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LIMITS OF MANIFOLDS WITH A KATO BOUND ON THE
RICCI CURVATURE. II.

GILLES CARRON, ILARIA MONDELLO, AND DAVID TEWODROSE

ABSTRACT. We prove that metric measure spaces obtained as limits of closed
Riemannian manifolds with Ricci curvature satisfying a uniform Kato bound
are rectifiable. In the case of a non-collapsing assumption and a strong Kato
bound, we additionally show that for any o € (0,1) the regular part of the
space lies in an open set with the structure of a C*-manifold.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we establish new geometric and analytic properties of Kato limit
spaces, i.e. measured Gromov-Hausdorff limits of closed Riemannian manifolds with
Ricci curvature satisfying a uniform Kato bound. Our work continues the study
began in [CMT21] where we introduced these spaces.

For a closed Riemannian manifold (M™, g) of dimension n > 2, define

k;(M™, g) := sup / H(s,z,y)Ric_(y) dvy(y) ds
zeM

for any ¢ > 0, where H is the heat kernel of M, v, is the Riemannian volume
measure and Ric. : M — R is the lowest non-negative function such that for any
re M,
Ric, > —Ric.(x)gx

Equivalently, Ric. is the negative part of the smallest eigenvalue of the Ricci tensor.

For the whole article, we keep a positive number T" and a function f : (0,7] — R4
fixed, so that f is non-decreasing and
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We let KC(n, f) be the set of isometry classes of n-dimensional closed Riemannian
manifolds (M™, g) satisfying the Kato bound
K(M™g) < (1), Ve (0,7) (K)

This bound is implied, for instance, by a lower bound on the Ricci curvature, or by
a suitable uniform L? estimate on Ric. [RS17].
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.01956v1

For ¢ > 0 fixed throughout the article, let i (n, f, ) be the set of quadruples
(M™,dg, u,0) where (M™,g) € K(n,f), o € M, d, is the Riemannian distance
associated with g and p is a multiple of v, satisfying

¢ < u(Byp(0) <t

As proved in [Carl9, [CMT?21], elements in K(n, f) satisfy a uniform doubling con-
dition. As a consequence, Gromov’s precompactness theorem ensures that the set
Kn(n, f,c) is precompact in the pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff topology.
We call Kato limit space any element in the closure ICy (n, f, ¢) with respect to this
topology. Observe that Ricci limit spaces, that is limits of manifolds with a uniform
Ricei lower bound [CC97, [CCO00al, [CCOODL [Che01], are Kato limit spaces.

Our first result is the rectifiability of Kato limit spaces. This was shown for Ricci
limit spaces in [CCO0D, Theorem 5.7].

Theorem 1.1. Let (X,d,p,0) be a Kato limit space. Then (X,d,u) is rectifi-
able as a metric measure space, in the sense that there exists a countable collec-
tion {(k;, Vi, ¢:)}i where {V;} are Borel subsets covering X up to a p-negligible
set, {k;} are positive integers, and ¢; : V; — R¥ 4s a bi-Lipschitz map such that
(i) g (L Vi) < H* for any i, where H* is the k;-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

Consider now the non-collapsing case, that is there exists v > 0 such that for
some o0 € M
vy (B (o)) = oT*%. (NC)
Assume that f additionally satisfies

/T —‘J;(t) dt < +o0. (SK)
0

In this case, we say that (M™, g) € K(n, f) satisfies a strong Kato bound. Let
K(n, f,v) be the set of isometry classes of pointed closed n-dimensional manifolds
(M™, g, 0) satisfying a strong Kato bound and the non-collapsing assumption. We
call non-collapsed strong Kato limit space any element in the closure K(n, f,v) with
respect to the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Notice that we do not need
to consider measured Gromov-Hausdorff topology, because, thanks to the volume
continuity proved in [CMT21 Theorem 7.1], Riemannian volumes converge to the
n-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

Our second main result is the bi-Holder regularity of the regular set of non-
collapsed strong Kato limit spaces. This was proved for non-collapsed Ricci limit
spaces in [CC97, Theorem 5.14].

Theorem 1.2. Let (X,d,0) be a non-collapsed strong Kato limit space. Then for
any « € (0,1) the regular set

R:={re X:R"d,0) € Tan(X,x)}

is contained in an open C* manifold U, C X. Here d. is the Euclidean distance
and Tan(X, z) is the set of metric tangent cones of X at x, see Definition [Z1].

In [CMT21, Theorem 6.2] we also showed that non-collapsed strong Kato limit
spaces admit a stratification. By combining this with volume continuity and argu-
ments from [CCI7, Theorem 6.1] (see also [Che01, Theorem 10.22]), we then prove
that the singular set S := X \ R of any (X,d,0) € K(n, f,v) has codimension two.
For the sake of completeness, we provide a proof in the Appendix.

Our proofs of Theorem [[.1] and Theorem strongly rely on the existence of
splitting maps on Kato limit spaces. These are harmonic maps with a suitable
W?22_estimate which realize a Gromov-Hausdorff approximation between a small
ball around = and a Euclidean ball of same radius. In Section 3, we give conditions
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for the existence of such maps, and establish some of their properties, relying on
the analysis performed in [CMT21].

In order to prove Theorem [[.1] we start by observing that almost splitting maps
exist around any point x of a Kato limit space admitting a Euclidean tangent
cone. After that, by means of a suitable propagation property of these maps, we
adapt arguments from [BPS21] which built upon [GP21] to provide a proof of the
rectifiability of RCD(K, N) spaces [MN19] via almost splitting maps. Let us point
out that, unlike the uniform lower Ricci bound considered in [CC97], the Kato
bound (K] does not provide a directionally restricted relative volume comparison
on the limit space, so that the proof of rectifiability by Cheeger and Colding, based
on a suitable control on the volume deformation of pseudo-cubes through pseudo-
translations, do not carry out.

We do not know whether the dimensions k; in Theorem [[.I] are all equal to a
constant. This has been proved true by Colding and Naber for Ricci limit spaces
[CN12], but the arguments used there seem hardly reproducible in the context of a
Kato bound; a more conceivable approach may be the one used by Brué and Semola
in the RCD(K, N) framework [BS20].

To prove Theorem [I.2] a key tool is the following almost monotone quantity,
which we introduced in [CMT21] to get information on the infinitesimal geometry
of non-collapsed strong Kato limits. For X € K(n, f,v), z € X, t > 0, consider

0(t, ) := (4mt)2H(t,z, x)

where H is the heat kernel of X. In case (M™,g) is a Riemannian manifold
with non-negative Ricci curvature, the Li-Yau inequality implies that the func-
tion ¢ — 0(t,x) € [1,400[ is non-decreasing for all € M. When (M™, g) satisfies
a strong Kato bound, we showed in [CMT21] that this function is almost non-
decreasing everywhere. In particular, its limit as ¢ goes to zero is well-defined, not
less than one, and coincides with the inverse of the volume density at x. In the
present paper, we prove that under (SK)) the regular set of X is given by points
where the limit of 8 equals one:

R:{xeX:tlg%G(t,x)zl}.

We also establish that if 0(¢,x) is close enough to 1 for some ¢t > 0 and = € X,
then any ball centered around x with small radius is Gromov-Hausdorff close to a
Euclidean ball with same radius. More precisely, we prove the following Reifenberg
regularity statement.

Theorem 1.3. Assume that (SK) holds. Then for any ¢ > 0 there exists § > 0
depending on n, f and € such that for any (X,d,0) € K(n, f,v), if z € X and
t € (0,07) satisfy
0t,z) <149 (2)
then for any y € B s(z) and s € (0,V/1],
den (Bs(y), BY) <es,
where BY s the Euclidean ball of radius s centered at 0 € R™.

In addition to the almost monotonicity of 0 and the appropriate Li-Yau inequality
for Kato limit spaces (see Proposition [Z0), a salient ingredient in our proof of
Theorem is the heat kernel rigidity result obtained in [CT22|, which allows for
a suitable contradiction argument.

From Theorem we could immediately appeal on the intrinsic Reifenberg the-
orem of Cheeger and Colding [CC97, Theorem A.1.1] and get the conclusion of
Theorem We prefer to provide an explicit construction of a bi-Hélder homeo-
morphism obtained from almost splitting maps through a Transformation Theorem,
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in the spirit of [CJN21]. One key new point in our approach is an almost-rigidity
statement implying that for sufficiently small ¢, if a point x in a non-collapsed
strong Kato limit space satisfies

O(t,x) <1494,
then an almost splitting map realizing a GH-isometry exists from B ;(z) to an
Euclidean ball of radius /. We next prove a Transformation Theorem that even-
tually provides a better regularity on such harmonic maps : these are bi-Holder
homeomorphisms. The proof of the Transformation Theorem is a direct one and

uses some results of [CMT21] about convergence of harmonic functions together
with the refinements that we develop in Section 3.

Acknowledgments: The authors are partially supported by the ANR grant ANR-
17-CE40-0034: CCEM. The first and third authors thank the Centre Henri Lebesgue
ANR-11-LABX-0020-01 for creating an attractive mathematical environment. The
first author is also partially supported by the ANR grant ANR-18-CE40-0012:
RAGE.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In a metric space (X,d) we denote by B, (x) the open ball of radius r centered
at © € X. Letting B = B,(x), for any A > 0 we denote by AB the re-scaled
ball centered at z of radius Ar. We call metric measure space any triple (X,d, u)
where (X, d) is a geodesic and proper metric space and p is a fully supported Borel
measure such that p(B,(z)) is strictly positive and finite for any z € X and r > 0.

The Cheeger energy of (X,d, u) is the map Ch: Lip.(X) — R4 defined by

Ch(f) = /X lip?(f) dg,

where lip(f) denotes the local Lipschitz constant of f. Following [Gigl5], |Gig18b]
we say that (X,d, ) is infinitesimally Hilbertian if Ch is quadratic, in which case
the closure of Ch, still denoted by Ch, is a Dirichlet form with domain denoted by
HY2(X,d, ). We write L for the associated non-positive, self-adjoint operator and
{e7 '}, for the Markov semi-group generated by L. For any f € HY?(X,d, )
there exists a unique |df| € L?(X, u) called minimal relaxed slope of f such that

chf) = [ P
b'e
Moreover, Ch is strongly local and regular, and its carré du champ is given by
1
dr(u,v) = 7 (|d(u+v)[* = |d(u = v)[*) du =: (du, dv) dp

for any u,v € HY?(X,d, u). For any open set ) C X we also set

H2(Q,d, 1) = {f € L3.(Q 1) = ¢f € HY*(X,d, ) for any ¢ € Lip,(Q)}.
We say that f € Hl’Q(Q, d, p) is harmonic in Q if for any ¢ € Lip.(9),

loc
| t.as)ap o,
Q

If (M™,g) is a smooth and connected Riemannian manifold, the Cheeger energy
of (M,dg,vy) coincides with its usual Dirichlet energy. We often implicitly identify
a Riemannian manifold (M™, g) with its isometry class or with the metric measure
space (M,dg,vg).

For any positive integer k, we denote by B¥ the Euclidean ball of radius r centered
at the origin of R* and we write B¥(p) = p + BF for any p € R¥.
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2.1. Notions of convergence. We assume the reader to be familiar with the vari-
ous notions of Gromov-Hausdorff convergence; we refer to [HKST15l Section 11], for
instance, if this is not the case. We simply recall that amap ¢ : (X,dx) — (Y, dy) is
called an e-GH isometry if [dx (z,2") —dy (¢(z), ¢(2'))| < € for any 2,2’ € X and for
any y € Y there exists € X such that dy(¢(x),y) <e. If {(Xqa,da,04q)}, (X,d,0)
are pointed metric spaces such that (X, da, 0,) — (X, d, 0) in the pointed Gromov-
Hausdorff topology, we denote by z, € X, — = € X a convergent sequence of
points, following [CMT21] Characterization 1] and the definition soon after.

2.1.1. Tangent cones. Let us recall the classical definitions of tangent cones.

Definition 2.1. (1) Let (X,d) be a metric space. For any x € X, we call met-
ric tangent cone of (X, d) at x any pointed metric space (Y, dy, z) obtained
as a limit point in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff topology of the family of
rescalings {(X,r~d,x)},~0 as r | 0. We denote by Tan(X,x) the set of
metric tangent cones of (X,d) at .

(2) Let (X,d, ) be a metric measure space. For any « € supp u, we call metric
measured tangent cone of (X,d, 1) at x any pointed metric measure space
(Y,dy, py, ) obtained as a limit point in the pointed measured Gromov-
Hausdorff topology of the family of rescalings { (X, r = d, u(B(x)) i, ) }r>0
asr J 0. We denote by Tany, (X, x) the set of metric measured tangent cones
of (X,d, ) at x.

We are especially interested in tangent cones which split off a Euclidean factor.
Let us recall the definition.

Definition 2.2. Let k be a positive integer.

(1) We say that a pointed metric space (X, d, z) splits off an R¥ factor if there
exists a pointed metric space (Z,dz, z) and an isometry ¢ : X — R¥ x Z
such that ¢(z) = (0, 2).

(2) We say that a pointed metric measure space (X,d,u,0) splits off an R¥
factor if there exists a pointed metric measure space (Z,dz, uz, z) and an
isometry ¢ : X — R* x Z such that ¢(z) = (0,2) and ¢pppu = H* @ uz.

Here and in the sequel the space R* x Z is implicitly equipped with the classical
Pythagorean product distance.

2.1.2. Convergence of functions. Let us recall now some notions of convergence for
functions defined on varying spaces. We refer to [CMT21] Section 1.4] and the
references therein for a more exhaustive presentation.

Definition 2.3. Let {(X4,da, ta; 0a) ta, (X, d, i, 0) be infinitesimally Hilbertian
metric measure spaces such that (X, do, fta, 0a) = (X, d, 4, 0) in the pointed mea-
sured Gromov-Hausdorff topology.

(1) Let o € Ce(Xy) for any o and ¢ € C.(X) be given. We say that {¢q}
converges uniformly on compact sets to ¢ if po(2a) — @(z) whenever

Tq € Xo = ¢ € X; we write g Cey @ if this convergence holds.

(2) Let fo € L?*(Xa, o) for any o and f € L?(X, ) be given.
e We say that {f,} converges to f weakly in L? if sup, || fallz2 < +o0

and
/ %fadua—>/ of du
Xa X

2
whenever ¢, Ley p; we write f, N f if this convergence holds.
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2
e We say that {f,} converges to f strongly in L? if f, n f and

2
limg || fallzz = || fllL2; we write fo Ly f if this convergence holds.

(3) Let fo € HY*(X4,da, o) for any o and f € HY?(X,d, 1) be given.
e We say that {f,} converges to f weakly in energy if f, LR f and
sup,, Ch,(fa) < +00; we write fo, X f if this convergence holds.
e We say that {f,} converges to f strongly in energy if f, X f and
lim,, Chy (fo) = Ch(f); we write f, K f if this convergence holds.

2.2. Kato bound and Kato limits. Recall that T, f are fixed and satisfy ().
The following has been proved in [CMT21] Proposition 2.3].

Proposition 2.4. There exists k > 1 and A > 0 depending only on n such that
any (M™, g) € K(n, f) satisfies

1. a uniform volume estimate: for any z € M and 0 < s < r < /T,
VQ(BT(‘T)) < K (z)eQn (3)
ve(Bs(z)) ~ ’

s
2. a uniform local Poincaré inequality: for any ball B ¢ M with radius r < v/T'
and any ¢ € C*(B),

2
/ <<p][ gpdl/g) dyy < 7\7’2/ |dep| dug. (4)
B B B

Remark 2.5. Note that (3) implies a so-called doubling condition:
Vg(Bar(2)) < A(n)vy(By(z)) (5)

for any z € X and r € (0,v/T/2], where A(n) := k2°™. We shall often use the
following consequence of the doubling condition: for any A € (0,1) there exists a
constant C(n,\) > 1 such that for any ball B C M and any locally integrable
¢: B —R,

£ Ieldv, < ) £ folav, (6)

The next proposition collects estimates on the heat kernel of (M™, g) € K(n, f).

Proposition 2.6. There exists a constant v > 1 depending only on n such that

for any (M",g) € K(n, f), for all z,y € M and t € (0,7T),
-1

1) Y e_de(T’y) < H(t - y) < Y e_dZ(rﬂct,y)
Vg (B 7 (2)) T T (B ) ’
0 2% 42 (z,)
i) | 7,00 | < e
ot tvg (B ()
2 z,
i) |doH(t, 2, y)] < ——— =5

Vitvg(B ()

Proof. The first estimate i) was established in [Car19], see also [CMT21], Proposition
3.3]. The second estimate ii) is a consequence of i), see e.g. [Gri95, Corollary 3.1].
The third estimate iii) is a consequence of the Li-Yau inequality [Car19, Proposition
3.3]:

0
e\, Ht,w,y)* < SEHA (L ,y) + Hita,y) | - H(t2.y)

together with i) and ii). O

)

: ’




Let us now recall a couple of results from [CMT21] about Kato limit spaces.

Proposition 2.7. Any (X,d,pu,0) € Kn(n, f,c) is an infinitesimally Hilbertian
space satisfying the doubling condition (B and the local Poincaré inequality (@).
Moreover, for any = € X, any (Y,dy, uy,z) € Tan, (X, z) is a pointed RCD(0,n)
space.

Metric measure spaces satisfying an RCD(0, n) bound have, in a synthetic sense,
non-negative Ricci curvature and dimension less than n. We refer to [Gigl8a] for a
survey about their properties.

From [CMT21], we also know that the following hold.

Proposition 2.8. Let {( M, dq, tia; 0a)} C Kn(n, f, ¢) be converging to (X,d, i, 0) €

Kn(n, f,c) in the pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Let H, be the
heat kernel of (M2, g,) for any . Then X admits a locally Lipschitz heat kernel,
that is to say a map H : (0,400) x X x X — (0,+400) such that

() () = / H(t, 2, 9) (y) du(y)
X

for any f € L?(X,p), any t > 0 and p-a.e. x € X. Moreover, H satisfies the three
estimates in Proposition Furthermore, the following convergence results hold.

e Foranyt>0and zq, € My w2z € X, yp € My, >y X,

Hy(t,za,ya) = H(t,xz,y) and %Ha(t,xa,ya)%%ff(t,w,y)- (7)

e Forany ¢t >0 and z, € M, — z € X,
2
Ho(t, 2o, ) & H(t,x,"). (8)
As an important consequence, we derive in the next statement a Li-Yau inequal-
ity for Kato limit spaces.
Proposition 2.9. Consider (X,d, u,0) € Kn(n, f,c). Set v(t) = exp (8\/nf(t))
for any t € (0,7]. Then for any z € X and t € (0,71, the Li-Yau inequality

V) | (3, ) — Ht ) L H(t,,) < 200

o s M) O

holds p-a.e. on X.

Proof. Let {(M2,du, tta,00)} C Km(n, f,c) be converging to (X,d,u,0) in the
pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff topology. By [Carl9, Proposition 3.3], for
any z,y € M, and t € (0,T],

_ 0 ny(t
30 by 12, 9) — Halt,2,) 2 Hot,2,) < "1

Take z, € M, — x € X and set un(y) = Ha(t, z4,y) for any y € M, and any «.
The L? heat kernel convergence () yields

H2(t, z,y). (10)

L2
Uo = u:=H(t z,-).
Moreover, the semi-group property implies
10 OH
2 a
/Ma |dua | dyg, = /Ma UaAg, Ua dvg, = —iaHa(Qt,:ca,:ca) == (2t, 20, Ta),
(11)
hence by Proposition [2Z6lii) the sequence {u} is bounded in energy, hence u,, Ky
by definition. Since the semi-group property also implies (IT)) with u, H and z in

place of us, H, and x, respectively, the convergence (7)) yields lim, ||duq|/r2 =
7




Ch(u), hence by definition u, E o Proposition 26liii) implies that the sequence
{|duq|} is locally bounded in L*° hence with [CMT21, Proposition E.7| we can
conclude that

2
\dua| 2 |dul.
This convergence, together with (@) and ([I0), implies (). O

Remark 2.10. If there exists 7 € (0, 7] such that
hmk‘r(Mouga) =0,
then for any = € X and t € (0, 7], the Li-Yau inequality
0
(dH (b, )| — H(t, o, )5 Hit v, ) < o H2 (1, )
holds p-a.e. on X.

3. ALMOST SPLITTINGS MAPS AND CONSEQUENCES OF GH-CLOSENESS ON
FUNCTIONS

In this section, we define (k,e)-splitting maps on Kato limits and prove some
relevant properties. Such maps were introduced in [CC96, [Col97, [CC97] for the
study of Ricci limit spaces and extensively used later in the study of limit spaces
and RCD(K, N) spaces, see for instance [CN15, [CIN21l [Bam20, BPS21].

From now on, for any positive integer k, we let M (R) be the space of k x k
matrices with real entries, Si(R) C My(R) be the subspace made of symmetric
matrices, and we denote by || - || the matrix norm induced by the Euclidean norm
| - |, meaning that ||A]|? := sup{*(A&)AE : ¢ € R¥ such that '6¢ = 1} for any A €
M (R). Then the following holds.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that A € Si(R) is positive definite. Then there exists a
unique lower triangular matrix T € M(R) such that

TA'T =1d,. (12)
Moreover, if there exists e € (0,1/2) such that A € Si(R) satisfies
JA —Tdy| < e, (13)
then for some Cj depending only on k, the matrix T satisfies
IT —1dg|| < Cke. (14)

Remark 3.2. The matrix ‘T is obtained by applying the Gram-Schmidt process.

3.1. Almost splitting maps. For any infinitesimally Hilbertian metric measure
space (X, d, i), whenever a map u = (u1,...,uy) : B — R¥ satisfies u; € HY2(B,d, i)
for any i € {1,...,k} we define the Gram matrix map of u as the Si(R)-valued
map

Gy, =[G 4] where G; ; := (du;, du;) for any 1 <1i,j <k,
and we set |dG,|? := Doi<ij<k |dG; ;2. Note that if T is a lower triangular k x k
matrix and u := T o u, then

Ga =TG,!T p-a.e. in B. (15)

Definition 3.3. Let (X,d, u,0) € Kn(n, f,c¢). Let B C X be a ball of radius r > 0,
ke{l,....,n} and € > 0.

(1) We call (k,e)-splitting of B any harmonic map v : B — R* such that
ldul| 5y <2 and

][ |G — Tdg dpt < . (16)
B
8



(2) We say that a (k, e)-splitting u of B is reinforced if
F (160 = 1]+ r1dG?) dp < e
B

(3) We say that a (possibly reinforced) (k, ¢)-splitting u of B is balanced if

][ Gu d,u = Idk.
B

Remark 3.4. Assumption ||du| gy < 2 implies

sup |G j(y)] <4 for p-a.e. y € B.
1<i,j<k
Remark 3.5. Condition (I6]) implies that the symmetric matrix 4, = fB G, dup is
e-close to the identity Id;. As a consequence of Lemma [3.Ilapplied with A = A,,, for
any € € (0,1/2) and any (k, ¢)-splitting u : B — R¥ there exists a lower triangular
matrix T with |T|| < 1+ Cye such that the map @ = T ou : B — R* satisfies

][ Gy dp =1dy and ][ |Ga — Idg || du < (1 4 Cre)?e. (17)
B B

Remark 3.6. The definition of reinforced splitting is just a technical convenience.
Indeed, by means of Bochner’s formula and of the Hessian bound given in [CMT21],
Proposition 3.5], one can prove that any splitting on a Riemannian manifold with
a Kato bound is a reinforced splitting on a ball with smaller radius, and then show
that this property for manifolds with a uniform Kato bound is stable under pointed
measured Gromov-Hausdorff convergence. This implies, in particular, that if u is
a reinforced splitting of a ball B in a Kato limit space, then the coefficients of the
Gram matrix map G, all belong to H1’2(B, d, p).

loc

The next result provides an improvement of the local Lipschitz constant for
splittings.

Proposition 3.7. Let (M", g) be a closed Riemaniann manifold, B C M a ball of
radius 7 > 0, k € {1,...,n}, 7 € (0,1), L > 1 and u : B — R* a harmonic map
such that |dul[pp)y < L. Let G, be the Gram matrix map of u. Assume that
there exists 0 € (0,1/16n] such that

k(M g) < 5, ][ |G — Tdy || dv, < 6.
B

Then there exists C(n,n, L) > 0 such that ||du(|pe,z) <1+ C(n,n, L)d.

Proof. In the proof of [CMT21l, Proposition 7.5], use the gradient bound iii) in
Proposition to get II < C§ instead of II < C5'/2. Apply the resulting state-
ment to any function ue := (£, u) with ¢ € R¥ satisfying |¢| = 1, and conclude by
taking £ = du/|du| pointwise. O

3.2. GH-closeness and harmonic functions. In the setting of uniform lower
Ricci bounds, existence of almost splitting maps is closely related to mGH-closeness
of a ball to a Euclidean ball. We show below that the same relation actually holds
for Kato limit spaces.

Thoughout this subsection, we let k € {1,...,n} be fixed. We denote by | - ||1
the Ly matrix norm, namely |M|; = Zf,j:l |m; ;| for any M € My (R). Note
that || || <[l

Theorem 3.8. For alle,n, A € (0,1) such that A\ < n there exists v depending only
on e, n, A\ n, f,c such that if (X,d, p,0), (X', d, 1/, 0") € Kn(n, f,¢), x € X, 2’ € X'
and r € (0,v/T)], are such that
dmcn(Br(z), B.(2")) < vr,
9



if h : B.(x) — RF is a harmonic function satisfying lldh|| Lo (B (z)) < L for
some L > 1, then there exists a harmonic function h' : By.(2') — R¥ satisfying
ldh' || Lo (B, (21)) < LC(n,m) for some C(n,n) > 1 and:
(1) |h 0 ® = hllp~B,, () < er, where ® is a (vr)-GH isometry between B, ()
and B,.(2');
(2) for all s € [Ar,nr]

7[ Gh d,u - 7[ Gh/ dul
Bs(z) Bs(z)

(3) for all A € M(R¥) and s € [Ar,nr],

f IIGh*AHldu*][ 1Gh — Al di!
Bs(z) z’)

s

The previous is a consequence of the analysis made in [CMT21, Appendix A].
For the sake of completeness, we provide a proof in Appendix [Bl

Theorem [3.8 has the following direct consequence about existence of reinforced
almost splittings.

Proposition 3.9. For any e 77 € (0 1) there exists § > 0 depending on n, f, ¢, e
and n such that if (X,d, p, ) Ku(n, f,c) f, ¢), z € X and r € (0,V/T] satisty

cu(B,(z),BF) < or,
then there exists a reinforced ( ¢)-splitting of B, (x).

Moreover, Theorem implies that almost splittings are GH-isometries under
the appopriate assumptions.

Proposition 3.10. For any ¢,7 € (0,1) there exist 6 > 0 depending on n, f,c, e
and 7 and a constant C'(n,n) > 0, such that for all (X,d,u,0) € Kn(n, f,c), if
u: By(z) — R* is a (k, e)-splitting and

dmcu(Br(z),B)) < or,
then u is a (C(n,n)\/er)-GH isometry between By, (z) and B, (u(z)).
The proof of this proposition relies on the following Euclidean result.

Lemma 3.11. If v: B¥ — R¥ is a harmonic map such that

F 16, -1 <.
BF
then v: B} — R" is a (C(n,n)/€)-GH isometry between B, and B} (v(0)).

Proof. We will assume that n > 1/2. Consider a cut-off function x equal to 1 on
HT"IB%k and vanishing outside 31—’7183’“, with

[Ax|[Le < C(k,n).
By the Bochner formula we have:
1
| Hess v|? + §A(GU —Idg) =0,

then multiplying by x and integrating by parts lead to the estimate:
/ | Hess ]2 < C(kz,n)/ G — Tdgl| < C(k, n)e
HTT’IB" B~

Using classical elliptic estimate, we obtain a C? estimate on v:

|| Hess ]| oo (k) < C(k,n)Ve.
10



With Taylor formula, we get that for any x € nB*,

[v(z) = v(0) — dv(0)(z)| < C(k,n)ve and |dv(0) — dv(z)| < C(k,n)ve.

But we also have
][ G — Ty < n*k][ G — Tdy | < 2"e.
nBk Bk

Hence we find a point z, € nB* such that
|G (o) — Idy | < 2.
Using the polar decomposition of dv(z,) we obtain a linear isometry g € O(k) such
|[dv(z,) — g] < C(k)e.
Introducing the affine isometry ¢ := v(0) + g we get that for any = € nB*,
[v(z) — u(@)| < C(k,m)Ve.

Setting C’(n,n) = maxi<k<n C(k,n) eventually leads to the desired result. O

Proof of Proposition[Z10. We let e, € (0,1). We will assume that n > 1/2. With

Theorem B.8 we find some d(n,e,n, f,¢) > 0 such that if (X,d,u,0) € Kn(n, f,c),
if u: B.(xr) — RF is a (k, ¢)-splitting and

dmau (B, (z),BF) < ér,
then there is some harmonic map
. RE k
v ]B(l_,’_n)% — R

and some 6r-GH isometry ®: B,.(z) — B¥ such that

H’UO(I)_UHL“’(B(HT,)%(I)) <er (18)

and
][ ||Gu—Idk|\1du—][ 1Gy — Tdg || < =.
B(1+n)§(l) IB):1+TI)§
Observe that the doubling condition and the equivalence of the norms || || and || - |1
yield
Fo UG - Mhdu < Am) (G T de < Clo):
B(1+n)§(l) Br(x)
for some C(n) only depending on n. Since || - || < || - ||1, we get
][‘ Gy — Tdg]| < (1 + C(n))e.
(1+m 5

Hence according to the previous lemma, we know that v is a (C(n,n)y/er)-GH

isometry between Bfw and itself. Using (O8], we obtain the desired conclusion

about the restriction of u to By, (x). O
11



3.3. Propagation of reinforced almost splittings. The next result is an im-
portant propagation property of reinforced splittings.

Proposition 3.12 (Propagation of reinforced splittings). Consider (X,d, u,0) €
Km(n, f,c). There exists C > 0 depending only on n such that for any & € {1,...,n}
and £ € (0,1), if u is a reinforced (k,e)-splitting of a ball B,(x) C X with r €
(0,+/T), then there exists a Borel set Q. C B, j5(x) such that:

(A) w(Bry2(@)\Qe) < CVEp(By)a(2)),

(B) the restriction of u to Bs(y) is a reinforced (k,/€)-splitting for any y € Q.

and s € (0,r/2),
(C) for p-a.e. y € Q, for any & € R¥,

(1= Vo)lEl* <'€Guly)e < (1 +Ve)IEP, (19)
(D) any y € Q. is such that any (Y, dy, py,y) € Tany, (X, y) splits off a factor
RE,

Proof. Letz € X andr € (0,v/T). Assume that u : B,(z) — R¥ is a (k, &)-splitting.
Set
Q. :={y € Bja(x) : Myo0(y) < Ve}
where
v = |Gy — Idg || + 7 |dG|?
and
M, jov(y) == sup ][ vdpu.
5€(0,r/2) J Bs(y)
The definition of €2, is made so that (B) is satisfied. Let us prove (A). For any
Yy € B, j2(x)\ Qe there exists s, € (0,r/2) such that u(Bs, (y)) < (Ve)™! st(y) vdp.
By the Vitali covering lemma, there exists a countable family of points {y;} C
B, j5(w)\$2e such that the balls {Bs, (y;)} are pairwise disjoint and B, jo(x)\Qe C
U, Bss,, (yi). Then, with a constant C' depending only on n which may change from
line to line,

1
B, N2 < 3 (B, () < €3 Ba, () < €23 /B gy

< c% /BT(z) vdp < CVeu(By(z)) < CVeu(B, s (x))

where we have used the doubling condition to get the second and the last inequali-
ties, and the fact that w is a reinforced (k, €)-splitting of B,.(z) to get the fifth one.
This shows (A).

Let us prove (C). It follows from the Lebesgue differentiation theorem for dou-
bling metric measure spaces (see e.g. [Heil2]) that the set of Lebesgue points of v
has full measure in €2.. At any Lebesgue point y € 2. of v we know that

1Gu(y) — i) < v(y) = lim f vdu < M,y 30(y) < VE,
310 J B, (y)

which yields (9.

We are left with proving (D) namely that for any y € Q., any (Y,dy, uy,y) €
Tany (X, y) splits off a factor R¥. To this aim, we are going to build a harmonic
map i : Y — R¥ such that G;__(2) = Idy, for py-a.e. z €Y.

For any s € (0,7/2), set
G, ::][ G, du.
Ba(y)

12



Following a classical argument (see [Che99, (4.21)], for instance) involving Holder’s
inequality, the doubling condition, and the A-Poincaré inequality,

IG, — ool s][ |G — Coll dps

Bs/Z(y)

<A f 6, Guldn
Bs(y)

1/2
< A(n) <]i ” G §s||2dﬂ>
sy
E1/4

1/2
< A(n)hs <][ |dGu|2du> < AT
Bs(y)

r

This shows that {G}ocser /2 is a Cauchy sequence, hence it admits a limit G as
s 4 0. Since

|G — 1dg|| = lim |G — Idg|| < lim][ |G — 1di|| < Ve,
s—0 s—0 B (y)
we know from Remark [35] that there exists a lower triangular k X k& matrix T such

that TG'T = Idy and ||T|| < C(n) for some generic constant C(n) only depending
on n. Moreover, for any s € (0,7/2), the previous computation yields

’
T

. c1/4
f |G = Culldu < A(m)hs —
Bs(y)

and a telescopic argument gives

L c1/4
G, — Gl < Clm)s=—,
hence @ := T o u satisfies
c1/4
F o 1Gs 1] £ Cms= (20)
Bs(y) r

Now we let {s,} C (0,+00) be such that s, | 0 and {(X,ds := s;'d, pa =
w(Bs, (y))"'u,y)} converges to (Y,dy,uy,y) in the pointed measured Gromov-
Hausdorff topology. Then the maps

Uy i= i(u —u(y)) : B%

So /284

(y) — R

are all harmonic and locally 2-Lipschitz. By [CMT21l Proposition E.10], up to
extracting a subsequence we may assume that {u,} converges uniformly on compact
sets and locally strongly in energy to some harmonic map

lio 1 Y — R,

Then the local strong convergence in energy and (20) imply that for any R > 0,

][d HGQOO 7Idk||d,u,y :hm][ HGua *IdkH
BY (v) * JB(y)

= lim |Gy — 1di|| = 0.
* JBrso (y)
Since (Y, dy, py) is an RCD(0, n) space, the Functional Splitting Lemma [ABS19]
Lemma 1.21] then yields the conclusion.
O
13



Remark 3.13. The choice of r/2 in the previous proof is arbitrary: we can replace
it with or for o € (0,1) and get the same result.

4. RECTIFIABILITY OF KATO LIMITS

Let us begin this section with recalling the definitions of bi-Lipschitz map and
bi-Lipschitz chart.

Definition 4.1. Let (X,d) be a metric space, k a positive integer, and ¢ € (0,1).
We say that a map ¢ : X — R” is:
(1) bi-Lipschitz onto its image if there exists C' > 1 such that C~'d(z,y) <
|¢(z) — d(y)| < Cd(z,y) for any =,y € X,
(2) (1 + ¢)-bi-Lipschitz onto its image if (1 + &)~ 'd(z,y) < |p(z) — ¢(y)] <
(14 ¢e)d(z,y) for any z,y € X.
Moreover, we call (1 + )-bi-Lipschitz chart from X to R¥ any couple (V, ) where
V is a Borel set of X and ¢ : V — R¥ is a (1 4 £)-bi-Lipschitz map onto its image.

We now provide a definition of rectifiability for metric measure spaces which is
a natural variant of the one introduced in [CCO0b|, Definition 5.3] and which has
notably been used in the setting of RCD(K, N) spaces [DPMR17, KM18| [GP21].

Definition 4.2. We say that a metric measure space (X, d, u) is rectifiable if there
exists a countable collection {(k;, Vi, ¢;)}; where {V;} are Borel subsets covering X
up to a p-negligible set, {k;} are positive integers, and ¢; : V; — R¥i is a bi-Lipschitz
map such that (¢;)x(uLV;) < H* for any i.

According to this definition, our goal in this section is to prove that Kato limit
spaces are rectifiable. Actually, we prove a more precise result which involves the
so-called k-regular sets.

Definition 4.3. For any k € {1,...,n}, we define the k-regular set of a space
(devﬂa 0) € ’Cm(na /s C) as

Ri = {x € X : Tann (X, z) = {(R*,d., H",0}}.

Our main result in this section is the following.

Theorem 4.4. Let (X,d, pu,0) € Kn(n, f,c). Then the following hold.
(A) Up to a negligible set, the space X coincides with the union of its k-regular

sets:
[ <X\ U Rk> = 0. (21)
k=1

(B) For any k € {1,...,n} and € € (0,1), there exists a countable family of
(1 + ¢)-bi-Lipschitz charts {(VE,¢5)} from X to RF such that

[ <Rk\UVf> =0

and (¢5)4(uL VE) < HF for any i.

We call (21)) the essential decomposition of X. Rectifiability of Kato limit spaces
as stated in Theorem [[L1] is then an obvious corollary of Theorem [£.41
The rest of this section is devoted to proving Theorem [£4 Our proof in in-
spired by [GP21, [BPS21] but contains some simplifications over the arguments
presented there. To keep the notations short, we write Y € Tany, (X, z) instead of
(Y,dy, py, z) € Tang (X, ).
14



4.1. Essential decomposition. In this subsection, we prove (A) in Theorem 4

Proof of (A) in Theorem[{-4] First observe that the doubling condition implies the
iterated tangent property [Donlll [GMR15|, meaning that there exists a Borel set
E such that u(X\E) =0 and for any « € FE, any Y € Tan,(X,z) and any y € Y/,
it holds
Tany, (Y, y) C Tan, (X, z). (22)
Take z € FE and assume that for some [ € {0,...,n} there exists a pointed
RCD(0,n — I) space Z such that R! x Z € Tany,(X,z). If Z is not reduced to
a singleton, Gigli’s splitting theorem [Gigl3| ensures that there exists z € Z such
that any Z, € Tann(Z,z) splits off an R factor, so that (22) implies that there
exists a pointed RCD(0,n — [ — 1) space Z’ such that RI*! x Z/ € Tany, (X, z).
Then
R¥®) € Tany, (X, x)
where
d(z) :=max{l <1 <n : there exists a pointed RCD(0, n) space Z
such that R! x Z € Tany, (X, )}
Setting
i(z) :=min{1 < < n : there exists a pointed RCD(0,n) space Z
which splits off no R such that R! x Z € Tany, (X, z)},

we obtain (A) in Theorem [£4] as a consequence of

i(z) = d(x) for u-a.e. x € E. (23)
Let us prove ([23) by contradiction, assuming

p{z € E:i(x) <d(x)}) > 0.
Set
Je:={z € FE :dx)=Fkandi(z) <k}

for any 1 < k < n, and note that these sets are measurable as can be proved
following the arguments of [MNI19| Lemma 6.1]. Since

{reE:i() <da)}= J %
1<k<n
there exists k € {1,...,n} such that

1(3k) > 0.
Then J; admits a point with density 1, that is to say a point z € Jj such that

B N
o #Be () N3
W (B @)
Since R* € Tany, (X, x), there exist two infinitesimal sequences {¢;} and {r;} such
that for any ¢ there exists a (k,e;)-splitting u; of Ba,,(z). By propagation of
splittings given in Proposition BI2] for any ¢ there exists a Borel set Q; C B, (z)

such that (B..(2)\D)
U\ Dy, (T 4 -
(Bt = OV )

and for any y € §; any Y € Tany,(X,y) splits off a factor R¥. As a consequence
i(y) > k. This yields Q; N Jr = 0 and (23)) implies
. 1(82)
lim ———— =1,
i—00 M(Bm (:C))
hence we get a contradiction with (24)). O
15
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4.2. Rectifiability of the regular sets: our key result. In this subsection,
with a view to proving (B) in Theorem [£4] we establish the next key technical
proposition, where we make use of the almost k-regular sets (Ry)s,» C X, defined
as

(Ri)sr = {z cX: deH(BS(z),IB%’;) < s for any s € (O,T]}

for any 0,7 > 0. Note that each (Ry)s ., is a closed set. We also define
(Ri)s = U (Ri)sr C {:c cX: deH(B}/(:c),IB%]f) < ¢ for any Y € Tan, (X, x)}

>0

for any § > 0, and we point out that for any 0 < ¢’ < §,
(Ri)s D {zeX : dmcu(BY (z),B}) < ¢ for any YV € Tan, (X, z)} .

Moreover, we have

Ri = [ (Rn)s-
§

Proposition 4.5. Let (X,d,y,0) € Kn(n, f,c), k€ {1,...,n} and € € (0,1/2) be
given. Then there exists 6 > 0 such that for any x € (Ry)s,16r with r < \/T/16 and
any s € (0,7] there exist a function u: Bas(r) — R* and a Borel set V C Bj(x)
such that:

i) uis a (k,e)-splitting of Bas(x);

ii) /L(Bé(l')\V) < EIU(BS(‘T));

iii) wis an (¢ 0)-GH isometry between B, (y) and u(y)+B~ for any y € VN (R )s.16r

and any o < s/2;
iv) wis (1 + ¢)-bi-Lipschitz on V N (Rk)s,16r;
v) U (1vm(Rk)5,16r d'u’) < H".

In the proof of the last point of this proposition, we use a fundamental result of
De Philippis and Rindler [DPR16, Corollary 1.12] which requires the terminology
of currents. For the interested reader, we refer to [Fed14] or [Sim14].

Roughly speaking a current in R” is a differential form whose coefficients are
distributions. To be more precise, let d be a positive integer. A d-dimensional
current 7' on R* is a continuous linear map

T: Cy° (RF, AYRF)") — R.
The differential of a d-dimensional current T is the (d — 1)-dimensional current dT
defined by
dT (w) := T'(dw)
for any w € C§° (Rk, Adil(Rk)*). Here we consider only currents with finite mass,

that is to say differential forms whose coefficents are finite Radon measures. Any
current with finite mass admits a canonical decomposition

70)= [ D) (26)

where ||T] is a Radon measure and T is a ||T'||-integrable unitary vector field. In
this regard, we shall make use of the following easy lemma, whose proof is omitted
for brevity.

Lemma 4.6. Let v be a Radon measure on R? and V a square v-integrable vector
field such that |V (z)| > 0 for v-a.e. z € R¥. Let T be the one-dimensional current
on R* defined by

T(w) = /R (@, V) dv
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for any w € Cg° (R*, A*(R¥)*). Then ||T'|| is absolutely continuous with respect to
v with density |V| and T'(z) = V(z)/|V ()| for v-a.e. z € R¥.

A current T with finite mass such that d7" has finite mass too is called a normal
current. We recall the result by De Philippis and Rindler that we shall use [DPR16|
Corollary 1.12].

Theorem 4.7. Let v be a Radon measure on R¥, and let {T;}1<;<k be mnormal
one-dimensional currents on R¥ such that v < ||T;|| for any i, and the vectors
{T;()}1<i<k are independent for v-a.e. x € R*. Then v < H”.

We are now in a position to prove Proposition

Proof. We first prove the first three assertions which are direct consequences of the
propagation property of splittings we established in Section 3. Let us set

7(n) := min {1, icfl(n, 1/2), (A(n)\/C”(n))l}

where A(n) is given by the doubling condition (&), C'(n,1/2) is given by Proposition
BI0 and C’(n) is given by Proposition According to Proposition 310, there
is some 47 such that when y € (Rg)s, 160, 0 € (0,4r] and v: By, (y) — RF is a
(k, [7(n)e]?)-splitting of By, (z) then v is an (e 0)-GH isometry between Ba, (y) and
u(y) + BS, .

According to Proposition B9, there is a ¢ < 7 such that if z € (Rg)s16- and
s < r then there is u: Bgs(x) — R¥ a reinforced (k, [r(n)e]*)-splitting of Bss(x).

Now let © € (Rk)s16- and let s € (0,7] and u: Bss(z) — R* be a reinforced
(k, [T(n)e]*)-splitting of Bgs(z). With Proposition B2 we find Q C Bys(x) such
that

W(Bis(2)\Q) < C' ()7 (n)e? p(Bas ()

such that for any y € Q and any o < s then u is a (k, [7(n)e]?)-splitting of B, (y).
If furthermore y € (Rg)s,16- then u is an (¢ 0)-GH isometry between Ba,(y) and
u(y) + BS,.

We set V := QN By(x). Then

1(Bs(z)\V) < p(Bas (2)\2)
< C'(n)7*(n)e? p(Bus(z))
< A*(n)C'(n)7*(n)e” u(Bs ()
< ep(Bs(x)).
The fourth assertion is a consequence of the third one. Indeed, if y,z € V' N

(Rk)s,16r, define 20 := d(y, z) < 2s. Then, since u is an (¢ 0)-GH isometry between
Bao(y) and u(y) +BS,, we get

d(y, z
o) — u(z)| — d(y. )| < o = £ 22)
from which follows the desired result.
In order to prove the last point we only need to show that if K is a compact

subset of V' N (Rk)s,16r C Bs(x) with u(K) > 0 then
Up (]-K d,LL) < Hk.

Step 1. To prepare the application of Theorem [£7] let us introduce a series of
Radon measures and discuss some properties of these measures. Set B := Ba,(z).
Choose {x¢} C Lip.(B,]0,1]) such that x; | 1x : for instance for any ¢ we may
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choose x¢() := (1 — (d(K, ))+ which has support Ky = {d(K,-) < 7}. For conve-
nience we also set Yoo := 1. We define the following Radon measures on R¥:

l/fﬁj = ug (el (us, uy)) and = ug (Xeft)

fori,5 € {1,...,k} and £ € NU {oo} and we also set

vi=uyg(lpp).
The coefficients
dI(ug, uy .
%:(dui,duﬂ, i,j€{1,...,k},
of the Gram matrix map of u = (uy,...,ux) are bounded Borel functions, hence

there exist bounded Borel functions such that for any é,5 € {1,...,k} and ¢ €
NU {0},
dv! pfﬁ j dvt.

0]
There are also bounded Borel functions J¢ on B such that
vt = Jtdv

and J*! < J¢ <1 for any £ € NU {cc}. Moreover,

19 = 5= lesian = [ (=70 = [ (= x) e < e\ K) 0

so that
. £ oo _
EEIJPOO ||J —J ||L1(d1/) =0. (27)
Step 2. For any ¢ € NU {oo}, let A\’ be the lowest eigenvalue of the symmetric
matrix (pfv j). Our goal is now to establish

li £ oo - )
ngloou)\ A% L1(dpeey = 0 (28)
and for v>®-a.e. p € R¥,
A®(p)>1—c (29)

For any ¢ = (£1,...,&) € RF such that *¢¢ = 1 and any ¢ € NU {cc}, we

introduce
I
4,J
Setting
ug == (&, u)

we have

_ dug (el (ug, ug))

N dvt '

In particular, { péﬁ (p)}¢ is a non negative non increasing sequence for v>*-a.e. p € R¥.
Arguing as we did to get [27) yields

4
Pe

lim {|7°p¢ — J*p¢| L1(av) = 0.

{— 400
Since
16t = niae) = [ (0 = p20)7 v
= (Jepgf[]oopgo)duf (Jefjoo)pgdy
R¥ R¥
we also get

: ¢ oo _
ZB?OOHPE Pl (aves) = 0.

18



Using that & — pé is quadratic, by polarization we deduce that for any <, j,
. YA _
ZLHEOO lpi; — pigllLiav=) = 0.

Up to extraction of a subsequence we can assume that there exists a set C' of full
v measure such that for any i,5 € {1,...,k} and p € C,

. YA _

A pi () = 5 (p)-

Then for v®-a.e. p € RF,

lim X(p) = A (p) (30)

{— 400

and thus we get (28]).
For v™°-a.e. p € u(K), we have
meufl(mag (p) dI"(ue, ug)

pe ) = I = e N BRG]

Since p-a.e. on B we have
dl(ug, ug) _
SO _ G,
0 GuE

from () in Proposition B.12 we get p-a.e. on K:

e < dr(ufﬂuﬁ)
< 7(1#

1- <l+e.

Thus for v>°-a.e. p € u(K),
l—e<pZ(p) <1+e (31)

from which follows (29]).
Step 3. Recall that our final goal is to prove that > <« H*. To this aim, we
will apply Theorem [£.7] for any finite £ to the currents

k k
L _ L _ (2
T, = E v; jdz; = g pi iV dxj.
i=1 =1

These are indeed normal currents as for ¢ € C°(R¥),
k
ari) =3 [ g ou i)
Jj=1
= / x¢ dI'(¢) o u, u;) using the chain rule
B

= —/ ¥ ou dI'(xe, u;) by the fact that w; is harmonic,
B

hence
dT; = —uy (T(xe, ui))
is a finite Radon measure. Moreover, by Lemma [4.6] the decomposition (26]) of Tf
is given by
T = (1) (phas o pbn)
with

2

k
2
o= (et)) and [T} = pir".
j=1

Notice that pf > pfﬂ- hence

pv™ = s < vl = ph vt < | T,
19



and inequality (BI)) implies that v>°-a.e. pG > 1 — /¢ so that
v < | T{)).
We remark that for any & = (&1, ...,&) € R¥ unitary it holds

k
< <Z&-pfff> ,s> = pk.
i=1

By:={peR": \(p)<(1—-¢)/2}.

Since p! are bounded functions, we deduce that if p € R¥\ By then T(p), . . . T (p)
is a basis of R*. Applying Theorem E.7] we get

]_Rk\B[I/OO < Hk
But the convergence ([28)) and the lower bound ([29)) yield
lim v*° (B,) =0,

{— 00

We set

hence we get v>° < HF. O

4.3. Rectifiability of the regular sets: end of the proof. To get (B) in Theo-
rem 44 from Proposition[4.5] we use the following definition, introduced in [BPS21].

Definition 4.8. Let (X,d, 1) be a metric measure space, k a positive integer and
€ (0,1). We call (u, k, e)-rectifiable any Borel set 2 C X for which there exists a
countable family of (1 + €)-bi-Lipschitz charts {(V?, ¢5)} from X to R¥ such that

W@\, Vi) = 0.
According to the previous definition, we are left with establishing the following.

Proposition 4.9. Let (X,d,u,0) € Kn(n, f,¢), k € {1,...,n} and ¢ € (0,1).
Then Ry, is (i, k, €)-rectifiable.

To this aim, we prove a lemma which is a consequence of our key Proposition

Lemma 4.10. Let (X,d,p,0) € Kn(n, f,c¢) and k € {1,...,n}. Then for any
p€ X, R>0ande¢ € (0,1), there exists a (u, k, £)-rectifiable set 2. C Ry, N Br(p)
such that u([Ri N Br(p)|\Q) < e.

Proof. Let (X,d,u,0) € Kn(n, f,¢), k€ {1,....,n}, p€ X, R>0and ¢ > 0 be
given. Set ¢’ :=e/u(Ri. N Br(p)). Let 6 > 0 be given by Proposition applied
to ¢’. For any & € Ry, there exists r(x) > 0 such that © € (Ri)s,16r()- Apply the
Vitali covering lemma for doubling metric measure spaces [Heil2, Theorem 1.6] to
the set Ry, N Br(p) and the collection of balls A := {B,(%)}secr,nBr(p),0<r<r(z)-
Then there exists countably many pairwise disjoint balls { B, (i)} C A such that
w([Rr 0 Br(p)]\ Ui By, (z;)) = 0. By Proposition for any i there exists a
Borel set V; C B, (x;) which is the domain of a bi-Lipschitz chart and such that
(B, (zi)\Vi) < 'u(By, (). Set Q. = U;Vi. Then (). is the union of domains
of bi-Lipschitz charts, so it is obviously (u, k, €)-rectifiable. Moreover,

w([Rie N Br(p)\Qe) < (Ui By, (2:)\Vi) = Z #(Br,, (z:)\Vi)

<¢ ZM(BT” (:)) < 'Ry 0 Br(p)) =e.

K2
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We are now in a position to prove Proposition .9, and conclude that (B) in
Theorem .4 is established.

Proof of Proposition [{-9. From the previous lemma, for any i € N\{0} there exists
a Borel set . ; C Ry N B;(p) which is (i, k, 27 ¢)-rectifiable and such that pu([Ry N
Br(pi)|\Q:,) <27%. We set Q. := |J, Qc;. Then

PR < Tim u([Re 0 Bip)\Q2) < lim (R 1 Bi(p)]\ Q) = 0.

Since for any 4 there exist countably many (1 + ¢)-bi-Lipschitz charts {(V/%;, ¢5 ;) };
such that p(Q2::\ U, Vi5;) = 0, we get that Q. (and then Ry) is (. k, €)-rectifiable.
(I

5. REGULARITY OF NON-COLLAPSED STRONG KATO LIMITS

This section is devoted to the structure and regularity of non-collapsed strong
Kato limits. We start by recalling some properties of such spaces, then show an
almost rigidity result that leads to the Reifenberg regularity stated in Theorem
[L3l In the second part of this section, we prove a Transformation Theorem which,
together with Theorem and the results of Section 3, implies Theorem

5.1. Non-collapsed strong Kato limits and almost monotone quantity.
Recall that a manifold (M™,g) € K(n, f) satisfies a strong Kato bound if the

function f is such that
T [T7a)
A= / V) ds < oo. (SK)
O S

Under assumption (SKJ), the volume bound (@) given by Proposition 4] upgrades
into the following, as proved in [CMT21].

Proposition 5.1. Let (M™, g) € K(n, f) with f satisfying (SK]). Then there exists
C = C(n,A) > 0 such that for any 0 < s <r < VT we have

vy(Br(z) _ (f)"

v(Boa) =G

For v > 0, (M™,g,0) belongs to K(n, f,v) if f satisfies (SK]) and moreover

vg(B 7(0)) > vT2. Non-collapsed strong Kato limits are elements of the clo-

sure KC(n, f,v) with respect to Gromov-Hausdorff topology. As proved in [CMT21],
Theorem 7.1|, volume continuity holds for non-collapsed strong Kato limits.

Theorem 5.2. Let {(My, ga,0a)} C K(n, f,v) be a sequence converging in the
pointed Gromov-Hausdorff topology to (X,d,0) € K(n, f,v). Then (Mu, ga, Vg, 0a)
converges to (X,d,H"™, o) in the pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff topology.

As a consequence, in this setting the results of Section 3.2 can be revisited. More
precisely, if in Theorem 3.8, Propositions and .10, we replace Kato limits by
non-collapsed strong Kato limits, we can assume closeness of balls in the Gromov-
Hausdorff topology instead of the measured Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Note that
in this case the quantities ¥ and § also depend on the volume bound v > 0.

Now let (X,d,0) € K(n, f,v) and let H : R; x X x X — R be its heat kernel.
For any ¢t > 0 and = € X we consider

0(t, z) = (4nt)2 H(t, z, ).

As we recalled in the introduction, in [CMT21] we showed that the map ¢t — 0(¢, z)
is almost non-decreasing for all z € X. More precisely, define for any ¢ € (0,T]

o(t) ::/O —"Z(S) ds < o0.



Thanks to the Li-Yau inequality given by Proposition 2.9] we get the following (see
also [CMT?21] Corollaries 5.12 and 5.13]).

Proposition 5.3. Let (X,d,0) € K(n, f,v) with f satisfying (SKl). There is a
constant ¢, > 0 depending only on n such that for any x € X the function

te (0,T)— e®Do(t, 1)
is non-decreasing and such that for any ¢ € (0,7,
e Mot ) > 1.
In particular, the limit 9(x) = lim;—,o 0(¢, x) is well defined and satisfies ¥(x) > 1.

Remark 5.4. In [CMT2I] we also showed that for all z € X, ¥(z) is the inverse
of the volume density: 9(z)~! = lina(’H"(Br (x))/wnr™), where wy, is the volume of
r—

the Euclidean unit ball.

One consequence of [CMT21] is that the regular set coincides with the set of
points where ¥ is equal to 1, as we show below.

Proposition 5.5. Let (X, d,0) € K(n, f,v) with f satisfying (SK]). Then
R={zre X :Tan(X,z) = {(R",d,0)}} = {xr € X : ¥(x) = 1}.

Proof. The first equality is a direct consequence of [CMT21| Theorem 6.2(iii)] and
of volume continuity as recalled in Theorem As for the second, [CMT21]
Theorem 7.2] ensures that if (R™,d.,0) is a tangent cone at z € X, then ¥(z) = 1,
so that

RcC{re X :9(z)=1}.

To prove the converse inclusion, consider # € X such that ¢¥(z) = 1. The proof of
[CMT21] Proposition 6.3] ensures that ¢ is upper semi-continuous. We have then

1 <liminfd(y) < limsupd(y) < d(z) =1,
y—x y—x

so that ¢ is continuous at x. The proof of [CMT21| Theorem 6.2(iii)| then implies
that all tangent cones at x are Euclidean, thus x € R. O

For a manifold (M™, g) satisfying a strong Kato bound, an upper bound on 6 at
some point z implies a lower bound on the volume of B 7 ().

Lemma 5.6. Assume that (M", g) is a closed manifold in K(n, f) with f satisfying
(SK)). There is a constant v(n) > 0 such that if at some z € X and ¢ < T we have

0(t,x) <2,
then vy (B z(z)) > v(n)t?.
Proof. Thanks to the heat kernel estimates given by Proposition 2.6 we get
ts
Cnvy(B (1))

which immediately gives the desired lower bound. (I

< 0(z,t) < 2

)

We are also going to use the following lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Let (M™,g) € K(n, f) for f satisfying (SK]). For any ¢ € (0,1) there
exists v > 0 depending on 4, f such that if for some ¢ € (0, T] we have k;(M™, g) < v,
then for all z € M and s € (0,t] we have 0(s,z) < 0(¢,z)(1 + 9).
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Proof. Assume k;(M, g) < v and let ¢, be the constant appearing in Proposition
B3 Observe that for any a € (0,t) we can write

/Ot@dfg/oa@dTJfﬁlog(g)'

We can choose a depending on f and § such that the first addend in the previous
inequality is smaller than log(1+0)/2c,. Then we can choose v depending on a and
d, thus on f and 4, such that the second addend is also smaller than log(1+4)/2c¢,,.
By Proposition 03] then we know that for all z € M and s € (0, ¢]

6(sz)<6t:cexp< / Vi (M, 9) T><6tz)(1+5).

O

Remark 5.8. The same argument as in the previous proof implies that for a
sequence {(Mpy, ge,00)} C K(n, f,v) converging to (X,d,o0) € K(n, f,v) such that
limg ki (Mp,g¢) = 0 for some t € (0,T], we have that for all z € X the map
s+ 0(s,z) is monotone non-decreasing and satisfies 0(s,z) > 1 for all s € (0, ¢].

5.2. Almost rigidity. This subsection is devoted to proving the following almost
rigidity for 6, which will be the key result to obtain our Reifenberg regularity
statement, namely Theorem

Theorem 5.9. For any ¢ > 0 and A > 0 there exists 6 > 0 depending only on
fyn,e and A such that if (M™,g) € K(n, f), x € M and t < T satisfy

ki(M,g) <d and 0O(t,z) <144,

then
dan (Bayi(e) Bl ;) < cAVE

In order to prove Theorem[(.9, we are going to use a contradiction argument, that
we sketch here before giving the detailed proof. We will construct a contradicting
sequence for which a ball of radius 1 stays uniformly far from the unit Euclidean
ball. Thanks to Lemma [5.8] such sequence is non-collapsing. Then up to extracting
a sub-sequence, we obtain a limit (X,d,z) € K(n, f,v) such that Bi(z) is at a
positive distance from the unit Euclidean ball. We then aim to show that the limit
space (X,d) is isometric to the Euclidean space. For that, we use the heat kernel
rigidity shown in [CT22]. More precisely, for a non-collapsed strong Kato limit
(X,d,z) € K(n, f,v) we define

67(12(4%@
(4rt)s
If for all 2,y € X and ¢t > 0 we have H(t,z,y) = P(t, z,y), then [CT22] Theorem
1.1] ensures that (X,d) is isometric to the Euclidean space. In order to show that
H coincides with P, we will rely on the Li-Yau inequality proven in Proposition
and on the fact that, thanks to Remark 0.8 6 is monotone non-decreasing.

P(t,z,y) =

Proof. We assume by contradiction that the statement is false. Then there exists
e, A > 0 such that if we consider the sequence 6, = ¢~%, ¢ € N, we find t, < T,
(Mg, g¢) € K(n, f) and 2y € My such that

ks, (M, g) < 0, and O(te, xp) < 14 0y,

but

dGH(BA\/ﬁ(x@)aBZ\/ﬁ) > E\/Ztg. (32)
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Observe that if we define f(s) = f(sT) for all s € [0,1] and g, = t; ' g¢ for any ¢,
then the rescaling properties of k; and of the heat kernel imply that each (My, gr)
belongs to K(n, f) and

ki (Mo, §e) = ke, (Mo, ge) < 0, O(1,20) = 0(te, z¢) < 1+ 6y

Then up to rescaling we can assume that t, = 1 for all £ € N.
By Lemma [5.8] we also know that there exists v = v(n) > 0 such that for any ¢,

Vg, (Bl(xé)) > v,

so that each (My,ge, x¢) belongs to K(n, f,v). Up to extracting a subsequence,
{(Mp, ge,x¢)} converges in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorfl topology to (X,d,z) €
K(n, f,v). Moreover, convergence of the heat kernel given in Proposition 2.8 ensures
that

0(1,z) = 11?1 0(1,xp) < 1.

Thanks to Remark 0.8 we also know that ¢ — 0(¢, ) is monotone non-decreasing
and larger than one. We then get for all s € (0, 1],

0(s,z) =0(1,2) = 1. (33)
Because of (32]), we also have
dau(Ba(z),B%) > A. (34)
Our setting constructed, we aim to prove that the heat kernel of X satisfies
H=P (35)

on Ry x X x X. In order do so, we fix x € X and we introduce the function
O:Ry x X 3 (ty)— (4nt)2 HX(t/2,2,y).
Step 1. We show that ® satisfies

g ([ owanr) o [ ao.amyane >0 (30)

for any non-negative ¢ € C.(X) N D(Ch). To this aim, we first observe that

15 (fere)

- [ o) (2 O(t,) + 40Tt H(t/2.2.) D (12,2 y>) aH (y).

Then we use the definitions of L, H and ® to get
/ (do,dP) dH" = / SLO AH™
= 264m)% [ 6(0) (/200 L, H (/2. 0.9) = |d H(E/2.2.0)F) 40 0)

—20a0)? [ oty < /2.2, 2 (1/2,2.9) + |, H(t/22.9) )d%"@»

Adding these two identities yields

42 < / ) d’H”> / (dp, d®) dH"™ = 2(47t) 2 / ©Z dH",
where Z is defined by

Zt,9) = SHt/2,,9) + H(1/2,2,0) 5 (4/2,2,) 4, H(t/2,2,9)

ot
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for any t € Ry and y € X. Since (X, d, 0) is the limit of manifolds {(Mp, g¢)} such
that ki (Mp, ge) — 0 as £ goes to infinity, the Li-Yau inequality given by Remark
holds. Then Z > 0, this concluding the proof of (B6]).

Step 2. We show that for any ¢ > 0 and y € X,
H(t,z,y) =P(t, z,y). (37)
First observe that by definition of L, inequality (30]) is equivalent to ® satisfying

(4% + L> >0 (38)

in a weak sense. The Gaussian estimate given in Proposition implies that for
any t > 0,
lim ®(t,y) =0.

d(z,y)—o0
Moreover, the fact that H™(Bi(x)) > v and the volume bound given in Proposition
Bl imply that for any y € X\{z},

lim &(t, y) = 0.

By the semi-group law and ([B3]), we know that for any s € (0, 1],

/ O(s,y)dH"(y) = 0(s,x) = 1.
X
As a consequence we get

lim B(1,y) = 62 (y).

t—0

By inequality ([B8)) and the maximum principle, we get that for all ¢ € (0,1] and
yeX,

D(t,y) > H(t/4,z,y).
But we also have, for all ¢ € (0, 1],

1= /X O(t,y) dH" (y) = /X H(t/4,2,y) dH" (y),
then we obtain, for all t € (0,1] and y € X,
O(t,y) = H(t/4,z,y). (39)
We now introduce
Ul(t,z,y) = —4tlog((4nt) 2 H(t, z,y)).
By Varadhan’s formula, we know
lim U(o,2,y) = —d*(2,y).
Because of (39), a simple computation shows that for any s € (0, 1] we have
U(s/4,2,y) =U(s/2,x,y).
As a consequence, for all s € (0, 1],
U(s/2,z,y) = ;1_>mO Uo,z,y) = —d*(z,v).
This shows that for all ¢ € (0,1/2] and y € X
H(t,xz,y) = P(t, z,y).
Both expressions in this equality are analytic in ¢, hence we get [B7) for any ¢ > 0.

Step 3. We obtain ([B3) and conclude. Equality (B7)) implies in particular that
O(t,z) = 1 for all ¢ > 0 and not ounly for ¢ € (0,1]. By using the estimate on
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the derivatives of the heat kernel given in the last point of Proposition 2.6] non-
collapsing and the volume bound of Proposition 5.1l we get that there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that for any ¢ > 0 and z € X,

C
[0(t, ) — O(t,2)| < %d(x,z).

Then for any z € X,
lim O(¢,z) =1.

t—+oo
Since by Remark the map ¢ — 0(t, z) is monotone non-decreasing and larger
than one, it must be constantly equal to one. Arguing as in the previous step, the
fact that 8(¢,z) = 1 for any z € X and t > 0 leads to (35). Then by [CT22, Theorem
1.1], the strong Kato limit (X, d) is isometric to the Euclidean space (R™,d.), this
contradicting inequality (B34]). O

Remark 5.10. Theorem can be also proven by using [DPG16], Corollary 1.7],
that is rigidity in Bishop-Gromov inequality for non-collapsed RCD(0,n) spaces.
We chose to provide a self-contained proof independent of RCD theory.

5.3. Consequences of almost rigidity. As an immediate consequence of Theo-
rem and of the convergence of heat kernels given by Proposition we obtain
the following.

Corollary 5.11. Assume that f satisfies (SK]). For any § > 0, there is some v > 0
depending only on f,n and § such that if (M",g) € K(n,f), x € M and t < T
satisfy

ki(M,g9) <v and 0(t,z) <1+v,
then for any y € B () we have 0(t,y) < 1+4.

By combining Corollary [B.11] the almost monotonicity of 8 (Lemma [5.7) with
Theorem 5.9 we get a Reifenberg regularity result for manifolds satisfying a strong
Kato bound.

Corollary 5.12. Assume that f satisfies (SK]). For any € > 0, there exists v > 0
depending only on f,n,e such that if (M™,g) € K(n, f), x € M and ¢t < T satisfy

ki(M,g) <v and 0(t,z)<1l4v
then for any y € B ;(z) and s € (0, /1):
dan (Bs(y), BY) < es.

The Reifenberg regularity for non-collapsed strong Kato limits given in Theorem
[[3lis then a direct consequence of Corollary

We point out a corollary of the almost rigidity statement Theorem and of
Proposition that we use later to obtain Hélder regularity of the regular set of a
non-collapsed strong Kato limit.

Corollary 5.13. Let v > 0 and f be a function satisfying (SK]). For any ¢ > 0
there exists § > 0 depending only f,n,e such that if (M™,g) € K(n, f,v), x € M
and t < T satisfy

ky(M™, g) <d and 0(¢t,z) <149,

then there exists an (n, €)-splitting u : B ;(x) — R™.
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5.4. Transformation theorem. In order to obtain a quantitative version of The-
orem [[.3] we need to prove the following Transformation theorem.

Theorem 5.14 (Transformation Theorem). Let f satisfy (SK) and v > 0. There
exist a constant v, > 0 and e € (0,1) depending on n, f such that for all e € (0,¢&0)
there exists 0 > 0 depending on e,n, f and v such that if (M™,g) € K(n, f), x € M
and r € (0,V/T)] satisfy

1) vy(By(x)) > vr™;

ii) ky2(M",g) < 6;

iii) for any s € (0,7], deu(Bs(x),BY) < ds;
and if u : Br(x) = R™ is an (n,d)-splitting, then for all s € (0,7] there exists a
n X n lower triangular matriz Ts such that | Ts|| < (1 4 €)(r/s)™< and the map
i =Tsou is an (n,e)-splitting on Bs(x).

Remark 5.15. Thanks to Lemma [(.6] we can reformulate the previous theorem
replacing the non-collapsing assumption i) by 0(r?,z) < 2. In this case the choice
of § will not depend on wv.

We obtain Theorem [5.14] as a consequence of the following proposition.

Proposition 5.16. Let (M, g) € K(n, f). Then there exist C,, > 0 and g9, A € (0,1)
depending only on n such that for all e € (0,&¢] there exists 6 > 0 depending on
n, f, e such that if for some r € (0,v/T] we have

ky2(M",g) <6,
a ball B C M of radius r satisfies
dGH(B,B:}) S (57‘,

and u is a balanced (n, £)-splitting of B, then there exists a lower triangular matrix
T of size n such that ||T' —1Id,|| < Cpe and the map @ := T o u|yp is a balanced
(n, e)-splitting of AB.

We postpone the proof of Proposition E.16] and first give a proof of Theorem
EI4

Proof of Theorem given Proposition [.16l Let €9, A be as in Proposition [5.10]
and let € € (0,e0]. Consider € (0,1] to be chosen later depending on n and let
d = d(n, f,me) be the quantity given by Proposition [B.16l Assume that

k.2(M™,g) <9, for all s € (0,r] dgu(Bs(z),BY) < Js.

Consider a (n,ne)-splitting u : B(x) — R™ and s € (0, 7].
First assume s € (Ar,7]. Since X only depends on n, then (@) with ¢ = |G, —1Id,,||
implies

][ |Gy — 1d, || dvg < C(n)ne.
Bs(z)

If C(n)ep < 1/2, Remark implies the existence of a lower triangular matrix
T, such that |Ts]] < 14 C(n)ne and Ty o u : By(xz) — R™ is a balanced (n, (1 +
C(n)ne)?ne)-splitting. We have no restriction in assuming that e¢ is lower than
1/4C(n), thus we do it. Assume also that

_16
=95

Then Ty o us is a balanced (n, €)-splitting.
Now assume that there exists some positive integer ¢ such that A\=‘s € (Ar,r].
Thanks to assumption iii), we can apply Proposition B.I0iteratively to get existence
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of lower triangular matrices Tp, ..., T; such that 4 :=Tjo...0Tgpou: Bs(z) = R"
is a balanced (n, )-splitting and

1751l < (1 + C(n)ne)
for any j € {0,...,1}. Set T'=:T;0...0Ty. Then
IT] < (1 + Cn)ne)'*.

Since A\7!s < r implies [ < 11;1((;//;)), we get

In(14+C(n)ne) C(n)e

(1+C(n)ne)' < (r/s) /N < (r/s)ma/n,

Then we set

= 70(71) and = min 1
T (1 = 25 C(n)
to get ||T|| < (14 ¢€)(r/s)™<. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 5.17. We point out that, unlike the proof of [CIJN21| Proposition 7.7],
which relies on a contradiction argument, we provide a direct proof of the Trans-
formation Theorem.

We are left to proving Proposition [5.16l In order to do so, we need the following
property of harmonic maps on R".

Proposition 5.18. Let h : B” — R* be a harmonic function and set
A::][ ||Gh—1dk||1dl‘.
IBTL
Then there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on n such that for all » € (0,1/2)

][ ||Gh - f]B"’ Gh”l dSC S CAT (40)
Br "

Proof. For the sake of brevity, we show an analog statement in the case k = 1:
consider a harmonic function h : B” — R and set

A= ][ l|dh|? — c| dz.

Then we show that there exists C' > 0 only depending on n such that for all

r € (0,1/2) we have
F |iane~f janp
B B

By arguing as in Lemma [B.17], we obtain the following Hessian bound:
||Hessh||Lw(an) < CpvAe. (42)

dz < CAcr. (41)

Now we write
h=1{+8,
where ¢ is the linear part of h, namely ¢(-) = h(0) + dh(0)(-), so that 3(0) = 0 and
dB(0) = 0. We also have
Hess h = Hess j3,

then from {@2) we get, for any = € B?,
8

|dB|(z) < Cnv/Ac |2 (43)

Using that the coefficients of dh are harmonic and d3(0) = 0, we obtain

][dhzde and |de|g][ dh).
7 IB’VL
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Moreover, for any r € (0, 1) the mean value of (d¢,dg3) over BY is equal to its value
at 0, thus it is equal to zero. We then get for any r € (0,1)

f. 1ane = jae? o jasp
]{W |dh|? — (][B |th2) < 2]£W ldB|* + 2]{ _|(de. dp)| (44)

By [@3), the first term in the right-hand side is smaller than C,, A.r?. As for the
second term, we use

so that

2(dt,dB) = |dh|? — |de|> — |dp|?

of Jatasi<of st f | Jae- (. |dh|2>\

for any r € (0,1). Choosing r = 5/8 gives
F_ lt.as) < coa.
gBn

to get

Since (d¢, df) is harmonic, elliptic estimates imply the following gradient estimate
e, d3) 1~ sy < Co . |(dE.d5)] < Cr
pn
Then by using that (d¢, dj3)(0) vanishes we get for any = € $B"

[(dl, dB)|(x) < CpAclz].

As a consequence, for any r € (0,1/2) the second term in (@) is bounded above by
C,Ar. We then get the desired inequality

f dh? — (f |dh|2>
B B

for any r € (0,1/2). O

< CnAC(T2 +7) < ChAer,

We can now prove Proposition [5.16)

of Proposition [7.16. Up to rescaling the distance by a factor r~!, we can assume
that r is equal to 1. Let go,x € (0,1) and X € (0,1/4) to be chosen later and which
will depend only on the dimension n. In what follows we note C(n) for a generic
constant which depends only on the dimension n and whose value may change from
line to line.

Take € € (0,£0] and let u be a balanced (n,e)-splitting of a ball B C M with
radius 1. We assume that (M, g) € K(n, f) and for some ¢ € (0,1/16n),

ki(M™,g) < and deu(B,BY}) <6.
By Proposition B.7, we have

sup |du| < (14 C(n)d). (45)
ip
If § < v(n,f,v,ke,1/2,\) then by Theorem B8 there exists a harmonic map
h: B™ — R™ such that [dh| oo (1ny < 2C(n) and

F G~ 1 vy~ £ Gr 1 1| < e (46)
18 o

'f L R [
AB AB™
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< KE, (47)




where we have noted G, = frgn Gh, and we introduce similarly G, = fip Gudyy.
We now have that

f |\Gu—c—u||dugs2f 1Gy, — G |
AB AB
32][ G = G |11 v,
AB

< 2][ G — G |1 der + 2e,
AB™

where we have used {7)) and || - || < || - |]z. But using Proposition [£.18§ and then
estimate (@G]), one gets that

][ ||Gh—G_h|\1dz§C(n)A][ |G —1d,, |1 da
AB™ iBn

< C(n)A (KE Jr][ |Gy — Idy, |1 dl/g>
iB

2

< C(n)A (ke + C(n)e),

where in the last inequality, we have used (@) and || - || < C(n)]| - ||. Gathering all
the estimates, we get that

][ |Gy — Gu || dvg < C(n) (k+ N)e.
AB
Again (6)) implies that

G — Ida|| < ][ |Gy — Td, || dvy < C(n,A)][ |Gy — Id, || dvg < C(n, Me.
AB B

Ife < m, then by Lemma [B.] there exists a lower triangular matrix 7' such
that

T][ G, dv,'T =1d,, |T| <1+ C(n)C(n,Ne. (48)
AB
Then the map @ = Tu : AB — R"™ satisfies
Gﬁ dVg = Idn,
AB
FUGa -~ 1ulldny < |71 £ [l f Gudwy | vy < T CO (04 N,
AB AB AB
(49)
and
sup |du| < [T (1+ C(n)9). (50)
AB
We now make the following choices:
1 1
" 8C(n) ™ 0T 1CMm)Cln, N)

and assume that

5min{%(n);y(nafava€aﬁv>\)}

so that
o |T|| <1+ Cpe <3 <2by [@R) and the fact that e < &,
e sup,p|da| < %(1 + C(n)d) < %% = 2 by (E0),
e @ is a balanced (n, ¢)-splitting of AB by ({@9).
This concludes the proof. ([
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5.5. Holder regularity. We conclude this section by observing that, under suit-
able assumptions, the results of the previous sections lead to the following Holder
regularity of almost splitting maps.

Theorem 5.19. Assume that f satisfies (SK). There exists eg € (0,1) depending
only on f,n such that for all ¢ € (0,e9] and for any n € (0,1), there exists 6 > 0
depending only on f,n,e,n such that if (M™,g) € K(n, f), x € M and t € (0,/T]
satisfy

kt(Mnag>§5a e(t,l’)§1+5,
then any (n,d)-splitting u : B ;(x) — R", with u(z) = 0, is a diffeomorphism from
B(i_,)yi(@) onto its image. Moreover, u satisfies for ally,z € B _,) ()

— € dg(yaZ)H_E
== Vo

and we have 3?1—277)\/2 C u(B(l_n)\/z(iﬂ)) - IB3?1_,7/2)\/2'

As in the proof of [CIN21, Theorem 7.10], Theorem 519 follows from the Reifen-

berg regularity given in Corollary Proposition B.I0 and the Transformation
Theorem T4 We then refer to [CIN21] for the details of the proof.

Theorem clearly passes to the limit to give an analog statement on non-
collapsed strong Kato limits. Now recall that Corollary states that if 0(¢, x)
is close enough to 1, then there exists an (n,e)-splitting on a ball around x. As a
consequence, we obtain:

Corollary 5.20. Assume that f satisfies (SK]). Let (X,d,0) € K(n, f,v). For any
o € (0,1) there exists 6 depending on «, n and f such that for any z € X satisfying
?(x) < 149 there exist r € (0,v/T) and a homeomorphism v : B,(xz) — u(B,(z)) C
R™ such that for all y,z € B,.(z) we have

< uy) —u(z)| < (1+2)dy(y, 2), (51)

1 1 1 o 1—
ar' =y, =) < July) —ulz)] < Sy, )

Theorem [[3]is then a consequence of this latter result and of a simple covering
argument.

APPENDIX

A. Codimension 2. In this section we prove the following.

Theorem A.1l. Assume that (SKI) holds. Let (X,d,0) € K(n, f,v). Then the
singular set S := X \ R has Hausdorff dimension at most n — 2.

Consider (X,d,0) € K(n, f,v). From [CMT21] Theorem 6.2], we know that the
singular set S admits a filtration

Slc...cs"l=8

where
Sti={rec X :R'xZcTan(X,z) = £ <k}

for any k € {0,...,n—1}. Moreover, the Hausdorff dimension of each S* is at most
k. Thus we are left with proving S"~1 = §"~2,

Let us explain why the latter follows from proving that R, x R"~! cannot be
a tangent cone of X at any z € X. In [CMT2I, Theorem A] we proved that any
metric measure tangent cone of X is an RCD(0,n) metric measure cone. As a
consequence, if X, = Z x R»! is a tangent cone of X at x, since X has Hausdorff
dimension at most n, then Z is an RCD(0, 1) metric measure cone over some finite
set F. If #F > 2 then Z has at least two ends and as a consequence splits so that
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necessarily Z = R. Therefore, we have #F = 1 and then Z = R, and this is what
we aim to prove impossible.

We prove this by contradiction. Assume that there exists x € X admitting
a metric tangent cone isometric to RT x R~ Then there exist pointed closed
Riemannian manifolds {(Ma, ga, 0a)} and positive numbers {e,} such that ¢, | 0,

(Ma,dg., 00) =5 (R4 x R™1,d,,0)
and
kt(Maaga) < f(Eat)
for any o and any ¢ € (0,1/e,]. Set
B = {(®1,...,2,) €B}: 21 >0}

for any 7 > 0. By arguing as in the proof of [CMT2Il Theorem 7.4|, we get
harmonic maps

U, =(hg,...,hY): Ba(os) = R"L

which converge uniformly to (z2,...,2,): 2B7 — R"~! and such that for any «,
1) [|[d¥al Lo (By(on)) < 1+ €a,
ii) |Gy, —Idp_1|ldyg, < ea,
Bz (0a)
iii) |Gy, |* dv,, < eq.
Bz (0a)

From [CMT21l Proposition A.1], we get existence of uniformly Lipschitz functions
Y € C>®(B2(0n)) which converge uniformly to x;: 2B} — R. With no loss of
generality, we may assume that

O = (f, b, ..., hg): By(oa) — 2B

is an €,-GH isometry. We are going to modify each f7* into a suitable h{. To this

aim, we consider a convergent sequence p, € B1(0,) — p = (1/2,0,...,0). Up to
working with ®¢ modified by an additive constant, we can assume that
2%(pa) = p,

and up to considering large enough « only, we can assume that
Bsg(pa) C B1(0a)-

For any « let ff“ be the harmonic replacement of f{* on B3 g(pa). Then the sequence
{ ff‘} is uniformly bounded in energy and in L°°, and any of its weak sub-limit in
energy is equal to 21 on 2B1\ By /s(p) and is harmonic on Bj,s(p), hence it is equal to
x1. Using the energy characterization of harmonic functions and the semicontinuity
of the energy, this implies
f"la E) xI1.

Moreover, the gradient estimate [CMT21] Lemma 3.6] implies that the convergence
is uniform on Bj /16 (pa)-

For any a let x, be the smooth cut-off function on M, such that x, = 1 on
By/32(pa) and xo = 0 on M, \ Bs/16(pa) with Lip xo < 64. Up to extraction of
a subsequence, we may assume that {x,} converges uniformly to a similar cut-off
function on Ry x R"~!. For any « set

hy = Xafil + (1 - Xa)fla;
then h$ is smooth on Bs(p,) and harmonic on By/3s(pa). Furthermore, the se-
quence {h{} converges uniformly to 1 on Bj(ps), and the maps

ha = (h§,h3, ... hy): Bi(oa) — BY
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are €,-GH isometries which converge uniformly to the identity function. Moreover,
i) HdhaHL‘”(Bw/M(Pa)) < l+tea,

ii) ][ |G, —Idy|| dvg, < ea,
Bi7/64(Pa)

iii) |dGy, | dv,, < a.
Bi7/64(Pa)

Let {7a},{pa} C (0,1) be such that 7, 1 1, po T 1/4, and for any a, 72 is a
regular value of |hy|? and p2 is a regular value of |h$ — 1/2|% + |¥,|%. For a given
a, set

Qo == h (B2 and Uy = h;l(BZa (p)).
Since hqo(2o) C B, we know that h,: Qs — B7 is not surjective. Moreover,
ha(02a) C OBY . Thus for any regular value 2 € 7,B"} of hy,
#(ha' ({}) N Qa) € 2N. (52)

Let us now consider a sequence g, € U, — p such that each h,(q,) is a regular

value of h,. As each h, is an £,-GH isometry, for any g € Q:
ha(q) = ha(ga) = da (4, 40) < €a-

Hence for large enough « :

{q € Qa : ha(q) = ha(ga)} C Ua.
But the analysis done in the proof of [CMT21l, Theorem 7.4] shows that
e if U, is orientable, then the degree of hy: Uy — B, (p) is £1,
e if U, is not orientable and if 7, : U, — U, is the 2-fold orientation cover,

then the degree of hq o mo: Uy — B, (p) is 2.
In any case we get
#1{q € Qo : ha(q) = halga)} € 2N+ 1,
which contradicts (G2)).

B. Proof of Theorem [3.8 In this section, we obtain Theorem [3.8 as a conse-
quence of a contradiction argument and the following result.

Theorem B.1. Let {(Ma,dg,, fta, 0a)} C Kn(n, f,c) be converging to (X,d, 1, 0)
in the pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff topology. For some r € (0, \/T], as-
sume that there exists a harmonic function h : B,.(0) — R such that h(o) = 0 and
ldh|| Lo (B, (o)) < L for some L > 1. Let n € (0,1) be given. Then there exist

C(n,n) > 1 and hq : Byr(0a) — RE harmonic with ldhallLoe (B, (0n)) < LC(n,n)
and hqo(0o) =0 for any «, such that
(1) for all s € (0,nr]
][ Gha d,ua — Gh d,u, (53)
Bs(oa) BS(O)
(2) for all s € (0,nr] and A € M (R)
F UG~ Aldu £ G- Al dn (54)
Bs(oa) BS(O)

Before proving it, we need a preliminary lemma.

Lemma B.2. Let {(Xomdaa Mo, Oa)}aeNu{oo} C K (na [f;¢) be such that
(Xaa das Mas Oa) - (XOOa doos floos Ooo)

in the pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Consider r € (0, VT ). For
any «, let uq,vq € HY2(B,(04),da, ) be such that
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2 2
(1) uq L E;T) Uoo and Vg L (—';T) Voo,

(2) suPgen (fBT(oa) Al (uq) dpta fBT(oa) dF(”a)dHa) < too.
Then for any s € (0, ],

f 2 — 02| djag - 2, — 2 | dp. (55)
Bs(oa) Bs(ooo)

Proof. For any v € (0,1) and o € NU {00}, set

uav’Y(') = ][B ( )ua dﬂa ) ’Ua,'y(') = ][B ( )’Ua d,ua

Acting as in the proof of [CMT21], Proposition E.1], it is enough to consider the
case s € (0,r) only.
We first claim that there exists Cp > 0 such that for any v € (0,7 — s),

sup < Coy- (56)

a€eNU{co}

£, el ol e
s(Oa

Indeed,

Foo e R e < e
Bs(oa) Bs(oa)

S AR
Bs(oa) '

Boundedness in L? of the averaging operator on doubling spaces (see e.g. [AId19]
Theorem 3.5]) yields the existence of C; > 0 such that

lta 228, (0n)) < CilltallL2(B, (00))-

Moreover, the L? strong convergence of {u,} to us gives Cy > 0 such that

sup  [uallL2(B, (0n)) < C2-
a€eNU{oo}

Finally, the L? pseudo-Poincaré inequality [CSC93] and assumption (@) yield the
existence of C'3 > 0 such that

1/2
(][ |Uoz - Uoz,v|2 dﬂa) < 03’7
Bs(oa)
Then

1/2 1/2
][ |uf, — “(Qx'y| dpa < (][ e — ta ] dﬂ&) <][ |t + ta [ duoz)
Bs(oa) Bs(oa) Bs (Oa)

< (14 C1)C2C3y.

This and the symmetry between u and v eventually leads to (B6l).
We now claim that for any given € > 0 and v € (0, 1), we can choose o € N large
enough to ensure

Foonta i, e
Bs(0a) Bs(000)

The Holder inequality and a consequence of the doubling condition (see e.g. [CMT21],
Proposition 1.2, (v)]) imply that {uq~} and {ve -} are equicontinuous on balls of
radius B(s4,)/2(0a) for any fixed v € (0,1). Then uq, — u, and va, — vy
uniformly on B;. This yields (&1).

<z (57)

Wl M
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To conclude, take £ > 0, choose v = ¢/(3Cy) and then choose « such that (&1)
holds. Then the triangle inequality, (B6]) and (&1) yield (G3). d

Remark B.3. The previous proof may be easily adapted to show that for any

a € R,
][ |ui—vifa|dua%][ |u?, — 2 — aldp.
B, (0q) B, (o)
We are now in a position to prove Theorem [B.1] and conclude.

Proof. We start by treating the case k = 1. Consider n’ = n*/? and 5’ = /3
so that n < ' <’ < 1. Then [CMT21l, Proposition E.11] ensures the existence
of harmonic functions hq : Byrp(0q) — R uniformly converging to hanw(O) on
B,y (0) and such that for all s € (0,7"r]

f dhol? dpe — ][ (dhf? dp. (58)
B;(0a) Bs (o)

By replacing hq by ha —ha(0) we can assume that by (0,) = 0 for all . Moreover,
the convergence of |dh,| given by (E8) and the fact that ||dh||;=(p, (o)) < L imply
that for any large enough «

][ |dha|? dpa < 2L.
Bs(0a)

We can then apply [CMT21, Lemma 3.6] to get existence of C(n,n) > 1 such
that [|dhallr=(B,,, (o)) < LC(n,n). Now consider s € (0,nr]. The previous local
Lipschitz bound and the Hessian estimate of [CMT21, Proposition 3.5] yield the
uniform Hessian bound

Sup][ |Vdhe|? dite <
Bnr(oa)

[e3

Cln,n, L) (59)

We are then in a position to apply [CMT21, Proposition E.7] and get L?(B,,)
strong convergence of {|dhq|} to |dh|. Then {u, = |dha|} and {v, = 0} satisfy the
assumptions of Lemma [B.21 We apply it and use Remark [B.3] to obtain that for all
a € R and s € (0, nr]

][ [ dhal? = a| dje — ][ [ dh|? — af dp.
Bs(oa) BS(O)

We consider now the case k > 1. Observe that for all 4,5 = 1,..., k we have
1
(Gra)ig = ((dha)i; (dha);) = 7(1d((ha)i + (ha)y)* = [d((ha)i = (ha);)I?).
Set
1 1
for= Gl((ha)i + ()l g0 = 5ld(ha)i — (ha)y)]

1
§|d(hi — hyj)l.

The sequences {fo} and {g.} satisfy the assumptions of Lemma [B.:2l This imme-
diately yields (B3]). Moreover, if we consider A € My (R) with components a; ;, by
arguing as above we get for all i,7 =1,...,k

][ 1f2 — g2 — aij| dpe — |2 — g% —ai ;| dp,
Bs(oa) BS(O)

1
f= §|d(hi +hj)l, g=

which is equivalent to

][ [(Gha )i — il dpta — ][ [(Gh)ij — aijldp.
Bs(0a) B (o)
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This shows (B4).
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