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UNIQUENESS OF THE ASYMPTOTIC LIMITS FOR RICCI-FLAT
MANIFOLDS WITH LINEAR VOLUME GROWTH II

ZETIAN YAN AND XINGYU ZHU

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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1.1. Motivation and Statements of Main results. For an Riemannian n-manifold (M, ¢g) with
Ricy > 0, the Bishop—Gromov volume comparison theorem asserts that for any point p € M, the
volume quotient

(1.1)

r~ " Voly(Br(p))

is monotone non-increasing in the radius r. If the limit of (1.1) as r — oo, denoted by Vjy,
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, 7, 2g,p), where r; — 00, 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 ;- 24, the monotone
quantity (1.1) approaches Vs when i — oco. In general, an asymptotic cone (X, d) may depend on
the choice of the scaling sequence 7;. There are various examples of M with non-unique asymptotic
cones [Per97,CC97,CN13]. If one strengthens Ricy > 0 to Ric, = 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 » — oo, 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 Ric, > 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 z € M,

(1.2) lim sup Vol (B:(2)) < 0.

r—00 r

In addition, we say M is noncollapsed if inf,cps Voly(Bi(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,p;), meaning that
dg(pi,p) — oo 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,z), which is called an asymptotic limit of M. It
was shown in [Zhu25, Theorem 1.2] that if (M, ¢) is noncollapsed and has linear volume growth, then
its asymptotic limits are metric cylinders, that is, metric spaces of the form R x 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 y : [0,00) — M be a ray. The Busemann function b, associated with v is defined by
by = tlg&(t — dg(z,7(1))).

Sormani [Sor98, Lemma 20| showed that when M has linear volume growth, both the volume
quotient
Vol, ({0 <b, < t})
t

and the surface area

(1.3) H' 1 ({by = t})

are monotone non-decreasing for ¢ > 0, and that their limits as t — oo 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 Vo, along the divergent translation sequence p; — cc.
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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 {p;}. 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 [Coll12], where (M, g) has Euclidean volume growth, a smoothed version of the monotone
quantity (1.1) is constructed using the Green distance function b := Gﬁ, 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 IV, 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. Fiz a ray vy and let by 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 {t;}32, with t; — oo
such that

(1.4) (M, g,7(t:)) 22 (N =R x N, di® + g, (0,2)),

where (N, gn) is a smooth closed Ricci flat manifold.
(2) There exists a harmonic function u defined on the end {b, > 0} that is asymptotic to by, in
the sense that for any € > 0 there exists Ry > 0 such that

lu(xz) —by(x)| <e for all x € {by > Ro}.

Then the asymptotic limit of (M, g) is unique. Moreover, there exist constants C' > 1 and B>0
such that, for all sufficiently large t > 0, the Gromov—Hausdorff distance satisfies the decay estimate

dan (0,2 x N, {t <u<t+2}) <Ct .
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 ¢, 6,8>0
and C > 1 such that the following holds. If A(t) := f{u:t} |Vu| dVy satisfies
3



At = C)—A(ta+C) < e
for some 1 < t; < to, and if for every t € [t; — C,t1 + C] one has
(1.5) deu([0,2] x N, {t <u<t+2}) <4,
then:
E.1 For every t € [t,ta],
dau([0,2] x N, {t <u<t+2}) <46
E.2 There exists a metric cylinder R x Ny such that for every t € [t1,ts],

deu([0,2] x No, {t <u<t+2}) <C(t—t)"

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 Ricy > 0. Assume moreover that
the asymptotic limit of M is unique, in the sense that there exists a metric cylinder N = R x N,
where N is a noncollapsed RCD(0,n — 1) space, such that for any translation sequence {p;} one has

pGH —
(Mvg7pz) E— (Na (O,IL‘))
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 G-manifolds [Nor08], and ALH instantons [Heil2, 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,p;), with p; — oo, if it exists, is independent of the choice of the divergent
sequence {p;}. By the reduction already used in the statement of Theorem 1.1, it suffices to
consider sequences {p;} lying on a fixed ray ~; 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 — oo, 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 w defined on the
end of M. Consider the weighted area of the level sets of u:

S(t) = / V| dA,.
fu=t}

A direct computation in Section 3.2 shows that &’(¢) = 0, and hence
. H . N\ S n—1 _
S(t) = tlggo S(t) = illglos(t’) = Vol (N) = tlggo’H ({by =1t}),
where the final equality follows from [Zhu25, Proposition 3.8]. Thus, S(¢) provides a smooth ap-

proximation of the monotone quantity (1.3) for large t.

The construction of S(t) suggests that we can consider L?-norm on the level sets of u with respect
to the weighted area |Vu|dA,. We then define

A(t) = / IVl dA,.
fu=t}

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(¢) 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 ®; denote the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff distance between the region {t < u <t + 2} and
the tube [0, 2] x V; in its “nearest cylinder” R x N;. In Lemma 2.2, we show that uniqueness follows
from the summability condition

Z q)t-l-j < 00,
J

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

(1.6) Z(b?ﬂ' 4§27 < 0o, for some o > 1/2.
J

To prove (1.6), we first bound @ ; by the L2-norm of Hess u 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

At+j+3)-At+j5-1);
see Section 3.1 for the detailed calculation. Consequently, (1.6) follows from

(1.7) D (At+j+3) - At+j—1))j* < oo

J

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) Aty <ct™?

for some 8 > 0 and all sufficiently large ¢ > 1. Finally, this decay estimate is a consequence of the
Lojasiewicz—Simon inequality

(1.9) (A1) <C(At+3) - At —1)),

for some « € (0, 1).



To prove the Lojasiewicz—Simon inequality for —A’, we approximate A’ by the weighted Einstein—
Hilbert functional

(1.10) E(g,w) ::/ Ry wdVy,
N

which depends on a C?# Riemannian metric ¢ on the smooth cross section N and a positive C%8
weight function w with respect to the Riemannian volume measure. Here R, denotes the scalar
curvature of g. The pair (g, w) is required to satisfy a constant weighted volume constraint, namely,
the variation of £ is taken in

(1.11) G = {(g,w) €g ‘ /NwdAg = VolgN(N)} .

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

The functional £: G; — R satisfies the following properties:

(R.1) E(gn,1) = limg_yoe A'(t) = 0.
(R.2) The pair (gn, 1) is a critical point of £ when restricted to G .
(R.3) The functional £ satisfies a Lojasiewicz—Simon inequality: there exists a € (0, 1) such that

[E(g, w)[P~* < [V1€(g, w)l%,

for all (g, w) sufficiently close to (gn, 1), where V1€ denotes the gradient of £ restricted to

g1.
(R.4)

V1€ (gr, V)2 < c/ | Hess u|? V.
{t—1<u<t+3}

(R.5)
\A/(t) —&(gt, [Vul)| < Ch[t—l,t+3]-

Roughly speaking, (R.1) and (R.2) state that £ approximates A’ at infinity. Properties (R.4)
and (R.5) further show that £ and A" are quantitatively equivalent when (g, |Vu|) 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 £ 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 £, 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 x 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, Gigl4], 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 ¢ > 0 and any L > 0, there exists
Ry = Ry(e), independent of L, such that for all R > Ry,

(1.12) da ((Tir,r+1), YR), ([0, L] X N, (0,2))) <e.
Here we use the notation
Tap :={r € M[a<by(x) <b},  y:=7(t)
This yields uniform pointed Gromov—Hausdorff control of arbitrarily long tubes by the fixed metric
cylinder R x N.

On the limit cylinder R x N, let r denote the R-coordinate, which is harmonic. Fix L > 0. By
Theorem 6.1, for any diverging sequence R; — 0o, there exist harmonic functions u; ;, defined on
Tr;,ri+1) such that, after composing with the Gromov—Hausdorff approximation map in (1.12), the
functions w; ;, converge strongly in H 1.2 %0 r on (0, L) x N. The proof relies on the positivity of the
first Dirichlet eigenvalue on [0, L] x N and the equality H& 2 = fAIOI ’2, 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 ¢, harmonic functions {u; 1} on tubes
TR, ri+1) satisfy the same three circles inequality, with constants independent of ¢ and L.

Using the functions w; ;, constructed above and the uniform three circles inequality, we obtain
uniform local H%? and C®* bounds on compact subsets of the end {b, > Ry}. By a diagonal
argument and elliptic regularity, a subsequence converges locally smoothly to a harmonic function

uw:{by > Ro} = R.

By construction, on increasingly large tubes the functions u; 1, are close to the coordinate function
r on Rx N. Moreover, by [Zhu25], the Busemann function b., converges to r under pointed Gromov—
Hausdorff convergence. Passing to the limit therefore yields
|u —by| — 0 as b, — oo,

showing that u has linear growth and is asymptotic to b,.

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 [Heil2]. 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 (M™, g) to be an open noncollapsed n-manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature and linear
volume growth. Let : [0,00) — M be a ray in M, and let b, denote the associated Busemann
function. We assume that there exists a harmonic function

u: {by >0} = R
which is asymptotic to b, in the CY sense: for any € > 0, there exists Ry > 0 such that

(2.1) lu(xz) —by(x)] <e, Vae{by >R}
7



Although not necessary, it is convenient to assume that

M\ {b, > 0} #0.

Otherwise, u is globally defined and harmonic. By a result of Sormani [Sor0Ob], 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 w. It will help us compute the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff distance.
Given € > 0, combining the closeness to b, in (2.1), and the fact that u is harmonic, standard
arguments (c.f. [Che01]) show that when i is large enough, u — t; is an e-almost splitting function
on {t; <u <t; + 2}, that is

(1) supgy, <u<t, 42y IVul <1+ C(n)e for some constant C(n) > 0;

(2) f{t¢§u§t¢+2} IVul? =1 <&

(3) J[{tigugtiw} | Hessu|? < e.
When stating the almost splitting properties above we used level sets of u for convenience, it is
easy to see that {t; < u <t; + 2} is comparable to a ball centered at y(¢;), when M is noncollaped

and has linear volume growth, because in this case the diameter of {t; < u < t; + 2} is uniformly
bounded. Compare [CM97, (2.6)-(2.11)].

Remark 2.1. Since u — t; is an almost splitting function, its level sets can be used to construct
a Gromov—Hausdorff approximation between {t; < u < t; + 2} and [0,2] x N and it takes v to
(a small neighborhood of) [0,2] x {z} for some = € N, see [Zhu25, Proposition 2.11], and it takes
corresponding level set {u = ¢} to (a small neighborhood of) {t —¢;} x 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 [Sor0Oa, Remark 43].

From now on, we denote
T[a,b] = {(L Su< b}
the closed tube bounded by the level sets {u = a} and {u = b}. We consider the tube T 9

together with a marked point x; € v N {u = t}, a choice of an intersection point of the ray ~ with
the level set {u = t}.

Let ®; be the infimum of the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff distance between Tj; ;9] and the corre-
sponding tube in some metric cylinder.

®; = inf{dau((Tj42, 1), ([0,2] x N, (0,2))) | N = R x N a metric cylinder}
Thus, given € > 0, if ®; < €, then there is a cylinder N; = N; x R satisfying
dan((Tierg) € M, 21), ([0,2] x Ny © Ny, (0,2))) <e.
We have

Lemma 2.2. [If for some t Z;O:O ®y1; < 00, then M has a unique asymptotic limit.

Proof. without loss of generality we take ¢ = 0 in the proof. It suffices to show that the sequence
{dGH(T[j,j+1]aT[j+1,j+2])}?i1 is a Cauchy sequence. We estimate dgu (7 j41]; T}j+1,j+2]) by ®;. First
note that there is a cylinder N; = R x N; such that

8



Then the two sub-tubes T(; ;1] and Tj;4q 4o also have N; 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; if necessary, it follows

dGH(T[j,jJ,-l]a [0, 1] X Nj) < 2‘1)j, dGH(T[j-i,-Lj-i,-Q]a [O, 1] X Nj) < Q(I)j.
Altogether, we have dGH(T[j,j+1}7T[j+1,j+2}) < 4®;. This completes the proof. O

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

Theorem 2.3. Let {t;} be the sequence in (1.4). There exists § > 0 such that for any & € (0,6),
L>0,ieNT, if

(2.2) Vt € [ti, t; + L], dGH((T[t,t-i,-Q]axt), ([0,2] x N, (0,1’))) < 6.

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

(2.3) HHessuHél({u:t}) < C’(gN)/ | Hess u|? dV,
Thi—1,e43]
Proof. By the direct calculation, we know that
AlHessu|* = div (2(V Hess u, Hess u)) = 2 ((A Hess u, Hess u) + |V Hess u|?) .
By [CM14, Lemma 4.3], we have
A Hessu = Hess(Au) — 2Rmo Hessu = —2Rmo Hess u,

where Rmo(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 {1}, ;,+1)} converges to [0,L] x N in the C* sense. Hence, there exists 6 > 0 such that
Rm is uniform bounded as long as (2.2) holds, in turn we have

(2.4) A|Hess u|? > 2|V Hessu|? — C(gn)| Hess u|?,

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

(2.5) HHessuH%O({u:t}) < C(gN)/ Hessu|” dV,, Vte Tit, t,+1)-

Tie—1,t43)

In addition, by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

0= /div (n*V| Hess u?) > /772 (2|V Hessul? — C(gn)| Hessul?)
—4/17]V17||Hessu|\VHessu|
> /772|VHessu|2 — C1772|Hessu|2

—Cg/]VnQIHessuP.

Here constants C] are Cy are independent of 7 as well.
9



Since we are working on the tube T} ;| 9], we can choose a cut-off function 1 compactly supported
in Tjy_1443) and satisfies n = 1 on T}, 4,9 and |Vn| < 4. This yields
(2.6) / |V Hess u|?dV, < C |Hessu]2dVg.
Tit t42) Tre—1,t+3]
Similar as above, from (2.6), the identity
27) A|V Hessu|? > 2| Hess Hess u|* — C(gn)|V Hess u|® + 2(V Hess u, VA Hess u)
. = 2| Hess Hess u|®> — C(gy)|V Hess u|?

and De Giorgi-Nash-Moser iteration, we obtain that for all ¢ € Ty, 4,41

2 2
(2.8) IV Hess ul| o ry—ry) < C’(gN)/T |Hess u|” dV.
[t—1,t+3]
Finally, combining (2.5) and (2.8), we obtain the C'! estimates as desired. O

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

hiap) = / |Hess u|® dVy
{a<u<b}

and assume the error iy, is very small. In fact, hj, 3 can be arbitrarily small by choosing a, b large
enough. In the same spirit as [CM14], for the convergent sequence (M",g,~(¢;)) 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 x N; such that for any t € [t;,t; + L], we have

o, <C (/ | Hess u|2dVg>
{t—1<u<t+3}

Proof. We note that the flow generated by @—“u‘ gives a diffeomprhism between the tube 7}, ;o) and

1
2

the product space [0,2] x u~!(¢). Let g; denote the induced metric on the level set u~!(¢). We now
show that the metric on Tf; ;1 9) is C? close to the product metric

dr® + g
on [0, L] x u~!(t) which implies Gromov-Hausdorff closeness to the cylinder (R x u=!(t), du® + g;),
in turn implies the upper bound on ®;. We denote this cylinder by R x N;.
Notice that Theorem 2.3 gives pointwise estimates on Hessian: for all ¢ € T{;, 4,1 1],

(2.9) [Hessu| () + |V[Vul[(z) < Cy\/hny,_, s wlz) =1,

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

Let p be an arbitrary point in u~*(¢) and {e;} an orthonormal frame for g;, at p. We can extend
the frame {ek}z;i along the flow line and preserve the bracket:

Vu
[e“” \w] =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) (9(exs ) = L vu (g(eisej)) = <E vu 9) (ei,€5) =

[Vul [Vul

2 Hess u(ex, €)
[Vl

Here the differentiation ' is along the aforementioned flow. Immediately, by (2.10), we know that
fork=1,--- ,n—1

)

_ 2| Hessu
[Vul
Combining this with (2.9) yields that for all t € T}, ;, 41

CL,/h —CL. /h
|g<ek,ek>—ugmax{exp VHnes 11— exp ﬁ}
< CLy/hr oy

Here we used the Taylor expansion and the smallness of , /hT[th 43"
Similarly, for k,7 € {1,--- ,n — 1}, k # j, we have

2 Hessu 2| Hessu /
‘v | ‘\/g ek7€k \/ 9 e]aej €k,€] ,_ "vu’ ’\/g ekvek e]7€j .

Combining with estimates in (2.11) yields that for all ¢ € T}, 4,1

(2.12) l9(er, €5)] < CLM'

Here the constant C' depends on the uniform upper bound of hr 13 Since hr t_1.048] is uniformly
small, we may assume that C' depends on 6.

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

2| Hess u]

|VU‘ g(ekﬂek)'

S gler,er) < (glerer)) <

(2.11)

[N

(2.13) dan(Tye49,[0,2] X N;) < C ( / \Hessu|2dVg>
{

t—1<u<t+3}
O

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 § > 0, such that for any fired L > 0 and small enough § > 0, there
exists C':= C(0,gn) > 0 as long as (2.2) holds, then for any t* € [t;,t; + L]

(2.14) / |Hess u\QdVg <Ot —t;) "L
{u>t*}

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

Proposition 2.6. Fiz some integer ma > mq > 2. There exists B3>0 and C > 0 so that the
following holds. Let ig be an integer such that (2.2) holds for some L > mg + 2 and iy, then

mo -
E ' ~, =B
Jj=m1
11



Proof. Choose ¢ such that 1 < 20 < 1+ . By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

1/2 1/2
mo mo / mo /
. 2 20 -—20
D Pup < | DL 0 >
Jj=m1 Jj=mi Jj=mi

The series Ej §729 converges whenever 20 > 1. Thus it remains to bound the first factor on the
right-hand side.

Applying Proposition 2.4, we obtain

S @ <oy / |  [Hessul2av, | /%
{tigti—1<u<ti;+j+3}

Jj=m1 j=m1

By Theorem 2.5, choosing t* =t;, +j — 1, j = my, -+ ,mg, yields
a; = / |Hessu|?dVy < C(tiy +j —1—t;,) Pt <=L
{u>tiy+5—1}

Therefore, it suffices to estimate
m2

> (a5 —aja) 57
Jj=m1

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

Z@t 457 2U<C'Z: — Qj44)] ”gémfﬁ, B:=—20+8+1>0.
Jj=m1 j=m1
This is the desired estimate. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We start by choosing constants:

(1) Fix ¢ € (0, 5), so that for any fixed sufficiently large L € N, we can find a sufficiently large
index iy = 19(L, 0) such that (R.1)-(R.5), Proposition 2.4 and Theorem 2.5 hold on the tube

Tt ti+L)-
207 ’LO _ -
(2) Proposition 2.6 gives C' and 3, such that for m, my € N with mg > m; > 2 it holds
mo -
(2.15) D Oy iy < Cmy”
Jj=m1

We choose m such that C’mfﬁ < 6/100. Fix L > mg + 2.

(3) By the almost splitting theorem in [CC96] (see also [Xul9, Theorem 2.13] for the quantitative
version), we fix ¢ > 0 so that if A'(t — 1) — A'(t + 3) > —¢, then ®; < §/100 and via GH
approximation constructed by uw we have

dcou (T[t7t+2], ([0,2] x {u = t})) < 2,.

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

Since ¢, L, ¢ are fixed, we now choose the index iy(L, e, d) sufficiently large such that (2.2) holds for
t € [tiy, tiy + L] with 6/100 in place of §, and

(2.16) Ay, —1) > —

To prove the uniqueness, in view of our uniqueness criterion Lemma 2.2, we would like to increase

mg or equivalently increase L, while (2.15) still holds with fixed ig. A potential problem is that
12



when mo — 0o L > mo + 2 — 0o then 79 — co. The key observation is that, if we increase L while
(2.2) still holds for the same g, then Proposition 2.6, hence (2.15) still holds with the same iy and
the increased L. We proceed by induction. We first show that the identity (2.15) can be extended
to mg + 1.

On one hand, by the monotonicity of A’ (2.16) implies that for any t € [t;, + L, t;, + L + 1]
At —1)—A (t+3)> —=.
It ensures by (3) that we have

20
den (Tirer2,[0,2] x {u =t}) <2, < 100"

On the other hand, for the smaller tube T, ;) C T[t¢O+L,t¢O+L+2] we have

den (T[t,t—l—l]a 0,1] x N) <

100°
The triangle inequality yields
560
dat (Tis1,642) [0, 1] X N) < dan (Tt 499 Tierr) + daa (T, [0,1] x N)) < 100"

Using the GH approximation constructed by u, for any t € [t;, + L, t;, + L + 1], we have that
(2.17) dan (Ti e49),[0,2] X N) < 6/100 + 53/100 < 6,
this in turn implies that the result in Proposition 2.6 holds for ¢ € [t;,,t;, + L + 1]:

mo+1 _ 5

=B
Z (I)tio—l-j < le < m
j=m1

Now we have extended (2.15) up to mg+1, at the cost of an additional error 56/100 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 mg + k, so that for all t € [t;,, ti, + L + k],
J
Ok = dau (T 49), [0,2] x N) < 3

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

40
dcu (T[tJrl,t+2}7 [0, 1] x N) < 4Py + 5 < 00 + Oy

Consequently,

50
dcno (T[t,t+2]a [0, 2] x N) < 100 —+ 0 < 0.
This in turn implies that the conclusion of Proposition 2.6 holds for all ¢t € [t;,, ti, + L + k + 1],

namely,

mo+k+1 o N (S
> P <COmi’ < 100"
Jj=m1

In particular, for ¢ € [t;, + L + k, t;, + L + k + 1] we have

das (Tite42), [0,2] X N) < dgm (T[t,t+2}, Tit, +1, ti0+L+2]> +dcn (T[ti0+L, tig+L+2)> [0,2] X N )
13



mo+k+1 5 - B 5 55
S4jz <I>ti0+j+m§40m1 +m§m,
=ma

which is independent of k.

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

O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Note that in the proof of Theorem 1.1. if (2.16) is replaced by
Aty — 1) — A (tiy + 4k — 1) > —¢,

for some k € NT, then the proof is still valid to the point where (2.15) is extended to mo + k.

We take e small enough so that A'(t; — C) — A'(t2 + C') > —¢, and take ¢ as the 6/100 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 t) <t <s—1<ty—1,
[s—t1] _
(2.18) dGH((T[t,t+1]7xt)7 (T[S7S+1], xs)) <4 Z (I)j < C (t - tl)iﬁ.
j=lt—t1]
Consequently, the Gromov—Hausdorff distance between any two such tubes decays at the claimed
rate. Finally, the same estimate implies that ®; also decays with the desired polynomial rate.

O
3. MONOTONE QUANTITY A AND ITS APPROXIMATION &

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) :—/ |Vu|dAg,
fu=1}

and

(3.2) A(t) ::/ IVl dA,.
fu=0)

A direct computation yields

d
S/t—/ Vu|dA
0= g [, Vel

= / Hessu(vu, Vu) dAg — / Hessu(vu, Vu) dAg, = 0.
{u=t} V| {u=t} V|

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

By Anderson’s convergence theorem [And90], we have smooth convergence of the tubes T}, ;.4 1)
to [0, 1] x N, and along the sequence {t;} in (1.4), the function u converges to the coordinate function
on the R-factor of R x N. In particular, |Vu| — 1 as t; — oo, and

H" 1 ({u = t;}) — Volg, (N).
14



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

(33) S = / Vu| dA, = lim / [Vl d4, = lim V| dA, = Vol (V).
{u=t} =00 Ju=t} {u=t;}

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

(3.4) lim A(t;) = lim |Vul*dA, = Voly, (N).

1—+00 1—+00 {u=t;}

Recall that for a general smooth function f € C*°(M), one has

d Hiu=t}
@ fdA _/ <Vf >dA +/ f dA,,
dt Jpumy” 7 Jjumyy |Vul? =ty |Vl

where Hy,—;, denotes the mean curvature of the level set {u = t}. Substituting f = |Vu|? and
using the identity

_ Hessu(Vu, Vu)
H{u:t} = - \Vu]3 )

Vu Vu
A'(t :/ <V Vul?, >dA —/ Hessu( Vu) dA
Q {(u=t} Vel |Vul? 7 Jueny V|’ I
= 3/ Hessu( Vu Vu) dAg — / Hessu( Vu Vu> dAy
{u=t} |VU\ {u=t} V|’

= V|Vul? >dA
/{u:t}< Vel

Since w is harmonic only on the noncompact superlevel set {u > ¢}, we hope to integrate by parts
to get an integral on the nonompact set {u > ¢} 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) ::/ |Vu\3dAg—/ VP dd,, s>t
fu=s) fu=1)

we obtain

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

compute
' ' 2 Vu 2
A(s)—A(t):/ <V|Vu\ >dA —/ <V|Vu\ >dA
{u=s} |V ‘ {u=t} |v ‘

= / A|Vul? dV,
{t<u<s}

—9 / (| Hess ul? + (VAu, V) + Ric(Va, Vu))dVg
{t<u<s}

:2/ | Hessu|?dV, > 0,
{t<u<s}

where in the last step we used the harmonicity of u and the Bochner formula. Consequently, A’(t)
is monotone non-decreasing.
15



Proposition 3.1. We have
(3.6) At) <
(3.7) lim A'(t) =

t—00

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

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

At) > A(t) >c>0.
It then follows for ¢; in (1.4) that

A(ti)—fua_/tti.A/(T)dTZC(ti—f)—)OO as i — 00,

which contradicts (3.4), namely that A(t;) — Volg, (V) < oo as ¢ — oo. This proves (3.6). The
limit (3.7) follows by the same argument. O

As a consequence, by the monotonicity of 4, we can strengthen (3.4) to

(3.8) Jim A(t) = Voly, (N).

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

(3.9) / | Hess u|? dV, < oco.
{u=t}

Indeed, this follows by letting s — oo in (3.5) and using (3.7).
Moreover, in view of (3.9), we may continue the computation of A’ to obtain the identities

(3.10) A(t) = dA(t) = —2/ | Hess u|* dV, <0,
dt {uzt)
and
d?A(t) | Hess u/|?
"
(3.11) A (1) o2 2/{u:t} Vul dA, >0

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

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

A(r) = 7“1_"/ Vb3, b:= Gﬁ,
{o=r}

satisfies
2 2
Alr) = ! r”g/ b?>~2" |Hess(b?) — L(b ) ql ,
2 {r<b} n
2
oy M—3 rn—3 p2—2n o A(b2)
A'(r) = . A'(r) + 5 /{b:r} o Hess(b7) 9

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 £. In this subsection, we construct a functional £ 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 2go, 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 (b52go, boo) 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 £ simply as the weighted Einstein—Hilbert functional

(3.12) E(g,w) ::/ Ry wdVy,
N

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

We now define the space Gy on which the functional £ acts. Recall that gy 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
C?# Riemannian metric ¢ and a positive C%# function w. We impose a constant weighted volume
constraint by restricting to the subspace

(3.13) g1:{(g,w)ég‘/Ndeg:VolgN(N)}.

Since |Vu| — 1 along the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff convergent sequence (1.4), we have (gn, 1) €
Gi1. Denote by g; the induced metric on the level set {u = t}. By (3.3), it follows that (g¢, |Vu|) € G;
whenever t is sufficiently close to ¢; for i large, in which case {u = t} is diffeomorphic to N.

The tangent space T'G 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, we').
We equip T'G with the natural inner product

(3.15) ((h1,v1), (h2,v2))(gw) = /N(<h1, ha)g + v1ve) wdVy.
Lemma 3.4. A variation (h,v) is tangent to Gy at (g, w) if and only if
(3.16) /N (5 tr(h) +v) wdVy = 0.

Proof. This follows immediately by differentiating

((we') d‘/};-s-th)/ = (3 tr(h) +v) wdV.

17



4. PROPERTIES OF &

In this section, we compute the first and second variations of the functional £ 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 we', we have

(4.1) 5'(g,w)|(h7v) = /N{<Ricg,h> + <h,

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

Hessw

> - tr(h)% + Ry(5 tr(h) 4+ v) }w dvy.

To compute the gradient of £, we express the first variation in terms of inner products with
respect to a fixed background metric g. 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 § be
Riemannian metrics. Then

(4.2) (h, J)g = (h, W(J))g,
where V is defined by
(4.3) (W ()ij = Gik 9" Trim 9™ G-

If g = g+ th, then
d ~pn ~m
(4.4) %‘tzo\lf(tj)ij = Ji/j — hz-pgp Jnj — Jimd phpj.

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

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

(4.5) VE = ((Rg - Aw) U(g) + xp(- Ric, +Hefusw> , Rg> w.

2 w

Corollary 4.4. The gradient of the weighted volume functional

Vig.w)i= [ way,
N

18

VY = (3¥(g), 1) w.
Corollary 4.5. The pair (gn, 1) is a critical point of the functional € restricted to Gi, and moreover

1 14y —
E(gn,1) = tlggloA (t) =0.

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

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

E'(gn +th, 1+ tv)‘t:O = /N{—<RngN, h) + Ry (% trgy (h) + U) }dVgN
= ()7

since (IV, gn) is Ricci-flat. This shows that (g, 1) is a critical point of &. O
18



4.2. Verifying (R.4)-(R.5). In this subsection, we verify properties (R.4) and (R.5), which show
that £ 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 € [t;,t; + L],

(4.6) V1€ (ge, |Va) 2 < c/ | Hessul® v,
g

t—1,t43]

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

Proof. Throughout the proof, we use |- | to denote pointwise norms, || - || for L? norms, and (-, -) for
the L? inner product.

Recall that G is a level set of the weighted volume functional V. Hence, the projection V1€ of
the gradient V& onto T'G; is given by

vy

We have already computed

Consequently,

(f;g B Aw) U(g) + fo<— Ricg+Hefusw> , Rg> w

w

i
=Ry (3%(9), 1) w+ (—ijuxlf(g) + m(- Ric, + ef;”) , 0) w

A H
= R,VV + <—7;”\1:(g) +x11<- Ric, + ef:w> , 0) w.

We now set g = g, the induced metric on the level set {u = t}, and w = |Vu|. By the pointed
Gromov—Hausdorff convergence and the smoothness of the asymptotic limit, we may assume that g;
is uniformly close to the background metric gy and that w is uniformly close to 1 for ¢ sufficiently
large. Since V¥ is a bounded operator and w is uniformly bounded, Lemma 4.7 yields

A H
<w\11(g) +\If( Ric, + essw> , 0) w
w w

To estimate the projection of the term R,VV, observe that

R,VV — (R,VV,VV) Y (Rg - <R vy Vv >> V.

< C(gn) (| Ricg | + |Hessul) < O Hess u|c1 (fu=t})-

IVV|)? Vvl vyl
Since VV is uniformly bounded, we obtain
Jn Ry|VVP .
R, — “——=—5—| < C(sup R; —inf R;) < C'|Hessu].
‘ g fN|vv‘2 ( g 9)

Combining these estimates with the interior estimate from Theorem 2.3 yields the desired bound. 0O
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(e;, e5) := (Ve v, €5),
19



where {e;}!'"]' is a local tangential frame and v = |§—u“| is the unit normal vector field. A direct
computation shows that
Hess u(e;, ;)

[Vl

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

II(ei, Ej) =

r 1 Hess u(v,v)
(4.7) H :=1Ljg3 = W(AMU — Hessu(v,v)) = TV
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 g; on {u = t} satisfies

1 2
(4.8) Ry, = H? —|II]? = Tup ((Hessu(u, v))? - ]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 € [t;,t; + L], the Ricci curvature of the induced metric g on the
level set {u =t} satisfies

|Ricg, | < Clgn) [Hess ulor(fu=r})-

Proof. Let Rm and Rm? denote the curvature tensors of (M,g) and of the level set {u = t},

respectively. Choose a local orthonormal frame {e;}! ; such that e, = v = ‘g—z' and {e; ?;11

diagonalizes the second fundamental form II; denote the corresponding principal curvatures by A;.
For i # j with i, j < n, the Gauss—Codazzi equations give

Rm;‘gw = Rmijij +)\i/\j-

Summing over j < n yields the Ricci curvature of the level set in the e;-direction:
Rick = — Rmypin +NH — \2.
By (4.7), it follows that on {u = t},
INH — M| < C|Hessul?,

where we used that |Vu| is uniformly close to 1 for ¢ sufficiently large.

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

(Rm(Vu,e)Vu,e) = (VeVy,Vu,e) — (Vv VeVu, e) + (Vg Vu, e)
= V. (Hessu(Vu,e)) — Hessu(Vu, Vee) — Vyy (Hess u(e, e)) — Hess u(Hess u(e), e).

Hence,
|(Rm(Vu,e)Vu,e)| < C(|V Hessu| + | Hess ul),

where the constant C' is uniform, since | Hess u| 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 € [t;,t; + L],

’Al(t) — E(gt, |[Vul(t))] < Ch[tfl,tJrS]'

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

A(t) _/ V| Vuf2, L dAg—2/ HessulVu, V) 4
(u=t} V| {u=t} V|

[Vl = 1] < C|[Hess ullcr (u=y) < Chj—1, 13-
|Rg| < Cl|Hessullcr(qu=t}) < Chjp—1,143)-

Combining these estimates yields the desired bound. O

4.3. The second variation. The remainder of this section is devoted to establishing the Lojasiewicz—
Simon inequality for the functional £. For this purpose, we need to analyze the linearization Lg
of the projected gradient V1€ of & restricted to G;, which is equivalent to computing the second
variation of £.

Assume that (gn + th, e't) € G; is a one-parameter family of variations. Then the constraint
defining G; implies the identities

/ (Ltrh +v) dVyy =0,
N
/N[(étrh+v)2+ Strh — %yh\2+2v’} dVy, = 0.

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

Theorem 4.9. The second variation of £ along (gn + th, e¥) at t = 0 is given by
&' = /N { — (0*6h, h) + (V*Vh,h) + 3 (Hess(tr h), h) + (Rmoh, h)
+ (h, Hess v) — (trh)Av + (6%h — A(trh)) (L trh + ) }dVgN.
Here, in local coordinates, (Rmoh, h) = Rmyy;e hEeRi |
Proof. Recall that the first variation of £ for a general pair (g + th, we'®) is
(4.9) & = /N { — (Ricy, h) + <h, Hezf“’> ~(tr h)% + Rg<%trh + v) }wdvg.

We set gy = gn + th and w; = €', so that go = gy and wy = 1. Differentiating (4.9) with respect
to t and then evaluating at ¢ = 0 yields the second variation. For simplicity, we write g := g; and
w := wy in the intermediate steps.

(i) The curvature term.
(Ricg, h) = (Ric}, h) + (Ricg, ') — Ricgij hueh™ g7" — Ricgij hieg* h?*
= (Ricg, h)
= (6*6h,h) — L(V*Vh, h) — L(Hess(tr h), h) — Rumgje h*h",
where we used the standard variation formula for the Ricci tensor.

tv

(ii) The Hessw and Aw terms. Since w = €', we have at t =0

(Hessw)' = Hess v, (Aw) = Av.
Therefore,

<h, wy — ((tr h)%)/ = (h,Hessv) — (tr h)Awv.
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(iii) The scalar curvature term. Differentiating Rj (3 tr 2 + v) yields
(6°h — A(trh) — (Ricg, b)) (3 trh 4+ v) + Ry(5 tr b/ +0').

Evaluating at (gn, 1) gives
(6°h — A(trh)) (3 trh +v).

Finally, the derivative of (w dV,) vanishes at ¢ = 0 due to the constraint defining G;. Combining all
contributions yields

P / {— (66h, ) + 3(V*Vh, ) + L(Hess(tx h), h) + (Rm o, h)
N
+ (h, Hess v) — (tr ) Av + (62 — A(trh)) (L tr b+ v) }dVgN,
which completes the proof. O

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

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

(4.10) & =1 /N (ALh, ) dVyy,

where Aph = Ah + 2Rikjghk£ denotes the Lichnerowicz Laplacian. Here we have used
integration by parts:

/N(h,Hessv> dVyy = —/N(dh, Vo) dVy, = 0.

(2) Conformal second variation. Suppose that

h=o¢gn
at t = 0, for some smooth function ¢. Then the following identities hold:
trh=(n—1)¢,
0h =Vo,
(4.11) V(6h) = Hess ¢,
8%h = Ag,
Ah = (Ag)gn.

Substituting (4.11) into Theorem 4.9 and simplifying, we obtain
g = /N { — (Hess ¢, dgn) + 5((Ad)gn, dgn) + 3((n — 1) Hess ¢, pgn) + ¢* Rirjeg™ 9"
(4.12) + (ogn, Hessv) — (n — 1)odv + (A¢ — (n = 1)AG) (226 + v) faVy,
—(n—2) /N (086 — 620 = A0(2520 + v) |V,

Equation (4.12) shows that the linearization of V& 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 (g, e®*t) with g; = ¢gn and v, = v. Recall that

VE =Ry (V¥ (g9),1)w+ (—quullf(g) + \I/(— Ricg—i—He;SM) ,0) w.

For convenience, define

H A
J i= — Ricy +—2 - =2

w
At t =0, we have

R, =0, J =0, ¥ =id, w=1.
Following [CM14, (5.57), (5.58)], it follows that
(VE) =R} (39n.1) + (J',0).
For a conformal variation, evaluating at ¢ = 0 gives
R, = (2= n)A,
Ric' = $((3 —n)Hess ¢ — (A¢)gn),

(Hess e') = Hess v,

(Ae™) = Aw.
Consequently,
J'=—3((3—n)Hess¢ — (Ag)gn) + Hessv — (Av)gy.
Therefore,
(4.13) (VE) = (2—n)A¢ (%gN, 1) + ("7_3 Hess ¢ + Hessv,0) + ((% — Av)gN, 0) :

Finally, note that
Lxgn = "FHess¢+ Hessv, X =23Vo+ V.
Thus, the diffeomorphism component is generated by the vector field ”T_?’V¢ + %Vv.

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# diffeomorphisms on the compact
cross section N and 7T be the space of pairs of symmetric tensors and functions which can be
decomposed as an orthogonal direct sum

T =Tp ®Ti, where T1 := {(h,v) € CQ’ﬁ’(Sh = 0}
Tp = {(Evgo, 0)‘V is a 03 vector ﬁeld} )

We will be most interested in variations that are tangent to G; and its intersection with 7i:

7—02{(h,’U)60275’/<;trh+v>dvgo:O}a T’ =TinT’

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

T =TuoT!
where T;; denotes the space of transverse traceless variations
Ti = {(h,v) € C20|5h = 0,trh = 0} :
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and its orthogonal part 7 is defined by
T =Tin(T2+To), To={(ég,v) € C>*},
70 =T'NTe, Tep:=TNTp.
We conclude this subsection with the following decomposition lemma.

Lemma 4.10 ([CM14, Lemma 6.25]). Given any h € T, there exist hyy € Ty, he € T, and
hp € Tp so

h = hy + he + hp.
Conversely, given any h. € TCO, there exists hp € Tp so that h. + hp € 7*10

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 72, Ty, Tp

and Tf
Proposition 4.11. The linearization Lg of £ has the following properties:

(1) The restriction of Lg to T? := T. T is Fredholm.
(2) The restriction of Lg to Ty is Fredholm.

(3) Lg is identically zero on Tp and maps to Tp-.

(4) Lg¢: 710 —>7;#‘ and Lg : Ty — [TB}J‘

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 = ¢gn. A direct computation yields

g = (n—2)/N{¢A¢—¢AU—A¢(”21¢+U)}W9N
= (1=2) [ (Lel0.0).(0.0) V.

where
Le(6,0) = (35220, —280).

In block form, L¢ may be written as the symmetric operator

3— 3—
A CAY (5 1) A
-A 0 -1 0
Since A is elliptic and the coefficient matrix is nondegenerate, this second-order operator is elliptic.
This establishes (1).
Next, suppose h satisfies dh = 0 and tr A = 0. Then
1
&= /N (Aph,hydV,.
Because the Lichnerowicz Laplacian Ay, is elliptic on transverse-traceless tensors, the corresponding
linear operator is Fredholm, verifying (2).
O

Note that the nontrivial components of the restrictions of Lg to Tlo and 7 coincide with those
of L in [CM14]. Consequently, the following result follows immediately, without any modification.
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Theorem 4.12. The restriction of Lg to T is a Fredholm operator from T to the CP-closure of
TL.

We first establish a Lojasiewicz—Simon inequality for the functional E: T — R defined by

& =& oexp,

where exp: ’Tlo — Gy is the exponential map constructed in [CM14, Lemma 6.15]. Let IIx denote
the orthogonal projection onto the finite-dimensional kernel K of L¢, and define the map

N = VE + k.
The following lemma provides the Lyapunov—Schmidt reduction.

Lemma 4.13 ([CM14, Lemma 7.5]). There exists an open neighborhood O C CP N E of 0 and a
map ©: O — C*° N E with ©(0) = 0 such that:

e OoN(h)=h and N o ©O(h) = h;
o [©(h)llc2s < Cllhls, and |©(h1) — O(h2)[lw22 < Cllha — hallr2;
e the function f := & o © is analytic.

Here E is a closed subspace of L*.
We now establish the Lojasiewicz—Simon inequality for E.

Theorem 4.14. The functional & is well defined on a neighborhood Og of 0 in C>P N E. There
exists a constant a € (0,1) such that, for all sufficiently small h € E,

(4.14) E(h) = E(0)7 < | VE(R)||22.

Proof. Let h € E be sufficiently small. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
CIVEM)[Z: > IV F(Tlxch)|2 by [CM14, Lemma 7.10]
> |V fx(Txch)|”
> ]fK(H xh) — fK(O)P*O‘ by the Lojasiewicz—Simon inequality
= |J(tch) — E(0) P~

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

|[f(@xch) = E(R)| < CIVER)7.

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

Theorem 4.15. A Lojasiewicz—Simon inequality for £ implies one for £. More precisely, there
exists a neighborhood Uy of (gn,1) in G1 such that for all y € Uy,

EWIP < CIViEW) 172
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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 8 > 0, and constant C =
C(d,gn) > 0, such that for all t € [t;,t; + L],

(A (1)) < Chy 19 = C(A(t+3) — At —1)).
Proof. On the one hand,
—A'(t) = —A(t) + A'(o00) = —A'(t) + E(gn, 1) < =€ (g, [Vul(t)) + Chjp1,443),
where we used property (R.5). On the other hand, by Theorem 4.15,
1€ (g¢, |VU’(t))‘27a < ||Vi€(gt, IVul(t)) Hi2 < Chjg—1,043)
Combining the two estimates and using the elementary inequality (valid for a,b > 0 and 2 —a > 1)
(a+b)* < 217¥(a?7 + b*7),
we obtain
(—A/(t))2_a < C(h[tfl,t+3] + h;:it_‘_g}) < Chy_143-
Finally, since hy_1 443 is uniformly bounded, this yields
(—A'(6)"7% < (A'(t+3) — At - 1)),

as claimed. g
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))°% < (B(1)™* < Chyyy g = C(B(t — 1) — B(t +3)).
Applying [CM14, Lemma 2.42], we obtain the quantitative increment estimate
BNt +3) - Bt —-1)>C>0.
Iterating this inequality gives
B (t*) > B Ht;) + C (t* —t;) > C (t* — t;),
and hence
(5.1) B(t*) < C (" — t;)a1 = C (t" — ;)P

This completes the proof. O
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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[4 -
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 H"™ associated with the limit metric. Moreover, this measure splits as the product of the
Lebesgue measure £! on the R-factor and the (n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure H"~! on N.
Accordingly, we write dt for integration with respect to £! on the R-factor.

Theorem 6.1 (Harmonic approximation/replacement). For any L > 0, let f be a harmonic func-
tion on (0,L) x N. Then for any R; — oo, there exist harmonic functions f; on T(g, r,+r) such
that f; strongly converge to f in H“? on (0,L) x 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 A\P((0, L) x N) is strictly positive.
(2) The equality

Hy?((0,2) x N) = Hy*((0, 1) x N)
holds, where Hy?((0,L) x N) denotes the closure of Lip,((0,L) x N) in HY2(R x N),

and ﬁ(}’z((o, L) x N) is the subspace of H%?(N) consisting of functions that vanish almost
everywhere outside (0, L) x N.

(1): Recall that the first Dirichlet eigenvalue is defined through the Rayleigh quotient
. WUPCH‘[" 1,2
AP = mf{w cu€ Hy"((0,L) x N),u#0;.

The sharp one-dimensional Poincaré inequality yield

L 5 L2 L 5
/ ult, 2)|? dt < 71'2/ Oyu(t, z)|2 dt.
0 0

Integrating the above inequality over x € N and applying Fubini’s theorem, we obtain

2
/ wrdH" < L—z / |Ou|2dH".
(0,.L)xN 7 J(o,L)xN

Combining with the fact that
Vul* > |0pul®
yields

2
/ u?dH" < LQ/ |Vu2dH",
(0,L)xN ™ J(0,L)xN

which verifies (1).

(2): For convenience, set
QL = (O,L) x N.

The inclusion H3’2(QL) - ﬁé’z(Q 1) is immediate from the definitions. We prove the reverse

inclusion. Fix u € flg’z(QL), ie. u € HY?(N) and u = 0 a.e. outside Q.
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Since Lipschitz functions are dense in H'?(N), there exists u; € Lip(N) N HY2(N) such that
llu; — || g2 — 0 as i — 00.
For ¢ € (0, L/4) choose 15 € Lip(R) such that
0<ns <1, ns =1 on [§, L — 9], ns =0 on (—o00,0/2]U[L —§/2,00),
and |nj| < C/4. Extend ns to N by ns(t,y) := ns(t). Then for each i,d,
vis = nsu; € Lip.(Q1),
because supp(ns) C (§/2,L — 6/2) and N is compact. Hence
[vis — moull 2wy = [Ins(wi — )|l g2y >0 asi— oc.
Therefore, it suffices to prove
Insw — ullgrzvy =0 (610).
By the Fubini property of Sobolev functions on the product R x N, for a.e. x € N the slice
Uy (t) == u(t, x)

belongs to the classical H1?(R) and satisfies u,(t) = 0 for a.e. t ¢ (0, L). In particular u, has zero
trace at t = 0 and ¢ = L. Moreover, the t-derivative J,u exists in the weak sense and

/ |0u|?dH™ < oo.
N

For a fixed slice u, € H“?(R) with u, = 0 a.e. on R\ (0, L), we estimate (writing 7js := 1 — 7s)
750 | Fr1.2y < 2075tz 72y + 2010 (sva) 172 ) -
First,

) L
sty < /0 g 2dt + /

L—-¢$
for a.e. x, and dominated convergence yields convergence after integrating in .

lug|?dt — 0
510

For the derivative term,
O(Msuz) = 75 uy + 7 Ug-
Hence

) L ) L
Joutisun) oy <2 [ it +2 [ ptPare2 [P+ [ e

The first two terms clearly go to 0 as § | 0, for a.e. x, and again after integrating in x by dominated
convergence since u, € L*(0, L).

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

1 6
| hwatopae <o [ peopa
0 0
and similarly near L (using the zero trace at L):
L L
/ ug (t)[2dt < 52/ |l (t)|2dt.
-0 L—§

Since |n§| < C'/6, we obtain

) CQ ) )
/ b 2Pt < & / g 2dt < O / WP dt 0,
0 6% Jo 0 510
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and likewise

L L
/ |77('5|2]ux|2dt < 02/ \u;|2dt — 0.
L-¢ 610

Integrating these inequalities over z € N yields
Insu — ul|z2 — 0 and ||O(nsu — u)|| 2 — 0.

Finally, since 7 has no contribution on the tangential gradient, this implies ||nsu — ul|g12(5) — 0
as d ] 0.

g

Remark 6.2. For the counterexample to condition (2) constructed in [AH18, Example 1.1],

([0, +00), deuct, 5, £1) 25 ([0, +00), denet, 7/4, £1)

as s T m/4, the ambient boundary point 0 may become an interior point of B/ (m/4 —¢). In

particular, the trace at 0 of a function u € ﬁé’z (BW/4(7T/4 — 5)) is not necessarily zero. As a
consequence, the approximation property

Insu = ullgr2 =0 (510)

no longer holds.

We introduce the following L? norm on the tube Tja,p) for measurable function f(t,z):

b
17 las = / /N ()2 dH .

Let 0 < po < p1 < -+ < pj < --- be the eigenvalue of —Ay, where Ay is the Laplacian on
the cross section N. Let ¢; be the eigenfunction corresponding to p;, i.e. An¢; = —pu;p; and
{$i}2, form a L? northonormal basis on N. In particular ¢y = H"~'(N)~'/2. Exactly the same
as the conical case [Hua20, Theorem 3.1], by spectral theory and separation of variables, we have
the following Hllof and locally uniformly convergent series representation of a harmonic function @
on N as follows:

(o]
u = (apr + ag)do + Z (afe Hil e “’”) oi,
i=1

where ag, ag, azi are constants.

Theorem 6.3. Suppose that U?Zl ﬁth,(tj+1)L] C N, tj € Ny, t1 < ty < t3 and u is a harmonic
function on N of the form

o0
U= aorgo+ Y (a;re T 4 a;e_‘/’TiT> bi-
i=1

For fired 0 < 8 < \/p; and L >>1 satisfying 2Wi=BAL - 2, we have

(6.1) @l oz (tsr1y < €7 F ([l oy + 1T 41)) 5
where

1. (B+Lts+ 2
(6.2) B < min < 8, = log 3—352 .

2 t3 4+ Lty + &
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Remark 6.4. The advantage of (6.1) is that, on the union
o0
U Tty L.(t;+1) L]
j=0
for any fixed ' satisfying (6.2), we can choose 3" > ' slightly larger and obtain the inequality
_ 8" 11— _ .
Hu”th,(tj-i-l)L < e’ (HUHtj,lL,(tj,lJrl)L + HthjHL,(th-H)L): JjeN.
From this, one shows that there exists L(/3’, 3”) such that whenever L > L, we have
. _ 28", |1—
either [[@ll, ., ,+1)2 = € g @, z,(t;4+ 1)L
_ 28" ||—
or HUHtj+1L,(tj+1+1)L > e HUHth,(th)L-
Moreover, the following monotonicity properties hold:

p— / p—
HU||th,(tj+1)L 2 6’26L||U||tj_1L,(tj_1+1)L

(6.3) ,
=\l 0 = € L1
and
- L
(6.4) ulle, L., 4102 = € 24 HUHtﬁ_lL (tit1+1)L

— 28

:>|’thj_1L,(tj_1+1)L > e ||u”th,(t]-+1)L-
In particular, examining the proof of Theorem 6.3 shows that the restriction
o (B Lta +
g\ —0—— 7=

3+ Lty + L
is only required to control the r¢g-modes in the monotone increasing case (6.3). Consequently, in
(6.4) it suffices to assume merely that

B <

D=

B < /i,

where 17 denotes the first positive eigenvalue on the cross section.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that eigenfunctions ¢;, ¢ > 0 are orthonormal in
the L? sense and let j = 1,2, 3.

e ¢;, i > 1. By a direct calculation, we have

o
H Z (a;re " +a; e ’W>
i=1

)L 2
= / / (aje\/mT + ai_e*\/“i“") i 2drH™ 1
N

%

th,(tj+1)L

N/

-1 1 2y/niL
—Zwe g o e Lt oy T
’L

— Z (Ci€2\/mth + D+ Eie’2\/“7th> .
i=1
For fixed 8 < /u1, we can choose L sufficiently large such that
C;e2VHitiL — . e2ViititiLg2y/pi(ti—tj+1)L
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S Ci€2‘/uitj+lLe2‘/H1 (t]'—tj+1)L

S Ci€2\/y¢itj+1Le—21/,u1L é 6—26L0i62\/pit]'+1[/

DN |

and
Ei@iQ\/uith — Eie*2w/HfitjflLe*Z\/;Ufi(tj*tjfl)L
< Eie—2\/;Titj—1Le—2\/lTl(tj—tj—1)L

S Eie—Q\/p,itj_lLe—Q,/,u,lL é e—QBLEie—Qw/,u,itj_lL‘

1
2
Besides, by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Taylor expansion, we have
1
| D;| (1 - 2672'8L> < ie*QﬁL <C¢62\/‘Titj+1L + Eie*Q\/’T"tjflL> .

Combining them together, we have

Ci€2\/mth +D; + Eie—2\/;T¢t]~L

< %e*mLCieZthL + %g?ﬁLEieﬂ\/mtj,lL
+ %Q_Q/BL <Ci62\//7itj+lL + Ei€_2\/mtj*1L) + 26_2’8LD7;

< 28 (CieQ\/‘Titf“L + D, + Eie*Z\/’TitHlL)
4L (VAL L D 4 B L),

e ¢. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ag = 1 and [y |¢o[*H""! = 1. By a
direct calculation, we have

2 b+l 204 12 1 2, 72 L?
o <[] fomraet =iy
(6.5) aopr$o sreane Jy NT |po|“drH R 3
Therefore,
2 2 2
o |
HQOMSO L (AL = ( aor g0 tlLv(zt1+1)LjL o7 tsl,(ts+1)L

follows immediately from the definition of 8’. Similarly, we can handle argy.

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

Theorem 6.5. Under the uniqueness of the asymptotic limit, suppose that u is a harmonic function
on the end of M™. There exists ey such that the statement in Theorem 6.3 holds for u on the tube
Tir,r+1) as long as

dGH((IEP%R-i-L]v’YR)a ([O,L] X N, (0,212))) < €.

Proof. In the same spirit in [YZ25], we prove by contradiction. If it fails, we can find a sequence
{R;}3°, 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 % on the cylinder N after normalization, which
yields the contradiction. O

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let {L;}72, with L; — 0o as j — oo and {R;}{2; with R; — oo as i — oo.
For each fixed L;, by Theorem 6.1, there exist harmonic functions u; ; defined on 7ig, g, 1, Which
converge strongly in H'? to the harmonic function 7 on [0, Lj] x N.

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

dGH((ﬁR,R+L]7fYR)a ([07 L] X Na (O,ZE))) < €o.
Without loss of generality, we can fix R;, > Ry such that Theorem 6.3 holds on 7'[Ri07 Rig+L;] for

any j. It implies that {u, ; };";1 has uniform upper bound in H? and satisfies the uniform three
circles theorem. Therefore, by Arzela—Ascoli theorem, {u;,;}32; converges to a harmonic function
u locally. In particular, by Theorem 6.3, u is non-constant and is asymptotic to the Busemann
function. O

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

(6.6) lu(z)| < C(1+ d(x,p)N) for some C' > 0 and N € N,
and
(6.7) lim [u(z) = +o00.

by (x)—o0 b'y(.%')
Assume moreover that u € Hﬁ)f(M ).
By Theorem 6.1, for any fixed L > 0 and any sequence R; — oo, the restrictions “|7’[R-, R,4L]

subconverge to a harmonic function % on [0, L] x 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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