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CONVERGENCE OF RICCI-LIMIT SPACES UNDER BOUNDED RICCI
CURVATURE AND LOCAL COVERING GEOMETRY I

ZUOHAI JIANG, LINGLING KONG, AND SHICHENG XU

AssTtrACT. We extend Cheeger-Gromov’s and Anderson’s convergence theorems
to regular limit spaces of manifolds with bounded Ricci curvature and local cov-
ering geometry, by establishing the C'*-regularities that are the best one may
expect on those Ricci-limit spaces. As an application we prove an optimal gen-
eralization of Fukaya’s fibration theorem on collapsed manifolds with bounded
Ricci curvature, which also improves the original version to C'** limit spaces.

0. INTRODUCTION

One of the fundamental tools in the study of geometry and topology of manifolds
with curvature bound is the Cheeger-Gromov’s convergence theorem [, 34], which
implies that the space M"(v, D) of all closed Riemannian n-manifolds of sectional
curvature |sec| < 1, volume > v > 0 and diameter < D < +oo is precompact in
the C?-topology (cf. also [53, 32, 47]). This C*-convergence theorem had been
generalized by Anderson [4] (cf. [31]) and Anderson-Cheeger [5] to Riemannian
manifolds with (lower) bounded Ricci curvature. That is, the space Mﬁeid(io’ D)
(resp. M, (io, D)) consisting of all closed Riemannian n-manifolds of Ricci cur-
vature |Ric| < n—1 (resp. Ric > —(n— 1)), injectivity radius > iy > 0 and diameter
< D < +o0 is precompact in the C'?-topology (resp. C%?-topology). A weaker re-
placement of the injectivity radius is (6, p)-Reifenberg condition [11] (cf. [40]) for
0 <6 < 6(n), i.e., around each point x in such a manifold the Gromov-Hausdorff
distance

don (BH(x), B}O)) <6-r,  forall0<r<p, (0.1)

where B'(0) is the r-ball at the origin in R", d(n) is a constant depending only on
n, and p is a small positive constant. A point satisfying (0.1) is called a (9, p)-
Reifenberg point. By Anderson [4] and Colding [21], it was well known that An-
derson’s convergence theorem still holds after replacing the lower bound of injec-
tivity radius by the (6, p)-Reifenberg condition.

By the convergence theorems above, a limit space of manifolds in M, (io, D)
(resp. Mﬁeid(io’ D)) in the Gromov-Hausdorft topology is always a smooth man-
ifold with a C?-Riemannian metric (resp. C l.@_Riemannian metric). However,
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without a positive injectivity radius bound a Ricci limit space may contain non-
Euclidean points. A collapsed Ricci limit space may even have non integer Haus-
dorft dimension, see [51]. The geometric properties of Ricci limit spaces had
played a fundamental role in solving some open problems and conjectures on man-
ifolds with (lower) Ricci curvature bound; see for example [10], [11], [46].

A Riemannian manifold (M, g) with normalized curvature bound is called e-
collapsed, if the volume of any unit ball Bj(x) at x € M is less than €. As
the counterpart of Cheeger-Gromov’s convergence theorem, e-collapsed Riemann-
ian manifolds with bounded sectional curvature had been extensively studied by
Cheeger-Fukaya-Gromov [12] (cf. Cheeger-Gromov [ 14, 15], and Fukaya [27, 28,
29]). In contrast, the geometry and topology of collapsed manifolds with bounded
Ricci curvature are much more complicated and rarely known at present. Many
progresses on the collapsed manifolds with lower bounded Ricci curvature are
achieved recently under some additional geometric assumptions, such as bounded
local covering geometry, see [57], [18, 17], [50], [40], [39], [42, 43], etc. and the
survey paper [41].

According to [40] (cf. [16, 13]), a complete Riemannian n-manifold (M, g) with
|Ricy | < n—1is said to have (r, v)-local covering geometry, if for any x € M, the
local rewinding volume of B,(x), Vol(B,(X)) > vr”* > 0, where X is a preimage point
of x in the (incomplete) Riemannian universal cover 7 : (m, X) — (By(x),x).
Moreover, (M, g) is said to have (0, r)-Reifenberg local covering geometry, if for
any x € M, X is a (0, r)-Reifenberg point. By Cheeger-Fukaya-Gromov [12, The-
orem 1.3], for any 6 > 0, there is r(n,8) > 0 such that any collapsed complete
manifold with sectional curvature bound |sec| < 1 admits (d, r(n, 6))-Reifenberg
local covering geometry.

In this paper, we prove the C'*?-regularity of those regular limit spaces under
bounded Ricci curvature and local covering geometry, which naturally extends the
above Cheeger-Gromov’s and Anderson’s convergence theorems.

Let X', (6, p) be the set consisting of all compact Ricci-limit spaces of Rie-
mannian n-manifolds with |Ricy, | < n—1 and (r, v)-local covering geometry, such
that the dimension of X is m in the sense of Colding-Naber [22], and any point x in
X € X}, (0, p) is (6, p)-Reifenberg.

Theorem 0.1 (bounded local covering geometry). Given r,v, p > 0 and positive in-
tegers m < n, there are constants 6 = 6(n), T (n,r,v, p) > 0 such that the followings
hold.

(0.1.1) Any X € X}, (6,p) is a C L_Riemannian manifold (X, h) with a positive

CY-harmonic radius > ro(n,r,v,p,a) > 0 for any 0 < @ < 1. And for each

0 <e<T(n,r,v,p), there is a nearby Riemannian metric h(e) on (X, h) such that

(a) ||h(e) = hllcre < Y(e|n,r,v,p,a), where Y(e|n,r,v,p,a) = 0as e = 0 with
other parameters n, . . ., « fixed,

(b) the sectional curvature of h(e) satisfies | secy) | < C(n, r,v, p)e_%,

(c) the k™-derivative of curvature tensor |Vk an(h(e))| o) <C(n,r,v,p,k,e€),

where the constants ro(n,r,...) and C(n,r,...) depend only on the given parame-

ters.
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(0.1.2) The subset X}, ,(6,p,D) = {X € X}!, (6,p) : diam(X) < D} is compact in

the C*-topology. In particular, X3,.,(6,p, D) contains only finitely many diffeo-
morphism types.

Recently Naber and Zhang [50] proved the e-regularity theorem for locally full-
rank collapsed Riemannian manifolds with (lower) bounded Ricci curvature, which
says that there are uniform constants € = e(n), r(n, @) > 0 such that for any com-
plete Riemannan n-manifold M with |Ricy | <n—1and 0 < p < 1, if an open ball
B,(x) is ep-Gromov-Hausdorff close to a p-ball in a lower dimensional Euclidean
space R"™, then the subgroup I'c, generated by loops at x of length < 2ep in the
fundamental group m1(B,(x), x) has the full rank n — m if and only if the preim-
ages of x in the universal cover of B,/>(x) admit a uniform C L@_harmonic radius
> r(n,@)p > 0. Recall that by the generalized Margulis lemma [46], the local fun-
damental group I'¢, contains a nilpotent subgroup N of finite index < w(n), where
the rank of I'c, is defined to be that of N, which is no more than n — m (see e.g.,
[50, Theorem 2.27]).

Let Y!'(5, p) be the set consisting of all compact Ricci-limit spaces of locally
full-rank collapsed manifolds with |Ric| < n — 1, such that the dimension of
X € Y(6,p) is m, and any point in X is (6, p)-Reifenberg. By Naber-Zhang’s
e-regularity, Y7 (6, p) c X', (6, p) for some r = r(n,p) and v > 0.

n,r,v

Corollary 0.2 (locally full-rank collapsed limit spaces). Let 6 = 8(n) > 0 be the
constant in Theorem 0.1. The conclusions in Theorem 0.1 hold for Y''(5, p), where
the dependence of constants T,C and ry on n,r,v,p can be simplified to n and p
only.

Since all closed manifolds in Mf}gic'(io,D) are contained in Y7'(6(n), p, D) for
some p = p(n, ip), Theorem 0.1 generalizes Anderson’s C”-convergence theorem.

Let us recall that in general, a positive lower volume bound for manifolds with
bounded Ricci curvature and diameter is weaker than a positive injectivity radius
bound, though they are equivalent under sectional curvature bound. Similar to
the Anderson’s [4] and Anderson-Cheeger’s [5] convergence theorems, Theorem
0.1 fails after loosing the (8, p)-Reifenberg condition to a positive volume lower
bound on limit spaces; it shares the same counterexamples as those for Anderson’s
convergence (see [4]).

Next, we will generalize the Cheeger-Gromov’s convergence to limit spaces of
manifolds with bounded Ricci curvature and Reifenberg-bounded local covering
geometry, where the Reifenberg condition (resp. positive injectivity radius) on the
limit spaces is replaced by a positive lower bound of the m-Hausdorff measure
(resp. the volume).

Let an, 5,(7) be the set consisting of all compact Ricci-limit spaces of Riemann-
ian n-manifolds with |Ricy, | < n—1 and (6, r)-Reifenberg local covering geometry,
such that each element X € ZZf 57 is T-almost regular in the sense that for any
x € X, any tangent cone (7,X, x) at x is 7-close to (R, 0) in the pointed Gromov-
Hausdorff topolgy.



4 ZUOHAIJIANG, LINGLING KONG, AND SHICHENG XU

Theorem 0.3 (Reifenberg-bounded local covering geometry). Let 6 = 6(n) > 0 be
the constant in Theorem 0.1.

(0.3.1) Any X € Z7', (0) is a CY*-Riemannian manifold (X, h) such that for any
point x € X, Vol(B1(x)) > w > 0 implies that the C"*-harmonic radius at x is no
less than r(n,r,w,a) > 0 forany 0 < a < 1.

(0.3.2) Let Z's (6,w,D) = {X € Z"; (6) : diam(X) < D, Vol(X) > w > O}. There

is p = p(n, r,w, D) > 0 such that ZZ”&r(é, w, D) € Y6, p, D).
In particular, the conclusions in Theorem 0.1 hold for Z’:f 5 r(6, w, D).

Theorem 0.3 generalizes the local estimate [16], [19] on the injectivity radius
of manifolds with bounded sectional curvature to harmonic radius of limit spaces
under bounded Ricci curvature and Reifenberg local covering geometry.

We point out that the Theorem 0.3 fails for regular Ricci-limit spaces under
bounded Ricci curvature and (r, v)-local covering geometry in the sense of rewind-
ing volume, since it would contains all non-collapsed Ricci-flat manifolds.

Remark 0.4. For those regular limit spaces of collapsed manifolds with two-sided
bounded sectional curvature, the C'?-regularity and compactness in Theorems 0.1-
0.3 are well-known to experts and can be easily derived by [28]. In fact, they
are direct corollaries of Cheeger-Gromov’s convergence theorem, because those
limit spaces of Hausdorff dimension m can be smoothed to metrics whose sectional
curvature is bounded two-sided uniformly by C(n, w, D), where diam(X) < D, and
m-Hausdorff measure H"(X) > w > 0; for details see Section 2, and also compare
[28, Theorem 0.9] and [28, Corollary 0.11], which states X is a smooth manifold
with a continuous metric tensor / inducing a C' distance function.

However, the smoothed metrics on limit spaces of manifolds with bounded Ricci
curvature generally admit no uniformly bounded sectional curvature. In order to
derive the C'*®-convergence, one has to construct C*~harmonic coordinates di-
rectly on a limit space. This is the new ingredient in Theorem 0.1.

For those non-collapsed n-manifolds with |Ricy, | < n — 1 and (9, r)-Reifenberg
local covering geometry, the C'*?-precompactness of non-collapsed has been proved
in [17, Theorem EJ.

It should be pointed out that, though a limit space X in Theorems 0.1-0.3 admits
the sythetic CD(—(n — 1), n) curvature condition (cf. [30]) or Bakry—Ernery—Ricci
curvature lower bound in a generalized sense by [48], their weighted measures
cannot be used to detect how much X is collapsed as in Theorem 0.3. On the other
hand, for the original m-Hausdorff measure on X, we do not know whether the
volume comparison is satisfied; compare [55].

Remark 0.5. Tt is well known by [54] that once X admits a positive C'*?-harmonic
radius r > 0, it can be smoothed to a new metric /., whose sectional curvature
|sec, | < C(r,m, €). The smoothed metric /(e) in Theorem 0.1 has a better order
(0.1.1.b-c), which arises from the Ricci flow solutions g(e) on such manifolds,
where /h(e) is their limit metric under Gromov-Hausdorff topology.
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Indeed, by [40] (see also Lemma 1.12 below), for any X € X}?, (6, p), the mani-
folds in its converging sequence with bounded Ricci curvature and (r, v)-local cov-
ering geometry satisfy (¢, 7”)-Reifenberg local covering geometry for some ' =
r'(n,r,v,p) > 0. Then by Dai-Wei-Ye [23] (see also Theorem 1.8 below), the
solution g(r) of Ricci flow equation with initial value g exists in (0, 7' (n, r")] for
some constant 7'(n, ') > 0, and satisfies (0.1.1.a-c) on the local universal cover for
0 < € =1t<T(n,r). Hence any limit space in X}, ,(6,") admits a nearby met-
ric A() that locally is a quotient orbit space of manifolds with bounded sectional
curvature C(n, r' )t~/

By elementary facts on Riemannian submersions (e.g., see the proof of Lemma
3.1 below), the curvature condition on g(¢) naturally passes to the quotient metric
h(t) in a harmonic coordinate chart (see the diagram (0.2) below). Note that, though
the lower curvature bound can be always passed to /(f) by the O’Neill’s formula,
the radius of harmonic coordinates on the quotient is crucial for the upper curvature
bound. There are limit spaces, e.g. [26, §1-e, Example 1.13], whose sectional

curvature blows up as the volume goes to zero.

We now give an application of Theorem 0.1. As a parametrized version of Gro-
mov’s almost flat manifold theorem ([33], [59]), Fukaya [27] constructed a bun-
dle structure whose fibers absorb all collapsing directions on a manifold M that
is Gromov-Haussdorff close to a lower dimensional manifold under bounded sec-
tional curvature.

Theorem 0.6 (Fukaya’s fibration theorem [27, 12]). Given constants n > 2, 1 >
io > 0, there are constants e(n) > 0 and C(n) > 0 such that the following holds.

Let (M, g) and (N, h) be a closed Riemannian n-manifold and m(< n)-manifold
respectively, whose sectional curvature and injectivity radius satisfy

Isecamg | < 1, |secovp| <1, inj.rad(N,h) > io.

Ifdgy(M, N) < €-iy with € < €(n), then there is a C*-smooth fibration f : M — N
such that

(0.6.1) fis a x(e|n)-almost Riemannian submersion, i.e., for any vector & perpen-
dicular to an f-fiber, e €™ I€l, < ldfEln < e"(5|")|§lg, where after fixing
n, x(e|ln) = 0ase— 0.

(0.6.2) The intrinsic diameter of any f-fiber Fy = f~'(x) over x € N satisfies
diamgy(Fy) < C(n) - dga(M, N).

(0.6.3) The second fundamental form is bounded by |V2 f | < C(n)iy L

(0.6.4) F is diffeomorphic to an infra-nilmanifold.

Remark 0.7. The formulation of Theorem 0.6 is similar to [12, Theorem 2.6],
where the estimates are better than its original versions [27, 29], but depend on
the higher regularities of g and 4, called A-regular in [12], i.e., the curvature tensor
satisfies [V:Rm| < A; for all integer i > 0. It is well-known that the dependence
of {A;}i>1 in (0.6.1-3) can be removed in several ways, e.g. see [58] for a simple
proof, and also Theorem 0.8 below.
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The last main result in this paper is an optimal generalization of Fukaya’s fibra-
tion theorem on collapsed manifolds under bounded Ricci curvature. Let 6(n) > 0
be the constant in Theorem 0.1.

Theorem 0.8. Given p > 0 and positive integers n,m(< n), there exist constants
€(n), C(n) such that the following holds.

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian n-manifold with |Ricy | < n—1 and (6(n), p)-
Reifenberg local covering geometry, and (X,h) € Y'(6(n),p) for 0 < p < 1. If
dog(M, X) < € - p with € < €(n), then there is a C*-smooth fibration f : M — X
that satisfies (0.6.1)-(0.6.4) after replacing iy with p.

Theorem 0.8 also holds for closed Riemannian n-manifolds with |Ricy | <n—1
and (r, v)-local covering geometry, because by Lemma 1.12 it admits a uniform
Reifenberg-bounded local covering geometry.

The existence of a fibration that is a x%(e | n)-Gromov-Hausdorft approximation
satisfying (0.6.1) and (0.6.4) was already well known (cf. [50, Proposition 6.6]).
In fact, after removing the upper Ricci curvature bound in Theorem 0.8, a smooth
fibration that is (e | n)-Gromov-Hausdorff approximation was constructed in both
[40] (by smoothing methods based on Perelman’s pseudo-locality [52] for the Ricci
flow) and [39] (by gluing ¢-splitting maps together via center of mass), where the
uniform regularity is Holder. Such fibrations are also constructed between Alexan-
drov spaces [25] recently.

What is new for the fibration in Theorem 0.8 is that, it provides the best possible
regularity (0.6.3), which is first known in the literature even for the case that (X, i)
is an Euclidean 1-ball (cf. [50, Proposition 6.6]).

Remark 0.9. The fibration in Theorem 0.8 is constructed via gluing the locally
defined Cheeger-Colding’s ¢-splitting maps together. However, the optimal regu-
larities are not direct consequences of neither those smoothing methods (e.g., [23]
[54]), nor the Cheeger-Colding’s L?-estimates [10, 11] on the §-splitting map. The
subtle point is the balance between (0.6.1) and (0.6.3). For example, if a fiber bun-
dle f; is constructed with respect to a smoothed metric g(#) by the earlier known
methods, then f; : (M,g) — (X, h) is a x(e, t | n)-almost Riemannian submersion
depending also on 7. In order to derive (0.6.1), 7 has to approach 0, while secg
and hence V2 f; generally blows up as + — 0. Similar issue also happens in ap-
plying Cheeger-Colding’s L’-estimates. Instead, we apply the C>®-compactness
of harmonic coordinate charts on the local covers, which is crucial in deriving the
optimal regularities for Theorem 0.8. For details, see Remarks 7.2 and 7.3 below.

Remark 0.10. Compared with those earlier versions of the fibration Theorem in
[29], [12], [50], [40], [39], etc., another improvement here is that, (X, #) has only
C'%-regularity that may even admit no standard exponential map (see [37], cf.
[7]). We will apply the center of mass technique with respect to a smoothed nearby
metric A(ty) offered by Theorem 0.1, which admits a convex radius depends on 7y,
such that (0.6.1)-(0.6.4) are proved for the original metric & with fixed 7.

At the core of Theorem 0.1 is the proof of the existence of harmonic coordinates,
1.e., the charts for which the coordinate functions are harmonic functions on balls
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of a uniform size (depending only on the constants given), and uniform C'-norm
estimates of the metric tensor in these coordinates [8, 45]. The main ingredients
are as follows.

Let (M;, gi) be a sequence of Riemannian n-manifolds with |Ricy, | <n —1 and
(r,v)-local covering geometry that converges to X € X}, (0,p) in the Gromov-
Hausdorff topology. By Lemma 1.12 and [4], for § = §(n) > 0, the C"-harmonic
radius of X; in the universal cover of B,(x;) admits a uniform lower bound ry(n, r, v, p) >
0. For simplicity we assume r = p.

According to the precompactness principle for domains with boundary [63] (see
Theorem 1.9 below), there is a normal cover U; of Bg(x,-, gi) equipped with its
length metric such that by passing to a subsequence, it converges equivariantly in
the pointed Gromov-Hausdorft topology:

— GH
Wi, 5i,1) — (Y30, G)
1—00

n,l nml 0.2)
(By (i g0, X)) ——  ¥/G,

where I; is the deck-transformation of I 1, p(xi), G is the limit group of I';, and the
quotient Y/G is locally isometric to the limit ball Bg(xoo) on X. Moreover, by the

definition of ﬁ,- (see Remark 1.11 below), it still admits a uniform C'**-harmonic
radius lower bound. Hence Y is a C'**-Riemannian manifold.

In order to present the idea shortly, we first assume that Y is a smooth Riemann-
ian manifold. Since the tangent cone of Y/G is the quotient space of R", which is
either isometric to R™ or definitely away from R", the (6, p)-Reifenberg condition
implies that Y/G is regular. By the standard theory of isometric actions on Rie-
mannian manifolds (e.g. [35, §1]), Y/G is also a Riemannian manifold. Then we
construct a harmonic coordinate on X in the following two steps.

Step 1. Following Cheeger-Colding [ 10, 1 1], we construct a harmonic d-splitting
map ¢; : Bﬁ_l/4p(x,-,6_1gi) — R™. We lift ¢; to a harmonic §-splitting map @; =
@; o r; on U, and then by appending other harmonic functions, we complete it to a
harmonic coordinate chart (@;, aﬁ,-) D Bs-1a,(%i, 1%, a-) — R,

Step 2. By taking limit of (¢;, §/;), we get a harmonic coordinate chart (¢oo, /o)
on Y such that @, takes the same value on each G-orbit. Hence ¢, descends to a
smooth map ¢ on X. For simplicity such harmonic coordinate chart is called to
be adapted for a submersion x, i.e., each yj (j = 1,...,m) takes the same value
along every r-fiber.

By the C'?-precompactness on U, via harmonic coordinates, (oo, Yoo) admits
a small Hessian up to a definite rescaling on the metric. By the technical result
below, ¢, gives rise to a harmonic coordinate chart of definite size on X.

Theorem 0.11. Given any r > 0,0 < @ < 1,0 < Q < 1072 and integers n, m(< n),
there is a constant T(n, r, a, Q) > 0 such that the following holds.

Let m : (Y,g) — (X,h) be a Riemannian submersion from a Riemannian n-
manifold (may not complete) to a Riemannian m-manifold. Suppose that there is
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an adapted C'®-harmonic coordinate chart (y',...,y") : B(p) - Rtatp e Y
with (e, Q)-C-control (see (1.1.1)-(1.1.2) below). If the Hessian of each adapted
coordinate function satisfies

| Hess llcoa(s,(py < T 12, Q), j=1,....m, (0.3)

where the C%?-norm is taken in the coordinates (y',...,y"), then there is a C'--
harmonic coordinate chart (x',...,x™) : B, x(p) = R™ at p = n(p) with (a,20)-
C-control.

Note that the limit space Y of the normal covers of balls in (0.2) is only a C'-?-
Riemannian manifold, and in general, a C'**-Riemannian manifold may even admit
no standard exponential map (see [37], cf. [7]). In order to guarantee the arguments
above, we will show that 7., is still a smooth submersion between C!?-Riemannian
manifolds. This can be seen by applying the Ricci flow on (M;, g;) to obtain smooth
limits Y; and X;, which share the same limit group action in (0.2); see Proposition
4.1 below. Thus a harmonic coordinate chart on X can be constructed as above.

The organization of this paper is as following. In section 1, we will supply some
notations and preliminary facts that will be used later. In section 2 we give a simple
proof of the C'**-compactness for limit spaces under bounded sectional curvature.
Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 0.11. In section 4, we shall prove that
each element X € X7/, (6, p) is a smooth manifold with a C l.@_Riemannian metric.
In section 35, we will construct C*?-harmonic coordinate charts on X, and complete
the proof of Theorem 0.1. Theorem 0.3 and Theorem 0.8 will be proved in section
6 and 7 respectively.

Acknowledgement. The authors are grateful to Professor Xiaochun Rong for
his interest and very helpful discussion on the results in this paper. Z. J. is sup-
ported by China Postdoctoral Science Foundation Grant No. 8206300494. S. X.
is supported in part by Beijing Natural Science Foundation Grant No. Z19003 and
National Natural Science Foundation of China Grant No. 11871349.

1. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we will supply some notations and basic results that will be used
through the rest of the paper.

1.1. C"-Convergence. In this subsection, we will introduce the concepts such as
the harmonic radius of a Riemannian manifold, C'*®-convergence of a sequence of
Riemannian manifolds. After that, we will give the well-known Cheeger-Gromov’s
and Anderson’s C 1’a—convergence theorems [8], [34], [4], [5] (cf. also [53], [32],
[471, [311, [38]).

Definition 1.1. Given a € (0,1) and Q > 0. Let (M, g) be a smooth n-manifold
with a C!**-Riemannian metric g. For any ¢ € M, we define the C!*-harmonic
radius at g as the largest number r;, = ry(a, Q)(g, g) such that on the geodesic
ball B,, (g, g) of radius ry, centered at g, there is a harmonic coordinate chart ¢ =
(!, X B,,(g,g) — Q C R" such that the metric tensor admits the following
(@, Q)-C"?-control:
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0 9
ox'’ Ox/

(1.1.1) e‘Qé,-j < gj < eQ(Sij as bilinear forms, where g;; = g( ) for i, j
L,...,n, and ¢;; are the Kronecker symbols,

(1.1.2) r}lm ||(9kg,-j|’coﬂ(g) < ¢€, which means

Y Y 10k8i;() = Okgi ()|
rnsup |0kgij ()| + >y sup <2,
kZ:; xeQ | ! | kZ:; " V.ZEQy#Z dg (.2

holds for d; = % and the distance d, associated with g.

The harmonic radius (e, Q)(M, g) of (M, g) is now defined by r,(a, Q) (M, g)
inf ep (g, g). For simplicity we will omit @ and Q when there is no confusion.

In general, the C L _norms of the components, g;;, of metric g in the coordinates
{xi};’:1 are defined on the Euclidean domain Q. For convenience, we also denote

the Clﬂ_norm of &ij on Q= SD(Brh(qa g)) by ||gij||cl,a(Br/ (4.9)"
Note that, g( g 0 ) and 0ig;; in (1.1.1) and (1.1.2) can be replaced equiva-

9x O

lently with g(Vx', Vx/) and Vx*g; ; respectively, where Vx* is the gradient of the
coordinate function x* with respect to metric g.

Remark 1.2. By definition, r4(q, gs) = 5‘1rh(q, g) for g5 = 67%g.

Now we give the concept of C!*?-convergence of a sequence of Riemannian
manifolds.

Definition 1.3. Let M be a closed smooth n-manifold. Let g; and g be com-
plete C'**-smooth Riemannian metrics on M. We say that g; converges to g in
the sense of C!*-norm if for any p € M, there exists a coordinate chart around
22 (xl,...,x") : U —» Q c RY such that g; s = g,-(a%,%) C'-converges to
8u = g(ﬁ‘—zs, %) asi — oo. ie.,

”gi,st - gsl”C'l,a(Q) - 0’ as l — 00, (11)

where the C'**-norm H f H clo@) of a smooth function f is defined by

: N 0) — O )
A lleraiey = sup el + - suplawse] + 3 sup

=1 =1 y#EQ dg(y,2)*

and J; = %.

In practice, an open cover of coordinate charts (x}., .. ,x;‘) :U;— Q; CcR"are

usually fixed as the background coordinate charts for the C!*-convergence on M.

Definition 1.4. Let (M}, g;) and (M, g) be closed smooth n-manifolds with che-
smooth Riemannian metrics. We say that (M}, g;) converges to (M, g) in the C La_
topology if there exists an integer jy > O such that the following holds: for each
j > jo there exists C>?-diffeomorphism @ i+ M — M; such that the pullback
metric (Dj. gj converges to g in the sense of C Le_porm.



10 ZUOHAIJIANG, LINGLING KONG, AND SHICHENG XU

Note that, the pullback of g; by a diffeomorphism is crucial in Definition 1.4:
even if (M, g;) converges to (M, g) on the same manifold M in the sense of C La_
topology, it does not mean that g; converges to g in the C L% norm. A counterex-
ample can be found in [38, Remark 3 below Main theorem].

We say that a sequence of pointed complete Riemannian manifold (M;, g;, p;)
converges in the C!*-topology to a limit (M, g, p) if

(1.4.1) there exists an exhaustion of M by open subsets {U;}2, such that U; C U4
and M = U;
(1.4.2) there exists a sequence of C>*-embeddings ¢; : U; — M; such that

La

¢i(p) = pi, and ¢;g; — g
uniformly on any compact subset of M.

Let us view (Q, g;) as the domain in Definition 1.1 with the pullback metric by
gol._l, where ¢; is a C'*®-harmonic coordinate chart ¢; : B,,(qi,g) — Q C R". Then
the Cartesian coordinates on R” (x',...,x") : (€, g) — R” is harmonic with re-
spect to g;, which satisfies the (a, Q)-C'?-control (1.1.1)-(1.1.2). In the harmonic
coordinates for a metric tensor g, the Ricci curvature satisfies the following equa-
tion:

2
ISy B gy) = ~2(Ric),,

where B is a quadratic term in gi—’,‘,ﬁ form = 1,...,n (cf. [24]). By the standard

LP-estimate for elliptic PDEs, the L?>”-norm of g; admits a uniform bound that

depends on L"?-norm of g/, L”-bound on the term B and the L”-bound on (Ricy),s

for any 1 < p < +oo. Hence a subsequence of metric tensors g; converges to a
n

limit C"?-metric g in the C'*®-norm if |Ricy, | <n—1, wherew = 1 - > for any

p > n. More generally, if g; converges to g in the C'**-norm with respect to another
fixed coordinates on €2, then similarly by the elliptic L? regularity, the harmonic

coordinates (xl.l, e ,x?) of g; admit a uniform L*P-bound, which implies that they
converge to the harmonic coordinates of g in the C>®-norm.
Conversely, given a harmonic coordinate chart (x',...,x") : (Q,g) — R"at p

with (a, Q)-C'“-control for g, the Dirichlet problem associated with C!*-nearby
metric g; can be solved on (€2, g;), with boundary value xf.‘ = x* for each k =
1,...,n. And the Schauder estimates give almost the same C Le_control in the
interior of Q.

Therefore, the C'?-harmonic radius under bounded Ricci curvature is continu-
ous in the sense of C?-topology, i.e., the following proposition.

Proposition 1.5 ([4],[5]). Let (M, g;) be a sequence of Riemannian manifolds with
IRicu; ¢ | < n— 1, which C'-converges to a C'*-Riemannian manifold (M, g).
Then

m(M,g) = nggo (M, 8i),

The same holds for ry(z;, g;) and r,(z, ) as z; € (M;, g;) converges to 7 € (M, g).
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Cheeger-Gromov-Anderson’s C!-convergence theorem says that the diffeo-
morphism types of the whole manifolds are also stable under the C'*-topology,
which provides a fundamental tool in this paper.

Theorem 1.6 ([4]). The space Mﬁeid(io’ D) of all closed Riemannian n-manifolds
(M, g) such that

[Ricag| <n—1, inj.rad(M,g) >ip >0, diam(M,g)<D  (1.2)

is precompact in the C"?-topology for any 0 < a < 1. More precisely, any se-
quence of n-manifolds {(M;, g;)} C Mﬁeid(io’D) admits a subsequence (M;,, gi,)
that converges to a closed smooth manifold (M, g) with a C'*-Riemannian metric
g via C*-smooth diffeomorphisms f;, : M — M;, in the C Le_topology.

In particular, there are only finitely many diffeomorphism types of n-manifolds
satisfying (1.2).

Remark 1.7. Theorem 1.6 also holds for bounded domains in Riemannian man-
ifolds, and for pointed complete but noncompact manifolds, after restricting to
those compact subsets definitely away from the incomplete boundary (see [4, Main
Lemma 2.2]).

1.2. Ricci Flows. Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian manifold. The Ricci flow
was introduced by Hamilton [36] as the solution of the following degenerate para-
bolic PDE,

0 .
780 = “2Ricg,  (0) =g (1.3)

The solution always exists for a short time ¢ > 0, and if it admits a finite maxi-
mal flow time 7,,,, < +oo, then the curvature tensor blows up as t — Ty, i.€.,
max |Rm(g(t))|g(t) — +oo0.

A basic property of Ricci flow is that it improves the regularity of the initial
metric ([60, 61]), which depends on the flow time. The existence of a uniform
definite flow time is important in practice.

Dai-Wei-Ye [23] proved that a uniform flow time 7(n, ry) exists for a closed n-
manifold (M, g) satisfying |Ric(M,g)| < n—1 and the conjugate radius conj. rad(M, g) >
ro > 0. As already pointed out by [17], the conjugate radius condition in their proof
is only used to derive a uniform L>”-harmonic coordinates for the lifted metric on
B,,(0) € T M for all p > 1 (see [23, Remark 1]) and x € M, which is required to
apply the weak maximum principle [23, Theorem 2.1]. Since the same holds at a
preimage point X on the universal covering space of a p-ball B,(x) on (M, g) when
(M, g) has (9, p)-local covering geometry, [23, Theorem 1.1] can be reformulated
into the following form.

Theorem 1.8 ([23], cf. [17, Theorem 1.5]). Given n,p > 0, there exist constants
o(n), T(n,p) > 0and C(n,p) > 0 such that for any 0 < 6 < 6(n), if (M, g) is a closed
n-manifold with | Ricys | < n—1 and (6, p)-Reifenberg local covering geometry, then
the Ricci flow equation (1.3) has a unique smooth solution g(t) for 0 < t < T(n, p)
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satisfying
|8(t) — g, < 4;
1
|Rm(g(t))| o S Clnp)2;
[V Rm(g(0)],,, < COn,p, k1)
[Ric(M, g1, < 2(n = 1),

(1.4)

where Rm(g(1)) denotes the curvature tensor of g(t), VK Rm(g(¢)) the k™-convariant
derivative of Rm(g(t)), whose norm is measured in g(t).

1.3. Gromov-Hausdorff precompactness for the covering spaces of open balls.
Let (M, g;) be a sequence of complete Riemannian n-manifolds with Ric(y, ;) >
—(n—1). Let B,(x;, g;) be an open r-ball in (M;, g;), and E(x,-, r) the Riemannian uni-
versal cover of B,(x;, g;). Then E(xi, r) may not admit a convergence subsequence
in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorft topology (see [62, Example 3.2]).

Recently the third author [63] proved a precompactness principle for open do-
mains in complete Riemannian manifold with Ric > —(n — 1), which particularly
is suitable for the covering spaces of open balls.

Let E(x, r,R) be a component of the preimage 7~ !(B,(x, g)) in the Riemannian
universal cover 7 : E(x, R) — Bg(x,g). Then E(x, r,R) is a normal G-cover of
B,(x, g), where

G =T';/pr(x) = Image[m(B,(x, g), x) = m1(Br(x, g), x)], and
m(E(x, r, R)) = Kernel[r(B,(x, g), x) = m1(Br(x, g), x)].

We endow E()fz r, R) with a base point X in the preimage of x and its length metric
induced from B(x, R).

Theorem 1.9 ([63]). For any R > r > 0, let g(r, R) be the set consisting of the
Riemannian normal covers E(x, r, R) of all open balls in complete Riemannian n-
manifolds with Ric > —(n—1). Then g(r, R) is precompact in the pointed Gromov-
Hausdorff topology.

More generally, let W(r) = N;B.(p;, g) be a non-empty intersection of open r-
balls B.(pj,g) in (M, g), and W(r) be the Riemannian universal cover of W(r). For

R > r > 0, we define W(r, R) to. be a component of the preimage of W(r) in the
Riemannian universal cover 7 : W(R) — W(R) = N;Bgr(pj, 8).

Theorem 1.10 ([63]). For any R > r > 0, let (/M\/(r, R) be the set consisting of the
normal covers W(r, R) endowed with length metric of W(r) in complete Riemannian
n-manifolds with Ric > —(n — 1). Then W(r,R) is precompact in the pointed

Gromov-Hausdorf{f topology.

Note that for each j, a component of njfl(W(R)) in the universal cover 7; :
E(p j»R) — Br(pj, g) is anormal cover of W(R), such that W(R) covers 7ro1 (W(R)).
By the definition of W(r, R), we derive that

W(r, R) is a normal cover of ﬂ'j_-l(W(}’)) - E(pj, rnR). (1.5)
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This fact will be applied in Section 4.

Remark 1.11. Since E(x, r/2,r) is a component of the preimage ﬂ_l(B,/z(x, g)) in
the Riemannian universal cover 7 : E(x, r) — B,(x, g), the (0, r)-Reifenberg local
covering geometry condition is naturally passed to B(x,r/2,r). That is, if for any
xX€eEM, X e E(x, r) is a (d, r)-Reifenberg point, then X € E(x, r/2,r) is (0, r/4)-
Reifenberg.

Finally we recall that, by [40] the local covering geometry via rewinding volume
is equivalent to that by the Reifenberg condition for a manifold that is locally close
to be Euclidean.

Lemma 1.12 ([40, Lemma 2.1]). Given positive integer n and real numbers 6,v >
0, there are constants €(n), p(n, v, 0) > 0 such that the following holds.
Let (M, g) be a Riemannian n-manifold with Ricy; > —(n — 1) and

Vol(B(%)) > v >0,
where X is a preimage point of x in the universal cover of Bi(x). If
den(B(x), BY'(0)) < e(n),
then X is a (6, p(n, v, 0))-Reifenberg point, i.e.,
deu(B,(%), BX0)) < 6r, Y O0<r<pn,v,o).

Proof. Lemma 1.12 essentially is a restatement of [40, Lemma 2.1]. For the
reader’s convenience we give a simple proof from a different viewpoint.

Let us argue by contradiction. Assume that there is a sequence (M;, g;) with
Ricy, > —(n— 1), Vol(B1(%;)) = v > 0, dgu(B1(x), B{'(0)) < & — 0, but X; is not a
(0, p)-Reifenberg point for any fixed 6, p > 0 for all sufficient large i.

By passing to a subseqence, let us consider the equivariant pointed Gromov-
Hausdorff convergence as in (0.2)

Bl 1/2,1),5.T) —— (%26

n,l ln

GH
(B12(xi» 8i), xi)  — (B}),(0),0) cR™

Since Y/G = B’l”/z(O), a standard blowing-up argument implies that the quotient
of any tangent cone 7’3 modular the infinitesimal actions dG induced by G is R,
where the lines on R” can be lifted onto 7. At the same time, by the fact that ¥
is a Ricci-limit space of a non-collapsing sequence, T’; is a metric cone. Hence T’
splits to R™ x C(X), and dG acts transitively on C(X). Hence T is R".

In particular, there is p = p(6, X) > 0 such that X is a (6/10, p)-Reifenberg point.
Then by Colding’s volume convergence ([21]), X; is (6, p)-Reifenberg point for i
large, a contradiction. |
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2. C 1’CZ-REGULARITY OF LIMIT SPACES UNDER BOUNDED SECTIONAL CURVATURE

As the starting point of this paper, we give a simple proof of Theorem 0.3 for
the limit spaces of closed manifolds with bounded sectional curvature.

In fact, it is essentially a corollary of [28, Theorem 0.9, Corollary 0.11], which
now can be improved as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Let (M;, g;) be a sequence of closed Riemannian n-manifolds with

|secg, | < 1 such that (M, g;) g X. Then X admits a stratification X = So(X) D
S1(X) D+ D 8i(X) for 0 < k < n (some of them may be the same) such that

(2.1.1) the Hausdorff dimension of X is equal to k.
(2.1.2) Si(X)\ Sis1(X) = (REU(X), ;) is a smooth (k — i)-manifold with a C'*-
Riemannian metric.

Moreover, if the k-Hausdorff measure H*(X) > v > 0 and the diameter of X
< D, then for any point p € S;(X) \ Si+1(X) that is e-away from S ;+1(X), the
CY_harmonic radius at p is no less than ry(e|n,r,a, Q,v, D) > 0, where Q > 0,
O<a<l

Note that the original proof of [28, Theorem 0.9] depends on orthonormal frame
bundles of (M;, g;), which do not generally admit a uniform sectional curvature
bound such that only a C%?-regularity can be derived on X. In the following we
will give a different and simple proof from the view point of local normal covers.

The key point behind is the following observation [28, Lemma 7.2] by Fukaya.

Lemma 2.2 (cf. [28, Lemma 7.2]). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold whose
sectional curvature b < sec, < a. Assume that there is a proper and free isometric
action by G on (M, g). Let

(1105(G) = sup { I @I/ d(p, g0 | & # € < G, i (@l is well-defined ), 2.1

where ||r1§(g)|| = sup{4(dg(v), P(v))|v € T;G(p)} is defined when d(p, g(p)) is less
than the injectivity radius at p, and P is the parallel transport from T ,M to TgpM
along the unique minimal geodesic.

Then the sectional curvature of the quotient M |G at n(p) is bounded by

b < secx(y) < a+ 6((r/1)5(G)).

Proof. Here the only difference from original [28, Lemma 7.2] is the rate of infini-
tesimal angle deviation (2.1). In [28, Lemma 7.2] the same conclusion was proved
for

llrp ()l
d(p,g(p))

where ||r,(g)Il = sup{«(dg(v), P(v))|v € T, M} is defined when d(p, g(p)) is less
than the injectivity radius at p.

Note that by the tubular neighborhood theorem (e.g., see [35]), only the part of
dg on the normal space T;G(p) to the orbit G(p) makes effect on the horizontal
directions. Lemma 2.2 follows the proof of [28, Lemma 7.2] line-by-line. |

(r/Dp(G) = sup{ g#ecG,rp(gllis well—deﬁned} ,
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Proof of Theorem 2.1.

Let us consider the smoothed metrics g;(¢) on (M;, g;), which are the solutions
of Hamilton’s Ricci flow equation with the initial condition g;(0) = g;. By [60] (cf.
[56]), gi(?) also admits a uniform sectional curvature bound 1+ C(n)t and a uniform
higher regularities (1.4).

By passing to a subsequence, we assume that (M;, g;(1)) ﬂ X, as i — oo for any
fixed # > 0. Then X, is e*-bi-Lipschitz to X, and admits a stratification So(X;) >
S1(X,) D --- D Si(Xy) for 0 < k < n such that each strata R* = S;(X,) \ Si+1(X))
is a smooth Riemannian (k — i)-manifold with sectional curvature > 1 + x(¢|n).

Indeed, for x; € (M;, g;()) that approaches x € X;, let us consider the equivariant
limit spaces (Y;, g"(¢), G;) of the 7-ball in the tangent space T, M; of x; € (M;, gi())
with the pullback metric g7 (?) via the exponential map:

GH
(B%(Ol)ug;k(t)’()larl) H—oo) (th*(t)ayt’Gt)

epr{ ntJ( (2‘2)
GH
(B3 (xi.8i(0). xi)  —— Bs(x.X) = Y,/Gy,

where I'; is the pseudo-group action by the local fundamental group of Bz (x;, (1)),
and Bz(x, X;) is equipped with its length metric. Then Y; is a smooth Riemannian
manifold with sectional curvature |secy, | < 1 + C(n)t.

Since the pseudo-group G, acts on Y, by isometries, by the standard theory of
isometric actions on Riemannian manifolds (e.g., [3]) the orbit space Y;/G,; admits
a standard stratification by isotropy types. So is X;. Hence we derive (2.1.1).

For (2.1.2), it suffices to show that the sectional curvature at points in S ;(X;) e-
definitely away from S ;. (X;) is bounded uniformly by a constant C(n, v, D). Then
(2.1.2) for the original limit space X immediate follows from Cheeger-Gromov’s
convergence theorem applied on X, as ¢t — 0.

Let us argue by contradiction. Suppose there is a sequence of limit spaces
(Xjs, x;) such that x; € Rk_"(Xj,,), d(x;,Sir1(Xj) > €, and t = t; € (0,T(n)]
is arbitrary chosen, but the sectional curvature of RMI(X 1) at x; is unbounded as
Jj — oo. Since X, is an Alexandrov space with curvature > C(n),

max secy, (Vv Aw) — coas j — +oo.
v,wEij H

By passing to a subsequence, let us consider the equivariant convergence of limit

spaces (Yj;,y;) in (2.2) for each X ;.

Cl,(y
(Yj,tagj(t)ayj’Gj,t) ]—>—oo> (Y,g*ayaG)
ml nml 2.3)
GH
(Bz(xj, Xjr), x;) ]—)—oo> (Y/G, x).

In order to apply Lemma 2.2, we first point out that the Lie group G, can be
reduced to the case of free action.
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Indeed, let G be the identity component of G ;. Instead of G;, we consider
the actions by G o, which by the Heintze-Margulis lemma (e.g., [28, Lemma 4.1],
cf. [33], [6]) is a niloptent Lie group. Moreover, by [28, Lemma 5.1] the isotropy
group G oy, of G lies in the center of G ;9. Hence the isotropy group of G in a
conjugacy class is unique on Y;;. It follows that the union of all orbits of the same
isotropy type G 0.y ﬂj_tl (R t/G 1), is the fixed-point set of G j0y;» and hence
is totally geodesic. Moreover, the isometric action G ;; on ﬂ;tl (R t/G ) can
be reduced to the quotient group G 0/G jo,y, that acts effectively and freely.

By our assumption, Y;,/G o is not collapsing. For simplicity we assume that
the action of G itself is free.

We claim that

. s Gl ,
(2.2.1) there is a sequence y; € Gjo such that W0y By a suitable

choice of nj — oo, d(y;fj (v),yj) — Oand dy;fj |y_ maps the normal space of
Gjo(yj) by a uniform and definite deviation awjay from the parallel trans-
formation.
(2.2.2) the normal space of Gy(y) has the same dimension as that of Go(y;).
(2.2.3) the limit n of y:f" lies in the isotropy group Gy, at y, whose differential
admits a non-trivial transformation on the normal space of Gy(y).

The claims above will yield a contradiction immediately. Indeed, let n; =
lim yg.‘mj] for each s € [0,1] and y; in (2.2.1). Then 5, forms a continuous path
in Go,, which by (2.2.3) acts on TyLGo(y) non-trivially. By (2.2.2) and the slice
theorem, Y/G has lower dimension than Y;;/G o, a contradiction to that they are
assumed to be non-collapsing.

The verification of (2.2.1)-(2.2.3):

By Lemma 2.2, the unboundedness on the upper curvature at x; € X;, implies
that (r/ t))%j_ (Gjo) blows up as j — oco. Hence (2.2.1) holds by the definition (2.1) of
(/N3G

Since (Y, gj.(t)) converges to (Y, g*) in the C1?-topology, let us identify B% js gj.(t))
with Bz (y, g") via a suitable diffeomorphism. Then the isometric actions by one-
parameter subgroups of G;o C I_converges to that of Gy on Bz (y,&"(1)), which
implies dim Go(y) > dim G o(y;).

Because Y;;/G o is assumped to be non-collapsing, the orbit G ;o(y;) and Go(y)
must have same dimension, which implies (2.2.2). Moreover, the normal space of
Gjo(y;) converges to that of Go(y), and the limit of y;f" in (2.2.1) is a nontrivial
element 17 in G, with a non-trivial deviation on the normal space of Go(y), i.e.,
(2.2.3). O

We point out that, though the manifolds (M;, g;) with |Ricyy,¢)| < n -1 and
(0, r)-Reifenberg local covering geometry still can be smoothed to g;(¢) via Ricci
flow by Theorem 1.8, the proof of Theorem 2.1 fails to work for their limit spaces,
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due to that the sectional curvature of g;(f) generally blows up as t — 0. There-
fore, instead of Cheeger-Gromov’s convergence theorem, we have to construct a
harmonic coordinates directly in the next two sections.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE C 1’a’-HARMONIC COORDINATE CHART IN QUOTIENT SPACES

In this section we prove the technical theorem 0.11.
We first prove an adapted harmonic coordinate chart descends to a chart on the
base manifold that is almost harmonic.

Lemma 3.1. Let the assumptions be as in Theorem 0.11. Assume that
| Hess y/llcoap,ppy <7 j=1,...,m. 3.1)

Then the adapted coordinate chart (y',...,y") : B.(p) — R" at p descends to a
coordinate chart (Z',...,7") : By 3(p) = R™ at p = n(p) SI:tC/’L t_hat y =7 on,
and the metric tensor h on By, ;3(p) C X expressed in hy = h(Vz*,VZ') satisfy

(311) e_Q(Sxt < hxt < eQ(Sst)

e 2=
(3.1.2) @/3) || Vz/hy| COa(Boys() S e?, and
(3.1.3) 77 (j=1,...,m) is almost harmonic in the sense that
J <
”HesshZ CO(Bya(p)) Y(r|n,a, Q),

where V7! is the gradient of 7/ with respect to h, the C*®-norm is taken in the
coordinate chart (zl, .o, 2", and ¥Y(t|n,a, Q) is a function depending on t,n, a, Q
such that Y(t|n,a, Q) — 0 as T — 0 with fixed n, a, Q.

Proof. Because y/ (j = 1,...,m) takes the same value on each fiber, z/ = y/ o 77!

is well-defined.
Let g, = g(Vy*, Vy"), where V is the Levi-Civita connection on (Y, g). From the
definition of C!-harmonic coordinate chart, one has

{e‘Qész < g < %5 (3.2)

rN0 g sillcoa s,y < €9,
where 0; = Vyj and the C%?-norm is taken in the coordinates {yj ).

Since 7 is a Riemannian submersion, the gradient Vy/ is a horizontal vector field
on Y and

(V) =VZ, j=1,....m, (3.3)

where V denotes the Levi-Civita connection on (X, /), and 7. is the tangent map of
7. Define hy = h(Vz®,VZ'). Then

hy =g, S,t=1,...,m. (3.4)

It follows from (3.2) and (3.4) that Ay satisfies (3.1.1), and thus (z!,...,2") :
Bj,/3(p) — R™ is a coordinate chart at p.
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What remains is to verify the estimates (3.1.2) and (3.1.3). First, by (3.3) and
(3.4), we derive that for each j = 1,...,m,
V2 (h)(@) = 7. (Vy)(W(VZ*, VZ)(R(g)) = Yy (2(VY’, Vy))(g)
= Hess y*(Vy/, V)')(q) + Hess y'(Vy*, Vy/)(q)
for any g € By,3(p) and g € n~1(g). Then (3.1) together with (3.5) yields (3.1.2).
Secondly, by (3.3), we have
Vo Vy = VoV + AWK, Wy),  foranyk,I=1,...,m  (3.6)

where A(-,-) = [-,-]" denotes the horizontal integral tensor of Riemannian submer-
sion 7 that takes values tangent to the fibers, and for any smooth vector field Z on
X, Z denotes its horizontal lifting on Y. Combing (3.3) with (3.6) and by the fact
that 7 is Riemannian submersion, we have

Hess zj(?zk, ?zl) = Hessyj(Vyk, Vyl) for any jk,[=1,...,m. 3.7

Now (3.7) together with (3.1) yields (3.1.3). This complete the proof of Lemma
3.1 |

(3.5)

Remark 3.2. In the proof of Lemma 3.1, it follows from (3.4)-(3.5) that the cur-
vature tensor of (X, /) and its covariant derivatives of any order satisfy the same
regularity as (Y, g) up to a definite ratio depending on n and Q. We will apply the
fact in proving (0.1.1.a-c) in Theorem 0.1.

Next, let us prove Theorem 0.11 by solving the Dirichlet problem with the
boundary condition z/.

Proof of Theorem 0.11.

Let ¢ := (z',...,7") : By,3(p) — R™ be a coordinate chart at p provided by
Lemma3.1. Let 0 € R™ be the origin. By a shift in value, we assume that ¢(p) = 0.
Let Q € R™ denote the image set of ¢ and o1 Q - (By, /3(P), h) the inverse map
of . Let us pullback the metric # on X to Q by ¢!, where we still denote (¢~ !)*A
on Q by £, and identify (Ba,/3(p), h) with (, 1) by ol

From (3.1.1) and by 0 < Q < 1072, we have the Euclidean ball BT /5(0) c Q.

Let x/ be the solution of the following Dirichlet problem:

Apx/ =0, in B J(0);
x/ =7, on dB%, /5(0).

Note that (3.1.1) yields that B,>(p) C go_l(B’;r /5(0)). We claim that
(', X" e (B 5(0) > R (3.8)

yields the desired harmonic coordinate chart in Theorem 0.11, i.e., the following
C1_estimates hold:

(r/2)1+a' 6(_;]__“ < eZQ (39)

{e—ZQ(Sst < }_lst < €2Q5st§
CO%(Bpa(p))

where hy; = h(%, %) and C%?-norm is taken in the coordinates {x’}.
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Indeed, let us consider the functions w/ = x/ — z/, which satisfy the following
equation:
{Ahwj = My?l,in B (0);
wl/ =0, on dB5 (0).
By (3.1.3),

e

<Y , @, 0), 3.10
conf o) = 112 ©) (3.10)

where the C%?-norm is taken in the coordinates {z/}. By (3.1.1)-(3.1.2) and the
Schauder estimates on Euclidean balls, there exists a constant C(r) = C(n, a, Q, 1) >
0 such that

|

By the definition of C>?-norm, it yields

< C(r) HAhzj

) < Cn¥(zr|n,a, 0). (3.11)

c2a(By0)) cva (B 5(0)

S " oxd "ol 62y
x =7 + — —0; +
|| CO(B gnr/S(O)) =0 " C"(B’g",/s(o)) klzﬂ octoz (B"’ /5(0))
ey (3.12)
N o < C(¥(|n, @, Q).
/;1 0707 CQ( By, (0))

By taking 7 sufficiently small, (3.12) implies that (3.8) is a harmonic coordinate
chart.
What remains is to Verlfy (3.9). Let B = ( ) denote the coordinate translation

matrix. Then B~ = ( ) is the inverse matrix of B. Therefore
0 k Ox’
a_zj (polynormal 1n{ 8x }]/ det(B), (3.13)
X i

where det(B) is the determinant of matrix B. Note that
- o 0 ok 0 0 d a7k a7
i = ( ) _ h{ Z 4 } ¢ 0z

Oxi’ Ox/ Oxt 97K OxJ 07! axi oxi < 3.1

Thus, (3.1.1)-(3.1.2) together with (3.12)-(3.14) yield the C!®-estimates (3.9) in
the coordinates {x/}. m|

4. C“®_REGULARITY ON THE LIMIT SPACE

From this section we begin to prove Theorem 0.1. We first show that any limit
space X € X}, (0,p)isa C 1.¢_Rijemannian manifold for any 0 < 0 < 6(n) and
0 < a < 1. Without loss of generality, we assume that r = p.

Let (M;, gi) ﬂ X, where (M;, g;) are Riemannian n-manifolds with |Ricyy, | <
n — 1 and (p, v)-local covering geometry. By Lemma 1.12, we assume directly
that (M;, g;) is of (6(n), p)-Reifenberg local covering geometry, where 6(n) is the
constant in (0.1).
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As already pointed out in the introduction, it suffices to consider the equivariant
Gromov-Hausdorff convergence:

— n GH n
(B(x;, §.p), . T)) — &0
n,l nml (4.1)
GH
(By (xi 8i), i) ——— (By(x, X), %),

where the open balls and the normal covers are endowed with their length metrics,
I'; is the deck transformation by I 1 ,(xi), and G is the limit group of I';.

Let &; = mg; be the pullback Riemannian metric on the normal cover. By Re-
mark 1.11, E(x,-, g, p) admits a uniform C Le_harmonic radius at points definitely
away from the boundary. Then by Anderson’s convergence theorem 1.6, the inte-
rior Y° of Y is a smooth manifold, where §; gives rise to a C*-Riemannian metric
tensor /1 on Y°.

Note that Y/G is the limit of (Bg (x4, &), x;) with its length metric. By the fact that
(Bg (x, Y/G), dy;c) endowed with the restricted metric is isometric to (Bg (x,X),dx),
and the same holds for any open ball centered at an interior point z € Y/G whose
radius < fz) - d(;’Z), we derive that the interior of Y/G is isometric to Bg(x, X)
equipped with the length metric.

Proposition 4.1. There is 6 = 6(n) > 0 such that

(4.1.1) 7o in (4.1) is a C*-smooth submersion that is Riemannian between C®-
Riemannian metrics.
(4.1.2) X is a C®-smooth manifold (X, h) with a C'*-Riemannian metric.

We first verify that X is regular, which is a direct corollary of the following
observation.

Lemma 4.2. Let G be a closed subgroup of the isometry group of R". Then any
tangent cone of the quotient space R" /G is either isometric to an Euclidean space,
or definitely e(n)-away from any Euclidean space in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff
distance.

Proof. Let G(0) be the orbit of G at the origin o of R”, and G, C O(n) the isotropy
group at o. Let T, = R™ be the normal space of G(0) at o, and o the quotient
point of 0 in R"/G. By the standard theory of isometric group actions (e.g. see [35,
Proposition 1.8]), the tangent cone T at o € R"/G is isometric to T /G,. Hence it
is an Euclidean space if and only if the action of G, on T is trivial.

In the following we assume G, acts on T, non-trivially.

Case 1. the action of G, on T is discrete. Then T /G, is an Euclidean cone
C(X) over T = S™'/G,, whose volume is no more than half of S”~!. Hence T’ is
definitely away from R"™.

Case 2. the identity component of G, acts on T, non-trivially. Since the orbit
of G, on T must contain a great circle, the radius of s"™=1/G, is no more than %
Hence T3 is also definitely away from any Euclidean space. |
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Lemma 4.3. There is 61(n) > 0 such that for any 6 < 61(n), if X satisfies the
(0, p)-Reifenberg condition, then it is regular.

Proof. By definition (0.1), the unit ball in any tangent cone T, of X is d-close to
the unit Euclidean ball. At the same time, by (4.1) T is a quotient space of R" by
an isometric group action. Lemma 4.3 follows from Lemma 4.2 immediately. O

Next, we prove the key lemma in this section. Let us fix the pointed Gromov-
Hausdorff approximation &; : (B(x;, g, p), %, ;) = (Y, x,G) in (4.1).

Lemma 4.4. For any 6 < 61(n), the action of G on Y in (4.1) is smooth and proper,
such that the open ball Bg(x, Y/G) is a C"*-Riemannian manifold.

Proof. Let us apply the Ricci flow on (M;, g;). By Theorem 1.8, the solution g;(t)
of Ricci flow (1.3) with initial condion g;(0) = g; exists for 0 < t < T(n,p), a
positive constant depending only on n and p, such that (1.4) holds for g;(¢).

For any fixed ¢ € (0,7 (n,p)], let us view g;(t) as a sequence of metrics on
E(x,-, g, p) in (4.1). Then by the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem under Gromov-Hausdorft
convergence, the underlying distance functions di,t subconverges to a distance func-
tion cfoo,t, which is e?-bi-Lipschitz to the underlying distance of /. By (1.4) and
Anderson’s C'*-convergence theorem, up to a subsequence g;(f) uniformly con-
verges to a smooth metric tensor h(t) on (Y, h) with the same regularity as g;(¢) in
(1.4). Thus, we have

— A &; N .
(Ui’di,l’ﬁi’ri) 1—>—oo> (Yla h(t)’xa Gt)
"’l ””“l 4.2)
GH
(Bg(-xia gi)adi,ta-xi) 1—>—oo> Yl/Gla

where U,- = E(x,-, g, p), Y; is a smooth Riemannian manifold, and G; is the limit
group action of I';. (Furthermore, if @; is replaced by a local diffeomorphism v;
that realizes the C®-convergence of §; to h, then it can be seen that Y 8i(r) C-
converges to (7). We do not need this fact here.)

The key point here is that the action of I'; on (ﬁ,-, g;(1)) and (ﬁi, g;) is the same
as deck transformation of the normal cover 7; : (ﬁi, X - (B/%(x,-, gi), X;). And

at the same time, 2;(¢) and g;, and hence iz(t) and }Az, are two metric tensors on the
same smooth manifolds U; and Y respectively, which by (1.4) are e*-bi-Lipschitz
equivalent.

It follows from the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem that the limit action G, of I'; under
gi(t) is also the same as G under g;. Since the action of G, is smooth and proper
on (¥, lAz(t)), sois G on (Y, ﬁ). Thus, we derive that 7; o, coincides with 7o, and Y/G
can be identified to Y;/G; as topological spaces.

In order to show that Bg(x, Y/G) is a C*-Riemannian manifold, we first prove
that Y,/G, is a smooth Riemannian manifold.

Indeed, the tangent cone of Y/G is the same as that in X, which by the (¢, p)-
Reifenberg condition, is d-close to be Euclidean on the unit ball at the vertex point.
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By the ¢*-bi-Lipschitz equivalence between Y;/G; and Y/G, the tangent cone of
Y,;/G, is (e* — 1 + 6)-close to be Euclidean on the unit ball. By Lemma 4.2, for
e? — 1+ 6 < 61(n), Y,/G, is regular.

Then by the standard theory of isometric actions on Riemannian manifolds (e.g.,
[3]), the slice representation of the isotropy group G, at any interior point p € Y;
is trivial, hence the orbit G,(p) is principle. By the principal orbit theorem (e.g.
see [35, §1]), it follows that Y;/G; is a smooth Riemannian manifold, and ;. is a
smooth Riemannian submersion.

Let us endow Bg(x, Y/G) with the smooth structure on Y;/G,. Because 7, :
(Y, iz) - Bg(xoo, Y/G) coincides with 7, o, e 1s also a submersion. By the fact
that G acts on Y isometrically, the Riemannian metric tensor /2 on Y induces a
quotient Riemannian metric 4 on Y;/G,.

Furthermore, by the implicit function theorem, an adapted coordinate chart can
always be constructed around preimages of a point in Bg(x, Y/G). By the proof
of Lemma 3.1, the adapted coordinate charts on Y descend to C*-admissible local
coordinate charts on Bg(x, Y/G), where the quotient metric tensor 4 is C'-. |
Proof of Proposition 4.1.

Let 6;(n) be that in Lemma 4.3 and 6 = %61(11). Then (4.1.1) has been proved
in Lemma 4.4. In the following we prove (4.1.2). That is, X admits a C*-smooth
differentiable structure, such that the metric tensor 4 induced locally from 7., in
(4.1)is cte.

It suffices to show the local charts induced from 7, in (4.1) are C*-admissible
with each other, where the metric tensors coincide with each other by pulling back.

Indeed, let Bg (x1,i,8i) and Bg(xg,,-,gi) be two open balls, whose intersection
Wi(g) = Bg(xl,i,gi) N Bg (x2,i, &) 1s non-empty. Then the identity map 7;; from
(Wi(g), dW,»(‘f)) with its length metric to (Wi(g), dp, (xji.g)) with the restricted metric
is 1-Lipschitz and locally isometric. By the precorrzlpactness Theorem 1.10, the nor-
mal cover 7y : Wi(g,p) - (W,-(%),dwi(g)) sub-converges to ooy : Ww(g,p) -
Woo(’%) as i — oo. And the identity map z;; sub-converges t0 7 : Woo(g) -
Wj,oo(g) CY;/Gj=lim; Bg(xj,i,gi), which is also locally isometric.

Furthermore, by (1.5), 7;; w : Wi(g,p) - n;l.l(Wi(%)) C E(xj,,-, g,p) is a normal
cover for j = 1,2. Letm;o @ ¥; — Y;/G; be the limit submersion of r;; :
E(x,-, %,p) - Bg(x,-, gi) as in (4.1). Then we derive the following commutative
diagram

Weo(5.0)
ﬂl_’})o(Wl,oo(lZ_))) Moo W ﬂg’})o(WZ,oo(%)))
1,00 l 72,00 \L
Wi eo(8) = Wesl§) — Wao(§)
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where the maps 1, are locally isometric.

By the proof of Lemma 4.4, Woo(g) is also a smooth manifold and 7., w is a
smooth submersion. By the commutative diagram above, local coordinate charts
on Wj,oo(g) from Y;/G; coincide with those on Wm(g) descending from Wm(g, 0).
Hence they are C*-admissible with each other. Moreover, the metric tensors on
W;w(5) are also the same up to the diffeomorphism 1. O
Remark 4.5. Let (M, g;) ﬂ X € X}, (6(n),p), where (M;, g;) are Riemannian
n-manifolds with (r, v)-local covering geometry, and 6 = 6(n) is the minimum of
that in (0.1) and in Proposition 4.1. By Theorem 1.8 (Dai-Wei-Ye [23], cf. [17]),
the Ricci flow solution g;(¢) with initial metric g;(0) = g; admits a uniform positive
existence time 7'(n, r, v, p), and the higher-ordered regularities (1.4). Assume that
(M;, gi(1)) sub-converges to X;. We point out that, by the proof of Lemma 4.4,
for not only ¢ satisfying e* — 1 + d(n) < d1(n), but also all ¢ € (0,T(n,r,v,p)],
X, is regular. Hence, by the proof of Proposition 4.1, X, is a smooth Riemannian
manifold for any ¢ € (0, T(n, r, v, p)].

Indeed, this can be seen from the fact that Y, shares the same isotropy group as
Y,, for e — 1 + 6(n) < 6;(n), or an open and closed argument on #y = sup{f :
X, is regular}, due to that e —1= w implies that the tangent cone of (X, h(t)) is
isometric to R, and hence t; is extended further to cover 2¢.

5. ADAPTED HARMONIC COORDINATES ON THE LOCAL COVERS OF BALLS

Let the assumptions be as in the beginning of Section 4. In this section we
construct adapted harmonic coordinates on E(xi, g, p) and on its limit space (Y, X)
in the graph (4.1) respectively. Let /i be the Riemannian metric tensor on Y and h
its quotient metric tensor on X.

Proposition 5.1. There are constants 6(n) > 0 and ri(n, r,v, p, @, Q) > 0 such that
for 0 < 6 < 8(n) and R < min{6~/?r,67"4p), there exists an adapted harmonic
coordinate chart (fl, e, f’", f’"“, e, f”) defined on Br(Xco, 155 = 6‘1}}) such that
X (k = 1,...,m) descends to a smooth function f* in Br(xe, hs), and admits the
following regularities:

e 6y < hsp = hs(4 %) < %64

Py
Rl+a hsua <W¥@ |n,rv,pa Q) oD
O Nl coa (B hs))
and
IHess f/llcoa gy S PO (11 v0,0,0), j=1,...5n, (5:2)

where the C%?-norm is taken in the coordinates { fj 3

Assuming Proposition 5.1, we first prove Theorem 0.1.
Proof of Theorem 0.1.

Let 6 = 6(n) be that in Proposition 5.1, and X € X}', (6, p) a compact Ricci-
limit space of Riemannian n-manifolds (M;, g;) with |Ricy, | < n—1 and (r, v)-local
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covering geometry, such that any point x € X is (9, p)-Reifenberg. By Lemma 1.12,
(M;, gi) is of (6, ¥')-Reifenberg local covering geometry for v’ = r'(n, r, v, p) > 0.

Let ry = ri(n, 7', @, Q) be as in Proposition 5.1, and let ry = min{r1,51/4p}. By
Proposition 4.1, X € X}/, (0, p) is a C*-smooth manifold with a C l.@_Riemannian
metric tensor 4. Proposition 5.1 together with Theorem 0.11 implies the harmonic
radius of (X, &) is no less than ry. The first part of (0.1.1) is complete.

For (0.1.2), let us assume that (X, k) € X7, (0, p, D). Since (X, h) is a Ricci-limit
space, there are harmonic coordinate charts that covers (X, #) whose number admits
a uniform bound N(n, ry, D), as well as the multiplicity of their intersections. By
a standard argument, e.g., [4, Lemma 2.1], or [5, arguments below Theorem 0.2],
X', (0, p, D) is compact in the C Le_topology.

What remains is to show (0.1.1.a-c).

Let (M;, gi) g X, where (M;, g;) are Riemannian n-manifolds with |Ricyy, | <
n—1 and (8, r')-Reifenberg local covering geometry. Let us consider the Ricci flow
solution g;(¢) with initial metric g;(0) = g;, which exists for r € (0,T(n,r’)] by
Theorem 1.8 (Dai-Wei-Ye [23], cf. [17]) and satisfies the higher-ordered regular-
ities (1.4). By Remark 4.5, for all ¢ € (0, T(n, ")) the limit space X; of (M;, gi(¢))
is a smooth Riemannian manifold (X;, 4(1)), which is e?-bi-Lipschitz equivalent to
(X, h).

By Remark 4.5 again, there is p;(n) > 0 such that (X;, h(?)) lies in X7, (0, p1, D1)
for Dy = e7™)D. Hence it admits a uniform harmonic radius for all 7 € [0, T'(n, r')].
By the C!®-precompactness, there is a diffeomorphism ¢, from X to X, such that
the pullback metric ¢} h(f) converges to & in the C1**-norm.

Let () = n7gi(t) be the pullback metric on the normal cover E(xi, %, r’) of
B (x;, g;) in the graph (4.2). Then the regularities (1.4) pass to the limit metric fz(t)
on2 Y;. By the proof of Lemma 3.1, the relations (3.4)-(3.5) between the quotient
metric A(t) and }Az(t) imply that A(r) satisfies the same regularities (1.4) up to a
definite ratio depending on n and Q. |

5.1. Preparation. Let us make some preparation for the proof of Proposition 5.1.

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢ = (y',...,y") : Bu(p) € (M,h) — Q C R" be a harmonic
coordinate chart at p with ¢(p) = 0 such that

9 9

e @6y < hy = h( 5 5y S %6, (5.3)
and
l+a ahvt < eQ, (54)
N |lcoa(a)

where the C%®-norm is taken in the coordinates {y’}. Then after blowing up h
by A2, where 1 — oo, the harmonic coordinates ¢, = (Ay)) : By(p,hy) — AQ
C>®-converge to a Cartesian coordinate system (x',...,x") in R", and hy = Ah
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C'"%-converge to an Euclidean metric ggr. That is, for 0 < R < A'/?r

<Y 'ra O,n) (5.5)

J -1 _
”y %% T c2e(By(0))

and
<Y r,a,Q,n), (5.6)

-1
”h“’ °%a ~ 0w cla(By0)
R

where Y(A17! | r,a, Q,n) — 0 as A=1 — 0 with the other variables fixed.

Proof. This is an elementary fact. Let us identify (B,(p, h),.h) and (Q, h = (¢~")*h)
with the pullback metric via the inverse of ¢. Then each y’ is a harmonic function
on (€, h). By alinear transformation, we can assume that 4,(0) = d,,. Put yﬁ =yl

and hy o = h ,1(%, %). Then h, 5 = hy, and by the rescaling property of the C La_

harmonic radius in Remark 1.2,

PRI K < e, (5.7)

(9yfl

Ccoo(Q)

where the C%®-norm is taken in coordinates {yﬁ}.

Therefore, by (5.7) and the standard Schauder interior estimates, (y/ll, e yﬁ) :
(Q,h)) — R" C>*-converge to a standard Cartesian coordinate system in R”, and
the metric 7, C'*-converge to the standard Euclidean metric. |

Let us assume that (X, h) is (0, p)-Reifenberg. Let x € X and x; € M, that
converges to x. Let us consider the Gromov-Hausdorff convergence associated to
the normal cover 7; : (ﬁ,-, 8i, X)) — (Bg(xi, gi), X;) as in the diagram (4.1).

By Lemma 1.12 and [4], there exists d(n) > O such that for given any 0 < a < 1,
Q> 0and 0 < § < 8(n), the C"**-harmonic radius of (B§ (%, &), &;) are uniformly
bounded below by some constant r; = ri(n,r,v,p,a, Q) > 0. Assume that X;
converges to & € Y. By the continuity of C!*-harmonic radius in Proposition 1.5,
S0 is B§(fc, hycy.

After blowing up by 67!, it follows from the definition of (6, p)-Reifenberg and
Lemma 5.2 that

o N Cl,uf
(Bs-112p2(X, ), hs) = R, grn)
nél l’“’ (5.8)
GH m
(Bs-112p2(x, h5), hs) 0 R™, ggrm)

where 75 is the restriction of 7., in (4.1) on the local balls, s = 6~ 'h, and lAa(; =
mi(hs). After passing to a subsequence, as 6 — 0 s converge to a submetry 7o,
which is the canonical projection from R” to R™.

Up to a suitable diffeomorphism, we view B, (%;, §;) as a fixed domain in R"
with metric g;. Let ¢; : B, (%, &) — R" be a sequence of harmonic coordinates
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Cz’“—converges to a limit harmonic coordinates ¢ : B, (X, IA1) — R"asi — oo. Let
8is = 07'g;. By Lemma 5.2 again, each

@i =020 Bsip, (3, 8i5) = R (5.9)

is uniformly C>?-close to a Cartesian coordinates (fcl.l, . &)onR"as 6 — 0.
By passing to a subsequence of {i}, we may assume that (fcl.l, ..., X) converges to

a Cartesian coordinates (%', ..., &*) with the following regularities: For any fixed
0<R<6 "2,

VRPN
”"Di,a X c2a(By0) <Y@|r,a Q,n) (5.10)

and

5 _ <
gt,&,st 65[ CI’U(B;;(O)) — lIl((S | rl’ a” Qa n)v (51 1)

where (fcl.l, ..., &) is the limit Cartesian coordinates system of ¢; s as6 — 0, &7, 18
the metric matrix of g7 ; in coordinates ¢; s, and the norm is taken in the Euclidean

coordinates {)Ac{ }.
Furthermore, up to composing an orthonormal transformation on (&', ..., &)
(also on ¢; ), we assume that the limit projection o : R” — R in the diagram

(5.8)
mo(&', . L ® L) = @A, (5.12)

gives rise to a Cartesian coordiates on R"™.

5.2. Construction of the adapted harmonic coordinates. Based on the prepara-
tion above, let us begin the construction of the adapted harmonic coordinates on U
and their limit Y.

By the definition of (6, p)-Reifenberg, for all sufficiently large i we have the
Gromov-Hausdorft distance

dcu(Bs-125(xi, 5 'e, B?—I/Zp(o)) <26'2,

Let a; : B(;_l/zp(x,-,é‘l gi) — Bg’_l /zp(O) c R™ be an 26'/?-Gromov-Hausdorff ap-
proximation. Let {ey,...,e;} be the orthonormal basis at the origin of R™ associ-
ated to the Cartesian coordinates (%!,...,#") in (5.12).

Let gis = 6 'g;. Then for each j = 1,...,m, there exists Pi.j € Bs-12,(xi, 8is)

pairwise 26'/2-close to 6~'/?pe ; for all large i. Let
bI() = dyg,(pl, ) = dg, (P], x), (5.13)

where dg, ; denotes the distance induced by g; s on M;. Let fij be the solution of the
following Dirichlet problem for R < §~!/4p,

{Agiﬁfij =0, in Bur(xi, 8io);

) 5.14
=0, on 0B4r(xi, 8i5)s 19

where Ay, ; is the Laplace-Beltrami operator associated with metric g; 5. Ric(M;, gi5) >
—(n - 1)s'/2, (fl.l, <o fi") ¢ Br(x;)) — R™ forms a é-splitting map in the sense of
Cheeger-Colding [10].
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By [10, Theorem 6.68] (or [21, Lemma 1.23], or the quantitative maximum
principles [9, §8] together with Abresch-Gromoll’s excess estimate [2]), there is
8(n) > 0 such that for any 0 < § < 8(n) and R < §~1/*p, the following C-estimate
holds for all sufficiently large i:

|/ = bl| < ¥ 1), in Borpingio). (5.15)

As 7 0 (Ui, 8is) = Bs1n,0(xi, gis) is locally isometric, f/ = f/ o m; is also
harmonic, i.e.,

A@i,afij =0, in7; ' (Bar(pi, i6))- (5.16)
In the following we show that ( fil, e, fl.m, 90;"(; L gol'.f s) still forms a harmonic

coordinates. Since (B(;_l/zm(fci,g,-,(;),g,-,(;) 1; (V,hs) € (Y,hs = 6 'h)yasi —
oo, there exists a sequence of diffeomorphisms ; : (V,hs) — Bs-1254(%is 8i5)s
with ¢;(X) = %;, such that the pullback metrics g;‘ﬁ = ¥ 8is (sub-)converge to
hs in the C'*-norm. From now on, in the following subsections let us identify
(Bs-112p4(Xi, 8i5), 8i.) With (V, 87 ) via ;.

Al A 1 . 5 A .
Lemma 5.3. The map (—f;,....—f", <p;.”’5+ e, goz(s) : Br(x, gzé) — R" still forms
a harmonic coordinates that converges to the Cartesian coordinates (%', ..., %)

given by (5.12) in the C>*-norm as i — oo and § — 0.

Proof. It suffices to show that fij is C%?-close to —go{; gforevery j=1,....m.

By (5.10), ;s is close to the Cartesian coordinates ()Ac{ ). Moreover, by the as-
sumption under (5.9), (fc{ ) converges to the Cartesian coordinates (fcj);?:l, which
projects to the Cartesian coordinates (%’ );fl:l.

At the same time, let b{ be the Buseman-typed function defined in (5.13) in the
construction of fl.j . Then by the choice of p{ , for any fixed R > 0,

||b{ + 3 oq <W(i,6|R,p) (5.17)

CO(Br(xi.gis))

n

where a@; : Bs-12,(Xi, 8i5) = By, (0) € R™ is the Gromov-Hausdorff approxima-

tion.

By the construction above, ¢; s converges to (#',..., " asi » coand § — 0.
Moreover, by (5.15) the difference between fl.j and bl{ goes to zero as 6 — 0 and
i — oo. Let (x',...,x™) be the Cartesian coordinates on R™ in (5.8) such that

%/ = x/ o 7. Then, by (5.12) and the triangle inequality below
If + @]l < IIff omi=bl omill+1b] omi+x' o@iomill+ =¥/ ocjomi+ || +1I= &/ + I,
we derive

||¢{6+fij < ‘I’(i_l,éln,r,v,p,a, Q), foreach j=1,...,m.

CO(Bar(&hp) ~
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Since <pl{ st fl.] is also harmonic, by the Schauder interior estimates,

J £
||90i,6 +fi

SC n,r,v,p,a, H j + Aj
Cz’”(BR(/?,(@:‘_&)) 5( P, Q) $is fl CO(BR(JAC,Q’;&)) (5.18)

<W¥G@8|n,rv,p a Q)

where the C>%-norm is taken in coordinates ©is.
Now together with (5.10) and (5.11), (5.18) implies that

G = f = el T BRO, &) > R (5.19)
still forms a harmonic coordinates that converges to the Cartesian coordinates
(&',..., %) in the C>?-norm as i — oo and 6 — 0, which satisfies

~J N —1
— X <Y@i ',0|n,rvp,a, 5.20
157 = a0,y = ¥ G170 00 (5.20)
and
85, — 0 <YW, 8|n,nv,p,a, Q). 5.21
PR IS (IR AN ) (5.21)

O

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 5.1.
Proof of Proposition 5.1.
Let 0, ....9") = (fs. o /et @)+ Br(3,&;) — R" be the har-

monic coordinate chart constructed in Lemma 5.3. Since ;s C'*“-converges to

as i — oo, by (5.20), (jzl.l, e A;’) Cz’“—converges to a limit harmonic coordinates
G, ..., Br(®, hs) » R as i — co.
- . N Y TR
For each j = 1,...,m, by the construction of ; = f = f’ om;, its limits

3/ takes the same value along every m.-fiber, and thus it naturally descends to a
C>?-smooth function f/ on Bg(x, hs) C 6~1/2X.

What remains is to verify (5.1) and (5.2). First, by (5.21), it is clear that the first
inequality in (5.1) holds. Note that together with (5.2), the first inequality implies
the second in (5.1). It suffices to verify (5.2).

Secondly, by the C%?-convergence of coordinate functions and (5.20), it is clear
that (5.2) holds.

Now the proof of Proposition 5.1 is complete. |

6. HARMONIC RADIUS ESTIMATE IN TERMS OF THE VOLUME

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 0.3.
Proof of Theorem 0.3.
Let § = &(n) be the constant in Theorem 0.1, and X € me(@- For (0.3.1),

let us first prove that X is a C'*-Riemannian manifold with a positive harmonic
radius.

Indeed, let (M;, g;) SK X, where (M;, g;) have |Ricy;, | < (n — 1) and (6, r)-
Reifenberg local covering geometry. For any x € X, let us consider the equivariant
convergence of normal covers of 5-balls in (4.1). Since every tangent cone 7', at x
is 0-close to R™, and the proofs of Propositions 4.1 and 5.1 still go through for X.
That is, X is a smooth manifold and for any x € X, the ¢-splitting map on (M;, g;)
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defined by (5.14) from the Buseman functions by the closeness between 7'y and R”
gives rise to an adapted harmonic coordinate chart that descends from Y in (4.1),
which satisfies the uniform regularities (5.1) and (5.2). Then by Theorem 0.11,
X admits a C'**-harmonic coordinate around any point x € X. The continuity of
C'?-harmonic radius at points in X yields a positive lower bound of the harmonic
radius of X.

Next, we show that the C'*-harmonic radius at a point x € X satisfying

Vol(Bg(x, X)) >2w >0 6.1)

admits a uniform bound > ro(n, r,w,R) > 0.
Let us argue by contradiction. Assume that there is a sequence of spaces (X, h;) €
n’”ﬁ’ (6), each of which contains a point x; € X; satisfying (6.1), but the C La_
harmonic radius 7,(x;,h;) — 0. By passing to a subsequence we assume that

GH
(Xj, )Cj) —> (X, )C).

Let (M;;,8;:) ﬂ (Xj, hj), where (M;;, g;;) has bounded Ricci curvature and
(0, r)-Reifenberg local covering geometry. By Theorem 1.8, there is #y = #o(n, r) >
0 such that any (M ;, g;;) admits a smoothed metric g;;(fy) with uniformly higher
regularities (1.4). By passing to a diagonal subsequence, we assume that

GH GH
(M;;,8;i(t))) — X, asi— oo forany fixed j,and X;; — X;.

Since (X, h;) is regular and X is ezto—bi—Lipschitz to (X;, hj), by Lemma 4.2,
each X, is also regular. Hence by Proposition 4.1 X, is a smooth Riemannian
manifold (X;, h;(ty)). Moreover, by O’Neill’s formula applied on the Riemann-
ian submersion 7y, o, in (4.2), the sectional curvature of /(7o) is bounded below
uniformly by C(n, r)t, 172,

Since the volume of Byg(x;, h;(t)) is bounded below by e~ 2oy their limit X

is an Alexandrov space with curvature > C(n, r)t, 172 5f Hausdorff dimension m.

By the proof of Theorem 2.1, the sectional curvature of (X}, &j(#)) is also bounded
uniformly from above. By [16, Theorem 4.7] the injectivity radius of (X;, h;(fy)) is
bounded below by iy(n, 7, w, R) > 0. By Cheeger-Gromov’s C'**-precompactness,
X,, is regular. Then by the e*-bi-Lipschitz equivalence between X;, and the origi-
nal limit X and Lemma 4.2 again, X is also regular.

Therefore, by the first part of (0.3.1) X is a C'*-Riemannian manifold that ad-
mits a positive harmonic radius 7, > 0. In particular, for any p € X, (X, el.‘lh, p) is
%(€)-close to (T),X,0) = (R™,0). Then (X}, el._lhj, x;) is also %(¢)-close to an Eu-
clidean space (R™,0) for fixed i and any large j. Then harmonic coordinate charts
of a definite radius can be constructed at x; € (X}, h;) by the proof of Theorem 0.1.
It contradicts to that r; — 0.

Now Lemma 5.2 and Theorem 0.8 together imply (0.3.2). |

For limit spaces under bounded local covering geometry, we have the following
C'"?-regularity that depends on the space itself.
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Let X7, ,(0) be the set consisting of all compact Ricci-limit spaces of Riemann-
ian n-manifolds with |Ricy/ | < n — 1 and (r, v)-local covering geometry, such that
each element X € X7, ,(0) is 6-almost regular.

G
Corollary 6.1. Let (M;, g;) —H> X € X}, ,(0), where (M, g;) are Riemannian n-
manifolds with |Ricy, | < n — 1 and (r,v)-local covering geometry. Then the fol-

lowings hold for 6 = d2(n).

(6.1.1) For any sufficient large i and any x; € M;, the preimages of x; in the uni-
versal cover of B,(x;) admit a uniform CY*-harmonic radius > ro(X) > 0.

(6.1.2) Any element X € X, () is regular in the sense that for any x € X, any
tangent cone T X at x is isometric to R™.

Proof. Let 6,(n) = e(n)/2, where €(n) is the constant that satisfies both Lemma
1.12 and Lemma 4.2.

Suppose that x; € M; converges to x € X, and (s,X, x) converges to a tangent
cone (T, o) that is 6>(n)-close to R™, where s; — oo. Let us consider the equivari-
ant pointed Gromov-Hausdorff convergence

- -\ o~ GH ~
(By;(%i» 838i), %, T)) —— (V. %,G)

7r,l ln

GH
(BSj(xiﬁ S?gij)a xij) — (Txao)

By Lemma 1.12, for any large j, Xi; € By,(%ij, s? gi;) is a (6(n), p(n, v))-Reifenberg
point, where 6(n) is the constant in (0.1). By |Ricy;,| < n — 1 and the argu-
ments in [4], the C'*-harmonic radius rn(%ij, sig’,-j) > ro(n,v) > 0. By the C La
precompactness, X is a regular point. Then by Lemma 4.2, T, is isometric to R™.
So we derive (6.1.2).

For (6.1.1), let us consider the equivariant convergence of the normal covers of
Bir(x,-, gi) in (4.1). By Lemma 4.2, every point in the limit space Y/G of Bir(x,-, g
is regular. Then by the proof of Lemma 1.12, the limit space of the normal cover
E(xi, %, r) is also regular, and thus %; € E(x,-, %, r) is (6(n), p(X))-Reifenberg. Now
(6.1.1) follows. |

7. CONSTRUCTION OF CANONICAL FIBRATION UNDER BOUNDED RICCI CURVATURE

In this section, we prove Theorem 0.8.

Let us first observe that Theorem 0.8 can be reduced to the case that p = 1, where
p is the radius appearing in the Reifenberg condition and bounded local covering
geometry.

Indeed, let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian n-manifold with bounded Ricci cur-
vature and (6(n), p)-Reifenberg local covering geometry, and (X, i) a closed C La_
Riemannian m-manifold in Y}'(6(n), p) for 0 < @ < 1 and 0 < p < 1, such that

dou((M, 8), (X, h)) = € - p.
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If p < 1, up to a rescaling p~2 on the metric g and h, (M, p~2g) is of (6(n), 1)-
Reifenberg local covering geometry and (X, p2h) € X(8(n), 1) with

der((M,p~2g), (X,p"2h)) = €.

By viewing g and h as the rescaled metrics p~2g and p~2h respectively, we have
p =1and
dou((M,8), (X, h) =€,
such that all rescaling invariant constants as in (0.6.1)-(0.6.3) remain the same.
We first prove a slightly weaker version of Theorem 0.8. The center of mass

technique below was applied earlier in [49] and [39] under the similar settings. For
the difference see Remark 0.10.

Proposition 7.1. Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian n-manifold with |Ricy | <
n — 1 and (6(n), 1)-Reifenberg local covering geometry, and (X, h) € Y (6(n), 1).
If dou(M,X) < € < €(n), then there is a C>*-smooth fibration f : M — X that
satisfies

(7.1.1) f : (M,g) — (X,h) is a x(e|n)-almost Riemannian submersion, where
after fixing n, x(e|n) - 0as e — 0;

(7.1.2) the fiber Fy = f~'(y) has intrinsic diameter diam,(Fy) < C(n)e for any
yeX;

(7.1.3) the second fundamental form of f satisfies |V*f lg.n < C(n);

(7.1.4) Fy is diffeomorphic to an infra-nilmanifold.

Proof of Proposition 7.1. Let a : (M, g) — (X, h) be an €;-Gromov-Hausdorft ap-
proximation (for simplicity, €;-GHA) with ¢; < 2dgy(M, X). Without loss of gen-
erality, we assume €] = €.

Step 1. First, we prove that for 7 = 7(n, 1), 0 < € < 72, and any p € M, there
is a local fibration f}, : Br100(p, g) — (X, h), which is a ¥(e | n)-almost Riemannian
submersion with a uniform second derivative control

V2 folgn < C), (7.1)

and f, satisfies
fp — @llcos,io(p.0).cxny) < T P(€/T|n). (7.2)
Indeed, by the assumptions (M, g) is of (6(n), 1)-Reifenberg local covering ge-

ometry. Let us consider the equivariant closeness of the normal cover in the dia-
gram (7.3):

- o Cl,(y a
(B(p, 3. 1),8,p.T) —— (Y, h.,G)
e—close
,,l nml (7.3)

(07
(By(p.8).p) —— (By(nh).y) C Y/G,
e—close 2

where a, is a ¥(e|n)-GHA, whose restriction on B 1 (p, g) coincides with «.

As the arguments before Lemma 5.3 in Section 5.2, in the following we identify
B 1 (p, &) with an open domain V C Y with the the pullback metric g* = y*g via a
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diffeomorphism ¢ : (V, hcy— B%(ﬁ, 2), such that ¥(§) = p and g* is C'?-close
to h.

Let h, = t™%h and g, = 7~2g. Since by Theorem 0.1 the C'**-harmonic radius of
(X, h) is no less than ry = ro(n, 1, @, Q) > 0, the rescaled (X, i;) has C"®-harmonic
radius at least 7~ ry. By Lemma 5.2, B-153,, (a(p), hy) is C(ro, O, n)t'/8-close to an
Euclidean ball B, 1, (0) cR™

Let us consider the harmonic J-splitting map constructed in (5.14),

Upe = 'y .., u™) : Bao(p, g7) — R™ (7.4)

Since the Ricci curvature of g, satisfies Ric,, > —(n — 1)72. By the triangle in-
equality, B-s,,(p, g-) is (C(ro, O, n)t!/® + €/1)-close to B:fﬂl/gro(O). Then there is
T = 7(rp, Q,n) such that for 0 < € < 72, (5.15) holds for u/ and the Buseman
functions b/ as in (5.14).

In the following we fix T = 7(r9, O, n). By the proof of Proposition 5.1 applied
on (7.3), the lifted harmonic functions i, r on E(p, 1/2, 1) together with other har-
monic functions form a C'*-harmonic coordinate chart H s - Broo(p, &) — R”,
whose coordinate functions admit a uniform C>®-norm bound C(n).

By the Cz’“'—compactness for 0 < @/ < «a, H b 18 \P(E/T|n)—C2’a/ -close to an
adapted harmonic coordinate chart ﬁw,T : Bioo(p, 8;) — R" for me, which by
Lemma 3.1 descends to an almost harmonic coordinate chart Ho, » = (ul, ..., um)
on Bigo(a(p), h;), whose coordinate functions are c2

By the almost commutative diagram (7.3),

|upr = Heo < Y(e/t|n), (7.5)

o a|
T Bioo(p.gr)

and since i, = up,; o 7,

<WY(e/T|n) (7.6)

Uprom—He,om | s
| p.T o0, 1C2e’ (B1o(p,87))

Let us define f, = H;{T oupr - Bioo(p, gr) — (X, hr). Then (7.5) implies (7.2).

By (7.6), fpom : (V,§") — X is C2 close t0 7o : (V, ﬁ) — X, which is a
Riemannian submersion. Hence f}, is an x(€|n)-Riemannian submersion.

By |V212p,T| Bioo(pat) = |V2up,T| Buoo(p.g2) and the uniform bound on H, ; up to the
2nd covariant derivative in Lemma 3.1, f,, admits a uniformly bounded Hessian.
After rescaling back, we derive (7.1).

Step 2. Secondly, in order to obtain local fibrations that can be glued together,
all operations below are done with respect to the fixed e-GHA « : (M, g) — (X, h).

Let us consider the nearby metric A(fy) provided by Theorem 0.1 for fixed 7y =
2 min{T(n, 1),In2}. For 0 < § < /iy, let hs;, = 6 *h(1y) and hs = 6~h. By (0.1.1)
for p = 1, |sec(X, hs )| < Cl(n)t(;l/zé2 < C(n)8, and the C*-harmonic radius of
(X, hsy,y) 1s at least 6 'ro(n) > 0. It follows that the injectivity radius of (X, hsy,)
admits a lower bound 6~'/2iy(n) > 0. Hence the convexity radius of (X, hsy,) is no
less than %6‘1/ 2io(n). Without loss of generality, we assume that 5~ 12iy(n) > 100.

In the following we view the rescaled metric g5 = (7/6)?g- as a rescaling of g,

where 7 = 7(n, 1) is provided by Step 1. Let {pj}i.\’=1 be a I-net in (M, gs) with N
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depends only on the dimension n of M. For each p;, let f; : Bioo(p;, &r) — (X, hy)
be the local fibrations constructed in Step 1. Since Ay, is e?0-bi-Lipschitz to hs,
(7.2) implies that

175 = @lcoB10005p),80. (X5 0 < (T10) - Fle/T|m) (7.7)

with respect to A, .

By taking 6 = 7vVW¥(e/r|n) — 0 such that (7/9) - W(e/v|n) — 0, we will
glue such local fibrations f; together with respect to the smoothed metric hg,
to a %(€, 0 |n)-Riemannian submersion f : (M, gs) — (X, hs) with respect to the
rescaled original metric A;.

Let ¢ : R! = R! be a smooth cut-off function such that dli0,101 = 1, @lj20,00) = 0,
and |¢'],1¢”’] < 10. Let ¢;(x) = @(dns,, (fi(p)), fj(x))). Let us consider the energy
function

1
E:MxX—R  E@)) =3 ) 6i(x0d, ().
7

By the construction of ¢ ;(x) and (7.7), for W(e/7|n) < 1, E(x, -) is a strictly convex
function in Bjo(as(x), hsyy ). and it takes a unique minimum point, cm(x), that is
VW¥(e/7)-close to as(x) measured in hsy,. We define

fi(M,g) = (X, h), f(x) = cm(x)

Step 3. What remains is to verify (7.1.1)-(7.1.4).
Let us prove (7.1.1)-(7.1.3) first. By its definition f is determined by the equa-
tions

1
F(x,y) = 0)E = Z ¢i(x) - V(Ed(fj(x), .)2) =0,
j

where 0, E is the gradient of E with respect to y. Note that, in the normal coordi-
nates at y = f(x), F(x,y) can be written in the form

F(x,y) = [— D 6i@f 0, = )8 j(x)f}"(x)J ,
J J

where fi(x) = ( f] L), ..., f}’.“(x)) is the position vector of f;(x) in the normal co-
ordinates of y. Then the differential of f is determined by df = —(0,F Yyl o d,F,
where

—O,F = Z [d¢j - fi(o) + ¢j(x)dfj] :
J

By the sectional curvature bound C(n, 1)z, 12 of h(tp) provided by (0.1.1.b),

Vz%rj%_(x) is W(d|n, ty)-close to the identity matrix £, which is the Hessian of
J

squared Euclidean distance. At the same time, by the Bishop-Gromov’s relative

volume comparison, the count of j with non-vanishing ¢ ;(x) can be chosen at most
-1
C>(n). Hence (0,F )l is also W1 (8 | n, 1p)-close to (Z 9 j(x)) - E. Tt follows that
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for all sufficient small 8,
-1

. (7.8)

< 2[2 $;(x)
J

Since by (7.7) and the choice of ¢, f;(x) is V¥(e/7|n)-close to f(x) whenever
fj(x) is well-defined,

If;(0l < V¥(e/7In), for x € Bao(pj, gs)- (7.9)
Combing (7.8) and (7.7) together, we derive

df_z ¢ j(x) af
J

df =@ F) )" ¢,(0df; D de (- fi()
J J

In order to show that f is x(e|n)-almost Riemannian submersion, it suffices to
show that the local fibrations f; nearby are C I_close to each other.

Indeed, by the definition of f; in Step 1, Hjw 7 © fj = up, r is a harmonic map,
which by (7.7) is VW(e/7|n)-close to each other up to a transformation in the
intersection of their domains. In particular, for j; # j,

< VW(e/T|n). (7.11)

Bao(pj,-85)NBao(pjy.85)

-1
Upjj.r — Hjior 0 sz,OO,T O Upjyt
At the same time, by the construction of H ;.. (see also Proposition 5.1 and
Lemma 3.1), Hj, o © H};w,r on By(pj,.8s) N Bao(pjy. &) is Clro, Q,n)5-CH®
close to a constant isometric transformation A, ;, on R"™.
Now by Cheng-Yau’s gradient estimate [20] for the component harmonic func-
tions of

Up, +— A Uy, +2max|u. —A; iUy,
Pjp-T J125P )T Pj T J1J2%Pjp T Bao(x.20)Bao(pj; 2)"Bso(py )
in the context of uniform lower Ricci curvature bound, it follows that, for 7, (f}, (x)) #

0 and n;,(f;,(x)) # 0,

ldf;, = df,| () < Cam) ¥ (e/TIn). (7.12)

(Note that the support of 7; lies in Byy(p;, gs)-.)

Since fj : Bso(pj, &) — (X, hs) is a x(e|n)-Riemannian submersion, by C L
closeness (7.12) for f;, the average of df; in (7.10) is a x(e|n)-Riemannian sub-
mersion. Then (7.10) implies (7.1.1).

The uniform bound on the 2nd fundamental form of f in (7.1.3) follows from
further calculations on the 2nd derivatives of implicit function and the uniform
bounds (0.1.1.b-c) on Rm and V Rm of A(t) .

Indeed, the 2nd fundamental form of f with respect to the Euclidean metric g,
in the normal coordinates from 7,X can be expressed in matrix by

df = =(0yF)™" - (02F + 0,(0xF) - df ) = (B, F) ™" - (0x(0yF) - df + O3 F - (df)?),
(7.13)
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where 62F consists of the Hessian of each components of F with respect to x such
that

PF = Y V2i(x) - f(0) +2d;(x) @ df;(x) + (1) - V2 f;(0), (7.14)
j

For the last term of (7.13), we note that 0, F = 8§E is a combination of Vz%rj%_(x),
J
which is ¥(6|n, f)-close to the identity matrix E. So is its inverse (9, F )~!. For
0x(0,F) and § = %rj%j(x), we have
Va0 (VB Y)) = dfy(X) (YYB) - df;(X) (VyY)B)
= YY (dfj(X), VB) — (VyV)dfi(X)B.

aft
Observe that, <dfj(X), V,B> = Xk%yshts(to) in the normal coordinates (y',...,y™)

at fj(x). It follows that ﬁx((?%E) admits a uniform upper norm bound C(n, ty) with
respect to g and h(fy). So are (9, F) and 8§F .

At the same time, by (7.9) and (7.1) for 6 = 7 V'¥(e/7|n), each term in (7.14) is
bounded by & - C(n, t). It follows that |V2 f Igﬁ,h&,0 < C(n) V¥(e/7|n) with respect
to the rescaled metric g5 and hgy,.

After rescaling back, we derive the bound of 2nd fundamental form in (7.1.3)
with respect to h(ty). By the C*-compactness in Theorem 0.1, it can be seen that
after replacing h(tp) with the original metric A, (7.1.3) still holds.

The inequality (7.1.2) follows from the same argument in [12, proof of (2.6.1)
of the fibration theorem 2.6]. Indeed, up to a rescaling, let us assume that both the
harmonic radius of (X, %) and injectivity radius of (X, h(to)) is > 1, where 20 <
1/2. Suppose for some y € (X, h), the intrinsic diameter

diam,(F)) < ue,

where dgy(M,X) < €. By the second fundamental form bound in (7.1.3), the
extrinsic diameter of other fibers over Bj,4(y, h(fp)) is no less than Ce(n)ue. By
(7.1.1), at least C7(n)e ™™y many of e-balls are required to cover f~!(B; 14y, h(tp))) C
(B ;2(y, h)). However, by the existence of e-GHA « : (M, g) — (X, h), which
is W(e|n)-close to f, and the harmonic coordinates on By(y, &), at most C7(n)e™"
such balls are required. Hence u < Cg(n).

The same argument in [50, Step 3 of the proof of Proposition 6.6] yields (7.1.4).
Here we give a simple proof by the regularities (7.1.2) and (7.1.3).

Recall that by Theorem 1.8, g can be smoothed to g(fp) by the Ricci flow
[23], whose sectional curvature is uniformly bounded by C(n)z, 12, By the C1e-
compactness, lifted to the universal cover of 1-balls on M, the C Le_norm between
8(t) and g is uniformly bounded by C(#y,n). So is the Levi-Civita connections
of g(tp) and g. By the expression of the second fundamental form in terms of
Christoffel symbols, it is easy to see that F, = f~!(y) with respect to g(to) still
satisfies (7.1.3). Hence, F), with the induced metric by g(#p) admits a uniform sec-
tional curvature bound C(#y, n) with a small diameter C(n)e. The Gromov’s almost
flat theorem [33] (cf. also [59, 58]) implies (7.1.4). m|
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Proof of Theorem 0.8.

The only difference from Proposition 7.1 is the C*-smoothness of the fibration
f: M — N. Note that the C>* -regularity of f in Proposition 7.1 is due to the limit
coordinate chart Hu, - on Bigo(a(p), hr) in the definition of f,; see the paragraph
below (7.6).

Let g(#) be the metric smoothed by Theorem 1.8, and A(¢) be the metric on X
by the proof of Theorem 0.1. Let H;. . be the corresponding limit coordinate
chart on X with respect to 772g(f) and 7 2h(f). Then H; 7 is C*-smooth and
C 2’“—converges to Hwrast — 0.

By replacing Hy, + by H; « + in the proof of Proposition 7.1, we derive Theorem
0.8. O

Remark 7.2. We point out that the local fibration f, - with fixed 7 = 7(n, p) are
modeled on the Riemannian submersion 7, in (7.3) is necessary in guarantee that
both (7.1.1) and (7.1.3) hold at the same time.

If, instead of a rescaling of f), -, one picks up for each 6 > 0 a local “0-splitting
map” modeled on the Euclidean space as that in (5.14), then by Cheeger-Colding’s
well-known L?-estimates on their gradients and Hessians [11, 10], it also yields a
W(0, €/6 | n)-almost Riemannian submersion f, 5 : Bioo(p,gs) — (X, hs) for 0 <
€ < 6%(n) (cf. [50, Proposition 6.6]), such that

1p.6 — llcoBo(p.gs)xhsy < F(6,€/6]n), (7.15)
and
IV2 f.6lgons < C(n). (7.16)
But one immediately encounters the following issues:

(7.2.1) to guarantee the local fibrations and the global fibration glued together are
x(€)-almost Riemannian submersions, ¢ has to approach 0;

(7.2.2) after the local fibrations are re-defined locally for each ¢, the 2nd derivative
(7.16) after rescaling back blows up as § — 0.

Without a solution of the above, only a rescaling invariant 2nd derivative control
on a x(€|n)-almost Riemannian submersion can be derive, such as

V1], () - diamg(F ) < Cae!”. (7.17)

Remark 7.3. There are several well-known methods (e.g., Hamilton’s Ricci flow
[36] applied in [23] or Perelman’s pseudo-locality [52] (cf. [40]), embedding to
Hilbert space by PDEs [54] (cf. [1])), by which a collapsed manifold (M, g) with
|Ricy/| < n—1 and (6, r)-local covering geometry can be smoothed to a nearby
metric g; that admits a uniform bounded sectional curvature depending on 7. Hence
by Theorem 0.6 a fibration f; exists such that (0.6.1-4) hold with respect to g;.

In order to remove the perturbing error that arises from ¢, such that the fibration
fi + (M,g) — (X,h) remains to be a x(e)-Gromov-Hausdorff approximation as
€ — 0, r must go to zero. Moreover, since the sectional curvature of g; generally
blows up as ¢ — 0, some explicit curvature control on g; (e.g., | secy, | < % in [40,
Theorem 1.6] by Perelman’s pseudo-locality [52]) and an arbitrary small distance
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distortion (e.g., < @ V1 in [40, Lemma 1.11]) on a definite scale are required. For
details, see the proof of [40, Theorem B].

Under the same setting of Theorem 0.8, we construct fibrations in [44] satisfying
(0.6.1-2) and (0.6.4) via the smoothed metric g(¢) by the Ricci flow method and by
suitably choosing the flow time with respect to dgy(M, X), among which (7.17)
holds as the best regularity for the 2nd order derivative.

Though (7.17) is strictly weaker than (0.6.3), we prove in [44] that all such
fibrations are equivalent to each others as diffeomorphic types. Moreover, they are
stable under Lipschitz perturbation on the metric g. It justifies the regularity (7.17)
is also suitable in describing the topology of full-rank collapsing phenomena under
bounded Ricci curvature.
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