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A SPHERE THEOREM WITH A PINCHING
CONSTANT BELOW 3
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Abstract

In this article we establish a topological sphere theorem for compact, simply
connected, odd dimensional manifolds M™ with pinched sectional curvature.
The pinching constant §,qq that appears in our hypotheses is < %, explicit,
and independent of the dimension. Furthermore, in the even dimensional

case we can find a pinching constant fev < -} which guarantees that the

integral cohomology groups of M™ coincide up to torsion groups of odd
order with the cohomology groups of a sphere or a projective space.

Both results are reduced by means of the diameter sphere theorem of Grove
and Shiohama to proving Berger’s horse shoe conjecture under a suitable
condition on the diameter. The geometric arguments rely on refined Jacobi
field estimates, which might be useful in other contexts as well.

Introduction

Berger’s rigidity theorem provides a classification of all compact, sim-
ply connected manifolds M™ which carry a Riemannian metric with pos-
itive, weakly ;—pinched sectional curvature [6]. This result has already
been known in 1961. Then it has taken more than twenty years before
the tools have been available to analyze weaker pinching conditions.

In fact, the pinching belo —i theorem for even dimensional manifolds
[10] obtained by Berger in 1983 has been the first major application of
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Gromov’s compactness theorem {18, 30]. The hypothesis about the par-
ity of the dimension has been necessary, since at the time an appropriate
lower bound for the injectivity radius was not available for odd dimen-
sional, compact, simply connected manifolds with sectional curvature
pinched below . In [1] we have established such an estimate, and, as a
first application, we have extended Berger’s result correspondingly.

Both results, Berger’s pinching below—4 theorem for even dimensional
manifolds and the sphere theorem for odd dimensional manifolds in
[1], are based on Gromov’s compactness theorem and on limiting argu-
ments. Therefore the pinching constants in these results are inherently
inexplicit, and they depend on the dimension.

However, the sphere theorem for odd dimensional manifolds can be
improved substantially.

Theorem A. There exists a constant dy94 € (0, %) such that any odd
dimensional, compact, simply connected Riemannian manifold M™ with
0oag—pinched sectional curvature is homeomorphic to the sphere S™.

We emphasize that the constant §,44 is independent of the dimension
and explicit. In fact, our proof works for §oga = 3(1+€saa)~? where
€oaq = 107%. It is an interesting question whether similar techniques
can be used to improve Berger’s pinching below—i theorem as well. We
have the following partial result on the cohomology level:

Theorem B. There ezists a constant 6., € (0, i) such that for any
even dimensional, compact, simply connected Riemannian manifold M™
with de,—pinched sectional curvature the cohomology rings H*(M™; R)
with coefficients R € {Q,Z,} are isomorphic to the corresponding co-
homology rings of one of the compact, rank one, symmetric spaces S",
CP~/?, HP™/*, CaP?, or the rings H*(M™; R) are truncated polynomial
rings generated by an element of degree 8.

Again the constant ., is explicit and independent of the dimension.

In fact, our proof works for e, = $(1+¢€ev) ™2 Where €ev = 57555-

Recall that H*(CaP? R) = R[¢g]/(£}) where degép = 8. How-
ever, we cannot exclude the possibility that H*(M™; R) = R[¢g]/(¢57)
where deg £z = 8 and m > 2. For instance, we cannot apply J. Adem’s
result [3, Theorem 2.2], since we do not have enough control on the
cohomology ring of M™ with coefficients Zj.

The proofs of Theorems A and B do not rely on Gromov’s compact-
ness theorem at all. They are rather based on direct comparison meth-
ods and on some results from algebraic topology. In fact, the geometric
arguments for Theorems A and B are essentially the same, whereas the
topological arguments reflect the substantial difference between the even
and the odd dimensional case.
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The main ideas will be explained in more detail in the next section.
There we shall also describe the organisation of the paper. We proceed
discussing the context of Theorems A and B.

In low dimensions much stronger results are known. By the Gau-
Bonnet theorem any compact, simply connected 2-manifold with pos-
itive sectional curvature is diffeomorphic to the sphere. For compact,
simply connected 3-manifolds we refer to the work of Hamilton.

Theorem 1.1. (R.S. Hamilton 1982 [21]) Let (M?3,g) be a compact,
connected 3-manifold with Ricci curvature ric > Q everywhere. Then g
can be deformed in the class of metrics with ric > 0 into a metric with
constant sectional curvature.

It follows that any compact, simply connected 3-manifold (M3, go)
with positive Ricci curvature is diffeomorphic to the sphere. The 4-
dimensional case has been studied by Seaman.

Theorem 1.2. (W. Seaman 1989 [33]) Let M* be a 4-dimensional,
compact, oriented, connected Riemannian manifold without boundary.
If the sectional curvature Ky of M* satisfies

1+3v1+25/4.5-172
then M* is homeomorphic to S* or CP?.

We do not know the optimal value of the pinching constant in Theo-
rems A and B above. Ezamples of compact, simply connected manifolds
M™ other than spheres and projective spaces that have strictly positive
sectional curvature are scarce.

As shown by Berger [7], the only other normally homogeneous exam-
ples are the spaces M" = Sp(2)/SU(2) and M*'3 = SU(5)/(Sp(2) x S?).
Their pinching constants §,, := min Kj,/ max K, are 51; and 291%, re-
spectively (14, 22]. Further homogeneous, odd dimensional examples are
the Aloff-Wallach spaces M}, = SU(3)/S} ; where the integers &, label
the various embeddings of S! into the maximal torus T? C SU(3). It has
been computed in [23] that the pinching constant of the left-invariant

metric defined in [4] approaches ;% as ¥ — 1. Bérard Bergery has

shown that there do not exist any other odld dimensional, homogeneous
spaces of positive curvature [5].

The even dimensional, homogeneous spaces with Kj3; > 0 have been
classified by Wallach [36]. Besides the spheres and the projective spaces
there are just the three flag manifolds M® = SU(3)/T%, M? =
Sp(3)/(SU(2) x SU(2) x SU(2)), and M?** = F,/Spin(8). As shown
in [38], the pinching constant for the Wallach spaces M%, M'? and M**
are all equal to 2. This value is optimal in the class of homogeneous

. .6—1 )
metrics.

0.188 =~
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In addition, there is one 6-dimensional inhomogeneous orbit space
and there is an infinite family of 7-dimensional inhomogeneous orbit
spaces [15, 16]. These examples are constructed as quotients of SU(3) by
a twosided T?-action or by an infinite family of twosided S'-actions, re-
spectively. They resemble the Aloff-~Wallach examples in many respects.
Recently, extending Eschenburg’s construction, Bazaikin [37] has ob-
tained an infinite family S}, \U(5)/(Sp(2) x S') of 13-dimensional
double quotients which are related to the Berger example M'® men-
tioned above. Yet, the twosided actions that lead to spaces of positive
curvature are not completely classified.

In view of these facts the pinching constant in Theorem A must be
strictly greater than 31—7, and the pinching constant in Theorem B must

be greater than ;.

2. Main ideas

Optimal injectivity radius estimates have already been an essential
ingredient in the proof of the classical sphere theorem due to Klingen-
berg [25]. They are also crucial for our main results. The pinching
condition that is required for these estimates depends in a significant
way on the parity of the dimension. Currently the best results are the
following two theorems.

Theorem 2.1. (W. Klingenberg [24]) Let M™ be a compact, simply
connected, even dimensional Riemannian manifold of positive sectional
curvature. Then its injectivity radius inj M™ is controlled in terms of
its conjugate radius conj M™

injM"™ = conj M" > w/vmax Ky

Theorem 2.2. (c.f. Theorem 1.1in [1]) There ezists a constant dip; €
(3,%) such that the injectivity radius inj M™ and the conjugate radius
conj M™ of any compact, simply connected Riemannian manifold M™
with din;—pinched sectional curvature coincide:

infM™ = conjM™ > w/vVmax Ky

Recall that the latter theorem holds for 6;,; = %(1+ Einj) "2 where
Einj = 107%. Pinching constants &y < % are obstructed by the Berger
metrics on odd dimensional spheres. Notice that the same lower bound
for inj M™ has been established by Klingenberg in [25] under the stronger

hypothesis that the sectional curvature of M™ is strictly i—pinched, and
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it is this result that has played a major role in the proof of the classical
sphere theorem.

Since the injectivity radius provides a lower bound for the diameter
of the manifold, the classical sphere theorem follows when combining
the preceding injectivity radius estimates with the following diameter
sphere theorem.

Theorem 2.3. (K. Grove, K. Shiohama [20]) Let M™ be a complete
Riemannian manifold with sectional curvature Ky, > 8 > 0 and diame-
ter diam M™ > ﬁg- Then M™ is homeomorphic to the sphere S™.

In our context the diameter sphere theorem and the injectivity radius
estimate do not fit together that well. Nevertheless, Theorems 2.1-2.3
provide a considerable reduction; it turns out that it is sufficient to
prove the following version of the horse shoe conjecture discussed by
Berger in 1962 [8].

Theorem 2.4. (Horse Shoe Inequality) There ezists a constant
§ € (0, %) such that for any complete Riemannian manifold M™ with

6<Ky<1 and 7w <injM" <diamM" < #
the following holds: for any po € M™ and any v € S™™' C Tp, M the
distance of the antipodal points exp,, (—mv) and exp, (7v) is bounded
by w:

dist s (exp,, (—7v) ,exp,, (7v)) < 7

In fact, the constant ¢ in this theorem is explicit and independent
of the dimension. Our proof even shows that the horse shoe inequality
holds for § = 2(1+ €)™ where £ = 3¢.

It should be pointed out that a horse shoe inequality has already
been established in the work of Durumeric {12, Lemma 6]. However, his
version of the inequality is only valid for manifolds which are not simply
connected; the basic idea of his proof is to analyze the geometry of the
Dirichlet cells in the universal covering of M™.

The major work in this paper, which will be carried out in §4 and §5,
is to prove Theorem 2.4. We have to develop an entirely new approach,
in order to cover simply connected manifolds as well. It has already been
known to Berger that the preceding theorem imposes strong restrictions
on the topology of M™. In particular, he already knew how to deduce
Theorems A and B. The main steps are as follows:

Corollary 2.5. (c.f. Proposition 2 in [8]) Let § € (0,3) be the
constant from Theorem 2.4. Then any compact Riemannian manifold
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M™ with
< Ky<1l and 7 <injM" <diamM" < 2—"\/—3
admits a continuous, piecewise smooth map f: RP™ — M™ of degree 1.

Here deg f denotes the standard integral mapping degree, if M™ is
odd dimensional and orientable. Otherwise deg f has to be understood
as the Z,—mapping degree.

The next two results are of purely algebraic topological nature. The
first of these theorems goes back to Samelson [32], whereas the second
one can be extracted from [9, p. 135ff].

Theorem 2.6. Let M™ be a simply connected, compact, odd dimen-
sional manifold. Suppose that there ezists a continuous map f: RP* —
M"™ with degy f = 1. Then M™ is a homology sphere.

Theorem 2.7. Let M™ be a simply connected, compact, even dimen-

stonal manifold. Suppose that there exists a continuous map f: RP™ —
M™ with degy, f = 1. Furthermore, let R € {Q,Z,}. Then

H*(M™ R) = R[¢r]/ (™)

where m > 1 and &g is a homogeneous element of degree degér = .
Moreover, degég € {2,4,8} for m > 2.

The fake projective spaces discovered by Eells and Kuiper [13] show
that in the even dimensional case it would not be sufficient to recover
the integral cohomology rings to recognize the manifold M™ up to home-
omorphism, and the assertion of Theorem 2.7 is even weaker. The the-
orem determines the integral cohomology ring H*(M™;Z) only up to
the Serre class of torsion groups of odd order. This ambiguity reflects
the fact that we can only work with the modulo 2 mapping degree of
f. The corresponding freedom for the homeomorphism type of M™ is
illustrated in Examples 3.6.

In the presence of the preceding results Theorems A and B can be
established as follows:

Proof of Theorem A. By Theorem 1.1 it is sufficient to consider
manifolds M™ of dimension n > 5. We define d,q¢ as the maximum
of the constants &,; and d from Theorems 2.2 and 2.4. For ease of
exposition we scale the metric on M™ such that d,qq < Kar < 1.

Because of the diameter sphere theorem of Grove and Shiohama we
only need to consider manifolds with diam M™ < w/(2vdcaq). By The-
orem 2.2 inj M™ > w, and thus it follows from Corollary 2.5 that there
exists a continuous, piecewise smooth map f: RP®* — M™ of degree
deg; f = 1. With Theorem 2.6 we conclude that the manifold M™ is a
homology sphere. Since by hypothesis M™ is simply connected, Smale’s
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solution of the Poincaré conjecture in dimensions n > 5 can be applied
(28, p. 109]. g.e.d.

Proof of Theorem B. The argument is very similar to the preceding
proof. Since the injectivity radius can be estimated by means of The-
orem 2.1 rather than Theorem 2.2, we can define 6., as the constant é
from Theorem 2.4. As above, we obtain a continuous, piecewise smooth
map f: RP* —» M™.

In the present case, however, we only know that deg; f = 1. This is
still sufficient to apply Theorem 2.7, and Theorem B follows since the
truncated polynomial rings R[¢z]/(£5T") are precisely the cohomology
rings of S®, CP™/2, or HIP"/4, if the degree of the generator is n, 2, or 4,
respectively. q.e.d.

The paper is organized as follows: for convenience we provide com-
plete proofs for Corollary 2.5 and Theorems 2.6 and 2.7. These argu-
ments will be given in §3.

The actual work, however, will be to establish Theorem 2.4. The
proof of this theorem turns out to be surprisingly involved. Most of the
arguments are contained in §4; however, the new technical tools that
are required are developed in §5.

The basic idea for the proof of Theorem 2.4 is quite simple though.
The diameter of M™ is an upper bound for the distance of the points
exp,, (—3(1+¢)7v) and exp,, (1(1+¢.)7v) for any number g, > 0. Our
goal is to derive from this inequality an upper bound for the distance
d(exp,, (—7v) ,exp,, 7v) that is smaller than the injectivity radius of
M™. For this purpose we shall consider a ruled surface ¥ with a conical
singularity at py. The construction and the basic properties of & will be
explained in §4. It then turns out that we need refined estimates that
relate the lengths of various circles of latitude in a ruled surface with a
conical singularity like .

These estimates, however, do not follow from standard Jacobi field
estimates. They rather comprise a new tool in comparison geometry,
which may be useful in other contexts as well and which will be devel-
oped in §5. The results are summarized in Theorem 5.4. The proofs
involve bounds for the angular velocity® of Jacobi fields, which are de-
rived by means of the Riccati comparison theorems. It seems that there
is no simple argument which is based on the maximum principle instead.

The new estimates are used to establish Proposition 4.5, which is the
crucial step in the proof of Theorem 2.4. In this context, it also becomes
clear for which parameters the new inequalities provide a significant gain
over the standard Jacobi field estimates.

lc. f. Proposition 5.12.
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In the appendix the comparison functions that have been introduced
in order to state Theorem 5.4 are analyzed in more detail. Formally,
these results are neither required for the proof of the theorem itself nor
for the proof of the horse shoe theorem. However, they provide a better
understanding of the theorem and of the way in which it is used in the
proof of Theorem 2.4. In particular, Proposition A.6 justifies Figure 2
on page 237, and Corollary A.7 provides some background information
concerning the numerical computations in the proof of Proposition 4.5.
Moreover, the results in the appendix may be useful for other applica-
tions of Theorem 5.4.

3. Arguments from topology

The purpose of this section is to prove Corollary 2.5 and Theorems 2.6
and 2.7. We begin with the construction of the map f: RP* — M™.

Proof of Corollary 2.5. We fix some point pg € M™. Then for any
unit vector v € S"7! C T,,, M™ it is asserted by Theorem 2.4 that

dist psn (€xp,, (—70) ,exp, (70)) < 7 < inj M™

and hence there exists a unique minimizing geodesic ¢,: [-m, 7] - M"
from the point ¢,(—7) := exp, (—7v) to ¢, () := exp,, (7v). Evidently,
the geodesics ¢, depend differentiably on the unit vector v € S*t C
Ty, M™. Thus we can define a continuous, piecewise differentiable map
f: B(0,27) C T,,M™ — M™ by means of

- exp,, (w) for0<|w £ 7,
fw) =
ca (2m — lw|]) for m < |w| <27 .

By construction f(w) = ¢y/juj(0) = C_w/jwi(0) = f(—w) for any w €
8(0,2r) C T, M?", and therefore f factors over a map f: RP" =
B(0,2m) /.. = M™ which is still continuous and piecewise smooth.

It remains to verify that this map f has degree 1 provided that
the orientations are chosen appropriately. Since the mapping degree
can be computed locally, it is sufficient to show that the preimage
f~Y(po) consists of precisely one point. By construction d(py, ¢,(—7)) =
d(po, ¢y(m)) = m, and thus the triangle inequality shows that d(po, c,(t))
> 1r > 0 for any ¢t € [-7, 7] and any v € S*~%. Hence f(w) # po for
any w in the annulus B(0,27)\B(0,7), and the proof is complete as
injM™ > 7. q.e.d.

The proofs of Theorems 2.6 and 2.7 make repeated use of the Poincaré
duality theorem, the universal coefficient theorem, and the Steenrod
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squares. For this material we refer to the books by Dold [11] and Spanier
[35]. In the proof of Theorem 2.7 we shall also employ J.F. Adams’s
results on secondary cohomology operations and the Hopf invariant one
problem [2].

The first issue is to understand the structure of the cohomology ring
H*(M™; Z,). For this purpose we analyze the map f*: H*(M";Z,) —
H*(RP";Z,). As usual, w denotes the generator of H' (RP"; Z,).

Proposition 3.1. Let f: RP* — M™ be a continuous map into some
compact, connected manifold M", and let € := inf{k > 0 | H*(f;Z,) #
0}. Suppose that degy, f = 1. Then

(i) f*: H*(M™;Zy) — H*(RP™; Z,) is injective,
(ii) im f* = Zy[wf]/(w™) ¢ H*(RP"; Z,),

(iii) ¢ divides the dimension n of the manifold, and

(iv) £=mn or £ is a power of 2.

Proof. i) Let z, € H*(M™;Z,). The Poincaré duality theorem
implies that there exists an element y,_, € H" *(M";Z,) such that
Zr UYn—t = Car where (ps stands for the generator of H"(M™; Z,). Note
that
H™(RP™; Z,) is generated by w". Thus

FHR) U "M yar) = F"(Cu) = degg,(f) o™ # 0

and hence f*(z;) # 0.

ii) and iii) Since f™({n) = degz,(f)-w™ = w™, it follows that Poincaré
duality holds for the subalgebra im f* C H*(RP";Z;) = Zj[w]/(w" ).
More concretely,

Feimfr & wFecimfr
Hence im f* = 0 for n—¢ < k < n. Finally, we observe that for k < n—¢
the multiplication by w* defines an injective map im f* — im f*+¢,
iv) We assume that £ # n. Thus (iii) implies that n > 2¢. This

case can be analyzed with the help of the Steenrod squares Sq'. Since
wt € im f*, it follows directly from the axioms for Sq* that

WU (1+w)t = (S¢'w)’ = Sq"(w) € im f*

Using (ii) we conclude that ( ) =0 mod 2 for 0 < p < ¢, hence the
claim. q.e.d.

Corollary 3.2. Let M™ be a compact, simply connected mani-
fold. Suppose that there is a continuous map f: RP® — M™ of de-
gree deg; f = 1. Then

H*(M"; Zs) = Zo[€]/(€™)
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where m > 1 and where & is homogeneous element of degree degé =
2 > 1. Furthermore, degé = n if n is odd.

Proof.  Using Proposition 3.1, we find ¢ € H¢(M™;Z,) such that
fi¢) = w' The case £ = 1 is ruled out, since H'(M™Z,) =
Hom(m (M™),Z;) =0. q.e.d.

Substantial information about H*(M™;Z) can be recovered from the
very special structure of H*(M™; Z,), using just the universal coefficient
theorem and the Poincaré duality theorem.

Proposition 3.3. Let M" be a compact, connected manifold. Sup-
pose that its cohomology H*(M™,Zs) is a truncated polynomial ring
generated by a homogeneous element & of degree degé > 1. Then

(i) the natural homomorphisms H*(M™;Z) — H*(M™; Z,) are sur-
jective,
(ii) the groups H*(M™;Z) do not have any 2-torsion, and

(iii) rky H*(M™;Z) = dimg, H*(M™; Zy,).

Remark 3.4. Consider two primitive elements z; € H™(M™;Z), i =
1,2, of infinite order such that m; + m,; < n. Then their cup product
z1 Uz, € H™+m2(M™; Z) is again an element of infinite order. It is an
odd multiple of a primitive element.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. Since degé > 1, H'(M™;Z,) = 0 and thus
M™ is orientable. Hence H*(M™;Z) = Z and H*(M™;Z) = Z. It is
therefore sufficient to prove statements (i)—(iii) for 0 < k < n.

The first step is to establish (i)-(iii) for any k such that H*(M™; Z,) =
0. Note that in this case statement (i) is trivial. By the universal co-
efficient theorem there exists an injective homomorphism H*(M™; Z)®
Zy — H*(M™;Z,). Hence H*(M™;Z) ® Z, = 0, and we obtain (ii) and
(iil) as well.

It remains to handle the case that H*(M";Z,) # 0 for some k.
By hypothesis H*(M™;Z,) = Z,[¢]/(£™*!) for some m, and deg¢ >
1. Hence k and n are multiples of degé. This in turn implies that
H* *¥1(M";Z,) = 0. By Poincaré duality the torsion subgroup of
H*(M™; Z) is isomorphic to the torsion subgroup of H"*+'(M™; Z), and
by the preceding step we already know that the 2-torsion of
Hn~**+1(M™";Z) vanishes. Thus the proof of (ii) is complete. In par-
ticular, Tor(H**+'(M™;Z),Zs) = 0. Hence the map H*(M™;Z) ® Z; —
H*(M™;Z,) that appears in the universal coefficient theorem is an iso-
morphism, and statements (i) and (iii) follow using (ii). q.e.d.

Proof of Theorem 2.6. The manifold M™ is simply connected. We
shall see that M™ is in addition a homology sphere. Hence the theorem

follows from Smale’s solution of the Poincaré conjecture in dimensions
n > 5 [28, p. 109], [34].
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We have to show that H*(M™;Z) =0 for 0 < k < n. Let us assume
the converse. Suppose that there exists some z; € H*(M™ Z),0 < k <
n, and some prime field F such that z, ® 1 € H*(M™;Z) ®F is different
from zero.

Then on one hand f¥(x;) = 0. In fact, Corollary 3.2 and Proposi-
tion 3.3 show that z, is a torsion element and that ord z, is odd. But
H*(RP"; Z,) does not contain any torsion element of odd order.

On the other hand the following argument shows that fX(z;) # 0.
To begin with we observe that

fz(Cn) = degy(f) - Crp = Crem 5

where (y € H*"(M™;Z) and (gp- € H"(RP";Z) denote the generators
that represent the given orientations. By the universal coefficient the-
orem the corresponding generators of H*(M™;F) and H*(RP";F) are
the elements

(v ®l e HY(M";Z)®F C H*(M™;F)
(rp-®1 € H*(RP™; Z)® F C H"(RP"; F)

For the same reason H*(M™;Z) ® F embeds into H*(M™;F). Thus
by Poincaré duality there exists some yf_, € H"*(M™;F) such that
(zx ® 1) UyE_, = (i ® 1. Applying f5, we conclude that

(fa(z) @)U uns) = fE(me @) Uyh_y)
= ffrlu®1) = f7m)®1 = gp-®1 # 0 ,

and hence f§(z;) # 0.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. We begin with the case that R = Z,. By
Corollary 3.2 H*(M™;Z,) is a truncated polynomial ring generated by
some homogeneous element &z, of degree degéz, > 1. It remains to
improve the restrictions for the degree of this generator if m > 2. As
explained in [29, page 134], the claim follows from J.F. Adams’s work on
secondary cohomology operations and the Hopf invariant one problem
[2].

For coeflicients in R = Q the claimed structure of the cohomology ring
follows from the result for Z,—coefficients by means of Proposition 3.3.
g.e.d.

Remarks 3.5. a) All compact, simply connected manifolds M™ have
the same integral cohomology groups in degrees 0, 1, n—1, and n:

H(M™Z)=7, H\M™Z)=H""'(M"Z)=0,
and H"(M™Z)=Z.



A SPHERE THEOREM 225

Furthermore, H2(M™; Z) is always torsionfree.

b) The integral cohomology ring of a compact, simply connected 4-
manifold is determined by the second Betti number and by the inter-
section form. Theorem B asserts that this Betti number is < 1, and
thus the classification result due to Freedman [17] implies that M* is
homeomorphic to S* or CP?.

c) Seaman’s proof is based on Freedman’s classification, too. How-
ever, Bochner techniques are used to establish the upper bound for the
second Betti number.

Yet, the conclusion of Theorem B is the best possible result in dimen-
sions n > 6.

Example 3.6. (communicated to us by M. Kreck) i) Let 2 < k < %,
and let £ > 1. Then there exists a compact, simply connected manifold
St ¢ with

Z ifge{0,n},
H"(S,’;Z;Z)= Z, ifge{k,n—k+1},
0 otherwise.

11) Consider a finite number of manifolds S¢, ,. as in (i) where 2 < k; <

, €5 > 1, and £; = 1(2). Then the connected sum M™ of a compact,
simp]y connected manifold V" like S*, CP™2, HP*/*, or CaP? with
the S,’:J,,ej is simply connected, and the projection M™ — V™ induces
isomorphisms

H*(V™Q) S H*(M™Q) and H*(V™Z,) > H*(M™;Z,)
But H*(M™;Z) % H* (V™ Z).

Construction of the Manifolds Si},. Consider the cell complex X,
obtained by attaching a k—dimensional cell e* to the sphere S*~1 by
means of a map of degree £. We may view X, as the (k—2)-fold
suspension of X,,. By hypothesis n > k-+3, and thus there exists a
PL-embedding ¢} ,: X3, — R*. Let ¥}, C R" be a small tube around
tr o( Xy p) with smooth boundary 9Y;,. The compact manifold S, is
then obtained as the double of Y, along its boundary.

Computation of m (Sy,) and H*(S},;Z) By construction the image
of i} , is a deformation retract of Y7, and therefore

’/Tl(YI:Z) = (Lz,e)uﬂl(xk,l) =0

Here the second equality sign makes use of the assumption that k£ > 2.
Since 9Y}", is connected, the Seifert-van Kampen theorem is applicable,
and hence the double of Y,", is simply connected.
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Observe that ﬁk_l(Xk,g;Z) = Zs. The other reduced homology
groups of X; , vanish. Since (7 ,(X, ,) is a deformation retract of Y,
and of Y;?,\0Y,",, we can compute H*(Y;;Z) and H*(Y,?,,0Y";; Z)
from the universal coefficient theorem and the Alexander duality theo-
rem, respectively. The nontrivial groups are

n Z ifqg=0, n n Z ifqg=n,
R e O M

By excision H*(Sp,,Y,) > H*(Y{,,0Y;,). Since k < 2, there are
short exact sequences

0 — H(Y(, Y Z) — HY(S3Z) — H(Y(;2) — 0

hence the claim.

4. The geometric setup for Theorem 2.4

The purpose of this section is to prove Theorem 2.4 up to some es-
timates for ruled surfaces that will be provided in the two subsequent
subsections. The argument will be given as a sequence of lemmas and
propositions.

Throughout the entire section we suppose that M™ is a complete Rie-
mannian manifold with 0 < § < Kjy <1 and 7 < injM™ < diam M™ <
7.5 Clearly, these assumptions imply that § < %. We find it more con-
venient to write § = m and think of € € [0,00) as the independent
variable.

It will be necessary to impose stronger and stronger bounds for € as
we proceed.

Configuration (Horse shoe). Let py € M™ and v € S™! C T, M,
and consider the points p; := exp, (—mv) and p; := exp,, (mv).

In order to prove Theorem 2.4, we have to show that dus(p1,p2) < 7.

Construction.  Suppose that 0 < ¢ < —;— We define a number
0 € (0, 1) by means of the equation sin(%p.m) = sin(3e'/37) ! -sin(}en),
and introduce the points

qf = exp,, (—3(1 + o.)mv)
g5 = exp,, ( (1 + o.)mv)

Furthermore, we consider a minimizing geodesic ¢*: [0,1] — M™ joining
¢ (0) := ¢f to c° (1) := ¢5.
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/5

FIGURE 1. Configuration of the Horse Shoe

The geometric setup described so far is depicted in Figure 1. In this
Figure we have also indicated some circles of latitude that will be con-
structed later using the estimates from Lemmas 4.1-4.3 in combination
with Assumption 4.4.

By hypothesis L(c®) = dun (¢ ,¢5) < diam M™ < 7(1 + €). Further
information about the geodesic ¢ is provided in the following three
lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let 0 <e <% 5, and consider the horse shoe pipop, and
the geodesic ¢ constructed above. Then dam(py,c(t)) > (1 — 2e'/%)n
for any t € [0,1].

In particular, the geodesic ¢¢: [0,1] — M™ does not intersect the
metric ball B(po, =m) if 0 < & < -61—4, and it does not intersect the ball
B(po, £5) provided that 0 < ¢ < 54-.

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < ¢ < 1 5, and consider the horse shoe p1pop2 and

the geodesic ¢¢ constructed above. Suppose that d(p:,ps) > m. Then the
angles

ai :q( iCe(t)‘tzo 3 % exppo(_rv)|7':%(1+95)ﬁ)
oy ' =I(— 2 ()]e=1 s 2 exPpo ( TV)rmt(1te)n)

can be bounded from below by means of the inequalities:

cosaf < V2-sin(F:)sin(§535%)" 7 fori=1,2.
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Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < e < 6127 and consider the horse shoe p1pop2
and the geodesic ¢ constructed above. Suppose that d(p,,ps) > w. Then
d(po,c*(t)) < 37 for all t € [0,1].

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Since Ky < 1 and inj M™ > 7, it is standard
to define a weak contraction ®: M™ — S™ as follows: we fix a point

Po € S™ and a linear isometry I: T, M™ — T5,S™, and set

B(p) 1= { T Pro ol oexpyi(p) ifd(p,po) <,
' —Po otherwise ;

here —p, denotes the antipodal point of gy € S™

Clearly, the points g := ®(¢f), po = ®(po), and G := P®(q5) lie on
a great circle and d(py, &) = d(Po,35) = 3(1 + g.)w. Moreover, the
geodesic ¢© maps to a curve & : [0,1] — S™ such that L(¢°) < L(c°) <
(1 + ¢€) and d(Po, ¢ (t)) = d(po, c°(t)) for all t € [0,1]. Hence

(1)
d(po,c(t)) > inf{d(Fo,q) | 7€ S", d(q,q;) +d(q,G) < w(1+¢)}

for all ¢ € [0,1]. The infimum on the right hand side is actually a
minimum, which is achieved at some point §¢¢ € S™ such that d(g°, ) =
d(¢*,3) = 3(1 +¢e)m. The great circle through p, and ¢ intersects
the great circle through ¢, p,, and ¢; orthogonally, and by the Law of
Cosines we obtain

cos(3(1+¢e)m) = cos(2(1+ o.)7) - cosd(Po,q°)
or equivalently:

. L sin(Zen) )
sin(37m — d(po, §°)) = m = sin(je'/*n)
Thus d(o,q°) = 3(1 — /), and the lemma follows with inequal-
ity (1).
Proof of Lemma 4.2. By symmetry it is sufficient to establish the
lower bound for the angle . Recall that Ky > 6 = m. We con-

sider a comparison triangle pop,p» in the sphere S% of constant curvature
¢ such that

d(ﬁOaﬁl) = d(pOJPI) = T,
d(ﬁo,ﬁz) = d(po , p2) =_7T’
d(P1,P2) = © < d(py,p2) -
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On the edge pop, we consider the point §; := exp,, (5 (140.)-exp;} (P2)).
The Toponogov triangle comparison theorem yields

d(p1 ,(IZ) 2 d(ﬁ1 ,(7;)

In order to compute the right hand side, we introduce the mid point 77
on pop, and apply the Law of Cosines to the triangles p, mp, and §,mgs,
which have angles 7 at the vertex /m. We obtain

COS(mi_—E) d(pl ,q;)) < COS(2(1+E) d(ﬁl aqg))

(2) = COS(-2-(—1—1;_~E-)~ d(ﬁl ,’ﬁ’b)) ' COS(2(11—+5) d(’ﬁ’b,(j;))

x -1 T Qe
= cos(m) cos(m) 'COS(4(1+5))

< V2-sin(Z:5)
The next step is to apply Toponogov’s theorem to the triangle p,qfg;.
Using the Law of Cosines we conclude that

cos(af)
c0s (5777 A(p1, 45)) — cos(5 gy dlp1, 4f)) - cos(5rsy dlai, 5))
sin( 5y d(py, 6)) - sin(gasy (g5, 65))

V2 - sin(Z =) — cos(Z1=2) - cos( L(c®))

2 14 4 1+

< . = :
sin(% 1~1—+3§) - sin(

_1
2(1+¢)

L(¢))

—i
2(1+4«)

The bounds for ¢ imply that 0 < v/2 sin(§ %) < cos(§47%), and thus
the right hand side is a monotonically increasing function of L(c?). The
lemma, follows, since this length is bounded by w(1 + ¢).

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We consider the hinges pygfc®(¢) if t € [0, 7] and
pogsct(t) if t € [, 1]. In either case Lemma 4.2 provides lower bounds for
the exterior angles of of the hinge, and applying Toponogov’s theorem
with the sphere S2 of constant curvature § as the model space, we obtain

the inequality

cos (zrzy dlpo, € () > cos(ZE==ER) - cos(§ )

4

\%
o
©
%

— cos(af sm(ﬂl—_lft—_u) sin(Z 4tee)
> % cos(%llifj)

—sin(glig)sin(ﬁ-ll;‘) -sin(i’—%‘-’j)
> o5 cos(Ziltecl) 2 sin(Ger)
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Since by deﬁnition p. depends monotonically on ¢, it is easy to compute

that g, < 12, and thus we conclude that

1 cos(30.7) — 1 sin(30.7) — 3 sin(%em)
0.498 — 0.033 — 0.030 = 0.435
0.400 > cos (2. 37)

c0s (5343 4o, (1))

vV IV IV

Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 suggest that we prove Theorem 2.4 indirectly.
For this purpose we impose the following inequality:

Assumption 4.4. Suppose that d(p,,p:) > 7 for the horse shoe
constructed above.

Construction (continued). Suppose in addition that 0 < ¢ < &.
Then it follows from Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 that the geodesic c¢*: [0,1] —

M™ can be lifted under exp,, to a curve

°:[0,1] » B(0,3n) Sm\B(0, =) C T, M™

The corresponding unit vector field 4°(t) := |¢°(¢)|~* ¢ (¢) defines a dif-
ferentiable map

v°: [0,7] x [0,1] = M"
(r,t) > exp,(r-9(t))

Notice that the geodesic ¢® lifts under ¢ to the graph of the function
7€t — |é&(t)]. More precisely, c*(t) = y*(r¢(t),t) for all t € [0,1].
In fact, ¥°|jo,r)x[0,1] describes an immersed ruled surface with a conical
singularity at pg.

By construction #°(0) = —v and #°(1) = v, and thus the total angle
at po is bounded from below by 7:

@ o = [ 1550l > m

For any r € [0, 7] we denote by £¢(r) the length of the corresponding
circle of latitude:

©)

(5) £(r) = A 125 (r, t)| dt

Since 0 < § < Ky < 1, the standard Jacobi field estimates reveal that
these length are related to the total angle ¢f as follows:

(6) ¢f-sin(r) < £(r) < 5 -snslr)

where sns(r) := 2= - sin(v/d 1) as usual.
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Proposition 4.5. Let 0 < ¢ < —— 27000 Suppose that Assumption 4.4
holds, and consider the ruled surface v¢ constructed above. Then there
is a uniform lower bound for the length () = (1+a.)m-sin(xm)
given in terms of the inequality a, > 8(1)30

Proof. By construction the total angle ¢f of the ruled surface
v¢: [0,7] x [0,1] > M™ and the length £ () of the small circle seg-
ment at radius 7 are bounded from below as follows:

o5 > and  £5(m) 2 d(py,p2) > 7

Now the idea is to apply Theorem 5.4 with A := § < 1, A := 1,
o= 1207r and r; := 7. Using the monotonicity properties from
Lemma 5.3(iv), we conclude that

(7) E(r) > Uy (mm;6,1) = m-,,(1;6,1)

where 1,,,, and ¥,. ., are the comparison functions introduced via equa-
tions (20)—(23) in the next section. For clarity, we have extended the
argument lists of these functions by the curvature bounds é and 1. It re-
mains to evaluate the function h(é) := sin(ry) 19, -,(1;6,1). We have
to show that h(6) > 1+ 23 = 1.001625 for — < 6 < L. Our

500 (e = 0 = %
plan is to compute h(}) explicitly and thereafter to proceed using the
continuity and monotonicity of h.

When computing h(%), the parameters in equations (20)—(22) are
A =1 and A =1, and the function @ simplifies as follows:
(8) w(rg,7) = cos’(irg) — 2sin®(irg) - (1 — M)

sin(gr)

Observe that sin(37) !sin(3ro) lies in [sin(3r,),1] for 0 < 7o < 7 <
7. It has been shown in Lemma 5.1(i) that @ > 0 on [0,7] x (0,n].
Furthermore, the expression for the function j defined in (21) turns
into
sin(r) if r<ry,
sin(2(r+r0))

+ cos(ro) sin(:(r—rg)) ifro <randn=2,
2sin(ir) - w(ro,r)/? ifro<randn>2.

(9) #lro,r) =

By Lemma 5.2(iv) the equation §(#y, 7) = 1 has a unique solution 7, in
(0, 7). With the preceding expressions for w and § we may rewrite this
equation as follows:

(10) {1=2cos( 7o) ifn=2,

1 = cos?(37g) — 2(1—sin(iA,)) - sin®(Lf,) ifn>2.
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The solution 7, can be characterized by means of the equation

cos(37) = % ifn=2,
sin(37o) = 1 +sin(57m) ifn>2,

(11)

and thus 7y < 0.4163047 if n = 2, and 7y < 04705487 if n >
2. In either case we have 7y < r; = 2. Using formula (22) and
Lemma 5.2(iv), we conclude that %, ,,(1;6,1) = §(fo,71;6,1) > sin(r,),
provided that ¢ is sufficiently close to 3. With the help of equations (8)
and (9) it is easy to compute that h(1) > 1.020616 if n = 2, and
h(L) > 1.001663 if n > 2.

By Proposition 5.5 the map § — h(d) is nondecreasing, and a nu-
merical computation based on the orlglnal definition of %,.,, via equa-

tions (20)—(22) reveals that for o := 5= we have:
1 1.020612 > 1.001625 ifn=2,

h(4(1+;'0)‘2) Z ' .
1.001661 > 1.001625 ifn>2.

The interesting feature of the preceding proposition is the factor 1+
a. in the expression on the right hand side. By our next result this
little gain turns out to be a significant improvement over the standard
estimate (6). For this purpose we consider for any radius v, € (0, 37)
and any angle ¢y > 0 the spherical ribbon

(12) B(ry, Po) i= ([T1»4 7] % [0,%0] , §)

where g := dr? + sin(r)2dp? is the standard metric of constant curva-
ture 1.

Proposition 4.6.(A Weak Contraction) Let 0 < ¢ < g and 0 <
r < 3m. Set ¢ :=sin(r;)™t - €5(r1), and consider the ruled surface ¥°
and the spherical ribbon E(ry,$°). Then there exists a diffeomorphism
®¢: [0,1] — [0, 7] such that the map

id x®*: ([ry, §7] x [0,1], (¥°)"9) = (fr1, 3] X [0, &°] , 9)
is nonexpanding.
Proof. The pull-back metric (y°)*g is given by dr? + Y (r,9)|? d9?
where Y (r,9) := & '75(r,19). Hence it is sufficient to show that

(13) sin(r)~! - [V (r,9)] > |&®°(9)]

for all (r,9) € [r1, 37} x [0, 1]. 1t follows from the definition of £(r,)
that the expression ®¢(9) := fo19 sin(r;)7!|Y (r1,1)| dt yields a bijective,
differentiable map ®¢: [0,1] — [0, ¢°| such that inequality (13) holds on
{r1} x[0,1].
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By Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 the geodesic ¢ lies in the annulus
B(po, 37)\B(po, 57), and thus its lift & cannot be radial. In particular,
the vectors & () and 2;¢(d) are linearly independent for all 9 € [0, 1],
and the map ®° defined above is a diffeomorphism.

Finally, we apply the infinitesimal version of the Rauch comparison
theorem to conclude that the left hand side of (13) is a nondecreasing
function of 7. )

Corollary 4.7. Let 0 <e < 2—7%, and suppose that Assumption 4.4
holds. Then the length of the geodesic ¢® is bounded from below as fol-
lows:

L(cf) > (1+ 3 V271 > n(l+¢)

Proof of Theorem 2.4. 'The preceding corollary states that

m(l+e) < L(cf) < d(qf,¢5) < diamM"

for0 <e< 27%)00 , which is the required contradiction because of the
given upper bound for the diameter of M™.

Proof of Corollary 4.7. We set ry := S&m and @° := sin(ry) ™ -£°(ry).
By Proposition 4.5 ¢* = (1 + a.)7 with a, > 2. We consider the

spherical ribbon (7, ") introduced in (12). Cs(c);)l(;lbining the current
bound for ¢ with Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3, we see that the geodesic ¢© is
contained in the annulus B(py, %w)\B(po,rl). Notice that the points
G = (3(1 + 0.)7,0) and G, := (3(1 + o.)7, ") are the images under
id x®* of the end points (v¢)~(cf(0)) and (y°)"*(c*(1)). Hence Propo-
sition 4.6 asserts that L(c®) > dists(,, ,3¢)(1,G2)-

Replacing a curve c: ¢t — (r(t),p(t)) € B(r;,$°) connecting the
points ¢; and g, by the curve t — (max{r(¢),7—r(t)}, ©(t)), we con-
clude that

(14) L(ce) 2 diStZ(rl,Ql)(617Q2) = diStz(%ﬂ,'@s)(ql,qv2)

Thus the basic step in the proof of the corollary is to determine a
minimizing curve c: [0,1] = Z(3m, @) from §; to go. Since $° > m, the
ribbon (3, ¢°) does not contain a segment of a great circle connecting
¢1 and G,. Hence c|,1) meets the boundary of the ribbon.

The only nonconvex piece of this boundary is the arc that lies on the
small circle {r = 37}. Moreover, the radial projection of (3w, *) onto
this arc is a weak contraction. We conclude that any minimizing curve
¢ from §, to g, consists of three arcs ¢;Z;, Z,Z,, and Z2G>. The arc z,2,
lies on the small circle {r = %W}, and ¢;Z; and Z,§, are segments of
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great circles which touch the small circle tangentially. In particular, ¢
is uniquely determined, and L(§;1%;) = L(%2d>).

It remains to estimate the length L(c) = 2 L(§,%,) + L(%1 Z2) from be-
low. Notice that the great circle through Z; and ¢, intersects the equator
{r = 37} in some point (}m, —&) at an angle of 2. We consider the
triangle with vertices (3, &), (3m,0), and ¢; = (%(1 + 0.)m,0). Ob-
serve that the segment from (3,0) to ¢y has length Lp.m. Let £, be the

length of the segment from §¢; to (3, —&;). An elementary calculation
based on the Laws of Sines and Cosines shows that

(15)  sin(§) = tan(Lo.m) and sin(§,) = v2-sin(lo.m)

where p, is the number that appears in the definition of the pomts q;
and ¢5. Clearly, L(Gi&;) = im — &. Furthermore, &, = (i, in—4&),

7, = (37, ¢ mty), and thus L(5,5,) = L (¢ —m1280) = Z5(a.m+26).
Hence

L(CE) Z diStE(%ﬂ.#;:)('q.’l 162)
=7+ %as'/r — (26, = V2§)
(1+ 16000 V2 - 52/3) 7r

v

Here we have used Proposition 4.5 and the equations in (15), in order
to control the terms ¢°—m and 251 V2 50, respectively.

5. Estimates for ruled surfaces with a conical singularity

The estimates to be presented in this section provide a new tool that
might be useful in other contexts as well. So we find it appropriate
to work with a generic Riemannian manifold M™ and just assume that
its sectional curvature K, is bounded from above and below, i.e., A <
Ky < A. We shall consider ruled surfaces in M™ which are given as
differentiable maps

(16) v:[0,72] x[0,1] - M"

such that each curve vy = ( 1) is a normal geodesic emanating from
some fixed point p, € M™, i.e.,

QJI<]

2% =0, |Z|=1, and %(0,9)=
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In general, ro can be any positive number. However, if A > 0, we
suppose that r, < ﬁ For any r € (0,7;] we consider the length

(17) °r) = /01|ggg(r,z9)| dip

of the corresponding small circle arc. By the infinitesimal version of
the Rauch comparison theorem the functions r — sny(r)~ |2 (r,9)|
are nonincreasing, and thus £(r;) > :?E:l) £(ry) for 0 < r; < 7ry. The
preceding lower bound for £(r;) can be improved by means of the total
angle

1
(18) o :=/0 % 23(0,9)| do
at the conical singularity p, as follows:
(19) 2(r1) > max{epp - sna(ry) , :—::—ii(:—;% ()}

We are mainly interested in the case that g - snp(r2) < £(r2) <
o + sny(rz). This condition means in particular that A < A, and the
right hand side of (19), when considered as a function of r, has a corner
at some point r, € (0,73). The principal goal in this section is to improve
inequality (19) for all r; in some interval (ro,72) C (0,72) containing 7.

To begin with, we introduce geometrically better adapted comparison
functions. For this purpose we restrict to the case A < A and consider
the real analytic maps @: [0,73] x (0,75] — R given by

(20) @(ro,7) = AT _ 5 get (C“*(’”O) CnA(To)) , / sale)

sn2 (o) snx(ro) sna(ro) o sn(e)

Notice that the determinant factor has a zero of third order at ro = 0,

and thus @(0,7) =1 for all » € (0, 7,]. In fact, w — 1 as A — A.
Lemma 5.1. Let A < A and ry > 0. Suppose that ro < /N if A>0.

Then the function @ introduced in (20) has the following properties:

(i) the ezpression sny(r)w(ro,r) eztends as a real analytic function
to the closure [0,75] x [0,72] of the domain of ®, and

. _ e cny(ro) cnp(ro)
ll_r)r(l) sny (r)w(ro,r) = 2-det (snx(ro) sy (7o) >0 ,

(ii) w is nonnegative, and wW(rq,7) = 0 if and only if A > 0 and
To=T= %7
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(iii) of A > 0 and 7, = =, then the first couple of terms in the
Taylor expansion

TO: Zauu' __7_1'_)“‘(,,._%)"

are given by agy = @10 = Q@20 = a3 = 0 and a, = 0 for all
p > 0, whereas a4y and agy are positive. More precisely, ay =
1(A=XNao, and agy = sn*(Z%).
The proof of this lemma will be given in §5.1. With the help of w
we can now introduce a continuous map g: [0,72] x [0, 73] — [0,00) by
means of

sn (7) ifr<ry,
sn (o) ena(r—ro)
+cnp(rg)sny(r—mrg) ifrg<randn=2,

sny (1) - w(re, )2 ifro<randn>2.

Set Z; := {(0,0), (r2,m2)} if A > 0and r, = =, and Z; := {(0,0)} oth-
erwise. Notice that the restriction of § to [0, 73] x [0, 1"2]\2— is piecewise
analytic.

Lemma 5.2. Let A < A and r; > 0. Suppose that v, < % if A>0.
Then the function § defined in (21) has the following properties:

(i) the function §: [0,72] x [0,75] = [0,00) is of class C*!,
(it) 32Z=G(ro,m) <0 if 0 <ro <7 <7y,
a? g(ro,7) =0 if ro=0o0rro=r,
(iii) E—gy(O,r) =—(A=X)sny(r) for 0 <r <y,
(iv) for any r € (0,75] the restriction of §(.,r) to the interval [0, 7‘]
is a surjective, strictly decreasing, real analytic map §.: [0,7] 3
[sna(r), sny(r)].

The proof of this result is also postponed to §5.1. The lemma im-
plies in particular that for A < A and any r; € (0,7;] there exists a
unique, surjective, nondecreasing C'''-map ¥,,,,: [sna(r2),sna(r2)] =
[snp(r1),sna(r;)] such that

(22) ¢7‘11‘2 ° g( ’T2) = 'g( ,7‘1)

The complete setup for the definition of %,,,, is shown in Figure 2.
Observe that 1,,,, maps the subinterval [sna(re),(ri,72)] to the
single point sn,(r;), whereas ¢, . >0 on the subinterval

(g(ri,72) ,snx(r2)]. The restriction of %, ,, to the punctured inter-
val [sny(r2),sn\(r2)\{g(r1,72)} is real analytic, and ¥ . (sna(r2)) =
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FIGURE 2. On the Map %,,,,: The picture shows the
qualitative properties of the functions sny, sn,, and
Ur, for fixed parameters 0.186A < X < A and for
various values of r,. The graphs of the functions g,,
are schematic; they are justified by Proposition A.6.
Note, however, that in reality 7o € (0.45274,374) and
7o € (0.4707y, 374) where 7 := . For further details
we refer to Corollary A.7.
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% . In the limit 7, — 7, the functions ¢),,,, converge to the identity
map.

Next we define the comparison functions ¥, ,,: [0,00) X [0,00) —
[0,00) that will replace the right hand side of (19). We suppose that

A<Aand 0<r <1y, wherer2§—“ﬁifA>0, and set:

(23)
a-snp(ry)  if p<a-snp(ry),
U (,n) 1= 0Py, (2) if a-snp(ra) <n < a-sny(ra)
%-n if a-sny(ry) <7 .

The strict inequality in the condition on the middle line implies that
in this case & > 0 and A < A, and thus the term « - %, (a7 1) is
well-defined. In the case A = A the definition of ¥, ,, actually reduces
to the first and third line. Since ¥,,,,(sns(rs)) = sna(r1), it is clear that
VY, r, is continuous.

Lemma 5.3. Let A < A and 0 <ry <1y, where v, < % if A > 0.
Then the function VU, [0,00) x [0,00) — [0,00) introduced in (23) has
the following properties:

(i) ¥,,,, s linear on each line through the origin,
(ii) ¥,,,, is continuously differentiable except at («,n) = (0,0),
(iii) V..., s weakly convez,
(iv) ¥,,,, is nondecreasing with respect to both variables,
(V) Tpurp(@,n) > max{a-snp(ry), 2200} for all (a,n).

? sny(r2)

This lemma will also be established in §5.1, where the basic analytical
properties of the functions w, ¥, ¥y, and ¥, ., are investigated in
detail. Notice that — despite of the significant difference in the explicit
expression for § in (21) — the essential qualitative properties of the
functions ¢, ¥r,,, and ¥, ,, are independent of the dimension n of the
Riemannian manifold.

Theorem 5.4. Let M™ be a complete Riemannian manifold with
AL Ky <A, and let 0 < r, <7y, where 1o < ﬁ if A > 0. Consider
a ruled surface 7y: [0,72) x [0,1] - M™ generated by normal geodesics
Y9 = ¥(.,9) emanating from a fized point py € M™. Then the lengths
£(r1), £(r2) and the total angle ¢, introduced in (17) and (18) obey the
following inequality:

£(r1) 2 \Ilnrz((POag(r2))
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In the proof of Proposition 4.5 it has already become apparent in
which sense this theorem is a substantial improvement over inequal-
ity (19). Of course, Theorem 5.4 is the integrated version of a corre-
sponding estimate for Jacobi fields which we shall state in Theorem 5.6.
Although these two theorems provide subtle curvature controlled esti-
mates, they are by nature not comparison theorems in the strong sense.
In particular, in dimensions n > 2 there are except for trivial cases no
appropriate model spaces on which the estimates turn out to be sharp.
This will be explained further in the addendum to Theorem 5.4.

Nevertheless, the comparison functions ¥,. ., show the geometrically
expected monotonicity with respect to the curvature bounds A and A.

Proposition 5.5. Let 0 < r; < ry. Then the functions ¥, ., in-
troduced via equations (20)—(23) are nondecreasing with respect to the
parameter A and nonincreasing with respect to A, as long as A < A <
ry? 2.

This proposition will be established in the appendix.

Theorem 5.6. Let M™ be a complete Riemannian manifold with
A< Ky <A, and let 0 < ry <71y, where 19 < \/LX if A > 0. Consider
a geodesic 7y: [0,72] = M™ parametrized by arc length and a normal
Jacobi field Y: [0,72] = TM along v with initial value Y (0) = 0. Then
the following inequality holds:

|Y(T‘1)| 2 \Ilrlm('%Y(O)l, |Y(T‘2)l)

We consider this result as a mixed Jacobi field estimate, since the
initial value Y (0) = 0 is augmented by two additional pieces of informa-
tion, knowledge of the absolute value of the initial derivative 5-Y (0) and
knowledge of the absolute value |Y (r;)| at a second boundary point rs,
in order to obtain a refined lower bound for the absolute value |Y (r;)|
at some intermediate point 7;.

Addendum to Theorem 5.6. Consider the case n > 2, and sup-
pose that ry <ry. Then U, ., (|5=Y (0)],|Y (r2)]) = Y (r1)| if and only
if the restriction of the Jacobi field Y to the interval [0,75] is of the
form sny -W or sny -W where W is a parallel vector field along ~y.

The proof of Theorem 5.6 is given in §§5.1-5.3. The cases n = 2
and n > 2 are substantially different, since for surfaces the Jacobi field
equation reduces to a scalar differential equation of second order rather
than to a system of second order differential equations. The analytical
aspects of the argument are contained in Proposition 5.10, whereas the
geometric ingredients are covered by Proposition 5.12. The Addendum
follows immediately from the equality discussion in Remark 5.14.
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Proof of Theorem 5.4. Consider the geodesics vy which generate
the ruled surface v and apply Theorem 5.6 to the normal Jacobi fields
Yy = g—g(. ,¥) along these geodesics to obtain the inequality

|Y19(7'1a19)| 2 ‘Ilru‘z('%yﬂ(oaﬁ)l’ IYﬂ(r%'&)l)

By Lemma 5.3(iii) the function ¥, : [0, 00) X [0,00) — [0, 00) is weakly
convex. Hence we can apply Jensen’s inequality to conclude that

£(ry)

v

1
| e (200,01, [¥alra,0)])

1 1

s ([ 12Y0(0,9)] a0, [ [¥o(rs,9)] )
0 0

= ly‘rﬂ‘z((POag(r?))

5.1. Basic analytical properties of the comparison functions

The purpose of this subsection is to establish the basic analytical
properties of all four functions w, §, ¥, and ¥, ... In particular,
we want to prove Lemmas 5.1-5.3. In the next subsection we shall
characterize the maps §,, := g(ro, .) by means of differential equations of
second order, and in §5.3 we shall use these differential equations to link
the geometrical properties of the ruled surface v: [0,72] x [0,1] = M™
to the comparison functions ¥,. ,.,.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. i) First we observe that the terms sny*(ro)
snj (1) and D(ro) := det(ggig:gg :K:E:g;) on the right hand side of equa-
tion (20) are bounded, real analytic functions on the interval [0,7,].
Moreover, D(0) = 0. Since D'(ro) = (A —X)sny(ro)sny(ry) for any
ro € [0,73), we see that D is a positive, strictly increasing function
on the interval [0,7,] with a zero of third order at ro = 0. Note that
D"(0) = 2(A-=)).

In order to understand the integral I(ro,7) := [, sn} (o) snu (o) do,
we make use of the fact that sny>(p) (snx(0)—sna (o)) is a positive, even,
real analytic function on [~ry,7,]. In particular, the expression

v

f(ro,r) = [ sn5%(e) - (sma0) —sna()) de

To

defines a real analytic function on the closed square [0, 73] % [0, 73] which
vanishes on the diagonal {ro = r}. Furthermore, J (ro,7) = cta(ro) —
cta(r) — I(ro,7).

The properties of the functions D and I established above imply that
the expression sn, (7r)w(ry,r) extends analytically to the closed square,
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and an easy computation shows that

11_1)1(1) sny (r)w(re,r) = lim —2D(rg) sny(r) - (cta(ro) —ctr(r))
= 2D(ro)

ii) We continue to denote the determinant and the integral in the
expression for w by D and I, and compute the partial derivatives of w:

(24)

5‘3—0@(7"0,7”) = ~2(A—=X)snx(ro) sna(ro) - I(ro,7)
(25) 2z

> W(ro,7) = —2D(rp) - sny>(r) sna(r)

Clearly, %71} < 0 on the entire domain [0,75) % (0,72). Recall that

the function I(ry,r) = ctx(re) — cta(r) — I(ry,7) is real analytic on
[0, 7] x [0,75]. Hence

(26)

gg =0 if0<r<r,,
(27) airo‘lf)(’l”o,'f' 0

)
)< if0<’l"0<7'_§’l"2.

Since w(0,7) = 1 and w(r,7) = sn;*(r)sn}(r) for any 0 < r < 7y,
we conclude that 0 < @(r,r) < w(ro, ) < @(ro,70) < 1 provided that
0< To <T S Ta.

iii) Equation (25) asserts that —g;w(ro,r)lrz,,/\/x =0for 0 <71y <y,
and thus all the coefficients a,; vanish. The other five coefficients are
obtained by differentiating equations (24) and (25) a few more times.

Proof of Lemma 5.2. i) Recall that the restriction of § to [0,75] X
[0,72]\2; is piecewise analytic. Its partial derivatives are given by

(28)
0 ifr <rg,
==4(ro,m) = { —(A—A) sna(ro) sn(r—ro) ifro<randn=2,
sy (r)w(ro,r)~? 3 52=@(ro,r) ifro <randn>2,
and
(29)
'an(r) ifr<mry,
cny (7o) eny (r—rp) ifro<r
2 §(ro,7) = { —Asny(ro) sny(r—ro) andn =2,
cny (r)w(ro, 7)1/? ifro <r
|+ s, (r)@(ro,7)"1/? § Z@(ro,7) andn>2.
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If n = 2, it is evident that the preceding expressions are consistent
along the diagonal {r, = r}, and thus § is a C**—function on the closed
square [0,73] % [0, 73].

If n > 2, it follows from equations (24) and (25) that the preceding
expressions are still consistent along the diagonal. In this case, however,
the consistency in (28) and (29) only implies that the restriction of g
to [0,72] % [0,72]\ 25 is locally of class C*'. It remains to analyze the
behavior of i in a neighborhood of Z;.

In order to investigate the regularity of § in a neighborhood of the
point (0,0), we need to show that the second derivatives of § are uni-
formly bounded on a sufficiently small triangle Ay(¢) := {0 < 1y <
r < (}. For this purpose we employ Lemma 5.1(i) to write §(ro,7)% =
sny(r)2w(ro,r) as 2rD(re) + r2h(ry,r), where h is a suitable, real an-
alytic function on the closed square [0,7;] x [0,72]. Since @w(0,r) =1
for 0 < r < ry, we conclude that h(0,0) = 1. If ¢ > 0 is sufficiently
small, it follows that h|a,() > 3. Therefore the quotients -—Z— Dlro).

:‘7(7077) ’ :‘7(7077) ?
J—)—gfr 0’;)2 , and _Llf(ror,i) are uniformly bounded on the triangle Aq({), and an
elementary computation yields:

&G = L (D" r@hy _ (D r 0h)?
argy - ﬂ(D +28r0) ] ('y +217 ro)

2 o _ D . r(8h r 8hy_r(D 1 8h\(D (rp 4 r20h
3r06ry I +ﬂ(6ro+28r03r) 7 —gj_+237 arg)(g+gh+2g r)
& = (o rdh _ rdhoh h r2Doh _ D?
oz Y ;03(h6r+h’53r2_2_r r+D8r2)+3y g or 7

As explained before all terms on the right hand sides are uniformly
bounded on the triangle Ay(¢), and thus we are finished, unless A > 0
and r, = %

IfA>0and r, = %) We use a similar argument to analyze the
behavior of § in a neighborhood of the point (ry,r;). In this case we

refer to Lemma 5.1(iii) to conclude that
W(Jx —to, Jx —t) = toholto) +t*h(to,t)

where hy and h are real analytic functions on the closed interval [0, ;]
and the closed rectangle [0, 72] x [0, $75] , respectively. Moreover, ho(0) =
aq > 0 and h(0,0) = ago > 0. A similar argument as in the preceding
case shows that the second derivatives of the square root of t§ ho(to) +
t2h(to, t) are uniformly bounded on a sufficiently small triangle A, (¢) :=
{0<t <ty <}

ii) For (ro,7) ¢ Z; the assertion follows directly from (24) and (26)-
(28). For (ro,7) € Z; we can then refer to the established continuity of

o —

Brod:
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iii) If n = 2, we merely need to differentiate equation (28) once more.
In the case n > 2 we differentiate (28) and, simplifying the resulting ex-
pression with the help of (26), we see that aifgg(o, r) = sny(r) %%w(o, T)
for 0 < r < ry. In order to evaluate the right-hand side, we differentiate
equation (24) once more. Thus we obtain

Zz@(ro,r) = 2(A—X)sn;?(ro) snj (ro)
—2(A—X)(cnx(ro) sna (ro)+sny(ro) cna(ro)) « I(ro,7)

Since I(ro,7) = cty(ro) — cta(r) — I(ro,r) where I is a real analytic
function on the closed square, we eventually conclude that g—fgw(o, r) =
—2(A-A)for 0 <r <m,.

iv) The regularity of the partial maps 7,.: [0,7] — [sna(r),sny(r)]
follows directly from formula (21), unless n > 2, A >0, and r =1, =
7%+ In the latter case we have to refer in addition to Lemma 5.1(iii)
in order to establish the analyticity of g, on the entire domain [0,7]
and not just on [0,7). By assertion (ii) the partial maps g, are strictly
decreasing. Thus for any r € (0,7;] the range of gy, is the interval
[5-(r) ;4:(0)] = [sna(r) , smx(r)]-

Lemma 5.7. Let A < A and 0 < r{ <1y where ry < \/LK if A>0.
Then the CY' ~function ¥, ., : [sna(rz),snx(rs)] = [sna(r1) ,snx(ry)] in-
troduced in (22) has the following properties:

(i) ¥, (sna(r)) =0 and . (Sn/\(rz))zm

172 172 sny (r2) 7
(ii) vYpr, is convez and strictly convez on [§(ry,rs),snx(rs)] ,

(111) 1/)1'11'2 (77) > max{snA(Tl) ma(ry) 77} fOT neE [SnA(T'Z) ,sn,\(rz)] .

? snx(rz)

Proof. i) Both values are computed from Lemma 5.2(ii) and 5.2(iii)
by means of the chain rule.

ii) By Lemma 5.2(iv) the function t,,,, is of class C** and its restric-
tion to the interval [snp(rs),§(r1,72)] is constant. Thus it is sufficient
to verify that ¢, (n) > 0 for all n € (g(ry,72),snx(r2)) = {F(ro,72) |
0 <rg <ry}. Since g‘i—og(. ,T2) < 0 on (0,7,), it is equivalent to show
that

(30) airo( rrs © U(ro,72)) = ( ;'1r2°g(7”0,7”2))'3%,17(7”0,7'2) <0

for any ro € (0,71).

In order to compute the term ¢ . o g(ro,r2), we differentiate equa-
tion (22) with respect to ry. By the chain rule 5?—017(7‘0,7‘1) = (Y7, p
g(ro,r2)) - 8%0@(7'0,7'2), and combining this identity with formulas (24)
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and (28), we conclude that

sn (r1—ro) ifn=2,
(31) "erz o G(ro,m2) = :::E:) ro/)m(ro,m) Lrom) if 9
sma(r2) V @(ro,r) " T(rora) T >4,

where I(ro,7) = [ sny*(¢)sna(e) do as before. Since ¥, ,, o §(ro,72)
> (0, it is now sufficient to verify that

h"'l"‘?(ro) = a—ij‘g(lnolﬁ;lrzog(To,Tz)) <0

for any ro € (0,7,).

If n = 2, we observe that A, ., (ro) = cty(ry—70) — ctr(r;—79), which
is indeed str1ctly negative. The case n > 2, however, requires a slightly
more elaborate computation. Equations (24) and (31) reveal that

Brira(ro) = —(A=X)-snx(ro) sna (ro) - (Rere) — flrers)

(r0,72) @(ro,m1)

—SHI3(T0)SHA(T0) ) (I(rol,n) - I(T:,rz))

We want to show that the right hand side is strictly negative for 0 <
79 < 11 < r3. For this purpose we may consider the two terms in
parentheses separately. In fact, it follows directly from the definitions
that

Ii‘l‘o,‘l‘g) _ 1(7‘0,1‘1)

= snj?(re) sn3(ro) - ___;Lf T1:72 >0

‘(fl(‘l’o,‘l‘g) ‘lf}(‘l’o,‘rl) w 1‘0 7‘1)1.0(7‘0 7‘2) ’
1 _ 1 _ I(r1,72)
1(7‘0,7‘1) 1(7‘0,7‘2) - 1(1’0,7‘1)11(7‘0,7‘2) > 0

111) Since ")bn'rg (SDA(T2)) = SnA(Tl) and wnrz (sn,\(rz)) = SIl,\('I‘l), the
assertion follows directly from (i) and (ii).

Proof of Lemma 5.8. i) By equation (23) it is evident that ¥, ,, is
positively homogeneous of degree 1.

ii) Combine the fact that v,,,, is of class C*"' with Lemma 5.7(i) to
conclude that ¥, ., |{1}x[0,00) is @ C'—function. Because of Property (i)
we conclude that ¥, ., € C((0,00) x [0,00)). By definition the re-
striction of ¥, ,, to the cone {asny(r;) < 7} is linear, and thus ¥,,,, is
smooth in a neighborhood (0, 00) x {0} as well.

iii) The function ¥, ., is linear on the cones {n < ag(ri,72)} and
{asny(ry) < n}. Thus it is sufficient to verify that ¥, ., is weakly con-
vex on the open cone C := {(a,n) | ag(ri,m2) <n < asny(rz:)}. Clearly,
VU, |c is real analytic, and it is straightforward to compute that

2
n —an
hess \I"T17‘2l(0»77) = %7,&;.’”2('2) ‘ (_an a2)
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for all (@, n) € C. It has been shown in Lemma 5.7(ii) that 4" . (a~1n) >

172

0 on C. Observe that R - (a,n) C ker(hess¥,,,,|(a,»), and thus
hess U, .. |(o;m) = 0.

iv) It is evident from the definition of ¥, ,, in (23) that a%‘l’rm (0,0) =
0 for any @ > 0, and similarly Z¥,..,(0,n) = 0 for any n > 0. Hence
the monotonicity of the function ¥, ., with respect to both variables is
a consequence of the convexity established in (iii).?

v) This estimate is an immediate consequence of Lemma 5.7(iii).

5.2. Differential equations for § and basic comparison results

In this subsection we explain the analytical properties of the function
7 that are necessary for establishing the link to the geometry of the ruled
surface 7: [0,73] x [0,1] — (M™,g). The issue of the whole discussion
is to prepare the proof of Theorem 5.6 at the end of §5.3. Notice that
in the case A = A the theorem merely summarizes the standard Jacobi
field estimates. It improves on inequality (19) only for A < A. Hence we
shall exclude the constant curvature case for the subsequent discussion.

Note that the functions §,, = %(ro,.) are of class C'!. In fact they
are smooth unless r = r¢. Evidently for any r4 € (0,73), the restriction
of g,, to the interval (0,7¢) is a solution of the differential equation
2 2+ A -2z =0 with initial data §(0) = 0 and 25(0) = 1.

Our first goal is to characterize the restriction of §,, to (rg,r2) C
(0,72) by means of a linear differential equation. Recall that r; < =
if A > 0, and consider the differential operator L,: C?*((ro,73)) —
C°((ro,2)) given by

5‘%2+)\z ifn=2,
(32) Ln(z) = (_961% zZ+ (Ct,\—CtA) %Z
+ (A —cty-(cty—cty))z ifn>2.

Notice that cty—ct, is a real analytic function on [0,7;) with a simple
zero at r = 0.

Lemma 5.8. Let A < A and vy > 0. Suppose in addition that
ry, < % if A > 0. Then the kernel of the differential operators L,
introduced in (32) consists of the functions

ay sny (1) + ag cny (1) fn=2,
Zerea () = sny(r) - (@ +a2/ “sny*(0)snalo)do) if n>2,

20f course, the monotonicity of ¥,, ., with respect to the variable 7 is also
a direct consequence of the monotonicity of the function ¥, r,.
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where a; and ay are the constants of integration.
In particular, for any ry € [0,75) the function §,, = §(ro,.) introduced
in (21) solves the differential equations

{?_:Zgro +Agro =0 on (O’TO) »
(33) L2(gro) =0 on (TOaTZ) ifn=2 ’
Lo(52,) =0 on (ro,rg) ifn>2.

Proof of the Lemma. It is straightforward to verify that L,(z,,4,) =
0. In the case n > 2 it saves some work to observe that the general
solution z,,,, is obtained from the special solution 2; ¢ = sn, by means
of the standard Wronskian trick.

Lemma 5.9.(Maximum Principle) Let A < A and ro > 0. Sup-
pose in addition that r, < —\}’7 if A > 0, and consider the differen-
tial operators L, introduced in (32). Furthermore, let ro € (0,72) and
let z € C%fro,7s]) N C%((ro,72)) such that z(ro) > 0, z(r;) > 0 and
L,(z) <0 on (ro,r5). Then z > 0 on the entire interval [ro,Ts).

Proof. Notice that the function sn, is a solution of the linear dif-
ferential equation L,(z) = 0 on (rg,72), and sny, > 0 on the closed
interval [ro,72]. Hence the lemma follows as explained at the beginning
of Section 2 in [31, Chap. 1].

Our main application is the following comparison result in terms of
the functions ,,,, introduced in (22), which in turn is crucial for our
proof of Theorem 5.6 in §5.3.

Proposition 5.10. Let A < A and r, > 0, and suppose that r, < —\7"—/Y
if A > 0. Furthermore, let y € C°([0,75]) N C?((0,72)) such that sny <
y < sny. Consider the differential operators L, introduced in (32), and
suppose that Ly(y) < 0if n =2 and La(;-9?) <0 4f n > 2. Then
Yriry © Y(r2) < y(ry) for any ry € (0,73).

Proof. Since y(rs) € [sna(r2),sny(r2)], it follows from Lemma 5.2(iv)
that there exists a unique 7y € [0,72] such that §.,(r2) = y(rz). By
definition ¥,,,, © §r,(r2)) = Tro(r1), and thus we have to show that
Tro (1) < y(r) for r € (0,73). Observe that §,,(r) = sna(r) for 0 < r < 7y,
and thus it remains to verify that g, (r) < y(r) for ro <r < r,.

If n = 2 we finish the proof by applying the maximum principle from
Lemma 5.9 to the function z :=y — gy,

If n > 2 we observe that y > 0 and §,, = 0 on [ro, 7], and therefore
it is sufficient to show that

— 1 2__ 1 =2 >0

"7 sny Y sn yro =
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on (ro,r2). Clearly, z(ro) > 0 and z(r;) = 0, and thus we can again
apply the maximum principle from Lemma 5.9 to finish the proof.

The following observation proves to be useful for some arguments in
the appendix:

Remark 5.11. Lemma 5.9 and Proposition 5.10 remain valid for the
functions z and y that are merely continuous, provided that we work
with upper barriers in order to make sense of the differential inequal-
ities. In particular, if we are dealing with functions z € C°([ro,72]) N
C*((ro,72)) and y € C°([0,75])NC((0,73)) that are piecewise of class C?,
it is sufficient to verify the differential inequalities at those points r in
the open interval where the second derivatives are continuous.

To conclude this subsection we observe that the linear differential
equations of second order for the functions ., given in (33) can be
transformed into differential equations of Riccati type for the functions
Upy 1= g;;)l %gro:

(34)
—A-a? on (0,79) ,
5l = 4 —A — T2, on (rg,m2) ifn=2,
—X —ctycty + (ctr+ctp)d,, —2a2 on (ro,m3) ifn>2.
Notice that the functions %, are the partial maps of a piecewise analytic,
locally Lipschitz continuous function %: [0,7;) X (0,72] = R. The dif-
ferential inequalities corresponding to (34) will appear naturally in the
discussion of the geometry of the ruled surface v: [0,75] X [0,1] & M™ in
Proposition 5.12. Further applications of the differential equations (34)
can be found in the appendix.

5.3. Mixed Jacobi field estimates

The purpose of this subsection is to prove Theorem 5.6. We assume
that (M™,g) is a Riemannian manifold with A < Kpy < A. As in the
theorem it will be sufficient to consider just a single normal geodesic
7v: [0,72] = M™ rather than the entire family (74)o<s<1 that constitutes
the ruled surface. Recall that we are assuming r, < ﬁ if A>0.

We consider a normal Jacobi field Y along « which has initial data
Y(0) = 0 and |3£Y(0)| = 1. Up to a constant factor these are precisely
the data that arise from the ruled surface. The Rauch comparison
theorem asserts that sny < |Y| < sn,. Therefore y := |Y| is a strictly
positive and hence smooth function on (0,r,), which extends as a C*-
function to the closed interval [0,7,]. Its initial data are y(0) = 0 and
5y(0)=15Y(0) =1

The unit vector field F := iY along v|(,,) extends continuously to



248 UWE ABRESCH & WOLFGANG T. MEYER

the closed interval [0, 7], and E(0) = %Y (0). The essential ingredient
in the proof of Theorem 5.6 is a bound for the angular velocity |5V;E|
of the unit vector field £ L %}. Notice that in the 2-dimensional case
E is a parallel vector field along . However, for higher dimensional
manifolds |3 E| may be nontrivial. This difference in the qualitative
behavior of F is the cause for having two distinct comparison functions
¥, r In the cases n =2 and n > 2.

Proposition 5.12. Let M™ be a complete Riemannian manifold with
A< Ky <A, and let 7y: [0,75] = M™ be a geodesic parametrized by arc
length. Consider a normal Jacobi field Y : [0,75] — TM along <y such
that Y (0) = 0 and |3=Y| = 1. Suppose that ry < = f A>0. Then
on (0,73) the functions y := |Y|, u := i%y, and the unit vector field
E = Y obey the following inequalities:

IZE|? < 1(cta—ctr)? — (u— L(ctatcta))®

3 61‘
(35) = —ctycty + (ctytcty)u —u®

- —u? fn=2,
(36) —A—u? < Zu < {—A—ctycty

+ (ctatcty)u—2u® f n>2.

Remarks 5.13. i) Since the left hand side of (35) is nonnegative, we
recover the inequality ¢ty < u < cty, which is just another way of stat-
ing the infinitesimal version of the Rauch comparison theorem. In the
2-dimensional case the function u can be interpreted as the curvature
of concentric spheres around <(0), and formula (36) is just the stan-
dard inequality that appears in the comparison theorem for the second
fundamental forms.

ii) Formula (36) consists of the differential inequalities corresponding
to the Riccati equations in (34). Thus the functions @,, = =2,
introduced before are comparison functions for u = %%y. °

iii) The right hand side in (35) vanishes for @, = cty, and therefore
this particular function solves both differential equations,

Zu=-X—1u and 2w = —X— ctyctp +(ctr+cta) u — 2u
Since @ = i% sny, we see that z; o = sny € ker L,,, where L,, denotes

the linear differential operator introduced in (32).
Addendum to Proposition 5.12. Let n > 2 and 7 € (0,72).
Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) The norm of X E|,, coincides with the upper bound given by (35).
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(i1) There exist parallel vector fields Ey and E, along -y such that
on [0,7;] the following holds:
o the Jacobi ﬁeld Y is of the form sn,\ -Ey +sny -Ey, and
® R(E)\, ar ) = AE)\ and R(EA, Br) ar — AEA
(iii) In formula (35) equalzty holds on the entire interval (0,71,].

The Addendum has strong implications for the equality discussion
n (36). Inspecting the final step in the proof of the latter inequality,
we obtain

Remark 5.14. In addition to the assumptions of Proposition 5.12 we
suppose that n > 2 and A < A, and let r; € (0,r;). Then the upper
bound for Zu given in (36) is sharp at ry, if and only if the Jacobi
field Y|, is of the form sn, -E, where E is a parallel unit vector field
along 7.

Proof of Proposition 5.12. In order to establish the bound for |%E|
we consider a local distance function d,,, to the point pp := (0) along the
geodesic y. Thus A|, := Hessd,,|,(-) represents the second fundamental
form of the sphere of radius r around p, along -y. Because of the initia.
condition Y (0) = 0 the following differential equations hold:

=Y =AY and ZA+A*+R(,2)2=0
The standard comparison argument for the Riccati equation shows
(37) ctp - P<ALcty-P ,

where P =1d —(., %ir’-)%} denotes the orthogonal projector onto the nor-
mal bundle of . Differentiating the identity E = -:;Y, we obtain

~FE = %(B—Y—UY)=A'E—UE ,

and hence
(38) %E + (u— cty+cta)) - E = (A — 3(ctatcta)P) - E

Because of (37) the right hand side is bounded by 1(cty—ct,). Moreover,
the fields E and ;- F are always perpendicular, and hence inequality (35)
follows by takmg "the norm on both sides of (38).

For the proof of inequality (36) we observe that

2P = |ZY[ +{Y, 5Y)
= (Zy)E+y ZE - (R(Y, Z2)2Y)

L
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Recall that E and %E are perpendicular. Thus we conclude that
2
2 u+2u? = A2 (?) = P+ | E|” — Ky (span{E, &})

2y2 9r2

Hence

(39) 0= U + u? + Ky (span{E, 3.,- - iar |

and the inequalities in (36) follow observing the hypothesm A< Ky <A,
the bound on |gE| in the case n > 2, and the fact that 5= F vanishes
for n = 2. q.e.d.

For a geometric interpretation of formula (39) we think of v as one
of the geodesics 7y, 0 < ¥ < 1, of an immersed ruled surface ¥ with a
conical singularity. Its second fundamental form is

2y(ZE) drdd + (L) do®

and by the Gauss equations the intrinsic curvature Ky of the surface
turns out to be

KE - KM (Spa‘n{E’ or |6r |

Comparing terms, (39) can be rewritten as 5 u + u? + Ky, which is
the usual Riccati equation for the curvature u of concentric spheres
around y(0) in 3. Of course, this interpretation provides an independent
approach to equation (39).

Proof of the Addendum to Proposition 5.12.

(i) = (ii): Analyzing the step from (38) to inequality (35), we deduce
from (i) that
|(A - %(Ct)\'i'CtA)P) ) Eilr:rl = %(Ct)‘(rl)_CtA(rl))

Thus E(r;) can be decomposed as E(r,) = Ex(r1) + Ex(r1), where E,
and E, are parallel vector fields along v such that

Alr, - Ex(r1) = cta(r1)-Ea(r1)
Aly, - Ex(r1) = cta(r1)-Ep(r1)

The equality discussion for the Riccati comparison argument leading
to (37) reveals that on the entire interval (0,7;] we have
A'E)\z Ct,\'E)\ and R(E,\,%})%} = )\E}\ y
A-Ey=cty-Ey, and  R(E),,Z)% = AE, .

T
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(ii) = (iii): Clearly, any Jacobi field Y of the form sny -Ey + sny -Ej
satisfies

|5£Y — 3(ctatcta) - Y| = L(cta—cta) - [V
We conclude that

|(A— 2(ctatcta)P) - E| = L(cta—cty)

for £ = %Y, and thus (iii) follows with the help of formula (38).
(iii) = (i): Evident.
Proof of Theorem 5.6. The Rauch comparison theorems assert that
Y| > max{[ZY(©0)]-snalre) , 221 ¥ ()]}

Comparing the right hand side to the definition of ¥, ., in (23), we see
that it is sufficient to consider the case where A < A and

0 < |ZY(0)]-snp(r2) < |Y(ra)| < |ZY(0)]sna(re)

In the remaining case we employ the homogeneity of ¥, ., as stated
in Lemma 5.3(i) to scale the Jacobi field Y. Hence it is sufficient to
consider normal Jacobi fields Y with ¥'(0) = 0 and |zY(0)] = 1 and
prove that

(40) y(rl) Z '¢an ° y(Tz)

where y := |Y|. By Proposition 5.12 we see that on the interval (0,7;)
the function u := i%y obeys the following differential inequality of
Riccati type:

s {-—A—u‘Z fn=2,

E'U, < 9 .
-’A—Ct,\CtA-F (Ct,\+ct,\)u—2u ifn>2.

Since y > 0, this differential inequality transforms into the differential
inequalities Ly(y) < 0 if n = 2 and L,(55y*) < 0 if n > 2, where L,
denotes the linear differential operators® introduced in (32). Now we
can apply Proposition 5.10 to conclude that inequality (40) holds.

3In the case n > 2 the coefficient 2 in front of the u?—term is responsible for
obtaining a linear differential equation in y* rather than y. The factor ;- has
been introduced, in order to avoid additional singularities in the differential
operator L,, corresponding to higher order zeroes of special solutions.
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Appendix A. Further analytical properties
of the comparison functions

Strictly speaking, Theorem 5.4 is not a comparison theorem, since in
dimensions n > 2 there are no appropriate model spaces except for triv-
ial cases. The theorem rather provides curvature controlled estimates in
terms of some functions ¥, ., defined via equations (20)-(23). In this
appendix we want to show that the analytical properties of the compar-
ison functions nevertheless tie in nicely with the standard comparison
results for Jacobi fields.

Our first issue is to discuss how the functions ¥,,,, depend on the cur-
vature bounds A and A. Whenever necessary, we shall indicate this de-
pendence by adding the parameters A and A to the argument lists of the
functions under conS1derat10n We shall also use the notation w’“‘ (r) ==

(7o, 73 0, A), BMr) = Glra,ri M A) , and A8, (1) = ey (32, A),
Similarly, we shall write Ly and L"A if n > 2, in order to indicate the
parameters used in the definition of the differential operators in (32).

Remark A.1. Let n = 2 and 0 < 4 < 7. Then it is not hard to
verify that

Lé\(ﬂ;\;\) _ {_(A_{‘) g:\? <0 on (077'0) )
N

- ) g;\oA 0 on (TO,T2)1

provided that A < A < A < rj?

Lemma A.2. Let0<r0<r2 and A <A< A<A<r;?r? Then
for n > 2 the functions y,0 introduced in (21) satisfy the dzﬁ”erentz’al
inequalities

(1) LQA(i(’g:\OA)Z) S 0 on (0,7‘0) U (7‘0,7'2) 5

(ii) L;\IA(;i—A(gj;\;‘)z) <0 on (0,79) U (ro,72) -

Combining the remark and the preceding lemma with Proposition 5.10,
we obtain the monotonicity properties of the functions ¢4 introduced
in (22).

Corollary A.3. Let 0 <r, <7 and let A < A < A < A < r;%x2
Then for any 7 € [snp(re) ,snx(rs)] the following inequalities hold:

(1) rlrz (77) < 1/’r1r2(”7) s
(ii) 25 m) < XA (n) .

Proof of Lemma A.2. i) A straightforward computation yields:
sny LM (@)Y = (@) — (cts+otn) - & (@)

(41) AAY2
+2(A +ctyety) - ()
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On the interval (0,7,) we have §}* = sn,, and hence
snj, - L’\A( L ( A2 = —2(A=X)-sn? <0

On the interval (rq,7;) we employ the differential equation from (33)
and the definition of 7)* in terms of w)* from (21) to conclude that

sng L3N (A7) = sny DM (E @) - snn LM 52)?)

— (cts—cty) - ar((yr ) )
+ 2ct, (ct5—cty) - (@;\0/\)2 —2(A=X) - (??;\:\)2
= sn} -(—(cty—cty) 2@}
-2 (ct,\—ct,\)(ct,\~ctA) w’\A —2(A=A) - 'M)
< 2sn} +(cts—cty ) (D* (7o) - sn3® smp —(cty—cta) - Wr)
In order to see that the expression on the right hand side is nonpositive,
we recall that the map 7o = D (ry) is strictly increasing Furthermore,
according to inequality (27) the map ro — W) (r) is strictly decreasing

for 0 < o < 7. Since W (r)],0=r = snx(r)~ ~2g snp(r)?, we indeed obtain
the inequality

D (rg)- 2845 (et (r) —cta(r)) - @i (r)

sn3 (r)

< DM(r) - 220 _ (¢ef, (r)—cta(r)) - 22 = 0

sn3 (r) sn%(r)

for0<rg <r<m.
ii) In this case the computation reveals that on the interval (0,79) we
have

SN L)\A(snx yr ) ) = 8Dy L/\A(_S A)

= —2(A—/\+(ct,\—ctA)(ctA—ctA)) -sny < 0

A

On the interval (ro,75), however, we observe that 21 (§3})? = sny @)},

and thus we obtain the identity:

A bYN —AA
$ Ln (SI]I.,\ ( ) ) sn,\ L (Sn w )
= 59,21?1'\/\ + (3cty—ctz) - Zwp

Again we employ the differential equation from (32). This time we
conclude that

L LA @MY =$Ln‘( (5 )) 2 DM (A3

1
sSnx
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where we have used inequality (25) to determine the sign.

Proof of Corollary A.3. By continuity it is sufficient to handle the
case where 7 lies in the open interval (sny(r3),sny(r2)). In this context
Lemma 5.2(iv) asserts that the equation §(7,7; A, A) =7 has a unique
solution 7y € (0,72). It follows directly from the definition in (22) that

?11:2 (77) = g(li;0$ Tl ; A) A)

Clearly, sn; < sny < gﬁ;‘ < sny, < sng, and by Remark A.1 and
Lemma A.2 we can apply the comparison result from Proposition 5.10
as extended® in Remark 5.11 to deduce (i) and (ii).

Proof of Proposition 5.5. Because of the homogeneity property from
Lemma 5.3(i) it is sufficient to consider the restriction of the map ¥,,,,
to the ray {1} x [0,00). According to Lemma 5.3(iv) this restriction
is a nondecreasing function of 7. Hence we only need to establish the
monotonicity with respect to the curvature bounds in the three cases
0 < 71 <snp(ry), snp(ry) <71 <sny(ry), and sny(ry) < 7, respectively.

Notice that sns(r;) is independent of A and strictly decreasing with
respect to A. Similarly, the quotient :z—i((:—;% is independent of A and
strictly increasing with respect to A. Hence in the cases 0 < 7 < sny(rs)
and sny(ry) < 7 the assertion follows directly from the definition of
U,.,, in (23).

In the remaining case the monotonicity with respect to A as well as
A follows from Corollary A.3.

Our next issue is to understand the relationship between Theorem 5.4
and the infinitesimal version of the Rauch comparison theorem. For
this purpose we shall discuss how the functions ¥,.,., depend on the
parameter r;, i.e., we shall analyze the qualitative properties of the
maps r; = g, (11)-

Lemma A.4. Let A < A and r, > 0. Suppose in addition that
ry < = if A > 0. Then the logarithmic derivative 4 := %%g has the
following properties:

() 3= @(ro,7) <0 for 0 <ro <7 <719

(i) for any r € (0,73) the restriction of the function u(.,r) to the
interval {0,7] is a surjective, strictly decreasing, real analytic
map 4,: [0,7]3 [cta(r),ctr(r)],

4Since yj;‘ € C2((0,79) U (fo,72)), it is actually possible to avoid this ex-
tension. However, additional arguments are necessary in order to analyze how
the point 79 depends on A and A.
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(iii) the functions u,, depend smoothly on the pammeter A
€ (—oo,A). More precisely, & i,,(ro) = 0 and & i,, < 0
for 0 <ro<r<r,.

Remarks A.5. i) The second assertion of the lemma implies that
cta(r) < lnoyro( ) < cta(r) for0<r<mr,.

These bounds for 2 F (lno ¥r,) coincide with the upper and lower bounds
for the logarithmic derivative of the norm of the Jacobi field Y as stated
in the infinitesimal version of the Rauch comparison theorem.

ii) In case n > 2 and r, = TR A > 0, the second assertion in the
lemma does not extend to hold for r = r,. From equations (21) and
(25) we rather deduce the identity

Tliglzﬂ(ro,r) = Ct,\(’f‘z)—w(To,Tz)_l/z'%aiw(To, )|r=r2 = Ct,\('f'z) N

provided that 0 < rq < 7. In fact, r = r; is a regular singular
point of the Riccati equation for @,, = @(ro,.), and the assignment
o + lim,_,,, %, (r) defines a bijection [0,72) — [ct}(r2),00). Thus the
properties of 4 at r = r, differ significantly from the properties of ¥
established in Lemma 5.2(iv).

iii) Of course, assertion (iii) of the lemma implies a corresponding
inequality for the sign of Z#>*. In fact, when combining this inequality
with Lemma 5.2(ii), we obtain a second proof for Corollary A.3(i).

Proof of the Lemma. i) Differentiating the Riccati equation in (34)
with respect to the variable 7‘0, we obtain the following linear differential
equation of first order for 3 u(ro, ):

0 (05 ) —212,0%12,0 ifn=2,
" — (41, —ctr—ctr) 2= Tr, ifn>2,
provided that r 6 (ro,72). Since its coefficients are locally bounded, we

conclude that 32-4(ro,.) does not change its sign on (ro,72). If n = 2,
we dlﬁ'erentlate equation (21) and conclude that

2 _ (1 _9% 1 9y 9% _
TI{‘I?O BT’U,(T(),T) = (E m% i -6—1%5%)&:1-0 = —(A—A) <0

It requires only slightly more effort to establish the corresponding in-
equality in the case n > 2. Equation (21) yields that @(rg,r) = ctx(r) +
w(re, )7t 559 w(ry,7) on the triangle {ry < r}, and with the help of

formula (24) we see that

_1(1 3% 1 8w dw
lim Zalro,r) = 3(5 2% - & 4259), _
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ii) By assertion (i) it is sufficient to observe that @(r,7) = cts(r) and
@(0,7) = cty(r), in order to determine the ranges of the maps u,.
i) Since @,,(ro) = cta(ro), it is clear that Za,,(ro) = 0. Hence it
follows from the differential equation (34) that the function @,, depends
smoothly on the parameter A, and it is straightforward to compute that

~1— 20y, S, ifn=2,
‘%(%ﬁro) = ¢ =14 (G, —cta) & cta
— (4, —ctr—cty) iy, ifn>2.

Since 2 cty < 0 and #%,,—ct, > 0 by assertion (ii), we see that in e1ther
case the right hand side of the preceding differential equation for 54
consists of a term, which is < ~1, and a term, which is linear in a,\u
Therefore Gronwall’s lemma, applies. g.e.d.

With these preparations we can now understand the critical points
of the comparison functions §,,, which in turn helps in understanding
Figure 2 on page 24. If A < 0, it follows directly from Remark A.5(i)
that the functions §,, do not have any critical points in [0, c0). If A > 0,
it is sufficient to consider the case that r, = ﬁ Clearly, the functions
Tro: [0,75] — [0,00) still do not have any critical points in the interval
[0, 375).

Proposition A.6. Let A>0, A< A, and r; = - Suppose that
n > 2. Then the functions §,, defined in (21) have at most two critical
points. More precisely, there are the following four cases:

(i) If A < X < A, then each function §,, has precisely one crit-
ical point in the interval (0,r,), which is a nondegenerate local
mazimum.

(ii) If A = A, then each function ., has a critical point at r = r,.
In fact, there exists a number 7 € (0, —é—rz) such that

(a) for ro € [0,7,] the function g, is strictly increasing with
¥y, > 0 on [0,73), and its critical point at r = ry is non-
degenerate unless ry = Ty,

(b) for ro € (7o, 7s) the function §,, has precz'sely two critical
points, a nondegenerate local mazimum in [ Te,T2) and a
nondegenerate local minimum at r = ry.

(iii) If 0 < XA < 1A, then there ezist 7y € (0, 372] and r° € [3ry,72)
such that

(a) for ro € [0,7y) the function §., is strictly increasing with
7, >0,

(b) for ro = 7y the function g, remains to be strictly increas-
ing, but there is a degenerate critical point at r = r°,
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(c) for ro € (Fo,72) the function §,, has precisely two critical
points, a nondegenerate local mazimum in (37,,7°) and a
nondegenerate local minimum in (r° ry).

(iv) If A <0, then the following holds:

(a) for To € [0, 373) the function §,, is strictly increasing with
Uro > 0,

(b) for r = %7‘2 the function ¥, remains to be strictly in-
creasing, but there is a critical point at r = %7‘2,

(c) for ro € (573,72) the function §., has precisely two critical
points, a nondegenerate local mazimum at r = %7‘2 and a
nondegenerate local minimum in (ro,7s).

It seems to be an intriguing fact that for A > 0 and n > 2 the qualita-
tive appearance of the comparison functions ¢,, changes significantly at
A = tA. These changes, however, do not occur if n = 2. Furthermore,
we like to point out that for n > 2 the nondegenerate local minimum of
Jr, that appears as the parameter r, gets larger than 7, persists as long
as 1o < 7r9. If n =2 and XA < 0, the functions 7., also exhibit a nonde-
generate local minimum as r, gets larger than 1r,, but this minimum

2
leaves the interval [0,r3] long before 7, gets close to 7s.

Corollary A.7. Let n > 2 and A > 0, and suppose that ry = I
Then for 0 < A < iA the following holds:

(i) the number 7o = sup{ro € [0,72] | 7,, > 0} introduced in
Proposition A.6 is a strictly decreasing function of the param-
eter A, which is in fact a bijection (0,1A] S [F3/*, 1ry) with
A1 2 0.452 731 s,

(i) the equation g™ (7, r2) = \}K has a unique solution 7y € (To,73).
This solution is a strictly decreasing function of the parameter
X, which maps (0, 1A] into the interval [F>*,ry) where #* ~
0.470547 7, < 1r3). The value 37, is attained at A ~ 0.185048 A.

Proof of Proposition A.6 1) The bounds from Lemma A.4(ii) imply

that that for any rq € [0,7,] all the zeroes of @,, = 51—0 %gjro lie in
the interval [fry, }75] C [§72,72] where r3 := Z-. Since 2 |r=r, <

cta(ra) < 0, it is sufficient to show that 24,, < 0 at all the zeroes of
the function %,, itself.

In view of the Riccati equation in (34) we only need to verify that
the expression cny(r)cna(r) + Asny(r)sny(r) is strictly positive for
r € [372,373] C [372,72]. By differentiation it is easy to see that on
this particular interval the preceding expression is a strictly decreasing
function of r. Moreover, its value at r = %7‘3 is strictly positive.
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ii) In this case all relevant expressions can be computed explicitly:

(42) @(re,r) = cnd(irg) — 2Asn3(Lrg) - (1 — -——zf—s;ﬁ(j:)’) ,
and thus
Z (5o (r)?) = 4denp(3r) - [(en(3ro) — 2Asn} (37¢)) sna(3r)

+ Asn} (370)]

for rg < r <ry. The factor an(ér) vanishes at 7 = r,, which establishes
the critical point of 7,, at this particular boundary point.> Any other
critical point of %, in (ro,7;) corresponds to a zero of the factor in
square brackets, and thus it is straightforward to compute that the
assertion holds, provided that 7, € (0, 373) is the solution of the equation

sin(2v/A7) =1 — 2sin Z ~ 0.652704. Here the right hand side comes
as the root of the cubic 1 — 3z% + 23 which lies in (0,1).

iii) and iv) As in (i) our starting point is the observation that a critical
point of y,, corresponds to a zero of @,,, whereas a degenerate critical
point of §,, corresponds to a common zero of @,, and its derivative.
Hence by (34) a degenerate critical point of §,, can only occur at a zero
of the map 7 — cny(r) cnp(r) + Asny(r) snp(r). This map is strictly
decreasing on [0, 7;], and thus it is easy to verify that it has a unique
zero ¢ € (0,73). Clearly, any critical point of §,, that lies between
max{ry,r°} and r, is a nondegenerate local minimum, and any critical
point between 0 and max{ry,°} is a nondegenerate local maximum.
Moreover, Remark A.5(ii) implies that g/ (r2) = cta(rz) - §r,(r2) > 0 for
0 <719 < T2

If A > 0, we actually find that r° € (3rs,73), and thus cta(r®) <
0 < cty(r°). Hence by Lemma A.4(ii) there exists a unique number
7o € (0,7¢) such that @, (r¢) = 0. The preceding discussion shows that
for these particular numbers 7, and r¢ we indeed get statements (a)—(c)
in assertion (iii). In particular, gz, is strictly increasing on [0,7¢), and
therefore 7, € (0, 372) C (0,7¢) as claimed.

If on the other hand A < 0, we find that 7 € (0, ;7,], and thus
assertion (iv) follows immediately from the preceding discussion.

Proof of Corollary A.7 i) The monotonicity of 7, with respect to A
is a direct consequence of Lemma A.4(iii). The proof of assertion (ii) in
Proposition A.6 reveals that sin(%\/j_\ﬁ‘,\/“) = 1—2sin % =~ 0.652704.
Similarly, the proof of assertion (iii) implies that 7° — ;7r; as A — 0,
and by Lemma A .4(iii) we conclude that 7o — 372.

5This critical point could also have been established referring to Re-
mark A.5(ii), since under the current hypotheses cty(r2) = 0.
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if) Note that sny(ry) < ﬁ < sny(ry). Therefore existence and
unlqueness of a solution 73 € [0,73) follow directly from Lemma 5.2(iv).
Since == \/_ = sny (372), Proposition A.6(iii) yields that max sny < max Ura s

and hence 7, < 7). The monotonicity of 73 with respect to X is an im-
mediate consequence of Corollary A.3(i). Equation (42) showss that
the number sin(I\/Kf'A/‘*) is a root of the cubic 8z — 1222 + 3. Thus

sin(3 \/X o/*) = 3 +sinZ = 0.673648 < 12 = sin(ir), and hence
7o/ % < 372 a8 clalmed Fmally, a numerlcal computatlon reveals that
1ry =y for A = 0.185048 A

Acknowledgements

We like to thank D. Gromoll and M. Kreck for helpful discussions.
In particular, we are indebted to M. Kreck for suggesting Example 3.6.

References

(1] U. Abresch, & W. T. Meyer, Pinching below %, injectivity radius estimates,
and sphere theorems, J. Differential Geom. 40 (1994) 643-691.

[2] J. F. Adams, On the non—existence of elements of Hopf invariant one,
Ann. of Math. 72 (1960) 20-104.

[3] J. Adem, Relations on iterated reduced powers, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A.
39 (1953) 636-638.

[4] S. Alofl, & N. R. Wallach, An infinite family of 7-manifolds admitting
positively curved Riemannian structures, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 81 (1975)
93-97.

[5] L. Bérard Bergery, Les variétés riemanniennes homogénes simplement con-
nezxes de dimension impaire @ courbure strictement positive, J. Math. pure
et appl. 55 (1976) 47-68.

[6] M. Berger, Les variétés riemanniennes i—pincées, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup.
Pisa 14 (1960) 161-170.

[7] , Les variétés riemanniennes homogénes normales simplement con-
nezes ¢ Courbure strictement positive, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa 15
(1961) 179-246.

8] , On the diameter of some Riemannian manifolds, Technical report,
Univ. of Califiornia, 1962.

9] , Lectures on geodesics in Riemannian geometry, Tata Institute,
Bombay 1965.

[10] , Sur les variétés riemanniennes pincées juste au—dessous de i, Ann.
Inst. Fourier 33 (1983) 135-150.

[11] A. Dold, Lectures on algebraic topology, Grundlehren 200, Springer,
Berlin, 1972.

[12] O. C. Durumeric, Manifolds with almost equal diameter and injectivity
radius, J. Differential Geom. 19 (1984) 453-474.



260 UWE ABRESCH & WOLFGANG T. MEYER

(13] J. Eells & N. H. Kuiper, Manifolds which are like projective spaces, Publ.
Math. IHES 14 (1962) 181-222.

(14] H. 1. Eliasson, Die Krimmung des Raumes Sp(2)/SU(2) von Berger,
Math. Ann. 164 (1966) 317-327.

[15] J. H. Eschenburg, New examples of manifolds with strictly positive curva-
ture, Invent. Math. 66 (1982) 469-480.

(16] , Inhomogeneous spaces of positive curvature, Differential Geom. and
its Appl. 2 (1992) 123-132.

[17] M. H. Freedman, Topology of four—dimensional manifolds, J. Differential
Geom. 17 (1982) 357-453.

[18] M. Gromov, J. Lafontaine, & P. Pansu, Structures métriques pour les
variétés riemanniennes, Nathan, Paris 1982.

[19] K. Grove, The even dimensional pinching problem and SU(3)/T, Geom.
Dedicata 29 (1989) 327-334.

[20] K. Grove, & K. Shichama, A generalized sphere theorem, Ann. Math. 106
(1977) 201-211.

[21] R. S. Hamilton, 3-manifolds with positive Ricci curvature, J. Differential
Geom. 17 (1982) 255-306.

(22] E. Heintze, The curvature of SU(5)/(Sp(2) x S*), Invent. Math. 13 (1971)
205-212.

(23] H.-M. Huang, Some remarks on the pinching problems, Bull. Inst. Math.
Acad. Sin. 9 (1981) 321-340.

[24] W. Klingenberg, Contributions to Riemannian geometry in the large, Ann.
of Math. 69 (1959) 654-666.

[25] , Uber Mannigfaltigkeiten mit positiver Krimmung, Comm. Math.
Helv. 35 (1961) 47-54.
[26] , Uber Mannigfaltigkeiten mit nach oben beschrinkter Krimmung,

Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 60 (1962) 49-59.

[27] M. Kreck & S. Stolz, Some nondiffeomorphic homeomorphic homogeneous
7-manifolds with positive sectional curvature, J. Differential Geom. 33
(1991) 465-486.

(28] J. Milnor, Lectures on the h~cobordism theorem, Notes by L. Siebenmann
and J. Sondow. Princeton Mathematical Notes, Princeton University Press,
Princeton 1965.

[29] J. Milnor & J. Stasheff, Characteristic classes, Ann. of Math. Studies 76,
Princeton University Press, Princeton 1974.

[30] S. Peters, Convergence of Riemannian manifolds, Comp. Math. 62 (1987)
3-16.

[31] M. H. Protter & H. F. Weinberger, Mazimum principles in differential
equations, Springer, New York 1984.

[32] H. Samelson, On manifolds with many closed geodesics, Portugaliae Math.
22 (1963) 193-196.

[33] W. Seaman, A pinching theorem for four manifolds, Geom. Dedicata 31
(1989) 37-40.

[34] S. Smale, Generalized Poincaré’s conjecture in dimensions > 4, Ann. of



A SPHERE THEOREM 261

Math. 74 (1961) 391-466.
[35] E. H. Spanier, Algebraic topology, McGraw Hill, New York 1966.
[36] N. R. Wallach, Compact homogeneous Riemannian manifolds with strictly
positive curvature, Ann. of Math. 96 (1972) 277-295.
[37] Basaiikun, f.B. 06 0drom cemeiicmee 13-MEPRUT 3GMENYMET PUMAKO-
euzr mH02008pasull noaodscumeasnoll cexyuonnotl xpususnn, Thesis, Univ.
of Novosibirsk, April 1995.
[38] F. M. Valiev, Precise estimates for the sectional curvatures of homoge-
neous Riemannian metrics on Wallach spaces, Sib. Math. Zhurn. 20 No.
2 (1979) 248-262.

WESTFALISCHE WILHELMS-UNIVERSITAT, GERMANY





