A′ by the weighted Einstein–
Hilbert functional

E(g, w) :=

∫
N
Rg w dVg,(1.10)

which depends on a C2,β Riemannian metric g on the smooth cross section N and a positive C2,β

weight function w with respect to the Riemannian volume measure. Here Rg denotes the scalar
curvature of g. The pair (g, w) is required to satisfy a constant weighted volume constraint, namely,
the variation of E is taken in

(1.11) G1 =

{
(g, w) ∈ G

∣∣∣∣ ∫
N
w dAg = VolgN (N)

}
.

For i sufficiently large and t close to ti, the level set {u = t} is diffeomorphic to the smooth
cross section N , and the induced Riemannian metric gt on {u = t} is close to gN . We will see that
(gN , 1) ∈ G1 and (gt, |∇u|) ∈ G1 by the constancy of S(t). The construction of the functional E is
inspired by the R-functional in [CM14, Section 3]; see Section 3.2 for a detailed discussion of this
choice.

The functional E : G1 → R satisfies the following properties:

(R.1) E(gN , 1) = limt→∞A′(t) = 0.
(R.2) The pair (gN , 1) is a critical point of E when restricted to G1.
(R.3) The functional E satisfies a  Lojasiewicz–Simon inequality: there exists α ∈ (0, 1) such that

|E(g, w)|2−α ≤ |∇1E(g, w)|2,
for all (g, w) sufficiently close to (gN , 1), where ∇1E denotes the gradient of E restricted to
G1.

(R.4)

|∇1E(gt, |∇u|)|2 ≤ C

∫
{t−1≤u≤t+3}

|Hessu|2 dVg.

(R.5)
|A′(t) − E(gt, |∇u|)| ≤ C h[t−1,t+3].

Roughly speaking, (R.1) and (R.2) state that E approximates A′ at infinity. Properties (R.4)
and (R.5) further show that E and A′ are quantitatively equivalent when (gt, |∇u|) is sufficiently
close to (gN , 1), and may be viewed as quantitative refinements of (R.1) and (R.2). Finally, the
 Lojasiewicz–Simon inequality in (R.3) provides the key mechanism for deriving the decay estimate.

We organize Part 1 as follows. In the next section, Section 2, we provide the detailed proofs of
Theorem 1.1 and its effective version, Theorem 1.2, outlined above, assuming the estimate (1.8).
The construction of the monotone quantity A and the approximate functional E is presented in
Section 3. The verification of properties (R.1)-(R.5) is carried out in Section 4, largely following the
methods of [CM14]. Finally, the precise statements of (1.8) and (1.9), together with their proofs
based on the properties of E , are given in Section 5.

1.3. Sketch of proof: existence of linear growth harmonic functions. We outline the proof
of the existence of a linear growth harmonic function under the assumptions of Theorem 1.3. In the
same spirit as [Din04], the main idea is to transplant harmonic functions from the limit cylinder
N = R × N back to M . Without loss of generality we assume (M, g) only has one end. If (M, g)
has two ends then it must split as a metric cylinder, then the problem is trivial. We assume some
knowledge of the calculus on RCD spaces which is included in [AH18, DPG18, Gig14], since we do
not need the RCD theory in the other part.
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First, as shown in Lemma 2.2, the uniqueness of the asymptotic limit implies a Cauchy-type
criterion for translation sequences. In particular, for any ε > 0 and any L > 0, there exists
R0 = R0(ε), independent of L, such that for all R ≥ R0,

(1.12) dGH

(
(T[R,R+L], γR), ([0, L] ×N, (0, x))

)
< ε.

Here we use the notation

Ta,b := {x ∈ M | a ≤ bγ(x) ≤ b}, γt := γ(t).

This yields uniform pointed Gromov–Hausdorff control of arbitrarily long tubes by the fixed metric
cylinder R×N .

On the limit cylinder R ×N , let r denote the R-coordinate, which is harmonic. Fix L > 0. By
Theorem 6.1, for any diverging sequence Ri → ∞, there exist harmonic functions ui,L defined on
T[Ri,Ri+L] such that, after composing with the Gromov–Hausdorff approximation map in (1.12), the

functions ui,L converge strongly in H1,2 to r on (0, L)×N . The proof relies on the positivity of the

first Dirichlet eigenvalue on [0, L] ×N and the equality H1,2
0 = Ĥ1,2

0 , both verified in Theorem 6.1.

To rule out degeneration to constants and to obtain uniform growth control, we invoke the
three circles inequality, Theorem 6.3. By a contradiction argument (see also [YZ25, Theorem 5.5])
together with the uniform approximation (1.12), this inequality is stable under small Gromov–
Hausdorff perturbations. Consequently, for sufficiently large i, harmonic functions {ui,L} on tubes
T[Ri,Ri+L] satisfy the same three circles inequality, with constants independent of i and L.

Using the functions ui,L constructed above and the uniform three circles inequality, we obtain
uniform local H1,2 and C0,α bounds on compact subsets of the end {bγ ≥ R0}. By a diagonal
argument and elliptic regularity, a subsequence converges locally smoothly to a harmonic function

u : {bγ ≥ R0} → R.

By construction, on increasingly large tubes the functions ui,L are close to the coordinate function
r on R×N . Moreover, by [Zhu25], the Busemann function bγ converges to r under pointed Gromov–
Hausdorff convergence. Passing to the limit therefore yields

|u− bγ | −→ 0 as bγ → ∞,

showing that u has linear growth and is asymptotic to bγ .

Acknowledgements. The authors thank Jian Wang, Guofang Wei and Ruobing Zhang for their
interest in this work, Yifan Chen and Junsheng Zhang for the reference [Hei12]. Z.Y. is supported
by an AMS–Simons Travel Grant. X.Z. is supported by an AMS–Simons Travel Grant.

Part 1. Uniqueness of asymptotic limits

2. Proving uniqueness

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1, modulo several analytic details that will be verified in the
subsequent sections.

Fix (Mn, g) to be an open noncollapsed n-manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature and linear
volume growth. Let γ : [0,∞) → M be a ray in M , and let bγ denote the associated Busemann
function. We assume that there exists a harmonic function

u : {bγ ≥ 0} → R
which is asymptotic to bγ in the C0 sense: for any ε > 0, there exists R0 ≥ 0 such that

|u(x) − bγ(x)| < ε, ∀x ∈ {bγ ≥ R0}.(2.1)
7



Although not necessary, it is convenient to assume that

M \ {bγ ≥ 0} ̸= ∅.
Otherwise, u is globally defined and harmonic. By a result of Sormani [Sor00b], the linear growth
harmonic function u will induce a splitting, in which case M itself is a metric cylinder.

2.1. Criterion for the uniqueness. In this section, we give a Cauchy criterion for the uniqueness
of asymptotic limits, Lemma 2.2. First we need to take a preferred Gromov–Hausdorff approxima-
tion via our harmonic function u. It will help us compute the pointed Gromov–Hausdorff distance.
Given ε > 0, combining the closeness to bγ in (2.1), and the fact that u is harmonic, standard
arguments (c.f. [Che01]) show that when i is large enough, u− ti is an ε-almost splitting function
on {ti ≤ u ≤ ti + 2}, that is

(1) sup{ti≤u≤ti+2} |∇u| ≤ 1 + C(n)ε for some constant C(n) > 0;

(2) −
∫
{ti≤u≤ti+2} ||∇u|2 − 1| ≤ ε;

(3) −
∫
{ti≤u≤ti+2} |Hessu|2 ≤ ε.

When stating the almost splitting properties above we used level sets of u for convenience, it is
easy to see that {ti ≤ u ≤ ti + 2} is comparable to a ball centered at γ(ti), when M is noncollaped
and has linear volume growth, because in this case the diameter of {ti ≤ u ≤ ti + 2} is uniformly
bounded. Compare [CM97, (2.6)-(2.11)].

Remark 2.1. Since u − ti is an almost splitting function, its level sets can be used to construct
a Gromov–Hausdorff approximation between {ti ≤ u ≤ ti + 2} and [0, 2] × N and it takes γ to
(a small neighborhood of) [0, 2] × {x} for some x ∈ N , see [Zhu25, Proposition 2.11], and it takes
corresponding level set {u = t} to (a small neighborhood of) {t− ti} ×N , see [Sor00a, Note 30].

Following the criterion for the uniqueness of asymptotic cones in [CM14, Lemma 2.56], we give a
similar criterion for the uniqueness of asymptotic limits, see also another criterion using a Busemann
function by Sormani [Sor00a, Remark 43].

From now on, we denote
T[a,b] := { a ≤ u ≤ b }

the closed tube bounded by the level sets {u = a} and {u = b}. We consider the tube T[t,t+2]

together with a marked point xt ∈ γ ∩ {u = t}, a choice of an intersection point of the ray γ with
the level set {u = t}.

Let Φt be the infimum of the pointed Gromov–Hausdorff distance between T[t,t+2] and the corre-
sponding tube in some metric cylinder.

Φt := inf{dGH((T[t,t+2], xt), ([0, 2] ×N, (0, x))) | N = R×N a metric cylinder}

Thus, given ε > 0, if Φt < ϵ, then there is a cylinder N t = Nt × R satisfying

dGH((T[t,t+2] ⊆ M,xt), ([0, 2] ×Nt ⊆ N t, (0, x))) < ε.

We have

Lemma 2.2. If for some t
∑∞

j=0 Φt+j < ∞, then M has a unique asymptotic limit.

Proof. without loss of generality we take t = 0 in the proof. It suffices to show that the sequence
{dGH(T[j,j+1], T[j+1,j+2])}∞j=1 is a Cauchy sequence. We estimate dGH(T[j,j+1], T[j+1,j+2]) by Φj . First

note that there is a cylinder N j = R×Nj such that

dGH(T[j,j+2] ⊆ M, [0, 2] ×Nj ⊆ N j) ≤ 2Φj .
8



Then the two sub-tubes T[j,j+1] and T[j+1,j+2] also have N j as a candidate of the closest met-
ric cylinder. Here, we use the preferred GH approximation defined via u, as noticed in Remark
2.1. With this choice the GH approximation can be restricted to the sub-tubes, composing with
translation in N t if necessary, it follows

dGH(T[j,j+1], [0, 1] ×Nj) ≤ 2Φj , dGH(T[j+1,j+2], [0, 1] ×Nj) ≤ 2Φj .

Altogether, we have dGH(T[j,j+1], T[j+1,j+2]) ≤ 4Φj . This completes the proof. □

2.2. C1 bounds on Hessu and distances to tubes. We now show the following C1 bound on
the Hessian of the harmonic replacement u on the end.

Theorem 2.3. Let {ti} be the sequence in (1.4). There exists δ̃ > 0 such that for any δ ∈ (0, δ̃),
L > 0, i ∈ N+, if

(2.2) ∀t ∈ [ti, ti + L], dGH

(
(T[t,t+2], xt), ([0, 2] ×N, (0, x))

)
< δ.

then there exists constant C(gN ) depends only on the geometry of the limit cylinder R × N , in
particular, on the dimension and curvature bounds of N such that for any t ∈ [ti, ti + L],

(2.3) ∥Hessu∥2C1({u=t}) ≤ C(gN )

∫
T[t−1, t+3]

|Hessu|2 dVg

Proof. By the direct calculation, we know that

∆|Hessu|2 = div (2⟨∇Hessu,Hessu⟩) = 2
(
⟨∆ Hessu,Hessu⟩ + |∇Hessu|2

)
.

By [CM14, Lemma 4.3], we have

∆ Hessu = Hess(∆u) − 2 Rm ◦Hessu = −2 Rm ◦Hessu,

where Rm ◦(Hessu) denotes the natural contraction of the curvature tensor with symmetric 2-
tensors. Note that by Anderson [And90], under Ricci flat and noncollapsed condition the sequence

of tubes {T[ti,ti+L]} converges to [0, L] × N in the C∞ sense. Hence, there exists δ̃ > 0 such that
Rm is uniform bounded as long as (2.2) holds, in turn we have

(2.4) ∆|Hessu|2 ≥ 2|∇Hessu|2 − C(gN )|Hessu|2,

where the constant C(gN ) depends only on the metric gN and is independent of i. Therefore, we
may apply De Giorgi–Nash–Moser iteration based on (2.4) to obtain that

(2.5) ∥Hessu∥2C0({u=t}) ≤ C(gN )

∫
T[t−1,t+3]

|Hessu|2 dVg, ∀t ∈ T[ti,ti+L].

In addition, by Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we have

0 =

∫
div
(
η2∇|Hessu|2

)
≥
∫

η2
(
2|∇Hessu|2 − C(gN )|Hessu|2

)
− 4

∫
η|∇η||Hessu||∇Hessu|

≥
∫

η2|∇Hessu|2 − C1η
2|Hessu|2

− C2

∫
|∇η|2|Hessu|2.

Here constants C1 are C2 are independent of i as well.
9



Since we are working on the tube T[t,t+2], we can choose a cut-off function η compactly supported
in T[t−1,t+3] and satisfies η = 1 on T[t,t+2] and |∇η| ≤ 4. This yields

(2.6)

∫
T[t,t+2]

|∇Hessu|2dVg ≤ C

∫
T[t−1,t+3]

|Hessu|2 dVg.

Similar as above, from (2.6), the identity

∆|∇Hessu|2 ≥ 2|Hess Hessu|2 − C(gN )|∇Hessu|2 + 2⟨∇Hessu,∇∆ Hessu⟩
= 2|Hess Hessu|2 − C(gN )|∇Hessu|2

(2.7)

and De Giorgi-Nash-Moser iteration, we obtain that for all t ∈ T[ti,ti+L]

(2.8) ∥∇Hessu∥2C0({u=t}) ≤ C(gN )

∫
T[t−1,t+3]

|Hessu|2 dVg.

Finally, combining (2.5) and (2.8), we obtain the C1 estimates as desired. □

2.3. Controlling GH distance to tubes via Hessian estimates. For convenience, we set

h[a,b] =

∫
{a≤u≤b}

|Hessu|2 dVg

and assume the error h[a,b] is very small. In fact, h[a,b] can be arbitrarily small by choosing a, b large
enough. In the same spirit as [CM14], for the convergent sequence (Mn, g, γ(ti)) in (1.4), we are
going to bound distances to tubes in their nearest cylinder:

Proposition 2.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, there exists constant C = C(gN , L) > 0
R×Ni such that for any t ∈ [ti, ti + L], we have

Φt ≤ C

(∫
{t−1≤u≤t+3}

|Hessu|2 dVg

) 1
2

.

Proof. We note that the flow generated by ∇u
|∇u| gives a diffeomprhism between the tube T[t,t+2] and

the product space [0, 2]× u−1(t). Let gt denote the induced metric on the level set u−1(t). We now
show that the metric on T[t,t+2] is C0 close to the product metric

dr2 + gt

on [0, L] × u−1(t) which implies Gromov–Hausdorff closeness to the cylinder (R× u−1(t), du2 + gt),
in turn implies the upper bound on Φt. We denote this cylinder by R×Ni.

Notice that Theorem 2.3 gives pointwise estimates on Hessian: for all t ∈ T[ti,ti+L],

(2.9) |Hessu| (x) + |∇|∇u||(x) ≤ C
√

hT[t−1,t+3]
, u(x) = t,

where we have used ∇|∇u|2 = 2 Hessu(∇u, ·) and a uniform upper bound on the gradient |∇u|. In
the sequel, the uniform constant C may be different from line to line, but they are independent of
i in the same sense as in Theorem 2.3.

Let p be an arbitrary point in u−1(t) and {ek} an orthonormal frame for gti at p. We can extend
the frame {ek}n−1

k=1 along the flow line and preserve the bracket:[
ek,

∇u

|∇u|

]
= 0.

10



Moreover, even though the extended vector fields are no longer orthonormal, but they are tangent
to the level set of u and satisfy

(2.10) (g(ek, ej))
′ = L ∇u

|∇u|
(g(ei, ej)) =

(
L ∇u

|∇u|
g

)
(ei, ej) =

2 Hessu(ek, ej)

|∇u|
.

Here the differentiation ′ is along the aforementioned flow. Immediately, by (2.10), we know that
for k = 1, · · · , n− 1,

−2|Hessu|
|∇u|

g(ek, ek) ≤ (g(ek, ek))′ ≤ 2|Hessu|
|∇u|

g(ek, ek).

Combining this with (2.9) yields that for all t ∈ T[ti,ti+L]

|g(ek, ek) − 1| ≤ max

{
exp

CL
√

hT[t−1,t+3] −1, 1 − exp
−CL

√
hT[t−1,t+3]

}
≤ CL

√
hT[t−1,t+3]

.

(2.11)

Here we used the Taylor expansion and the smallness of
√
hT[t−1,t+3]

.

Similarly, for k, j ∈ {1, · · · , n− 1}, k ̸= j, we have

−2|Hessu|
|∇u|

√
g(ek, ek)

√
g(ej , ej) ≤ (g(ek, ej))

′ ≤ 2|Hessu|
|∇u|

√
g(ek, ek)

√
g(ej , ej).

Combining with estimates in (2.11) yields that for all t ∈ T[ti,ti+L]

|g(ek, ej)| ≤ CL
√

hT[t−1,t+3]
.(2.12)

Here the constant C depends on the uniform upper bound of hT[t−1,t+3]
. Since hT[t−1,t+3]

is uniformly
small, we may assume that C depends on δ.

By (2.11) and (2.12), taking the supremum over p ∈ N yields:

dGH(T[t,t+2], [0, 2] ×Ni) ≤ C

(∫
{t−1≤u≤t+3}

|Hessu|2 dVg

) 1
2

(2.13)

□

2.4. Main arguments. In this subsection we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2,
assuming the following decay estimate:

Theorem 2.5. There exist β > 0, such that for any fixed L > 0 and small enough δ > 0, there
exists C := C(δ, gN ) > 0 as long as (2.2) holds, then for any t∗ ∈ [ti, ti + L]

(2.14)

∫
{u≥t∗}

|Hessu|2 dVg ≤ C(t∗ − ti)
−β−1.

This decay estimate will be proven in Section 5. By the lines of [CM14, Proposition 2.65], we
obtain that

Proposition 2.6. Fix some integer m2 > m1 ≥ 2. There exists β̃ > 0 and C̄ > 0 so that the
following holds. Let i0 be an integer such that (2.2) holds for some L ≥ m2 + 2 and i0, then

m2∑
j=m1

Φti0+j ≤ C̄m−β̃
1

11



Proof. Choose σ such that 1 < 2σ < 1 + β. By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality,

m2∑
j=m1

Φti0+j ≤

 m2∑
j=m1

Φ2
ti0+j j

2σ

1/2 m2∑
j=m1

j−2σ

1/2

.

The series
∑

j j
−2σ converges whenever 2σ > 1. Thus it remains to bound the first factor on the

right-hand side.

Applying Proposition 2.4, we obtain
m2∑

j=m1

Φ2
ti0+j j

2σ ≤ C

∞∑
j=m1

(∫
{ti0+j−1≤u≤ti0+j+3}

|Hessu|2 dVg

)
j2σ.

By Theorem 2.5, choosing t∗ = ti0 + j − 1, j = m1, · · · ,m2, yields

aj :=

∫
{u≥ti0+j−1}

|Hessu|2 dVg ≤ C(ti0 + j − 1 − ti0)−β−1 ≤ Cj−β−1.

Therefore, it suffices to estimate
m2∑

j=m1

(aj − aj+4) j
2σ.

We are now in a position to apply [CM14, Lemma 2.73], which yields
m2∑

j=m1

Φ2
ti0+j j

2σ ≤ C

m2∑
j=m1

(aj − aj+4) j
2σ ≤ C̄ m−β̃

1 , β̃ := −2σ + β + 1 > 0.

This is the desired estimate. □

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We start by choosing constants:

(1) Fix δ ∈ (0, δ̃), so that for any fixed sufficiently large L ∈ N, we can find a sufficiently large
index i0 = i0(L, δ) such that (R.1)-(R.5), Proposition 2.4 and Theorem 2.5 hold on the tube
T[ti0 ,ti0+L].

(2) Proposition 2.6 gives C̄ and β̃, such that for m1,m2 ∈ N with m2 > m1 ≥ 2 it holds

(2.15)

m2∑
j=m1

Φti0+j ≤ C̄m−β̃
1 .

We choose m1 such that C̄m−β̃
1 < δ/100. Fix L ≥ m2 + 2.

(3) By the almost splitting theorem in [CC96] (see also [Xu19, Theorem 2.13] for the quantitative
version), we fix ε > 0 so that if A′(t − 1) − A′(t + 3) > −ε, then Φt < δ/100 and via GH
approximation constructed by u we have

dGH

(
T[t,t+2], ([0, 2] × {u = t})

)
≤ 2Φt.

Note that this is not Proposition 2.4, as here we do not assume at level t, {u = t} is close
(or diffeomorphic) to the cross section N in the given smooth cylinder.

Since δ, L, ε are fixed, we now choose the index i0(L, ε, δ) sufficiently large such that (2.2) holds for
t ∈ [ti0 , ti0 + L] with δ/100 in place of δ, and

(2.16) A′(ti0 − 1) > −ε.

To prove the uniqueness, in view of our uniqueness criterion Lemma 2.2, we would like to increase
m2 or equivalently increase L, while (2.15) still holds with fixed i0. A potential problem is that

12



when m2 → ∞ L ≥ m2 + 2 → ∞ then i0 → ∞. The key observation is that, if we increase L while
(2.2) still holds for the same i0, then Proposition 2.6, hence (2.15) still holds with the same i0 and
the increased L. We proceed by induction. We first show that the identity (2.15) can be extended
to m2 + 1.

On one hand, by the monotonicity of A′, (2.16) implies that for any t ∈ [ti0 + L, ti0 + L + 1]

A′(t− 1) −A′ (t + 3) > −ε.

It ensures by (3) that we have

dGH

(
T[t,t+2], [0, 2] × {u = t}

)
≤ 2Φt <

2δ

100
.

On the other hand, for the smaller tube T[t,t+1] ⊆ T[ti0+L,ti0+L+2] we have

dGH

(
T[t,t+1], [0, 1] ×N

)
<

δ

100
.

The triangle inequality yields

dGH

(
T[t+1,t+2], [0, 1] ×N

)
≤ dGH(T[t+1,t+2], T[t,t+1]) + dGH(

(
T[t,t+1], [0, 1] ×N

)
) <

5δ

100
.

Using the GH approximation constructed by u, for any t ∈ [ti0 + L, ti0 + L + 1], we have that

dGH

(
T[t,t+2], [0, 2] ×N

)
< δ/100 + 5δ/100 < δ,(2.17)

this in turn implies that the result in Proposition 2.6 holds for t ∈ [ti0 , ti0 + L + 1]:

m2+1∑
j=m1

Φti0+j ≤ Cm−β̃
1 <

δ

100
.

Now we have extended (2.15) up to m2+1, at the cost of an additional error 5δ/100 in the Gromov–
Hausdorff distance estimate (2.17). We next carry out the inductive step, in which we show that
this error does not accumulate under further extensions.

Assume that (2.15) has been extended to m2 + k, so that for all t ∈ [ti0 , ti0 + L + k],

δk := dGH

(
T[t,t+2], [0, 2] ×N

)
<

δ

2
.

By the same reasoning, for t ∈ [ti0 + L + k, ti0 + L + k + 1], it follows from (3) and the triangle
inequality that

dGH

(
T[t+1,t+2], [0, 1] ×N

)
< 4Φt + δk ≤ 4δ

100
+ δk.

Consequently,

dGH

(
T[t,t+2], [0, 2] ×N

)
<

5δ

100
+ δk < δ.

This in turn implies that the conclusion of Proposition 2.6 holds for all t ∈ [ti0 , ti0 + L + k + 1],
namely,

m2+k+1∑
j=m1

Φti0+j ≤ Cm−β̃
1 <

δ

100
.

In particular, for t ∈ [ti0 + L + k, ti0 + L + k + 1] we have

dGH

(
T[t,t+2], [0, 2] ×N

)
≤ dGH

(
T[t,t+2], T[ti0+L, ti0+L+2]

)
+ dGH

(
T[ti0+L, ti0+L+2], [0, 2] ×N

)
13



≤ 4

m2+k+1∑
j=m2

Φti0+j +
δ

100
≤ 4C̄ m−β̃

1 +
δ

100
≤ 5δ

100
,

which is independent of k.

In this way, we see that (2.15) can be extended to m2 = ∞. The uniqueness follows. The
convergence rate estimates follow from Proposition 2.4 and Theorem 2.5.

□

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Note that in the proof of Theorem 1.1. if (2.16) is replaced by

A′(ti0 − 1) −A′(ti0 + 4k − 1) > −ε,

for some k ∈ N+, then the proof is still valid to the point where (2.15) is extended to m2 + k.

We take ε small enough so that A′(t1 − C) − A′(t2 + C) ≥ −ε, and take δ as the δ/100 in the
proof of Theorem 1.1, then the first assertion of Theorem 1.2 follows immediately from the proof of
Theorem 1.1, because we have the required (2.2) from our assumption (1.5).

Moreover, arguing exactly as in the proof of Theorem 1.1, the triangle inequality yields an effective
Cauchy bound : for t1 < t < s− 1 < t2 − 1,

(2.18) dGH

(
(T[t,t+1], xt), (T[s,s+1], xs)

)
≤ 4

⌈s−t1⌉∑
j=⌊t−t1⌋

Φj ≤ C (t− t1)
−β̃.

Consequently, the Gromov–Hausdorff distance between any two such tubes decays at the claimed
rate. Finally, the same estimate implies that Φt also decays with the desired polynomial rate.

□

3. Monotone quantity A and its approximation E

3.1. Monotone quantity. In this subsection, we define the monotone quantity using the harmonic
replacement u on the end. We begin by introducing weighted area functionals. Define

(3.1) S(t) :=

∫
{u=t}

|∇u| dAg,

and

(3.2) A(t) :=

∫
{u=t}

|∇u|3 dAg.

A direct computation yields

S ′(t) =
d

dt

∫
{u=t}

|∇u| dAg

=

∫
{u=t}

Hessu

(
∇u

|∇u|
,∇u

)
dAg −

∫
{u=t}

Hessu

(
∇u

|∇u|
,∇u

)
dAg = 0.

Hence, the weighted area measure |∇u| dAg on the level sets {u = t} is independent of t.

By Anderson’s convergence theorem [And90], we have smooth convergence of the tubes T[ti,ti+1]

to [0, 1]×N , and along the sequence {ti} in (1.4), the function u converges to the coordinate function
on the R-factor of R×N . In particular, |∇u| → 1 as ti → ∞, and

Hn−1({u = ti}) → VolgN (N).
14



It follows that for all sufficiently large t (so that u is defined and harmonic),

(3.3) S(t) =

∫
{u=t}

|∇u| dAg = lim
t→∞

∫
{u=t}

|∇u| dAg = lim
i→∞

∫
{u=ti}

|∇u| dAg = VolgN (N).

Compare [CM14, (2.18)]. By the same reasoning, we also obtain

(3.4) lim
i→∞

A(ti) = lim
i→∞

∫
{u=ti}

|∇u|3 dAg = VolgN (N).

Recall that for a general smooth function f ∈ C∞(M), one has

d

dt

∫
{u=t}

f dAg =

∫
{u=t}

〈
∇f,

∇u

|∇u|2

〉
dAg +

∫
{u=t}

f
H{u=t}

|∇u|
dAg,

where H{u=t} denotes the mean curvature of the level set {u = t}. Substituting f = |∇u|3 and
using the identity

H{u=t} = −Hessu(∇u,∇u)

|∇u|3
,

we obtain

A′(t) =

∫
{u=t}

〈
∇|∇u|3, ∇u

|∇u|2

〉
dAg −

∫
{u=t}

Hessu

(
∇u

|∇u|
,∇u

)
dAg

= 3

∫
{u=t}

Hessu

(
∇u

|∇u|
,∇u

)
dAg −

∫
{u=t}

Hessu

(
∇u

|∇u|
,∇u

)
dAg

=

∫
{u=t}

〈
∇|∇u|2, ∇u

|∇u|

〉
dAg.

Since u is harmonic only on the noncompact superlevel set {u ≥ t}, we hope to integrate by parts
to get an integral on the nonompact set {u ≥ t} and use harmonicity. However, we cannot directly
continue as described, because we do not a priori know whether the resulting integral is finite. To
overcome this difficulty, we consider the difference

A(s) −A(t) :=

∫
{u=s}

|∇u|3 dAg −
∫
{u=t}

|∇u|3 dAg, s ≥ t.

This allows us to perform integration by parts over the compact region {t ≤ u ≤ s}. Indeed, we
compute

A′(s) −A′(t) =

∫
{u=s}

〈
∇|∇u|2, ∇u

|∇u|

〉
dAg −

∫
{u=t}

〈
∇|∇u|2, ∇u

|∇u|

〉
dAg

=

∫
{t≤u≤s}

∆|∇u|2 dVg

= 2

∫
{t≤u≤s}

(
|Hessu|2 + ⟨∇∆u,∇u⟩ + Ric(∇u,∇u)

)
dVg

= 2

∫
{t≤u≤s}

|Hessu|2 dVg ≥ 0,

(3.5)

where in the last step we used the harmonicity of u and the Bochner formula. Consequently, A′(t)
is monotone non-decreasing.
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Proposition 3.1. We have

A′(t) ≤ 0, ∀ t ≫ 1,(3.6)

lim
t→∞

A′(t) = 0.(3.7)

In particular, A(t) is monotone non-increasing.

Proof. Suppose that (3.6) does not hold. Since A′ is monotone non-decreasing, there exists t̄ such
that for all t ≥ t̄,

A′(t) ≥ A′(t̄) ≥ c > 0.

It then follows for ti in (1.4) that

A(ti) −A(t̄) =

∫ ti

t̄
A′(τ) dτ ≥ c (ti − t̄) → ∞ as i → ∞,

which contradicts (3.4), namely that A(ti) → VolgN (N) < ∞ as i → ∞. This proves (3.6). The
limit (3.7) follows by the same argument. □

As a consequence, by the monotonicity of A, we can strengthen (3.4) to

(3.8) lim
t→∞

A(t) = VolgN (N).

Remark 3.2. Proposition 3.1 also implies that for any sufficiently large t ≥ 0 (so that u is defined
and harmonic),

(3.9)

∫
{u≥t}

|Hessu|2 dVg < ∞.

Indeed, this follows by letting s → ∞ in (3.5) and using (3.7).

Moreover, in view of (3.9), we may continue the computation of A′ to obtain the identities

A′(t) =
dA(t)

dt
= −2

∫
{u≥t}

|Hessu|2 dVg ≤ 0,(3.10)

and

A′′(t) =
d2A(t)

dt2
= 2

∫
{u=t}

|Hessu|2

|∇u|
dAg ≥ 0.(3.11)

Thus, A(t) is not only non-increasing, but also convex in t.

Remark 3.3. We compare our monotone quantity with that introduced in [CM14]. In [CM14], the
monotone quantity

A(r) = r1−n

∫
{b=r}

|∇b|3, b := G
1

2−n ,

satisfies

A′(r) = −1

2
r n−3

∫
{r≤b}

b2−2n

∣∣∣∣Hess(b2) − ∆(b2)

n
g

∣∣∣∣2 ,
A′′(r) =

n− 3

r
A′(r) +

r n−3

2

∫
{b=r}

b2−2n

|∇b|

∣∣∣∣Hess(b2) − ∆(b2)

n
g

∣∣∣∣2 .
The sign of A′′(r) cannot be determined directly, and therefore one cannot infer monotonicity

of A′(r). To overcome this difficulty, Colding–Minicozzi [Col12] introduced an auxiliary monotone
quantity Q(r). In contrast, in our setting the second derivative A′′(t) has a definite sign, and A′(t)
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is monotone. As a result, we may work directly with A′. This reflects a fundamental difference
between the Euclidean volume growth setting and the linear volume growth setting considered here.

3.2. Approximate functional E. In this subsection, we construct a functional E that approxi-
mates A′ at infinity, with the goal of studying the decay of A′. In [CM14], the authors define their
approximate functional R as a linear combination of two functionals: one modeled on the monotone
quantity A(r) (see Remark 3.3) and other one the weighted Einstein–Hilbert functional. The need
for such a linear combination stems from the fact that the cross section of a Ricci-flat cone is an
Einstein manifold with positive Ricci curvature.

In the notation of [CM14], the limiting Einstein metric b−2
∞ g0, together with the corresponding

weight b∞, is not a critical point of any single functional under consideration due to this positivity
of the Ricci curvature. Consequently, an appropriate linear combination is required to obtain a
functional so that (b−2

∞ g0, b∞) is a critical point.

In our setting, a substantial simplification occurs because the cross section of a Ricci flat cylinder is
an Einstein manifold with vanishing Ricci curvature. As a result, it suffices to define the approximate
functional E simply as the weighted Einstein–Hilbert functional

E(g, w) :=

∫
N
Rg w dVg,(3.12)

acting on a pair (g, w) consisting of a Riemannian metric g and a positive weight function w. Here,
Rg denotes the scalar curvature of g. In our setting, we will readily verify that the limiting pair
(gN , 1) of the metric gN on the cross section N and the constant weight 1 is a critical point of E .

We now define the space G1 on which the functional E acts. Recall that gN is a fixed Ricci-flat
metric on the (n−1)-dimensional manifold N . Let G denote the space of pairs (g, w) consisting of a
C2,β Riemannian metric g and a positive C2,β function w. We impose a constant weighted volume
constraint by restricting to the subspace

(3.13) G1 =

{
(g, w) ∈ G

∣∣∣∣ ∫
N
w dVg = VolgN (N)

}
.

Since |∇u| → 1 along the pointed Gromov–Hausdorff convergent sequence (1.4), we have (gN , 1) ∈
G1. Denote by gt the induced metric on the level set {u = t}. By (3.3), it follows that (gt, |∇u|) ∈ G1

whenever t is sufficiently close to ti for i large, in which case {u = t} is diffeomorphic to N .

The tangent space TG consists of pairs (h, v), where h is a symmetric 2-tensor and v is a function,
interpreted as the infinitesimal variation along the path

(3.14) (g + th, wetv).

We equip TG with the natural inner product

(3.15) ⟨(h1, v1), (h2, v2)⟩(g,w) =

∫
N

(
⟨h1, h2⟩g + v1v2

)
w dVg.

Lemma 3.4. A variation (h, v) is tangent to G1 at (g, w) if and only if

(3.16)

∫
N

(
1
2 tr(h) + v

)
w dVg = 0.

Proof. This follows immediately by differentiating(
(wetv) dVg+th

)′
=
(
1
2 tr(h) + v

)
w dVg.

□
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4. Properties of E

In this section, we compute the first and second variations of the functional E and verify the
properties (R.1)–(R.5) stated earlier.

4.1. Verifying (R.1)–(R.2): the first variation.

Proposition 4.1 (First variation). Given one-parameter families g + th and wetv, we have

E ′(g, w)
∣∣
(h,v)

=

∫
N

{
−⟨Ricg, h⟩ +

〈
h,

Hessw

w

〉
− tr(h)

∆w

w
+ Rg

(
1
2 tr(h) + v

)}
w dVg.(4.1)

Proof. The formula follows directly from [CM14, Proposition 3.9]. □

To compute the gradient of E , we express the first variation in terms of inner products with
respect to a fixed background metric g̃. We use the following change-of-metric formula for pairings
of symmetric 2-tensors.

Lemma 4.2 ([CM14, Lemma 3.27]). Let h and J be symmetric 2-tensors, and let g and g̃ be
Riemannian metrics. Then

(4.2) ⟨h, J⟩g = ⟨h,Ψ(J)⟩g̃,
where Ψ is defined by

(4.3) [Ψ(J)]ij = g̃ik g
kn Jnm gmℓ g̃ℓj .

If g = g̃ + th, then

(4.4)
d

dt

∣∣∣
t=0

Ψ(J)ij = J ′
ij − hipg̃

pnJnj − Jimg̃mphpj .

As a consequence, we obtain the following expression for the gradient of E .

Corollary 4.3. The gradient of E at (g, w) is given by

(4.5) ∇E =

((
Rg

2
− ∆w

w

)
Ψ(g) + Ψ

(
−Ricg +

Hessw

w

)
, Rg

)
w.

Corollary 4.4. The gradient of the weighted volume functional

V(g, w) :=

∫
N
w dVg

is

∇V =
(
1
2Ψ(g), 1

)
w.

Corollary 4.5. The pair (gN , 1) is a critical point of the functional E restricted to G1, and moreover

E(gN , 1) = lim
t→∞

A′(t) = 0.

In particular, properties (R.1) and (R.2) hold.

Proof. A direct computation of the first variation at (gN , 1) yields

E ′(gN + th, 1 + tv)
∣∣
t=0

=

∫
N

{
−⟨RicgN , h⟩ + RgN

(
1
2 trgN (h) + v

)}
dVgN

= 0,

since (N, gN ) is Ricci-flat. This shows that (gN , 1) is a critical point of E . □
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4.2. Verifying (R.4)-(R.5). In this subsection, we verify properties (R.4) and (R.5), which show
that E approximates A′ up to first order.

Proposition 4.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, constant C = C(gN ) > 0 independent
of i, such that for all t ∈ [ti, ti + L],

|∇1E(gt, |∇u|)|2 ≤ C

∫
T[t−1, t+3]

|Hessu|2 dVg(4.6)

In particular, this verifies property (R.4).

Proof. Throughout the proof, we use | · | to denote pointwise norms, ∥ · ∥ for L2 norms, and ⟨·, ·⟩ for
the L2 inner product.

Recall that G1 is a level set of the weighted volume functional V. Hence, the projection ∇1E of
the gradient ∇E onto TG1 is given by

∇1E = ∇E − ⟨∇E ,∇V⟩ ∇V
∥∇V∥2

.

We have already computed

∇V =
(
1
2Ψ(g), 1

)
w.

Consequently,

∇E =

((
Rg

2
− ∆w

w

)
Ψ(g) + Ψ

(
−Ricg +

Hessw

w

)
, Rg

)
w

= Rg

(
1
2Ψ(g), 1

)
w +

(
−∆w

w
Ψ(g) + Ψ

(
−Ricg +

Hessw

w

)
, 0

)
w

= Rg∇V +

(
−∆w

w
Ψ(g) + Ψ

(
−Ricg +

Hessw

w

)
, 0

)
w.

We now set g = gt, the induced metric on the level set {u = t}, and w = |∇u|. By the pointed
Gromov–Hausdorff convergence and the smoothness of the asymptotic limit, we may assume that gt
is uniformly close to the background metric gN and that w is uniformly close to 1 for i sufficiently
large. Since Ψ is a bounded operator and w is uniformly bounded, Lemma 4.7 yields∣∣∣∣(−∆w

w
Ψ(g) + Ψ

(
−Ricg +

Hessw

w

)
, 0

)
w

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(gN )
(
|Ricg | + |Hessu|

)
≤ C |Hessu|C1({u=t}).

To estimate the projection of the term Rg∇V, observe that

Rg∇V − ⟨Rg∇V,∇V⟩ ∇V
∥∇V∥2

=

(
Rg −

〈
Rg

∇V
∥∇V∥

,
∇V
∥∇V∥

〉)
∇V.

Since ∇V is uniformly bounded, we obtain∣∣∣∣Rg −
∫
N Rg|∇V|2∫
N |∇V|2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
(
supRg − inf Rg

)
≤ C |Hessu|.

Combining these estimates with the interior estimate from Theorem 2.3 yields the desired bound. □

To proceed, we recall several geometric quantities associated with the level sets of u. First, note
that the second fundamental form II of the level sets of u is given by

II(ei, ej) := ⟨∇eiν, ej⟩,
19



where {ei}n−1
i=1 is a local tangential frame and ν = ∇u

|∇u| is the unit normal vector field. A direct

computation shows that

II(ei, ej) =
Hessu(ei, ej)

|∇u|
.

Consequently, the mean curvature of the level set {u = t} is

(4.7) H := IIijg
ij
N =

1

|∇u|
(
∆Mu− Hessu(ν, ν)

)
= −Hessu(ν, ν)

|∇u|
,

where we used the harmonicity of u.

Since (M, g) is Ricci-flat, the Gauss equation implies that the scalar curvature of the induced
metric gt on {u = t} satisfies

(4.8) Rgt = H2 − |II|2 =
1

|∇u|2
((

Hessu(ν, ν)
)2 − |Hessu(ei, ej)|2

)
.

Lemma 4.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, there exist constant C = C(gN ) > 0 inde-
pendent of i, such that for all t ∈ [ti, ti + L], the Ricci curvature of the induced metric gt on the
level set {u = t} satisfies

|Ricgt | ≤ C(gN ) |Hessu|C1({u=t}).

Proof. Let Rm and RmT denote the curvature tensors of (M, g) and of the level set {u = t},
respectively. Choose a local orthonormal frame {ei}ni=1 such that en = ν = ∇u

|∇u| and {ei}n−1
i=1

diagonalizes the second fundamental form II; denote the corresponding principal curvatures by λi.

For i ̸= j with i, j < n, the Gauss–Codazzi equations give

RmT
ijij = Rmijij +λiλj .

Summing over j < n yields the Ricci curvature of the level set in the ei-direction:

RicTii = −Rminin +λiH − λ2
i .

By (4.7), it follows that on {u = t},

|λiH − λ2
i | ≤ C |Hessu|2,

where we used that |∇u| is uniformly close to 1 for i sufficiently large.

It remains to estimate the “radial” curvature term Rminin. Let e be a tangential vector field
along {u = t} and assume ∇∇ue = 0. By definition of the curvature tensor,

⟨Rm(∇u, e)∇u, e⟩ = ⟨∇e∇∇u∇u, e⟩ − ⟨∇∇u∇e∇u, e⟩ + ⟨∇[∇u,e]∇u, e⟩
= ∇e(Hessu(∇u, e)) − Hessu(∇u,∇ee) −∇∇u(Hessu(e, e)) − Hessu

(
Hessu(e), e

)
.

Hence, ∣∣⟨Rm(∇u, e)∇u, e⟩
∣∣ ≤ C

(
|∇Hessu| + |Hessu|

)
,

where the constant C is uniform, since |Hessu| is small for i large. This completes the proof. □

Proposition 4.8. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, there exist constant C = C(gN ) > 0
independent of i, such for all t ∈ [ti, ti + L],

|A′(t) − E(gt, |∇u|(t))| ≤ C h[t−1, t+3].

In particular, this verifies property (R.5).
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Proof. By Theorem 2.3 and Proposition 4.6, we have

A′(t) =

∫
{u=t}

〈
∇|∇u|2, ∇u

|∇u|

〉
dAg = 2

∫
{u=t}

Hessu(∇u,∇u)

|∇u|
dAg,∣∣|∇u| − 1

∣∣ ≤ C∥Hessu∥C1({u=t}) ≤ C h[t−1, t+3].

|Rgt | ≤ C∥Hessu∥C1({u=t}) ≤ C h[t−1, t+3].

Combining these estimates yields the desired bound. □

4.3. The second variation. The remainder of this section is devoted to establishing the  Lojasiewicz–
Simon inequality for the functional E . For this purpose, we need to analyze the linearization LE
of the projected gradient ∇1E of E restricted to G1, which is equivalent to computing the second
variation of E .

Assume that (gN + th, etvt) ∈ G1 is a one-parameter family of variations. Then the constraint
defining G1 implies the identities ∫

N

(
1
2 trh + v

)
dVgN = 0,∫

N

[(
1
2 trh + v

)2
+ 1

2 trh′ − 1
2 |h|

2 + 2v′
]
dVgN = 0.

We are now ready to compute the second variation of E .

Theorem 4.9. The second variation of E along (gN + th, etv) at t = 0 is given by

E ′′ =

∫
N

{
− ⟨δ∗δh, h⟩ + 1

2⟨∇
∗∇h, h⟩ + 1

2⟨Hess(trh), h⟩ + ⟨Rm ◦h, h⟩

+ ⟨h,Hess v⟩ − (trh)∆v + (δ2h− ∆(trh))
(
1
2 trh + v

)}
dVgN .

Here, in local coordinates, ⟨Rm ◦h, h⟩ = Rmikjℓ h
kℓhij .

Proof. Recall that the first variation of E for a general pair (g + th, wetv) is

(4.9) E ′ =

∫
N

{
− ⟨Ricg, h⟩ +

〈
h,

Hessw

w

〉
− (trh)

∆w

w
+ Rg

(
1
2 trh + v

)}
w dVg.

We set ḡt = gN + th and wt = etv, so that ḡ0 = gN and w0 = 1. Differentiating (4.9) with respect
to t and then evaluating at t = 0 yields the second variation. For simplicity, we write ḡ := ḡt and
w := wt in the intermediate steps.

(i) The curvature term.

⟨Ricḡ, h⟩′ = ⟨Ric′ḡ, h⟩ + ⟨Ricḡ, h
′⟩ − Ricḡ,ij hkℓh

ikḡjℓ − Ricḡ,ij hkℓḡ
ikhjℓ

= ⟨Ric′ḡ, h⟩

= ⟨δ∗δh, h⟩ − 1
2⟨∇

∗∇h, h⟩ − 1
2⟨Hess(trh), h⟩ − Rmikjℓ h

kℓhij ,

where we used the standard variation formula for the Ricci tensor.

(ii) The Hessw and ∆w terms. Since w = etv, we have at t = 0

(Hessw)′ = Hess v, (∆w)′ = ∆v.

Therefore, 〈
h, Hessw

w

〉′ − ((trh)∆w
w

)′
= ⟨h,Hess v⟩ − (trh)∆v.
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(iii) The scalar curvature term. Differentiating Rḡ

(
1
2 trh + v

)
yields(

δ2h− ∆(trh) − ⟨Ricḡ, h⟩
)(

1
2 trh + v

)
+ Rḡ

(
1
2 trh′ + v′

)
.

Evaluating at (gN , 1) gives (
δ2h− ∆(trh)

)(
1
2 trh + v

)
.

Finally, the derivative of (w dVg) vanishes at t = 0 due to the constraint defining G1. Combining all
contributions yields

E ′′ =

∫
N

{
− ⟨δ∗δh, h⟩ + 1

2⟨∇
∗∇h, h⟩ + 1

2⟨Hess(trh), h⟩ + ⟨Rm ◦h, h⟩

+ ⟨h,Hess v⟩ − (trh)∆v + (δ2h− ∆(trh))
(
1
2 trh + v

)}
dVgN ,

which completes the proof. □

We now derive explicit formulas for the second variation E ′′ under several natural classes of
variations.

(1) Transverse trace-free second variation. Assume that h satisfies δh = 0 and trh = 0.
Then

E ′′ = 1
2

∫
N
⟨∆Lh, h⟩ dVgN ,(4.10)

where ∆Lh = ∆h + 2Rikjℓh
kℓ denotes the Lichnerowicz Laplacian. Here we have used

integration by parts:∫
N
⟨h,Hess v⟩ dVgN = −

∫
N
⟨δh,∇v⟩ dVgN = 0.

(2) Conformal second variation. Suppose that

h = ϕ gN

at t = 0, for some smooth function ϕ. Then the following identities hold:

(4.11)

trh = (n− 1)ϕ,

δh = ∇ϕ,

∇(δh) = Hessϕ,

δ2h = ∆ϕ,

∆h = (∆ϕ)gN .

Substituting (4.11) into Theorem 4.9 and simplifying, we obtain

E ′′ =

∫
N

{
− ⟨Hessϕ, ϕgN ⟩ + 1

2⟨(∆ϕ)gN , ϕgN ⟩ + 1
2⟨(n− 1) Hessϕ, ϕgN ⟩ + ϕ2Rikjℓg

kℓgij

+ ⟨ϕgN ,Hess v⟩ − (n− 1)ϕ∆v +
(
∆ϕ− (n− 1)∆ϕ

)(
n−1
2 ϕ + v

)}
dVgN

=(n− 2)

∫
N

[
ϕ∆ϕ− ϕ∆v − ∆ϕ

(
n−1
2 ϕ + v

)]
dVgN .

(4.12)

Equation (4.12) shows that the linearization of ∇E maps conformal variations into the span of
conformal variations together with variations tangent to the action of diffeomorphisms.
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Consider a conformal path (gt, e
tvt) with g′t = ϕgN and v′t = v. Recall that

∇E = Rg

(
1
2Ψ(g), 1

)
w +

(
−∆w

w
Ψ(g) + Ψ

(
−Ricg +

Hessw

w

)
, 0

)
w.

For convenience, define

J := −Ricg +
Hessw

w
− ∆w

w
g.

At t = 0, we have
Rg = 0, J = 0, Ψ = id, w = 1.

Following [CM14, (5.57), (5.58)], it follows that

(∇E)′ = R′
g

(
1
2gN , 1

)
+ (J ′, 0).

For a conformal variation, evaluating at t = 0 gives

R′
g = (2 − n)∆ϕ,

Ric′ = 1
2

(
(3 − n) Hessϕ− (∆ϕ)gN

)
,

(Hess etv)′ = Hess v,

(∆etv)′ = ∆v.

Consequently,
J ′ = −1

2

(
(3 − n) Hessϕ− (∆ϕ)gN

)
+ Hess v − (∆v)gN .

Therefore,

(∇E)′ = (2 − n)∆ϕ
(
1
2gN , 1

)
+
(
n−3
2 Hessϕ + Hess v, 0

)
+
((

∆ϕ
2 − ∆v

)
gN , 0

)
.(4.13)

Finally, note that

LXgN = n−3
2 Hessϕ + Hess v, X = n−3

4 ∇ϕ + 1
2∇v.

Thus, the diffeomorphism component is generated by the vector field n−3
4 ∇ϕ + 1

2∇v.

4.4. The slice theorem. In this subsection, we will recall the slice theorem. Before stating the
result, we introduce several notations. Let D be the space of C3,β diffeomorphisms on the compact
cross section N and T be the space of pairs of symmetric tensors and functions which can be
decomposed as an orthogonal direct sum

T = TD ⊕ T1, where T1 :=
{

(h, v) ∈ C2,β
∣∣∣δh = 0

}
TD :=

{
(LV g0, 0)

∣∣∣V is a C3,β vector field
}
.

We will be most interested in variations that are tangent to G1 and its intersection with T1:

T 0 =

{
(h, v) ∈ C2,β

∣∣∣ ∫ (1

2
trh + v

)
dVg0 = 0

}
, T 0

1 := T1 ∩ T 0.

In order to study the Fredholm property of LE in the next subsection, it is necessary to further
decompose T 0

1 :

T 0
1 = Ttt ⊕ T 0

⊥

where Ttt denotes the space of transverse traceless variations

Ttt =
{

(h, v) ∈ C2,β
∣∣∣δh = 0, trh = 0

}
,
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and its orthogonal part T 0
1 is defined by

T 0
⊥ = T1 ∩

(
T 0
c + TD

)
, Tc =

{
(ϕg0, v) ∈ C2,β

}
,

T 0
c := T 0 ∩ Tc, TcD := Tc ∩ TD.

We conclude this subsection with the following decomposition lemma.

Lemma 4.10 ([CM14, Lemma 6.25]). Given any h ∈ T 0
1 , there exist htt ∈ Ttt, hc ∈ T 0

c , and
hD ∈ TD so

h = htt + hc + hD.

Conversely, given any hc ∈ T 0
c , there exists hD ∈ TD so that hc + hD ∈ T 0

1 .

4.5. Verifying (R.3): the  Lojasiewicz–Simon inequality. Now we are ready to verify (R.3)
in this subsection. The following proposition describes the action of LE on subspaces T 0

c , Ttt, TD
and T 0

⊥ .

Proposition 4.11. The linearization LE of E has the following properties:

(1) The restriction of LE to T 0
c := Tc ∩ T 0 is Fredholm.

(2) The restriction of LE to Ttt is Fredholm.
(3) LE is identically zero on TD and maps to T ⊥

D .

(4) LE : T 0
⊥ → T ⊥

tt and LE : Ttt → [T 0
⊥ ]⊥.

Proof. We only need to verify (1) and (2), since (3) and (4) follow directly from [CM14, Proposi-
tion 6.31] together with (4.13).

First, consider conformal variations h = ϕgN . A direct computation yields

E ′′ = (n− 2)

∫
N

{
ϕ∆ϕ− ϕ∆v − ∆ϕ

(
n−1
2 ϕ + v

)}
dVgN

= (n− 2)

∫
N

〈
LE(ϕ, v), (ϕ, v)

〉
dVgN ,

where

LE(ϕ, v) =
(
3−n
2 ∆ϕ, −2∆ϕ

)
.

In block form, LE may be written as the symmetric operator(
3−n
2 ∆ −∆
−∆ 0

)
=

(
3−n
2 −1
−1 0

)
∆.

Since ∆ is elliptic and the coefficient matrix is nondegenerate, this second-order operator is elliptic.
This establishes (1).

Next, suppose h satisfies δh = 0 and trh = 0. Then

E ′′ =
1

2

∫
N
⟨∆Lh, h⟩ dVgN .

Because the Lichnerowicz Laplacian ∆L is elliptic on transverse-traceless tensors, the corresponding
linear operator is Fredholm, verifying (2).

□

Note that the nontrivial components of the restrictions of LE to T 0
1 and Ttt coincide with those

of LR in [CM14]. Consequently, the following result follows immediately, without any modification.
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Theorem 4.12. The restriction of LE to T 0
1 is a Fredholm operator from T 0

1 to the Cβ-closure of
T 0
1 .

We first establish a  Lojasiewicz–Simon inequality for the functional Ẽ : T 0
1 → R defined by

Ẽ := E ◦ exp,

where exp: T 0
1 → G1 is the exponential map constructed in [CM14, Lemma 6.15]. Let ΠK denote

the orthogonal projection onto the finite-dimensional kernel K of LE , and define the map

N := ∇Ẽ + ΠK .

The following lemma provides the Lyapunov–Schmidt reduction.

Lemma 4.13 ([CM14, Lemma 7.5]). There exists an open neighborhood O ⊆ Cβ ∩ E of 0 and a
map Θ: O → C2,β ∩ E with Θ(0) = 0 such that:

• Θ ◦ N (h) = h and N ◦ Θ(h) = h;
• ∥Θ(h)∥C2,β ≤ C∥h∥Cβ , and ∥Θ(h1) − Θ(h2)∥W 2,2 ≤ C∥h1 − h2∥L2;

• the function f̃ := Ẽ ◦ Θ is analytic.

Here E is a closed subspace of L2.

We now establish the  Lojasiewicz–Simon inequality for Ẽ .

Theorem 4.14. The functional Ẽ is well defined on a neighborhood OE of 0 in C2,β ∩ E. There
exists a constant α ∈ (0, 1) such that, for all sufficiently small h ∈ E,

(4.14)
∣∣Ẽ(h) − Ẽ(0)

∣∣2−α ≤ ∥∇Ẽ(h)∥2L2 .

Proof. Let h ∈ E be sufficiently small. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that

C∥∇Ẽ(h)∥2L2 ≥ ∥∇f̃(ΠKh)∥2L2 by [CM14, Lemma 7.10]

≥ |∇f̃K(ΠKh)|2

≥ |f̃K(ΠKh) − f̃K(0)|2−α by the  Lojasiewicz–Simon inequality

= |f̃(ΠKh) − Ẽ(0)|2−α.

The desired inequality follows from the triangle inequality together with [CM14, Lemma 7.15],
which gives

|f̃(ΠKh) − Ẽ(h)| ≤ C∥∇Ẽ(h)∥2L2 .

□

Following the arguments in [CM14, Section 8], we conclude this section with the main result.

Theorem 4.15. A  Lojasiewicz–Simon inequality for Ẽ implies one for E. More precisely, there
exists a neighborhood U1 of (gN , 1) in G1 such that for all y ∈ U1,

|E(y)|2−α ≤ C∥∇1E(y)∥2L2 .
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5. Decay of A′

The  Lojasiewicz–Simon inequality established in Theorem 4.15 yields quantitative decay esti-
mates for A′.

Theorem 5.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, there exist β > 0, and constant C =
C(δ, gN ) > 0, such that for all t ∈ [ti, ti + L],(

−A′(t)
)2−α ≤ C h[t−1,t+3] = C

(
A′(t + 3) −A′(t− 1)

)
.

Proof. On the one hand,

−A′(t) = −A′(t) + A′(∞) = −A′(t) + E(gN , 1) ≤ −E
(
gt, |∇u|(t)

)
+ C h[t−1,t+3],

where we used property (R.5). On the other hand, by Theorem 4.15,∣∣E(gt, |∇u|(t)
)∣∣2−α ≤

∥∥∇1E
(
gt, |∇u|(t)

)∥∥2
L2 ≤ C h[t−1,t+3]

Combining the two estimates and using the elementary inequality (valid for a, b > 0 and 2−α > 1)

(a + b)2−α ≤ 21−α
(
a2−α + b2−α

)
,

we obtain (
−A′(t)

)2−α ≤ C
(
h[t−1,t+3] + h 2−α

[t−1,t+3]

)
≤ C h[t−1,t+3].

Finally, since h[t−1,t+3] is uniformly bounded, this yields(
−A′(t)

)2−α ≤
(
A′(t + 3) −A′(t− 1)

)
,

as claimed. □

Now we are ready to establish the decay estimate stated in Section 2.4.

Proof of Theorem 2.5. For convenience, define

B(t) := −A′(t) ≥ 0.

By construction, B is a non-increasing function.

Theorem 5.1 yields

(B(t + 3))2−α ≤ (B(t))2−α ≤ C h[t−1,t+3] = C
(
B(t− 1) − B(t + 3)

)
.

Applying [CM14, Lemma 2.42], we obtain the quantitative increment estimate

Bα−1(t + 3) − Bα−1(t− 1) ≥ C > 0.

Iterating this inequality gives

Bα−1(t∗) ≥ Bα−1(ti) + C (t∗ − ti) ≥ C (t∗ − ti),

and hence

(5.1) B(t∗) ≤ C (t∗ − ti)
1

α−1 = C (t∗ − ti)
−β−1.

This completes the proof. □
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Part 2. The existence of harmonic functions with linear growth

6. The existence of harmonic functions with linear growth

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3, following the strategy outlined in the introduction.

Throughout the proof, we work with level-set tubes of the Busemann function, denoted by T[a,b].
In our setting, these sets are comparable to geodesic balls in a quantitative sense. By the volume
convergence theorem of Colding [Col97], the limit space N carries the n-dimensional Hausdorff
measure Hn associated with the limit metric. Moreover, this measure splits as the product of the
Lebesgue measure L1 on the R-factor and the (n− 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure Hn−1 on N .
Accordingly, we write dt for integration with respect to L1 on the R-factor.

Theorem 6.1 (Harmonic approximation/replacement). For any L > 0, let f be a harmonic func-
tion on (0, L) × N . Then for any Ri → ∞, there exist harmonic functions fi on T(Ri,Ri+L) such

that fi strongly converge to f in H1,2 on (0, L) ×N .

Proof. The proof can be adapted from [AH18, Corollary 4.12]. It suffices to verify that the following
two conditions in [AH18, Theorem 4.8] are satisfied:

(1) The first Dirichlet eigenvalue λD
1 ((0, L) ×N) is strictly positive.

(2) The equality

H1,2
0 ((0, L) ×N) = Ĥ1,2

0 ((0, L) ×N)

holds, where H1,2
0 ((0, L) × N) denotes the closure of Lipc((0, L) × N) in H1,2(R × N),

and Ĥ1,2
0 ((0, L) ×N) is the subspace of H1,2(N̄) consisting of functions that vanish almost

everywhere outside (0, L) ×N .

(1): Recall that the first Dirichlet eigenvalue is defined through the Rayleigh quotient

λD
1 := inf

{∫
|∇u|2dHn∫
u2dHn

: u ∈ H1,2
0 ((0, L) ×N), u ̸≡ 0

}
.

The sharp one-dimensional Poincaré inequality yield∫ L

0
|u(t, x)|2 dt ≤ L2

π2

∫ L

0
|∂tu(t, x)|2 dt.

Integrating the above inequality over x ∈ N and applying Fubini’s theorem, we obtain∫
(0,L)×N

u2dHn ≤ L2

π2

∫
(0,L)×N

|∂tu|2dHn.

Combining with the fact that

|∇u|2 ≥ |∂tu|2

yields ∫
(0,L)×N

u2dHn ≤ L2

π2

∫
(0,L)×N

|∇u|2dHn,

which verifies (1).

(2): For convenience, set

ΩL := (0, L) ×N.

The inclusion H1,2
0 (ΩL) ⊆ Ĥ1,2

0 (ΩL) is immediate from the definitions. We prove the reverse

inclusion. Fix u ∈ Ĥ1,2
0 (ΩL), i.e. u ∈ H1,2(N̄) and u = 0 a.e. outside ΩL.
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Since Lipschitz functions are dense in H1,2(N̄), there exists ui ∈ Lip(N̄) ∩H1,2(N̄) such that

∥ui − u∥H1,2 → 0 as i → ∞.

For δ ∈ (0, L/4) choose ηδ ∈ Lip(R) such that

0 ≤ ηδ ≤ 1, ηδ ≡ 1 on [δ, L− δ], ηδ ≡ 0 on (−∞, δ/2] ∪ [L− δ/2,∞),

and |η′δ| ≤ C/δ. Extend ηδ to N̄ by ηδ(t, y) := ηδ(t). Then for each i, δ,

vi,δ := ηδ ui ∈ Lipc(ΩL),

because supp(ηδ) ⊆ (δ/2, L− δ/2) and N is compact. Hence

∥vi,δ − ηδu∥H1,2(N̄) = ∥ηδ(ui − u)∥H1,2(N̄) → 0 as i → ∞.

Therefore, it suffices to prove

∥ηδu− u∥H1,2(N̄) → 0 (δ ↓ 0).

By the Fubini property of Sobolev functions on the product R×N , for a.e. x ∈ N the slice

ux(t) := u(t, x)

belongs to the classical H1,2(R) and satisfies ux(t) = 0 for a.e. t /∈ (0, L). In particular ux has zero
trace at t = 0 and t = L. Moreover, the t-derivative ∂tu exists in the weak sense and∫

N̄
|∂tu|2dHn < ∞.

For a fixed slice ux ∈ H1,2(R) with ux = 0 a.e. on R \ (0, L), we estimate (writing η̃δ := 1 − ηδ)

∥η̃δux∥2H1,2(R) ≤ 2∥η̃δux∥2L2(R) + 2∥∂t(η̃δux)∥2L2(R).

First,

∥η̃δux∥2L2(R) ≤
∫ δ

0
|ux|2dt +

∫ L

L−δ
|ux|2dt −−→

δ↓0
0

for a.e. x, and dominated convergence yields convergence after integrating in x.

For the derivative term,
∂t(η̃δux) = η̃δ u

′
x + η̃′δ ux.

Hence

∥∂t(η̃δux)∥2L2(R) ≤ 2

∫ δ

0
|u′x|2dt + 2

∫ L

L−δ
|u′x|2dt + 2

∫ δ

0
|η′δ|2|ux|2dt + 2

∫ L

L−δ
|η′δ|2|ux|2dt.

The first two terms clearly go to 0 as δ ↓ 0, for a.e. x, and again after integrating in x by dominated
convergence since u′x ∈ L2(0, L).

For the cutoff-gradient terms, use the 1D Poincaré inequality on (0, δ) with the zero trace at 0:∫ δ

0
|ux(t)|2dt ≤ δ2

∫ δ

0
|u′x(t)|2dt,

and similarly near L (using the zero trace at L):∫ L

L−δ
|ux(t)|2dt ≤ δ2

∫ L

L−δ
|u′x(t)|2dt.

Since |η′δ| ≤ C/δ, we obtain∫ δ

0
|η′δ|2|ux|2dt ≤

C2

δ2

∫ δ

0
|ux|2dt ≤ C2

∫ δ

0
|u′x|2 dt −−→

δ↓0
0,
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and likewise ∫ L

L−δ
|η′δ|2|ux|2dt ≤ C2

∫ L

L−δ
|u′x|2dt −−→

δ↓0
0.

Integrating these inequalities over x ∈ N yields

∥ηδu− u∥L2 → 0 and ∥∂t(ηδu− u)∥L2 → 0.

Finally, since ηδ has no contribution on the tangential gradient, this implies ∥ηδu − u∥H1,2(N̄) → 0
as δ ↓ 0.

□

Remark 6.2. For the counterexample to condition (2) constructed in [AH18, Example 1.1],(
[0,+∞), deucl, s,L1

) mGH−−−→
(
[0,+∞), deucl, π/4,L1

)
as s ↑ π/4, the ambient boundary point 0 may become an interior point of Bπ/4(π/4 − ε). In

particular, the trace at 0 of a function u ∈ Ĥ1,2
0

(
Bπ/4(π/4 − ε)

)
is not necessarily zero. As a

consequence, the approximation property

∥ηδu− u∥H1,2 → 0 (δ ↓ 0)

no longer holds.

We introduce the following L2 norm on the tube T[a,b] for measurable function f(t, x):

∥f∥a,b =

∫ b

a

∫
N
|f(t, x)|2 dHn−1dt.

Let 0 ≤ µ0 < µ1 ≤ · · · ≤ µj ≤ · · · be the eigenvalue of −∆N , where ∆N is the Laplacian on
the cross section N . Let ϕj be the eigenfunction corresponding to µi, i.e. ∆Nϕj = −µjϕj and

{ϕi}∞i=0 form a L2 northonormal basis on N . In particular ϕ0 = Hn−1(N)−1/2. Exactly the same
as the conical case [Hua20, Theorem 3.1], by spectral theory and separation of variables, we have

the following H1,2
loc and locally uniformly convergent series representation of a harmonic function u

on N as follows:

u = (a0r + ã0)ϕ0 +

∞∑
i=1

(
a+i e

√
µir + a−i e

−√
µir
)
ϕi,

where a0, ã0, a
±
i are constants.

Theorem 6.3. Suppose that
⋃3

j=1 T[tjL,(tj+1)L] ⊆ N , tj ∈ N0, t1 < t2 < t3 and u is a harmonic

function on N̄ of the form

u = a0rϕ0 +
∞∑
i=1

(
a+i e

√
µir + a−i e

−√
µir
)
ϕi.

For fixed 0 < β <
√
µ
1

and L >> 1 satisfying e2(
√
µ
1
−β)L > 2, we have

(6.1) ∥u∥t2L,(t2+1)L ≤ e−β′L
(
∥u∥t1L,(t1+1)L + ∥u∥t3L,(t3+1)L

)
,

where

β′ < min

{
β,

1

2
log

(
t23 + Lt3 + L2

3

t22 + Lt2 + L2

3

)}
.(6.2)
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Remark 6.4. The advantage of (6.1) is that, on the union
∞⋃
j=0

T[tjL,(tj+1)L],

for any fixed β′ satisfying (6.2), we can choose β′′ > β′ slightly larger and obtain the inequality

∥u∥tjL,(tj+1)L ≤ e−β′′L
(
∥u∥tj−1L,(tj−1+1)L + ∥u∥tj+1L,(tj+1+1)L

)
, j ∈ N.

From this, one shows that there exists L̃(β′, β′′) such that whenever L > L̃, we have

either ∥u∥tj−1L,(tj−1+1)L ≥ e2β
′L ∥u∥tjL,(tj+1)L

or ∥u∥tj+1L,(tj+1+1)L ≥ e2β
′L ∥u∥tjL,(tj+1)L.

Moreover, the following monotonicity properties hold:

∥u∥tjL,(tj+1)L ≥ e2β
′L ∥u∥tj−1L,(tj−1+1)L

⇒∥u∥tj+1L,(tj+1+1)L ≥ e2β
′L ∥u∥tjL,(tj+1)L,

(6.3)

and

∥u∥tjL,(tj+1)L ≥ e2β
′L ∥u∥tj+1L,(tj+1+1)L

⇒∥u∥tj−1L,(tj−1+1)L ≥ e2β
′L ∥u∥tjL,(tj+1)L.

(6.4)

In particular, examining the proof of Theorem 6.3 shows that the restriction

β′ ≤ 1
2 log

(
t23 + Lt3 + L2

3

t22 + Lt2 + L2

3

)
is only required to control the rϕ0-modes in the monotone increasing case (6.3). Consequently, in
(6.4) it suffices to assume merely that

β′ <
√
µ1,

where µ1 denotes the first positive eigenvalue on the cross section.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that eigenfunctions ϕi, i ≥ 0 are orthonormal in
the L2 sense and let j = 1, 2, 3.

• ϕi, i ≥ 1. By a direct calculation, we have∥∥∥ ∞∑
i=1

(
a+i e

√
µir + a−i e

−√
µir
)
ϕi

∥∥∥2
tjL,(tj+1)L

=

∞∑
i=1

∫ (tj+1)L

tjL

∫
N

(
a+i e

√
µir + a−i e

−√
µir
)2

|ϕi|2drHn−1

=

∞∑
i=1

|a+i |
2 e

2
√
µiL − 1

2
√
µ
i

e2
√
µitjL + 2a+i a

−
i L + |a−i |

2 1 − e−2
√
µiL

2
√
µ
i

e−2
√
µitjL

:=

∞∑
i=1

(
Cie

2
√
µitjL + Di + Eie

−2
√
µitjL

)
.

For fixed β <
√
µ1, we can choose L sufficiently large such that

Cie
2
√
µitjL = Cie

2
√
µitj+1Le2

√
µi(tj−tj+1)L
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≤ Cie
2
√
µitj+1Le2

√
µ1(tj−tj+1)L

≤ Cie
2
√
µitj+1Le−2

√
µ1L ≤ 1

2
e−2βLCie

2
√
µitj+1L

and

Eie
−2

√
µitjL = Eie

−2
√
µitj−1Le−2

√
µi(tj−tj−1)L

≤ Eie
−2

√
µitj−1Le−2

√
µ1(tj−tj−1)L

≤ Eie
−2

√
µitj−1Le−2

√
µ1L ≤ 1

2
e−2βLEie

−2
√
µitj−1L.

Besides, by Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and Taylor expansion, we have

|Di|
(

1 − 2e−2βL
)
≤ 1

2
e−2βL

(
Cie

2
√
µitj+1L + Eie

−2
√
µitj−1L

)
.

Combining them together, we have

Cie
2
√
µitjL + Di + Eie

−2
√
µitjL

≤ 1

2
e−2βLCie

2
√
µitj+1L +

1

2
e−2βLEie

−2
√
µitj−1L

+
1

2
e−2βL

(
Cie

2
√
µitj+1L + Eie

−2
√
µitj−1L

)
+ 2e−2βLDi

≤ e−2βL
(
Cie

2
√
µitj+1L + Di + Eie

−2
√
µitj+1L

)
+ e−2βL

(
Cie

2
√
µitj−1L + Di + Eie

−2
√
µitj−1L

)
.

• ϕ0. Without loss of generality, we may assume that a0 = 1 and
∫
N |ϕ0|2Hn−1 = 1. By a

direct calculation, we have∥∥∥a0rϕ0

∥∥∥2
tjL,(tj+1)L

=

∫ tj+L

tj

∫
N
r2|ϕ0|2drHn−1 = Lt2j + L2tj +

L3

3
.(6.5)

Therefore,∥∥∥a0rϕ0

∥∥∥2
t2L,(t2+1)L

≤ e−2β′L

(∥∥∥a0rϕ0

∥∥∥2
t1L,(t1+1)L

+
∥∥∥a0rϕ0

∥∥∥2
t3L,(t3+1)L

)
follows immediately from the definition of β′. Similarly, we can handle ãrgN .

Combining them together, we obtain the desired estimate (6.1). □

Theorem 6.5. Under the uniqueness of the asymptotic limit, suppose that u is a harmonic function
on the end of Mn. There exists ϵ0 such that the statement in Theorem 6.3 holds for u on the tube
T[R,R+l] as long as

dGH

(
(T[R,R+L], γR), ([0, L] ×N, (0, x))

)
< ϵ0.

Proof. In the same spirit in [YZ25], we prove by contradiction. If it fails, we can find a sequence
{Ri}∞i=1 tending to the infinity while (6.1) is not true. Due to the asymptotically cylindrical property,

we know that u converges to a harmonic function ū on the cylinder N after normalization, which
yields the contradiction. □

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let {Lj}∞j=1 with Lj → ∞ as j → ∞ and {Ri}∞i=1 with Ri → ∞ as i → ∞.
For each fixed Lj , by Theorem 6.1, there exist harmonic functions ui,j defined on T[Ri,Ri+Lj ] which

converge strongly in H1,2 to the harmonic function r on [0, Lj ] ×N .

We can assume that for any R ≥ R0 and any L > 0 such that

dGH

(
(T[R,R+L], γR), ([0, L] ×N, (0, x))

)
< ϵ0.

Without loss of generality, we can fix Ri0 > R0 such that Theorem 6.3 holds on T[Ri0
,Ri0

+Lj ] for

any j. It implies that {ui0,j}∞j=1 has uniform upper bound in H1,2 and satisfies the uniform three

circles theorem. Therefore, by Arzelà–Ascoli theorem, {ui0,j}∞j=1 converges to a harmonic function
u locally. In particular, by Theorem 6.3, u is non-constant and is asymptotic to the Busemann
function. □

Remark 6.6. Now suppose that u is a harmonic function on the end of Mn with polynomial but
superlinear growth, that is,

|u(x)| ≤ C
(
1 + d(x, p)N

)
for some C > 0 and N ∈ N,(6.6)

and

lim
bγ(x)→∞

|u(x)|
bγ(x)

= +∞.(6.7)

Assume moreover that u ∈ H1,2
loc (M).

By Theorem 6.1, for any fixed L > 0 and any sequence Ri → ∞, the restrictions u|T[Ri,Ri+L]

subconverge to a harmonic function ū on [0, L]×N . However, the superlinear growth condition (6.7)
is incompatible with the three circles inequality in Theorem 6.3, which forces any limit harmonic
function on the cylinder to have at most linear growth in the R–direction. This contradiction shows
that no harmonic function satisfying (6.6)–(6.7) can exist. We therefore claim that every polynomial
growth harmonic function on the end of M must in fact have linear growth.
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