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ON MANIFOLDS WITH NONNEGATIVE RICCI CURVATURE
AND THE INFIMUM OF VOLUME GROWTH ORDER < 2

ZHU YE

ABSTRACT. we prove two rigidity theorems for open (complete and noncom-
pact) n-manifolds M with nonnegative Ricci curvature and the infimum of
volume growth order < 2. The first theorem asserts that the Riemannian uni-
versal cover of M has Euclidean volume growth if and only if M is flat with an
n — 1 dimensional soul. The second theorem asserts that there exists a non-
constant linear growth harmonic function on M if and only if M is isometric
to the metric product R x N for some compact manifold N.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be an open n-manifold with nonnegative Ricci curvature. It is well known
that M has at least linear volume growth (Yau [18]) and at most Euclidean volume
growth (Bishop volume comparison [1]). That is, for some point p € M, we have

C1R < vol(Bg(p)) < w,R",VR > 1,

where C7 > 0 is a constant that may rely on p and w,, is the volume of the unit ball
in R™. We say that M has linear volume growth, if vol(Br(p)) < CaR for some
constant Cy > 0 and any R > 1. We say that M has Euclidean volume growth or
M is noncollapsed, if vol(Bg(p)) > CR™ for some constant C' > 0 and any R > 1.
In this paper, we will generalize two rigidity theorems that have been established
under the condition that M has linear volume growth.
In [19], the author proved the following geometric rigidity:

Theorem 1.1. [19] Let M be an open n-manifold with Ric > 0 and linear volume
growth. Then the Riemannian universal cover of M is noncollapsed if and only if
M is flat with an n — 1 dimensional soul.

As the first main result of this paper, we obtain an optimal volume growth
condition on M such that Theorem 1.1 still holds.

Definition 1.2. We define

vol(Br(p))

PRV
R b

vol(Br(p))

Rs
We will refer to IV(M) (resp. SV(M)) as the infimum (resp. supremum) of volume
growth order of M.

IV(M) = inf{s > 0 | liminf
R—o0

SV(M) = sup{s > 0| limsup > 0}.
R—o0
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By definition, IV(M) < k if and only if there exists an a@ < k and a sequence
R; — o0 such that lim “Zm@) _ g

71— 00 %
Our first main result is:

Theorem A. Let M be an open n-manifold with Ric > 0 and IV(M) < 2. Then
the Riemannian universal cover of M is noncollapsed if and only if M is flat with
an n — 1 dimensional soul.

Theorem A is optimal in the sense that IV(M) = 2 does not imply flatness.
Indeed, we may consider the metric product My = N2 x F"~2, where N is a 2-
manifold with Euclidean volume growth and positive sectional curvature, and F'is a
compact flat manifold. Then IV(Mj) = 2, the universal cover of Mj has Euclidean
volume growth, but M is not flat.

Assume that M has noncollapsed universal cover. By Theorem A, IV(M) < 2
implies that IV(M) = SV(M) = 1. This motivates the author to propose the
following question:

Question 1.3. Let M be an open manifold with Ric > 0 and noncollapsed universal
cover. Is it true that IV(M) = SV(M) € N, ¢

Let’s illustrate the idea to prove Theorem A. Let m : (M,p) — (M,p) be the
Riemannian universal cover with deck transformation group I'. The volume growth
conditions on M and M guarantee that the order of the orbit growth of I is strictly
larger than n — 2 in some scales. This enables us to prove that for some equivariant
asymptotic cone ([7, 8]) of (M,p,T), say (Y,y,@), the orbit Gy has lower Box
dimension dimy,(Gy) > n — 2 (Proposition 2.2). Since M has Euclidean volume
growth, Y is a metric cone by Cheeger-Colding [3]. By Cheeger-Colding splitting
theorem, ¥ = R* x C(Z) with diam(Z) < 7. Now dim,,(Gy) > n — 2 forces
Y =2 R", and thus M =2 R" as a corollary of Colding’s volume convergence [6]. This
proves Theorem A. A generalized version of Theorem A is given at the end of the
introduction, and we will prove it in Section 2.

Our second main result involves linear growth harmonic functions on M. Recall
that to say a harmonic function f on M has polynomial growth means |f| <
C(d(p,-) + 1)* for some C,k >0 and p € M. In the particular case k = 1, we say
f has linear growth.

Sormani considered the harmonic functions on manifolds with linear volume
growth, and proved the following theorem:

Theorem 1.4. [17] Let M be an open n-manifold with Ric > 0 and linear volume
growth. If there exists a nonconstant polynomial growth harmonic function on M,
then M splits isometrically as M =R x N1,

We partially generalize Theorem 1.4 to the following:

Theorem B. Let M be an open n-manifold such that Ric > 0 and IV(M) < 2.
Then there exists a nonconstant linear growth harmonic function on M if and only
if M splits isometrically as M =R x N"~1 for some compact manifold N.

When M has slow volume growth, Theorem B follows from Section 2 of Li-Tam
[11].



Compared with Theorem 1.4, we propose the following question:

Question 1.5. Let M be an open n-manifold with Ric > 0 and IV(M) < 2. If there
exists a nonconstant polynomial growth harmonic function on M, is M necessarily
isometric to R x N for some compact manifold N ¢

Let M be complete with Ric > 0. Given an integer 0 < k < n, we say that
M is k-Euclidean at infinity, if any asymptotic cone of M split off an RF factor.
Note that M is always 0-Euclidean at infinity. We recall the following result of
Cheeger-Colding-Minicozzi:

Theorem 1.6. [2] Let M be a complete manifold with Ric > 0. If the space of linear
growth harmonic functions on M has dimension k + 1, then M is k-FEuclidean at

infinity.

Theorem B is a by-product of Theorem 1.6 and our research on the relation
between the volume growth and the asymptotic cones (with renormalized limit
measure) of M.

We will prove the following volume growth gap result:

Theorem C. Let M be an open manifold with Ric > 0. If M™ is k-Euclidean at
infinity, then M is of one of the following two types:
type I: M has unique asymptotic cone R¥.

type II: every asymptotic cone of M splits as R¥ x Z with Z noncompact.
If M is of type I, then IV(M) =SV(M) = k. That is,

. vol(Bgr(p)) . vol(Br(p)) _
If M is of type II, then IN(M) > k + 1. That is,
(B
(1.8) fim YABRD) o)

R—o00 Rk—i—l—a

Theorem B follows from Theorem 1.6 and Theorem C. Let M be an open n-
manifold with Ric > 0 and IV(M) < 2. By Theorem 1.6, if there exists a non-
constant linear growth harmonic function on M, then M is 1-Euclidean at infinity.
Since IV(M) < 2, by Theorem C, M can only be 1-Euclidean of type I, and thus
M =R x N for some compact mianifold N (see Proposition 3.3).

The word k-Euclidean comes from Cheeger-Colding [4], where a point p in a
Ricci limit space is called k-Euclidean if any tangent cone at p split off an R”.

The proof of Theorem C is divided into two steps.

In Section 3, we prove that if M is k-Euclidean at infinity, then either M has
unique asymptotic cone R¥ or any asymptotic cone of M is isometric to R¥ x Z
with noncompact Z. This is an application of the critical rescaling technique devel-
oped by Pan in [12]. See also Pan [13, 14, 15] for applications of critical rescaling
technique to the geometry and topology of open manifolds with nonnegative Ricci
curvature.

In Section 4, we establish the volume growth estimate (1.7) and (1.8). To achieve
this, we shall consider the space of all asymptotic cones with renormalized limit
measure and establish the relationship between volume growth and renormalized
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limit measure. To obtain the volume growth estimate of manifolds with k-Euclidean
at infinity property of type II, we must use the splitting theorem of RCD(0,n)
spaces, which is proved by Gigli in [9]. Compared with the splitting theorem for
Ricei limit spaces proved by Cheeger-Colding in [3], an advantage of this version
is that it proved that the remaining space after a line splitting is a CD(0,n — 1)
space, thus enables us to use volume comparison on it.

Finally, we pointed out that using the k-Euclidean at infinity condition, we can
generalize Theorem A in the following way:

Theorem D. Let M be a complete n-manifold with Ric > 0 and noncollapsed
universal cover. Assume that M is k-FEuclidean at infinity. Then IV(M) < k + 2
if and only if M is flat and is isometric to RF x N"=F where N is flat and either
closed or open with an n — k — 1 dimensional soul.

Remark 1.9. Note that Schwarzschild metric on N*+1 = §*~1 x R? is k-Euclidean
of type I, and thus IV(N) = SV(IN) = k by Theorem C, but N is not flat. This
shows the necessity of the noncollapsed condition on the universal cover in Theorem
D.

Indeed, put k£ = 0 in Theorem D, we obtain Theorem A.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to express his sincere gratitude to
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to thank Professor Jiayin Pan for helpful discussions and suggestions.
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2. PROOF OF THEOREM D

In this section, we prove Theorem D. Let M be a complete n-manifold with
Ric > 0. Let 7 : (M,p) — (M,p) be the Riemannian universal cover with deck
transformation group I'. Denote by

I(R) ={g €T | d(p,gp) < R}.
We define the supremum of the orbit growth order of T', denoted by SO(T), by

SO(T") = sup{s | limsup #L(R)

> 0}.
R—o0 Rs }

We recall the definition of lower Box dimension. For a metric space X, a bounded
subset A C X, and an € > 0, the e-capacity of A is defined by

Cap(A;e) = sup{k | there are z1,--- ,x, € A such that d(z;,x;) > €,Vi # j}.



The lower Box dimension of A, denoted by dim;,(A), is given by
In Cap(4;e)

Ine

dimy(A) = liminf —
e—0
We also define the lower box dimension of X as dimy,(X) = sup dimy,(A4), where A
A

run over all bounded subset of X.
The following slope lemma 2.1 is inspired by Gromov [10].

Lemma 2.1. Let f:]0,00) = R be a function that is upper bounded on any finite
interval: fljo,r) < C(R) < 0o for any R > 0. Assume that f(s;) > ks; for some
k >0 and a sequence s; — co. Then for anyl > 1, we can find a sequence r; — oo
such that

f(’l”l) — f(t) > (k — lil)(Ti — t),Vt S [’I”i — l,’l”i — 1]
Proof. Assume the Lemma does not hold for some [ > 1. That is, there is an
N(1) > 0, such that for any » > N (), we have

f(T‘) - f(tr) < (k - lil)(r - tr)
for some t, € [r — 1,7 —1]. Then for 1o = s; > N(I), we can find a r; such
that 7o — 1 < 71 < rg — 1 and f(ro) — f(r1) < (k —17Y(ro — 71). If we still
have r1 > K(I), then we can find an ro such that 11 — 1 < ro < 71 — 1 and
f(r1) = f(r2) < (k—17Y)(r1 —r2). Inductively, we can find rg = s;,71, -+ ,7%, such
that the follow hold:
1. Tj_lSTjJrl S’I”j—l;
2. f(ry) — flrjs1) < (k=171 (rj —rjs1) for every j =0, ki — 1;
3. rg,—1 > K(1), and ri, < K(1).
We have
kro <f(ro)
<(f(ro) = f(r1)) + (f(r1) — f(r2))+
ot (f(rk?i_l) - f(/rkw)) + f(rk?i)
<(k =17 (ro — ri,) + C(K(1)).
When i — oo, we have rg = s; — oo, this leads to a contradiction.
O

Lemma 2.1 allows us to prove the following general Proposition that relates orbit
growth and asymptotic geometry of universal cover.

Proposition 2.2. There exists an equivariant asymptotic cone of (M,ﬁ, T), de-
noted by (Y,y,G), such that the lower box dimension of Gy, dimy,(Gy) > SO(T).

Proof. We denote m = SO(T"). By definition, for every positive integer 7 and
m; = m — +, there exists a sequence R;; — oo such that #(I'(R;;)) > e R
Assume that R;; € [eFi, eFiit1) then
#(D("9HY) 2#(D(Ryy))
>e™ R

z(ek”-‘rl)ml .
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Put f(k) = In(#(T(e*)),rij; = kij + 1, then f(r;;) > m;r;;. Using Lemma 2.1, we
find a sequence a;; — oo such that

1 .
flaij) = f(t) > (mi — ;)(aw —1),Vt € [ai; —i,a;; —1].
That is,
#(L(e)) (mi—1t
2.3 ——— > el D for t/ = [1,4
(23) FT (e 7)) a2
We choose a;;;, — oo and put r; = e%i. Let d be the dinstance function

on M, we denote by I';p the orbit I'p equipped with the distance d; (1D, g2p) =
7 td(g1p, g2p). For 2 € T'p and r > 0, we put

By(z) ={y € ip | di(,y) < r}.
For [ > 1, we choose x1, 2o, -+ ,2s € Bi(p) such that
s = Cap(Bi(p);e!),di(xq, ) > e~! for any a # b.
We have Bi(p) C U B'_(x,). Since #B}.(x,) = #B/.(x3) for any x,,z; € ['p, we
g=1

have

P #(Bi(p)) #I'(ri))
2.4 CapBZp;elz R .
24 B2 3B, 5) ~ # T )

After passing to a subsequence, consider the equivariant point Gromov-Hausdorff
convergence ([7, 8]) (ri_lM,ﬁ, ') — (Y,y,G). Denote by BX(y) = {w € Gy |
dy (y,w) < r}. By (2.3) and (2.4), we have

Cap(B°(z);e~!) > limsup Cap(B:(p);e!) > ™ for any I > 1.
1—00

This implies that dim,(Gz) > dimy(Bi(2)) > m. O

Remark 2.5. In Proposition 4.2 of [16], Pan-Ye proved that for any asymptotic cone
(Y,y,G) of (M, p,T), Gy has hausdorff dimension [, under the condition that I" has
stable orbit growth of order I: ¢, R! < #(I'(R)) < 2R\, VR > 1.

Proof of Theorem D. Assume that IV(M) < k + 2. By a fundamental domain
argument (see Theorem 4 (1.2) in [19] and its proof), we have:

vol(Br(p))
vol(Br(p))’
Since M has BEuclidean volume growth and IV(M) < k + 2, we conclude that

SO(T") > n — k — 2. By proposition 2.2, we can find a sequence r; — oo such that
for the equivariant Gromov-Hausdorff convergence

#(L(2R)) =

(r10L,5,T) = (vy,G)

I+ I
(7' M,p) e (Z2=Y/G,2)



-

we have dimy,(Gy) > n—k—2. Since M is k-Euclidean at infinity, we have (Z, z) =
(R* x Z' (0%, 2")). Since 7 is a submetry, we can write (V,y) = (R* x Y’ (0% ¢/)).
Note that 7 preserves the R¥ factor, thus we have G -y C {0F} x Y.

Since M is noncollapsed, Y is a metric cone with vertex y. So we can write

Y =R* x V' =RF x (R™ x C(X)) = RFF™ x C(X)

and y = (0%,0™, v), where C'(X) does not contain any line and v is the unique vertex
of C(X). we have inclusion Gy C R¥*™ x {v}. Together with Gy C {0} x Y, we
derive
Gy C {0F} x R™ x {v}.

As Gy has lower box dimension dimy, > n — k — 2, we have m > n — k — 1. Thus
Y splits off an R"~! factor. By Cheeger-Colding [4], the set of singular points in Y’
has codimension at least 2, thus Y = R™. By Colding [6], M itself is isometric to
R™. So M is flat. Since M is k-Euclidean at infinity, M is isometric to R*¥ x N7~k
for some flat manifold N. Since IV(M) < k + 2, N is either closed or an open flat
manifold with an n — k — 1 dimensional soul. g

3. k-EUCLIDEAN AT INFINITY
In this section, we prove the first part of Theorem C:

Proposition 3.1. If M is k-FEuclidean at infinity, then either M has unique asymp-
totic cone R*, or any asymptotic cone M, split as R x Z, where Z is noncompact
and may rely on M.

Proof. We will prove the following claim:

Claim 3.2. Let Y] =R*, Y, = R¥ x Z, where Z is noncompact, then at most one
of them can be an asymptotic cone of M.

Assume Claim 3.2 holds. If (X,z0) = (R* x K, (0,a)) with K # {pt} compact
occurs as an asymptotic cone of M, then a tangent cone of X at zg is R* x K’, where
K’ is noncompact. Meanwhile, the asymptotic cone of X is R¥. Since any tangent
cone at xy or asymptotic cone of X is an asymptotic cone of M, this contradicts
Claim 3.2. Now Proposition 3.1 follows from Claim 3.2.

Now we turn to the proof of Claim 3.2. Denote by €2 the set of all asymptotic
cones of M.

Assume that Claim 3.2 does not hold, that is, both Y7 and Y5 belong to 2. Then
there is an ¢ > 0 such that the e neigberhood of (Y7, 01) (according to pointed
Gromov-Hausdorff distance) in Q, B.((Y1,01)) contains no elements like R* x 2’
with Z’ noncompact.

Choose r; — 0, s; — 0 such that

lim (s; M, p) = (Y1,01), lim (r; M, p) = (Y2, 02).
71— 00 71— 00
Write N; =r; M, [; = r;lsi. Then
lim (Ny, p) = (Y2, 02), lim (I;N;, p) = (Y1, 01).
71— 00 71— 00

After passing to a subsequence, we can always assume that [; — oo.
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Set L; = {t € [1,1;] | dpau((tNi,p),(Y1,01)) < §}, then l; € L; for i large. Let

We claim that h; — oo. If not, (after passing subsequence) the limit Zlg& (hi Ny, p)
will be (rYs,09) for some r > 1. Since rYs = R* x (rZ) with rZ noncompact, we
have dpgr((rY2,02), (Y1,01)) > €. This contradicts with h; € L; for i large.

Note that h;r; < l;r; = s; — 0, sSo we can write

lim (ki Ny, p) = lim (hyr; M, p) = (R* x K, 03) € Q.
71— 00 11— 00

Since h; € L;, K must be compact. Choose 0 < ¢ < 1 such that (R¥ x (cK),03) €
B¢ (Y1). We have lim (ch;N;,p) = (R* x (¢K),03), thus ch; € L; for i large. This
11— 00

is impossible since h; = inf L;. O
The following result is well-known, we put a proof here for readers’ convenience:

Proposition 3.3. If M has unique asymptotic cone R, then M is isometric to
R x N for some compact manifold N.

Proof. Fix a point p € M, then for any sequence r; — oo, we have pointed Gromov-
Hausdorff convergence

(r;lM,p) CH, (R,0).

Let ¢ +,q,— € T;lM such that ¢; + — 1,¢;,— — —1. Let ; be a minimal geodesic
connecting ¢; — and ¢; + and let a; be a point on ~; that is closest to p. Then

d ,—s Yi d ()
(9i,— qi,+) Lo (@i,p)
i i
Now if d(p,a;) < C for some constant C' > 0, then v; converge to a line in
M. Thus M = R x N by Cheeger-Gromoll splitting theorem [5]. Since R is the
asymptotic cone of M, N must be compact.

If d(p,a;) — oo, we put s; = d(p, a;) and consider the convergence

(s7'M,p) £ (R, 0).

Since s;r; 1 0, passing to subsequence 7; converge to a line 7. such that

d(0,95) = lim s{ld(p,yi) = 1. Such a line cannot exist on R. So d(p,a;) — oo
71— 00

will not happen. 0

4. VOLUME GROWTH AND ASYMPTOTIC CONE

To prove the volume growth part of Theorem C, we shall study the relation be-
tween the renormalized limit measures (see Section 1 of [4] for definition) on asymp-
totic cones and the volume growth of M. Let r; — oo such that lim (r; M, p) =

71— 00

(X,0,v), where (X, 0) is the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff limit of (; ' M, p) and v is
a renormalized limit measure on X. Then for any R > 0, we have
r; M
vol(Bg (1)) _ . vol(Br.r(p))

v(Br(0)) = lim m = vol(By,(p)) ’
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where the existence of the limit is ensured by the construction of v. In particular,
v(Bi(0)) = 1. Note that an asymptotic cone (X, o) may have different renormalized
limit measures on it.

Let 2 be the set of all (X, 0,v), where (X, 0) is an asymptotic cone of M, and v
is a renormalized limit measure on X.

For [ > 0,1 # 1, define k;, K; by
P = min{uo(Bi(o)) | (Z,0,v) € 2},
151 = max{v(By(0)) | (Z,0,v) € Q}.

Note that by volume comparison and v(Bj(0)) = 1, we have 0 < k; < K; < n when
[>1,and 0 < K; <k;<nwhen0<Il<1.

Lemma 4.1.

1%t — liminf M < limsup M — K

R—oo vol(Bgr(p)) Rsoo VOI(BRr(p))

Proof. Since
vol(Bir(p))  vol(BR™ "M (p))

vol(Bgr(p))  vol(BE™'M(p))’

O

Proposition 4.2. Ifl > 1, then Ya > 0, we have

. vol(Bgr(p)) _
(4.3) AR “RRre 20

. vol(Br(p)) _
Y (L T

If0 <l <1, then Va > 0, we have
. vol(Br(p)) _ . vOl(Br(p)) _
A REre O g T RRa

Proof. 1f | > 1: By Lemma 4.1, Ve > 0, we can choose N large enough such that
R>N =
1(Bir(p))
o ¢ < YOLDIRAP)) <14
vol(Bg(p))

Define function ¢(R) : (N,00) = Np by N < MLR) < IN. We have

vol(Br(p)) VOI(B% (p)) ”'Vol(Bld)(g)i1 (p)) vol(
vol(Bxr(p)) vol(Bz(p)) ~ vol(B_=z_(p)) e

19(R)

vol(Bg(p)) =

So
(1" — €)*Fvol(By (p)) < vol(Br(p)) < (1" + €)*Mvol(Bix (p)).
Now Va > 0, we have
vol(Br(p)) _ (" + €)?"vol(Bix (p))
REita (NI9(R))Ki+a

_ (ZKZ + e)"“R’ vol(Bux (p))

lKl+0‘ NKLJrOL
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Let € be small enough such that f;ifj < 1, we obtain (4.3).
Similarly, we have

vol(Br(p)) (1" = )*Fvol(Bn (p))
Rki—a (IN#(R) )k~

(P =\ vol(By (p))
[ki—a (lN)kl*‘l )

1F1—e

Let € be small enough such that ;5= > 1, we obtain (4.4).
When 0 < I < 1, we obtain from Lemma 4.1 that

Z_Kl < lim inf M < limsup M < l—kz'

R—o0 VOl(BlR(p)) R—oo VOl(BlR(p))

The rest of the derivation is similar.
O

Corollary 4.5. If (M,p) has unique asymptotic cone with unique renormalized
limit measure (X, 0,v), then there exists a unique k > 0 such that

(1) v(By(0)) = I¥,VI > 0.

(2) the volume growth of M satisfies (1.7).

Proof. Fix an [ > 0,1 # 1, then v(B;(0)) = ¥ = [%1. We obtain from Proposition
4.2 that Va > 0,

_vol(Bg(p)) _ . vol(Bgr(p)) _

Rllj)noo RlirO‘ - 07 Rllj)noo Rkl*a‘ -
But the k; satisfying the above volume growth is unique, if exists. So k := k; is
independent of [. O

Now we can prove the volume growth part of Theorem C:

Proposition 4.6. If M is k-Fuclidean at infinity, then:

(1) if M has unique asymptotic cone R¥, then the volume growth of M satisfies
(1.7).

(2) if any asymptotic cone is an R* x Z for some noncompact Z, then the volume
growth of M satisfies (1.8).

Proof. (1) If M has unique asymptotic cone R¥, then the renormalized limit mea-
sure v on R¥ is unique and must be the renormalized k-dimenisional Lebesgue mea-
sure w—lkﬁk on R¥ by Cheeger-Colding [4] Proposition 1.35, where w;, = L£¥(B;(0F)).
So v(B;(0F)) = I* for any [ > 0. Inequality (1.7) now follows from Corollary (4.5).

(2) Let (T,0,v) = (RF x Z, (0%, 2), w, 'L*¥ x mz) be an asymptotic cone of M.
From the splitting theorem in RCD(0,n) spaces ([9]), we know that (Z,z,myz) is a
CD(0,n — k) space, hence the volume comparison applies.

Now v(Bi(0)) = 1 from the definition of renormalized limit measure. So we have

mz(Bi(2)) = v(B1(0%) x Bi(2)) = v(Bi(0)) = 1.
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Let v be a ray in Z starting from z, we have
mz(Br-1(v(R)))
mzBen()) 2z )G G (R) — ma(Ba ()
- (R—1)"F
“(R+1)k—(R—1)""k
> cp R, VR > dna

where ¢,,,d, > 0 are contants depends only on n. Thus

v(Bgr(0)) > wk_lﬁk(B% (0)) x m(Bz(2) > . RV YR > d,.
Now write v(Bg(0)) = R*®). Since
RFF) > o/ RF1L YR > d,,
for any 8 > 0, there is a C'(n, 8) such that
R>C(n,B)=k(R)>k+1-p.

We conclude that kg > k+1—3,VR > C(n, 8) (recall that R*® = min{v(Bg(0)) |
(Z,0,v) € Q}). The volume growth estimate (1.8) now follows from Proposition
4.2 (4.4). O
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