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LIPSCHITZ HOMOTOPY CONVERGENCE OF

ALEXANDROV SPACES II

TADASHI FUJIOKA, AYATO MITSUISHI, AND TAKAO YAMAGUCHI

Abstract. We obtain a quantitative version of the Lipschitz ho-
motopy convergence introduced in [Mitsuishi and Yamaguchi 2019b]
for a moduli space of compact Alexandrov spaces without collaps-
ing. We also show that the Lipschitz homotopies can be chosen to
preserve extremal subsets.

1. Introduction

1.1. Main result. This paper is a continuation of [7] by the second
and third authors. The main result of [7] was that the class of Alexan-
drov spaces with upper bounds on dimension and diameter and with
lower bounds on curvature and volume contains only finitely many
Lipschitz homotopy types. It is natural to expect that there exists a
uniform Lipschitz constant for the Lipschitz homotopies, and we will
solve this problem in this paper.

Let X and Y be metric spaces. For a constant C > 0, we define
the C-Lipschitz homotopy distance dC-LH(X, Y ) between X and Y as
the infimum of ǫ > 0 such that there are ǫ-approximations f : X → Y
and g : Y → X which are C-Lipschitz, together with C-Lipschitz maps
F : X × [0, ǫ]→ X and G : Y × [0, ǫ]→ Y satisfying

F (·, 0) = g ◦ f, F (·, ǫ) = 1X , G(·, 0) = f ◦ g, G(·, ǫ) = 1Y ,

where 1 denote the identity maps. We refer to such f and g as (C, ǫ)-
Lipschitz homotopy approximations between X and Y . In other words,
they are ǫ-approximations that are also C-Lipschitz homotopy equiva-
lence whose time interval has length ǫ.

For n ∈ N and D, v > 0, let A(n,D, v) denote the class of compact
n-dimensional Alexandrov spaces with curvature ≥ −1, diameter ≤ D,
and volume ≥ v. Recall that A(n,D, v) is compact with respect to the
usual Gromov-Hausdorff distance, denoted by dGH.

The following is the main result of the present paper.
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Theorem 1.1. For given n, D, and v, there exists a constant C ≫ 1
satisfying the following: for any M,M ′ ∈ A(n,D, v) with Gromov-
Hausdorff distance less than C−1, we have

dC-LH(M,M ′) < CdGH(M,M ′).

More precisely, for any given ǫ-approximation between M and M ′,
where ǫ < C−1, there exists a (C,Cǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy approxima-
tion between M and M ′ that is Cǫ-close to it.

As a direct consequence, we have

Corollary 1.2. A(n,D, v) is compact with respect to the C-Lipschitz
homotopy distance. It contains only finitely many C-Lipschitz homo-
topy types.

It should be emphasized that our results are new even in the Rie-
mannian case. Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 are closely related to
Perelman’s stability theorem ([8], [3]), which asserts that under the
same assumption as in Theorem 1.1, M and M ′ are homeomorphic.
In particular, it implies the finiteness of homeomorphism types in
A(n,D, v). Although Perelman claimed that the stability homeomor-
phism can be chosen to be bi-Lipschitz, the proof has never been pub-
lished.

1.2. Strategies. There are two ways of proving the main theorem.
One is the same strategy as in the previous paper [7], which uses the
good coverings of Alexandrov spaces introduced in [6]. The other is a
Lipschitz analogue of Petersen’s strategy in [11], which relies only on
local contractibility. Both have their own advantages (and disadvan-
tages), so we will provide two proofs of the main theorem.

In both cases, the key geometric property is the uniform local Lips-
chitz contractibility of Alexandrov spaces, Theorem 3.1. It asserts that
any ǫ-ball in an Alexandrov space in A(n,D, v) admits a convex hull
with a C-Lipschitz contraction of time ǫ, where C depends only on n,
D, and v. This is a strengthening of an earlier result of Perelman and
Petrunin [10, 4.3] on convex hulls in Alexandrov spaces (cf. [12, 7.1.3]).
The proof is a combination of two techniques: the construction of a
strictly concave function by Perelman and Petrunin [10, 4.3] and the
stability of Lipschitz contractible balls by the second and third authors
[5, 1.2].

In the first strategy using good coverings, we need an additional
geometric argument based on Theorem 3.1 to construct a quantitative
version of a good covering (Theorem 4.1). Once the existence of such
a good covering is shown, the rest of the proof is almost the same
as in the previous paper [7]. We prove that any metric space with a
quantitative good covering is uniformly Lipschitz homotopy equivalent
to a geometric realization of the nerve (Theorem 5.1).
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In the second strategy based only on local contractibility, we prove
the Lipschitz version of Petersen’s stability theorem [11, Theorem A]
(Theorem 6.1). The proof is along the same line as the original one.
However, the existence of a Lipschitz domination of an Alexandrov
space by a polyhedron needs an additional argument not found in [11]
(Proposition 6.5). Fortunately this is done by modifying an argument
in the previous paper [7].

1.3. Modifications. There are two modifications of the main theo-
rem. One is the gluing with an almost isometry as in [7, 1.4]. Recall
that there is an almost isometry between closed domains of strained
parts of two close Alexandrov spaces (Theorem 7.1; see [7, §2.3] or [1]
for the definition and properties of strainers).

For an n-dimensional Alexandrov space M , let RM (δ, ℓ) denote the
set of points in M with (n, δ)-strainers of length > ℓ, where ℓ ≤ 1 and
δ is less than a sufficiently small constant depending only on n. We
also denote by τ(δ) a positive function depending only on n tending to
0 as δ → 0.

Theorem 1.3. Under the same assumption as in Theorem 1.1, the
Lipschitz homotopy approximation from M to M ′ can be chosen to be
a τ(δ)-almost isometric open embedding on RM(δ, ℓ), provided that the
Gromov-Hausdorff distance is less than C−1δℓ.

The proof is along the same line as in the previous paper [7], but we
need to check the Lipschitz constant more carefully.

The other modification is new, which is the relative version of the
main theorem with respect to extremal subsets. Extremal subsets
are singular sets of Alexandrov spaces introduced by Perelman and
Petrunin [10]. It is known that in some sense any Alexandrov space
is uniquely stratified into extremal subsets. Kapovitch [3, §9] proved
that the stability homeomorphism of Perelman can be chosen to pre-
serve such extremal subsets. It is natural to expect that the same is
true for our Lipschitz homotopy.

As before, let f : X → Y and g : Y → X be (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homo-
topy approximations with C-Lipschitz homotopies F : X × [0, ǫ] → X
and G : Y × [0, ǫ] → Y . For A ⊂ X and B ⊂ Y , we say that f and g
respect A and B if

f(A) ⊂ B, g(B) ⊂ A, F (A, t) ⊂ A, G(B, t) ⊂ B

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ ǫ.

Theorem 1.4. Under the same assumption as in Theorem 1.1, let E
and E ′ be extremal subsets of M and M ′, respectively, that are C−1-
close to each other. Then the Lipschitz homotopy approximations be-
tween M and M ′ can be chosen to respect E and E ′.
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Since a limit of extremal subsets is also extremal, the above situation
naturally occurs under a convergence of Alexandrov spaces. Note that
this theorem is independent of the previous one because any proper
extremal subset is contained in a non-strained part of the ambient
Alexandrov space.

We will give two different proofs of Theorem 1.4. In the first proof
the key fact is that any extremal subset is invariant under the gradi-
ent flows of semiconcave functions. Since the Lipschitz homotopies of
Theorem 1.1 are given by such gradient flows, it turns out that they
automatically preserve extremal subsets. The second proof is more gen-
eral, which provides a way of deforming any given Lipschitz homotopy
approximation to preserve an extremal subset. This uses a neighbor-
hood deformation retraction to an extremal subset constructed by the
first author [2, 1.5].

Organization. Section 2 contains background materials. Section 3 is
devoted to the proof of the key theorem 3.1. In Section 4, using it,
we construct a quantitative version of a good covering (Theorem 4.1).
These two sections are the main geometric part of the present paper.
Section 5 provides the first proof of Theorem 1.1 using good coverings,
which is almost parallel to [7, §3]. Section 6 provides the second proof
of Theorem 1.1 using only local contractibility, which is almost parallel
to [11, §2–§4], except Proposition 6.5. In Section 7, we prove Theorem
1.3. Finally in Section 8, we give two proofs of Theorem 1.4.

Acknowledgments. The first author was supported by JSPS KAKENHI
Grant Number 22J00100. The second author was supported by JSPS
KAKENHI Grant Number 20K03598. The third author was supported
by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 21H00977.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we fix notation, introduce terminology on Lipschitz
homotopy and Gromov-Hausdorff convergence, and review the proper-
ties of gradient flows. We refer to [1] for Alexandrov spaces.

2.1. Notation. The distance between x and y will be denoted by |xy|.
The open r-ball and r-sphere around a point p will be denoted by
B(p, r) and S(p, r), respectively. Similarly, the open r-neighborhood
and its boundary of a subset A will be denoted by B(A, r) and S(A, r).
For a metric space X , the same space with metric multiplied by λ is
denoted by λX . We denote by 1X the identity of X .

The distance function to a point p will be denoted by |p · | or distp.
The direction of a shortest path from p to q is denoted by ↑qp and the
set of directions of all shortest paths from p to q is denoted by ⇑qp. We

use the same notation for a subset A, i.e., |A · |, distA, ↑Ap , and ⇑Ap . The
angle and comparison angle will be denoted by ∠ and ∠̃, respectively.
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The space of directions and tangent cone at p will be denoted by Σp

and Tp, respectively.
Throughout the paper, n denotes the dimension, D denotes an up-

per diameter bound, and v denotes a lower volume bound. The lower
curvature bound is always −1. We use the symbol C to denote various
large positive constants, usually depending only on n, D, and v. An-
other symbol ǫ is also used to denote a small positive number, which
is usually assumed to be less than some small constant depending only
on n, D, and v. The usage of these symbols will be explained in more
detail in Sections 5 and 6 (see Conventions 5.2 and 6.2).

2.2. Lipschitz homotopy. We introduce the quantitative version of
Lipschitz homotopy used in [7]. Fix C > 0 and ǫ > 0 (usually C ≫ 1
and ǫ ≪ 1, but not necessarily assumed here). Loosely speaking, we
will add the word “(C, ǫ)-Lipschitz” to the terminology of homotopy
theory if the homotopy under consideration is C-Lipschitz continuous
and its time interval has length ǫ.

Let X and Y be metric spaces. For simplicity, whenever we consider
a product space with a time interval, such as X × [0, ǫ], we equip it
with the L1 distance.

Definition 2.1. Two maps h0, hǫ : X → Y are said to be (C, ǫ)-
Lipschitz homotopic if there exists a C-Lipschitz map h : X×[0, ǫ]→ Y
such that hi = h(·, i) for i = 0, ǫ. The map h is called a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz
homotopy.

We say that X and Y are (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy equivalent if
there are C-Lipschitz maps f : X → Y and g : Y → X such that g ◦ f
and f ◦ g are (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopic to 1X and 1Y , respectively.
The maps f and g are called (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy equivalences.

Note that if h is a (C,C ′ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy, where C ′ ≥ 1, then
h′(·, t) := h(·, C ′t), where t ∈ [0, ǫ], is a (CC ′, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy.
Hence any large constant multiple of the time (independent of ǫ) can
be absorbed in the Lipschitz constant. This basic fact will be used
implicitly throughout the paper.

The following is a special case of Lipschitz homotopy equivalence.

Definition 2.2. We say that A ⊂ X is a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strong defor-
mation retract of X if there is a C-Lipschitz map F : X × [0, ǫ] → X
such that F (x, 0) = x, F (x, ǫ) ∈ A, and F (a, t) = a for any x ∈ X ,
a ∈ A, and 0 ≤ t ≤ ǫ. The map F is called a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strong
deformation retraction of X to A.

Moreover, if A is a point, we say that X is (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strongly
contractible and F is a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strong contraction. In this case
A is called the center of the contraction.
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We will often omit the word “strong”: in fact we will not deal with
“weak” ones (i.e., not fixing A) in this paper. Note that if X is (C, ǫ)-
Lipschitz contractible, then the diameter of X is at most 2Cǫ.

We also use the following relative version. Let A ⊂ X and B ⊂ Y .

Definition 2.3. Let h : X× [0, ǫ]→ Y be a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy.
We say that h respects A and B if h(A, t) ⊂ B for any 0 ≤ t ≤ ǫ.

We say that the pairs (X,A) and (Y,B) are (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy
equivalent if there are (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy equivalences f : X →
Y and g : Y → X with f(A) ⊂ B and g(B) ⊂ A whose homotopies
respecting A and B. In this case, f and g are said to respect A and B.

2.3. Gromov-Hausdorff convergence. We recall the terminology of
Gromov-Hausdorff convergence.

A map f : X → Y is called an ǫ-approximation if it satisfies

(1) ||f(x)f(x′)| − |xx′|| < ǫ for all x, x′ ∈ X ;
(2) for any y ∈ Y , there is x ∈ X such that |f(x)y| < ǫ.

If f : X → Y is an ǫ-approximation, we say that f(p) ∈ Y is a lift
of p ∈ X . Similarly, we say that distf(p) is a lift of distp. In this way,
any objects on X defined by distance functions can be lifted to Y by
replacing distp with distf(p).

The Gromov-Hausdorff distance dGH(X, Y ) between X and Y is de-
fined as the infimum of ǫ > 0 such that there are ǫ-approximations
f : X → Y and g : Y → X . Whenever we discuss the Gromov-
Hausdorff distance, we will implicitly fix some approximation.

For A ⊂ X and B ⊂ Y , if an ǫ-approximation f : X → Y satisfies
f(A) ⊂ B(B, ǫ) and B ⊂ B(f(A), ǫ), then we call f an ǫ-approximation
from (X,A) to (Y,B) (where B(·, ·) denote metric neighborhoods).
This defines the convergence of subsets under the Gromov-Hausdorff
convergence of spaces.

If (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy equivalences are also ǫ-approximations,
we call them (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy approximations. This leads to
the definition of the C-Lipschitz homotopy distance, as discussed in the
introduction.

2.4. Gradient flows. We briefly review the properties of the gradient
flows of semiconcave functions in Alexandrov spaces. See [12] for more
details. In what follows, for simplicity we assume that functions are
defined on the whole space, but this is not necessary.

Let M be an Alexandrov space and f : M → R. If M has no
boundary, f is said to be λ-concave, where λ ∈ R, if its restriction to
any unit-speed shortest path γ(t) is λ-concave, i.e., f ◦ γ(t)− (λ/2)t2

is concave. If M has boundary, we require the same condition for the
tautological extension of f to the double ofM . A semiconcave function
is locally a λ-concave function, where λ depends on each point. A
strictly concave function is a λ-concave function with λ < 0.
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A typical example of a semiconcave function is a distance function
distA, where A ⊂M . Note that the concavity of distA at x ∈M \A is
bounded above by a constant depending only on a lower bound of |Ax|
(and the lower curvature bound −1; see [4, 2.4] for instance).

Let f : M → R be a semiconcave function and p ∈ M . The di-
rectional derivative df = dpf is a 0-concave function defined on the
tangent cone Tp at p. The gradient ∇pf ∈ Tp of f at p is characterized
by the following two properties:

(1) df(v) ≤ 〈∇pf, v〉 for any v ∈ Tp;
(2) df(∇pf) = |∇pf |2.

Here | · | denotes the norm, i.e., the distance to the vertex of the cone
and 〈·, ·〉 is the scalar product defined by the norm and the angle at
the vertex as in Euclidean plane. The concavity of df guarantees the
existence and uniqueness of the gradient.

The gradient curve of a semiconcave function f is a curve whose
right tangent vector is unique and equal to the gradient of f . For any
λ-concave function f , the gradient curve Φ(x, t) starting at x ∈ M
exists and is unique for all t ≥ 0. The map Φ : M × [0,∞) → M is
called the gradient flow of f .

The most important property of the gradient flow for this paper is
its Lipschitz continuity. Recall that we are considering the L1 distance
on a product space with a time interval.

Proposition 2.4 ([12, 2.1.4]). Let f be a λ-concave function onM and
Φ : M × [0,∞) → M its gradient flow. Then Φt := Φ(·, t) : M → M
is eλt-Lipschitz for any t ≥ 0. In particular, if f is C-Lipschitz, the
restriction of Φ to M × [0, T ] is max{C, eλT , 1}-Lipschitz.

We conclude this section with two basic lemmas regarding gradient
which will be used throughout the paper. The first one is a gradient
estimate for a strictly concave function.

Lemma 2.5. Let f be a (−λ)-concave function on M , where λ > 0. If
p ∈ M is the unique maximum point of f , then for any x ∈ M \ {p},
we have

|∇xf | ≥ df(↑px) ≥ λ|px|/2.
Proof. This immediately follows from the (−λ)-concavity:

df(↑px) ≥
f(p)− f(x) + λ|px|2/2

|px| .

�

The second one is about the following regularity introduced in [5].
For c > 0 and A ⊂ M , we say that f is c-regular in the direction to A
if df(↑Ax ) > c for any x ∈M \ A and some shortest path from x to A.
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Lemma 2.6 ([5, 2.3]). Let f be a semiconcave function on M that
is c-regular in the direction to A ⊂ M . Then the gradient flow of f
outside A monotonically decreases the distance to A with velocity at
least c.

Proof. This follows from the first variation formula and the property
(1) of the gradient. Indeed, if α(t) denotes a gradient curve of f , we
have

d

dt
|Aα(t)| = −〈∇α(t)f,⇑Aα(t)〉 ≤ −df(↑Aα(t)) < −c.

�

3. Lipschitz contractible convex hulls

In this section we prove the following key theorem. Fix n, D, and v.

Theorem 3.1 (cf. [10, 4.3]). There is C = C(n,D, v) > 0 satisfying
the following: for any M ∈ A(n,D, v), p ∈ M , and 0 < ǫ < C−1,
there exists a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strongly contractible convex domain U
containing B(p, ǫ).

More precisely, the following hold:

(1) there exists a 1-Lipschitz (−(Cǫ)−1)-concave function h defined
on a neighborhood of p such that for any 0 ≤ t ≤ C−1,

U(t) := {h > −tǫ}
is the desired domain;

(2) U(t) also contains the (C−1ǫ)-ball around its peak q, i.e., the
unique maximum point of h;

(3) for any M ′ ∈ A(n,D, v) that is (C−1ǫ)-close to M , there is a
lift h′ of h to M ′ that satisfies the same properties as (1) and
(2) for any lift p′ ∈M ′ of p.

Remark 3.2. The center of the contraction is not necessarily p or q.

Remark 3.3. The contractibility implies that the diameter of U is at
most 2Cǫ. The existence of such a convex hull of uniformly bounded
diameter was proved by Perelman and Petrunin [10, 4.3] (cf. [12, 7.1.3]).
Our result strengthens it.

The detailed statement in the second half will be used in the next
section to construct a quantitative version of a good covering, which
will be used in the first proof of Theorem 1.1 in Section 5. For the
second proof in Section 6, the first half is enough.

The proof is a combination of techniques from [10, 4.3] and [5, 1.2].
The construction of the strictly concave function h is due to [10, 4.3].
We use the gradient flow of h to contract U to a tinier ball, while we
need the stability of contractible balls as in [5, 1.2] to crush this tinier
ball. Thus the first half of the proof is the same as that of [10, 4.3] and
the second half is the same as that of [5, 1.2]. For the convenience of
the reader we include the complete proof.
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Proof of Theorem 3.1. We prove it by contradiction. If the statement
does not hold, there are Ci → ∞, 0 < ǫi < C−1

i , Mi ∈ A(n,D, v),
and pi ∈ Mi such that there does not exist such a strictly concave
function hi satisfying the conclusion. Instead of Mi, we will consider
M̃i := ǫ−1

i Mi, and will write metric balls and spheres in M̃i as B̃(·, ·)
and S̃(·, ·), respectively. We will also consider h̃i := ǫ−1

i hi on M̃i, for
which the conditions (1) and (2) reduce to:

(1) h̃i is a 1-Lipschitz (−C−1
i )-concave function such that for any

0 ≤ t ≤ C−1
i , the superlevel set Ũi(t) := {h̃i > −t} is a (Ci, 1)-

Lipschitz contractible domain containing B̃(pi, 1);
(2) Ũi(t) also contains the C−1

i -ball around its peak qi.

To obtain a contradiction, it suffices to show these conditions with Ci

replaced by a constant C for some subsequence (see below for (3)).
Since ǫi → 0, we may assume that (M̃i, pi) converges to a nonneg-

atively curved Alexandrov space (N, p) of dimension n in the pointed
Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Moreover, the existence of a uniform
lower volume bound for Mi implies that the ideal boundary N(∞)
of N has dimension n − 1. Indeed, by the Bishop-Gromov inequality,
we see that the volume ratio voln(B̃(pi, R))/R

n is uniformly bounded
below by a constant depending only on n, D, and v for any i≫ R≫ 1,
where voln denotes the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

In what follows, we first prove the corresponding statement in N
and then show that the construction can be lifted to M̃i. Note that
for any M ′

i ∈ A(n,D, v) that is (C−1
i ǫi)-close to Mi, the rescaled se-

quence M̃ ′
i := ǫ−1

i M ′
i also converges to N . Therefore the condition (3)

obviously follows from the following proof.

Step 1. We first construct a strictly concave function h defined on an
arbitrarily large neighborhood of p, which can be lifted to a function
h̃i on M̃i with the same concavity. We show that a superlevel set of
h is a convex domain containing the unit ball around p and the same
holds for h̃i. This part is exactly the same as the proof of [10, 4.3].

Take a maximal δ-discrete set {lα}α∈A in N(∞), where δ > 0 will be
determined in Claim 3.4. For each lα there exists a corresponding ray
rα emanating from p, which yields the Busemann function bα, i.e.,

bα := lim
t→∞
|rα(t) · | − t.

Choose R ≫ 1 large enough so that R−1S(p, R) is sufficiently close
to N(∞) in the Gromov-Hausdorff distance. Fix x ∈ S(p, R). Then
there exists Ax ⊂ A, whose corresponding rays are near a shortest path
px, such that

(3.1) #Ax ≥ c/δn−1
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for some c > 0 independent of x, and

(3.2) bα(p) ≥ bα(x) +R/2

for any α ∈ Ax. The former follows from the fact that dimN(∞) =
n− 1 and the Bishop-Gromov inequality. Indeed, c depends only on n,
D, and v.

Next find R̂ ≫ R such that for any α ∈ A the normalized distance
function |qα · | − R̂ from qα := rα(R̂) is sufficiently close to bα. In
particular for any α ∈ Ax an inequality similar to (3.2) holds, i.e.,

|qαp| ≥ |qαx|+R/3.

We define a function hx on B(p, 2R) by

hx :=
1

#Ax

∑

α∈Ax

φ(|qα · |),

where φ is a C2 function such that 1/2 ≤ φ′ ≤ 1 and φ′′ = −(8R)−1 on

[R̂− 2R, R̂ + 2R].
Clearly hx is 1-Lipschitz, hx(p) ≥ hx(x) + R/6, and hx(p) = hx′(p)

for x 6= x′ ∈ S(p, R). Moreover,

Claim 3.4 ([9, 3.6]). hx is (−λ)-concave on B(p, 2R) for some λ > 0
depending only on c and R, provided δ is small enough.

Proof. If f is a C2 function, then (φ ◦ f)′′ = φ′′ ◦ f · (f ′)2 + φ′ ◦ f · f ′′.

Hence if |f(0) − R̂| < 2R, |f ′(0)| > c > 0, and f ′′(0) < c2/16R, then
(φ ◦ f)′′(0) < −c2/16R. This estimate holds even if f is not C2.

For any direction ξ at any point of B(p, 2R), a volume comparison
argument using (3.1) shows that for the majority of α, |d distqα(ξ)| is
bounded from below by a constant depending only on c, provided δ is
small enough. Moreover, since R̂ ≫ R and N has nonnegative curva-
ture, distqα is almost 0-concave on B(p, 2R). Thus the above estimate
shows that the averaged function hx is uniformly strictly concave. �

Let h be the infimum of hx over all x ∈ S(p, R), which is also 1-
Lipschitz and (−λ)-concave. Furthermore, h(p) ≥ supx∈S(p,R) h(x) +
R/6. Set

U(t) := h−1(a+ t,∞) ∩ B(p, R), a := sup
x∈S(p,R)

h(x),

where 0 ≤ t ≪ R. Then U(t) is convex. Moreover, since h is 1-
Lipschitz and R ≫ 1, it follows that U(t) contains B(p, 1). Note that
U(t) also contains a small ball around the unique maximum point q of
h.

Finally we lift the situation to M̃i. Let h̃i and Ũi(t) denote the lifts

of h and U(t) respectively. Then h̃i is 1-Lipschitz and (−λ)-concave
on B̃(pi, 2R), where the latter follows from the same argument using

volume comparison as in Claim 3.4 (note dim M̃i = n). Therefore Ũi(t)
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is a convex domain containing B̃(pi, 1). Since the unique maximum

point qi of h̃i converges to q, the condition (2) is clear.
From now on we fix t and denote U := U(t) and Ũi := Ũi(t).

Step 2. Next we show that U can be contracted to a tiny ball by the
gradient flow of h and this tiny ball can be crushed to the center by
another gradient flow. Then we check that Ũi can be contracted into a
tiny ball in the same manner. However, crushing this tiny ball needs a
more careful argument, which is deferred to the final step.

As before, let q ∈ U denote the unique maximum point of h. For
any x ∈ U \ {q}, by Lemma 2.5 we have

dh(↑qx) ≥ λ|qx|/2.
In particular, for any fixed r > 0, the function h is (λr/4)-regular in
the direction to q outside B(q, r/2). Hence Lemma 2.6 implies that
the gradient flow of h pushes U into B(q, r/2) within time at most
8R/λr. Since h is 1-Lipschitz and 0-concave, this flow is 1-Lipschitz
(Proposition 2.4). In conclusion,

Claim 3.5. The gradient flow of h gives a (1, 8R/λr)-Lipschitz homo-
topy pushing U into B(q, r/2).

We choose r > 0 so small that (2r)−1S(q, 2r) is sufficiently close to
the space of directions Σq at q in the Gromov-Hausdorff distance. In
particular, there exists ν > 0 such that for any x ∈ B(q, r) \ {q} there
is y ∈ S(q, 2r) with ∠̃qxy > π/2 + ν (actually ν → π/2 as r → 0, but
we cannot use such a strong regularity once the situation is lifted to
M̃i; see Claim 3.7). This implies that the gradient flow of distS(q,2r)
gives a Lipschitz strong contraction of B(q, r) to q. Indeed, for any
x ∈ B(q, r) \ {q}, let y ∈ S(q, 2r) be as above and let z ∈ S(q, 2r) be
closest to x. Then we have

d distS(q,2r)(↑qx) ≥ − cos ∠̃zxq ≥ − cos ∠̃yxq ≥ sin ν.

In other words, distS(q,2r) is (sin ν)-regular in the direction to q on
B(q, r). Hence Lemma 2.6 implies that the gradient flow of distS(q,2r)
crushes B(q, r) to q within time at most r/ sin ν. This flow is c(r, ν)-
Lipschitz on B(q, r), where c(r, ν) is a constant depending only on r
and ν (Proposition 2.4; actually independent of r). In conclusion,

Claim 3.6. The gradient flow of distS(q,2r) gives a (c(r, ν), r/ sin ν)-
Lipschitz contraction of B(q, r) to q.

Combining the two gradient flows above, we get a (C, 1)-Lipschitz
strong contraction of U to q for some C > 0. We verify that the same
construction works for Ũi. As before, let qi ∈ Ũi denote the unique
maximum point of h̃i, which converges to q. The same argument as
Claim 3.5 using the (−λ)-concavity of h̃i shows that Ũi can be pushed
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into B̃(qi, r/2) by the gradient flow of h̃i with uniform Lipschitz con-

stant and time. However, in general B̃(qi, r) is not Lipschitz strongly
contractible to qi. To contract this ball, we need to replace qi with
another close point, which will be done in the final step.

Step 3. This part is the same as the proof of [5, 3.5], which is a
noncollapsing version of [16, 3.2]. We show that there exists q̂i ∈
M̃i converging to q such that the distance function from S̃(q̂i, 2r) is

uniformly regular (independent of i) on B̃(q̂i, r) in the direction to
q̂i. Then the same argument as Claim 3.6 shows that B̃(q̂i, r) can be
contracted to q̂i with uniform Lipschitz constant and time.

The following construction is similar to that in Step 1, but here we
use the space of directions Σq instead of the ideal boundary N(∞).
Recall that (2r)−1S(q, 2r) is close to Σq. For fixed 0 < θ ≪ 1 we take
a maximal θr-discrete set {xα}α in S(q, 2r). For each α we take a

maximal δr-discrete set {xαβ}Nβ

β=1 in S(q, 2r)∩B(xα, 2θr), where δ > 0
will be determined in Claim 3.7. Then the Bishop-Gromov inequality
implies

(3.3) Nα ≥ c (θ/δ)n−1 ,

where c > 0 depends only on n, D, and v.
We define a function f on B(q, r) by

f := min
α
fα, fα :=

1

Nα

Nα
∑

β=1

|xαβ · |.

Since {xα}α is a θr-net, where θ ≪ 1, it is easy to see that

f(q) ≥ f(x) + |qx|/2
for any x ∈ B(q, r).

Now we lift the situation to M̃i. Let fi denote the lift of f . We
define q̂i as a maximum point of fi on B̃(qi, r), which converges to the
unique maximum point q of f .

Claim 3.7. There exists ν > 0 such that for any sufficiently large i
and any xi ∈ B̃(q̂i, r), there is yi ∈ S̃(q̂i, 2r) with ∠̃q̂ixiyi > π/2 + ν.

Proof. Suppose the claim does not hold. After passing to a subse-
quence, we can assume that there are νi → 0 and xi ∈ B̃(q̂i, r) such

that ∠̃q̂ixiyi < π/2 + νi for any yi ∈ S̃(q̂i, 2r). Note that |q̂ixi| → 0
since the corresponding claim holds on N by the choice of r. We
may assume that (|q̂ixi|−1M̃i, q̂i) converges to a nonnegatively curved

Alexandrov space (N̂, q̂).
Let xiαβ and f i

α denote the lifts of xαβ and f i
α defining fi, respectively.

Let vi and viαβ denote the directions of shortest paths from q̂i to xi
and xiαβ , respectively (choose them so that the following first variation
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formula holds). Fix α such that dfi(vi) = df i
α(vi) for infinitely many i.

Since fi attains a maximum at q̂i, this implies

1

Nα

∑

β

− cos∠(viαβ, vi) ≤ 0.

We may assume that vi and viαβ converge to the directions at q̂ of a
shortest path and rays, respectively. Then the lower semicontinuity of
angle implies

(3.4)
1

Nα

∑

β

− cos∠(vαβ , v) ≤ 0.

On the other hand, the assumption at the beginning of the proof
implies that ∠(v, vαβ) ≥ π/2. Moreover, since {xαβ}β is δr-discrete, we
see that {vαβ}β is δ/2-discrete. Thus a volume comparison argument
using (3.3) shows that for the majority of β, ∠(v, vαβ) is uniformly
bounded away from π/2 by a positive constant depending only on c,
provided δ is small enough. However, this implies that the average of
the cosines is strictly greater than 0, which contradicts (3.4). �

As we have seen in Claim 3.6, Claim 3.7 is enough for the gradient
flow of distS̃(q̂i,2r) to be a Lipschitz strong contraction of B̃(q̂i, r) to q̂i
with uniform Lipschitz constant and time. Thus its composition with
the gradient flow of h̃i gives a Lipschitz weak contraction of Ũi to q̂i.
Furthermore, it is easy to modify the first flow to fix a small neigh-
borhood of qi. For example, the following flow fixes B̃(qi, r/10) while
keeping the Lipschitz constant and time uniformly bounded above:

Φ̂i(x, t) := Φi(x, ρ(|qix|)t),
where Φi is the gradient flow of hi and ρ : [0,∞) → [0, 1] is a 5/r-
Lipschitz function such that ρ ≡ 0 on [0, r/10] and ρ ≡ 1 on [r/5,∞).
Since q̂i also converges to q, this modified flow fixes q̂i for sufficiently
large i. Therefore, its composition with the second flow gives a (C, 1)-
Lipschitz strong contraction of Ũi to q̂i for some constant C > 0 inde-
pendent of i. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.1. �

Remark 3.8. It is also possible to show that the distance to the center
q̂i is nonincreasing under the contraction (in other words, Ũi is strongly
Lipschitz contractible to q̂i in the sense of [5, 1.4]). This is trivial for
the second flow, but not for the first flow. To see this for the first flow,
we use the (−λ)-concavity and 1-Lipschitz continuity of h̃i to obtain

dh̃i(↑q̂ix ) ≥
h̃i(q̂i)− h̃i(x) + λ|q̂ix|2/2

|q̂ix|

≥ h̃i(qi)− |qiq̂i| − h̃i(x) + λ|q̂ix|2/2
|q̂ix|

≥ −|qiq̂i||q̂ix|
+ λ
|q̂ix|
2
.
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Since |qiq̂i| → 0 as i→∞, the last term is greater than λr/50 outside
B̃(q̂i, r/20), which means that hi is (λr/50)-regular in the direction

to q̂i outside B̃(q̂i, r/20). On the other hand, the modified flow Φ̃i

defined above fixes B̃(q̂i, r/20). Thus by Lemma 2.6 the distance to q̂i
is nonincreasing under this modified flow.

4. Quantitative good coverings

In this section we show the existence of a quantitative version of a
good covering introduced in [6]. Fix n, D, and v.

Theorem 4.1. There is C = C(n,D, v) > 0 satisfying the following:
for any M ∈ A(n,D, v) and 0 < ǫ < C−1, there exists a finite open
covering U = {Uj}Nj=1 of M such that

(1) any ǫ-ball in M is contained in some Uj;
(2) for each j, the number of Ui intersecting Uj is at most C;
(3) any intersection of Uj is (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz (strongly) contractible;
(4) for anyM ′ ∈ A(n,D, v) that is (C−1ǫ)-close toM , there is a lift
U ′ of U to M ′ that satisfies the same properties as (1)–(3) and
has the same nerve as U , i.e., a collection of Uj has nonempty
intersection if and only if so does its lift.

Remark 4.2. The covering number N depends on ǫ.

Actually each element of U is a superlevel set of a strictly concave
function given by Theorem 3.1. Excluding the stability condition (4),
we define

Definition 4.3. For a general metric spaceM , a (not necessarily finite)
open covering U satisfying the conditions (1)–(3) is called a (C, ǫ)-good
covering.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. To clarify the notation, we will denote by C0

the constant of Theorem 3.1. Take a maximal ǫ/2-discrete set {pj}Nj=1

of M . For each j and 0 ≤ t ≤ C−1
0 , let

Uj(t) = {hj > −tǫ}
be a (C0, ǫ)-Lipschitz contractible domain containing B(pj, 2ǫ), where
hj is a strictly concave function as in Theorem 3.1(1). Similarly we
define its lift U ′

j(t) to M
′ by using h′j as in Theorem 3.1(3).

We prove that there are 0 ≤ tj ≤ C−1
0 (depending on j) such that the

coverings {Uj(tj)}j and {U ′
j(tj)}j satisfy the conditions (1)–(4) above.

Actually the conditions (1) and (2) are satisfied for any choice of tj .
Indeed, (1) follows from the properties of pj and Uj(t) and (2) follows
from these plus the Bishop-Gromov inequality.

To obtain (3) and (4), we show

Claim 4.4. For each j, there exists 0 ≤ tj ≤ C−1
0 such that
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(i) any nonempty intersection of Uj(tj) contains the (C−1
1 ǫ)-ball

around its peak, i.e., the unique maximum point of the strictly
concave function defining the intersection, where C1 > 0 de-
pends only on n, D, and v;

(ii) the same holds for U ′
j(tj), and moreover, {U ′

j(tj)}j has the same
nerve as {Uj(tj)}j.

Proof. We prove it by induction on j. For the base case, we put t1 := 0.
Indeed, U1(0) and U ′

1(0) contain the (C−1
0 ǫ)-balls around their peaks,

respectively, by Theorem 3.1(2). To show the induction step, suppose
there are t1, . . . , tj−1 such that the conclusion holds for Uk(tk) and
U ′
k(tk) (1 ≤ k ≤ j − 1).

Step 1. We define tj as follows. Put Uk := Uk(tk) for 1 ≤ k ≤ j−1 and

consider a parametrized family Uj(t) := {Uk, Uj(t)}j−1
k=1 of subcoverings,

where 0 < t < C−1
0 . Let Nj(t) denote the nerve of Uj(t), which is

nondecreasing in t with respect to the inclusion relation. Since the
number of Uk intersecting Uj(C

−1
0 ) is bounded above by a constant

depending only on n, D, and v, one can find 0 < tj < C−1
0 such that

(4.1) Nj(tj − c0) = Nj(tj + c0),

where c0 is a uniform positive constant independent of ǫ.

Step 2. We first show (i). Put Uj := Uj(tj) and let V be any intersection
of Uk (1 ≤ k ≤ j − 1) such that V ∩ Uj is nonempty. Then the
above property (4.1) implies that V ∩ U−

j is also nonempty, where

U−
j := Uj(tj − c0). Let x ∈ V ∩ U−

j .

We observe that one can shrink V and expand U−
j a little bit so that

they still have nonempty intersection. In view of Theorem 3.1(1), we
may assume that V = {h > 0}, where h is a 1-Lipschitz (−(C0ǫ)

−1)-
concave function. We set

V − := {h > c1ǫ}, Ũ−
j := {hj > −(tj − c0/2)ǫ},

where c1 is a sufficiently small uniform positive constant.
We show that V − ∩ Ũ−

j is nonempty by moving x if necessary by
the gradient flow of h. The induction hypothesis implies that V con-
tains the (C−1

1 ǫ)-ball around its peak. On the other hand, since h
is (−(C0ǫ)

−1)-concave, the gradient estimate (Lemma 2.5) shows that
|∇h| > (4C0C1)

−1 outside the concentric ball of half radius. Hence if
c1 is small enough, one can find y ∈ V − such that |xy| < c0ǫ/2. Since

hj is 1-Lipschitz, this implies y ∈ Ũ−
j , as desired.

Now let p be the peak of V ∩ Uj. Since V − ∩ Ũ−
j is nonempty, it

contains p. Since h and hj are 1-Lipschitz, we see that B(p, C̃−1
1 ǫ) is

contained in V ∩ Uj for sufficiently large C̃1 ≫ C1.
Finally, note that the constant C1 of the statement gets worse in

each induction step, but the number of the actual steps is at most the



16 T. FUJIOKA, A. MITSUISHI, AND T. YAMAGUCHI

dimension of the nerve of the largest covering {Uj(C
−1
0 )}j , which is

uniformly bounded above. This proves (i).

Step 3. Next we show (ii). Suppose M ′ is (C−1ǫ)-close to M , where C
is large enough. Note that the lifted function h′ as in Theorem 3.1(3)
is (C−1ǫ)-close to the original function h via the approximation. For
a superlevel set of a strictly concave function on M , we will use the
prime symbol ′ to denote its lift to M ′, like U ′

j for Uj . Let V be any
nonempty intersection of Uk (1 ≤ k ≤ j − 1).

The argument in Step 2 implies that if Uj intersects V , then U
′
j ∩ V ′

contains the (C−1
1 ǫ)-ball around its peak. Indeed, since Ũ−

j intersects

V −, small expansions of (Ũ−
j )

′ and (V −)′ also have nonempty intersec-
tion. By the 1-Lipschitz continuity of the defining functions, we obtain
the claim.

It remains to prove that if Uj does not intersect V , then U ′
j ∩ V ′ is

also empty. Suppose Uj does not intersect V . Then by the property
(4.1), so does U+

j := Uj(tj + c0). Consider

V + := {h > −c2ǫ}, Ũ+
j := {hj > −(tj + c0/2)ǫ},

where c2 is a sufficiently small uniform positive constant (the former
expansion makes sense in view of Theorem 3.1(1)). If c2 is small enough,

then Ũ+
j ∩ V + is also nonempty: otherwise, by using the induction

hypothesis one can shrink V + and expand Ũ+
j as in Step 2 to show

that U+
j ∩ V is nonempty, a contradiction. Therefore U ′

j does not
intersect V ′, which completes the proof (note that the number of the
induction steps is uniformly bounded above as in Step 2). �

To prove the condition (3), let U be any nonempty intersection of
Uj(tj) with peak p, which includes B(p, C−1ǫ) for some constant C > 0
by Claim 4.4(1). As observed above, the gradient estimate (Lemma 2.5)
implies that U admits a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz deformation retraction into
B(p, C−2ǫ). Moreover, by Theorem 3.1, B(p, C−2ǫ) is (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz
contractible in B(p, C−1ǫ). Hence U is (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz contractible.

The remaining properties in the condition (4) follows from Claim
4.4(2) in the same way. This completes the proof. �

Remark 4.5. Another important class of metric spaces having such
good coverings is CAT spaces (more generally, CBA spaces with uni-
form injectivity radius) with uniform doubling constant (see Section
6 for the doubling condition). Indeed, if X is a C-doubling CAT(1)
space, we take a maximal ǫ/2-discrete set {pj}j and set Uj := B(pj , 2ǫ),
where 0 < ǫ≪ C−1. Then the same argument as above shows that this
covering satisfies the conditions (1) and (2) of Theorem 4.1 (use the
doubling condition instead of the Bishop-Gromov inequality). More-
over, it satisfies the condition (3) since the CAT(1) property implies
that
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• any metric ball of radius less than π/2 is convex;
• shortest paths are unique in such a metric ball;
• the contraction of the metric ball to any point along shortest
paths is uniformly Lipschitz.

In particular, the argument in the next section can be applied to such
CAT spaces.

5. First proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we give the first proof of Theorem 1.1 using good
coverings. Since we have the stability property as in Theorem 4.1(4),
it suffices to prove the following

Theorem 5.1. For any C > 0 there is C̃ > 0 satisfying the following:
Let M be a metric space with a (C, ǫ)-good covering U in the sense of

Definition 4.3. Then M is (C̃, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy equivalent to the
ǫ-geometric realization of the nerve of U .

Let us first explain our terminology.
The nerve of a locally finite covering U = {Uj}j is a simplicial com-

plex with vertices {vj}j such that a collection of vertices spans a sim-
plex if and only if the corresponding Uj have nonempty intersection.
We denote it by N = NU . Note that the condition (2) of Theorem 4.1
implies that the nerve of a (C, ǫ)-good covering has uniformly bounded
local finiteness and in particular uniformly bounded dimension.

LetK be a locally finite simplicial complex. For simplicity we assume
that K has only finitely many vertices {vj}Nj=1, but this is not necessary
because of the local finiteness. For ǫ > 0, the ǫ-geometric realization
|K| = |K|ǫ of K is defined as follows. We identify vj with the j-th
standard vector of norm ǫ in Euclidean space, i.e.,

vj = (0, . . . ,
j
ǫ, . . . , 0) ∈ R

N .

The set |K| is a subset of the convex hull of {vj}j corresponding to
K. More precisely, a function θ : {vj}j → [0, 1] defines an element
∑

j θ(vj)vj of |K| if it satisfies
(1)

∑

j θ(vj) = 1;

(2) supp θ defines a simplex of K (also denoted by supp θ).

We consider the length metric on |K| induced by the standard Eu-
clidean metric on R

N . We identify a simplex σ ∈ K with its closed
realization in |K| and denote it by the same symbol σ.

Convention 5.2. In the following proof, we will use the same symbol
C to denote various large positive constants. Whenever this symbol
appears, it means that there exists a constant C such that the claim
holds (possibly different from C in Theorem 5.1, but depending only

on it as C̃).
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Proof of Theorem 5.1. The proof is along the same line as in [7, §3],
where the second and third authors proved the qualitative version of
this theorem (based on the idea of [13, 9.4.15]). In fact all we have
to do is repeat the ǫ-scaled version of the previous argument. We will
skip detailed calculations if they were already done in [7].

Let U = {Uj}j be a (C, ǫ)-good covering of M . Let N = NU denote
its nerve and |N | = |N |ǫ its ǫ-geometric realization. Note that the
condition (2) of Theorem 4.1 implies that the dimension of N is at
most C. This fact will be used throughout the proof. We prove that
there exist C-Lipschitz maps

Θ :M → |N |, ζ : |N | →M

such that ζ ◦Θ and Θ◦ζ are (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopic to the identities
of M and |N |, respectively.
Step 1. We first define the map Θ by using the partition of unity
subordinate to U . Let fj be the distance function to the complement
of Uj and set

ξj(x) :=
fj(x)

∑

i fi(x)

for x ∈ M (the above fj is simpler than the one in [7], but this is not
an essential change). Then

Claim 5.3. ξj is C/ǫ-Lipschitz.

Proof. By the condition (1) of Theorem 4.1, we have
∑

i fi(x) ≥ ǫ for
any x ∈M . A direct calculation using the triangle inequality shows

|ξj(x)− ξj(y)|

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

fj(x)− fj(y)
∑

i fi(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

i fi(x)−
∑

i fi(y)
∑

i fi(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

fj(y)
∑

i fi(y)
.

Since fj is 1-Lipschitz, the first term is bounded above by |xy|/ǫ.
Similarly, since dimN ≤ C, the second term is bounded above by
C|xy|/ǫ. �

We define Θ :M → |N | by
Θ(x) :=

∑

j

ξj(x)vj ,

where vj is the j-th standard vector of norm ǫ. Then Claim 5.3 together
with dimN ≤ C implies that Θ is C-Lipschitz.

Step 2. Next we construct larger spaces D andM with C-bi-Lipschitz
embeddings

M
τ−−−→ D





y

ι

|N | −−−→
Ψ

M



LIPSCHITZ HOMOTOPY CONVERGENCE II 19

whose images are (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strong deformation retracts of the
target spaces. Only the deformation retraction for the ι-image is non-
trivial, whose construction is deferred to the next step.

For a simplex σ ∈ N , we denote by Uσ the corresponding intersection
of Uj . We define D by

D := {(θ, x) ∈ |N | ×M | x ∈ Usupp θ}
=

⋃

σ∈N

σ × Uσ ⊂ |N | ×M.

As above we will use θ and x to denote the |N |- and M-coordinates,
respectively. Let p : D → |N | and q : D →M be the projections. The
C-bi-Lipschitz embedding τ :M → D is given by

τ(x) := (Θ(x), x),

whose inverse is the restriction of q.

Claim 5.4. τ(M) is a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strong deformation retract of
D.
Proof. The desired homotopy H : D × [0, ǫ]→ D is given by

H(θ, x, s) := ((s/ǫ)Θ(x) + (1− s/ǫ)θ, x)
for s ∈ [0, ǫ]. Since each simplex has size ǫ, this map is C-Lipschitz. �

We defineM as the mapping cylinder of p with height ǫ:

M =Mǫ(p) := D × [0, ǫ] ∪ |N |/(θ, x, ǫ) ∼ θ

=
⋃

σ∈K

σ ×K(Uσ) ⊂ |N | ×K(M).

Here K(M) = Kǫ(M) :=M × [0, ǫ]/M × ǫ denotes the Euclidean cone
of height ǫ equipped with the metric

|[x, t], [x′, t′]|2

:= (ǫ− t)2 + (ǫ− t′)2 − 2(ǫ− t)(ǫ− t′) cosmin{π, |xx′|},
for [x, t], [x′, t′] ∈ K(M) (the reason for this “reversed” metric is that
the height corresponds to the time of homotopy later). We consider
the metric ofM induced from the product metric of |N | ×K(M).

The maps ι : D → M and Ψ : |N | → M are the natural isometric
embeddings. There is also a natural map Ψ′ : M → |N| induced by
the projection p, whose restriction is the inverse of Ψ. More precisely,

ι(θ, x) := (θ, x, 0), Ψ(θ) := (θ, vM), Ψ′(θ, [x, t]) := θ

where vM is the vertex of the cone K(M).
Note that we have the following commutative diagram:
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(5.1)

M
τ−−−→ D

Θ





y





y

ι

|N | ←−−−
Ψ′

M.

Claim 5.5. Ψ(|N |) is a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strong deformation retract of
M.

Proof. The desired homotopy F :M× [0, ǫ]→M is given by

F (θ, [x, t], s) := (θ, [x, (1− s/ǫ)t+ s])

for s ∈ [0, ǫ]. Since the cone has height ǫ, this map is C-Lipschitz. The
details are left to the reader (see the proof of [7, 3.3]). �

Step 3. Here we prove

Claim 5.6. There exists a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strong deformation retrac-
tion Φ ofM to ι(D).

We will construct Φ by reverse induction on skeleta. As in [7, §3],
since the geometric realization has the length metric, the problem is
reduced to the following claim on each simplex.

Subclaim 5.7. For any σ ∈ N , there exists a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strong
deformation retraction Φσ of σ ×K(Uσ) to σ × Uσ × 0 ∪ ∂σ ×K(Uσ).

Indeed, the desired map Φ is obtained by gluing Φσ by reverse in-
duction on skeleta. Since dimN ≤ C, the Lipschitz constant and the
time of homotopy are uniformly bounded above.

Remark 5.8. There was a minor mistake in the proof of the corre-
sponding claim in [7] which might confuse the reader. In the proofs of
Sublemma 3.6 and Claim 3.8 in [7], we assumed that the the Lipschitz
contraction ϕ satisfies ϕ(·, t) ≡ p for t ≥ L/2. However, this choice of
a constant was not sufficient for the proofs. A suitable choice is, for
example, ϕ ≡ p for t ≥ L/10. Actually one may choose an arbitrary
small constant c > 0 so that ϕ ≡ p for t ≥ cL.

Proof. The basic idea is that we first contract a neighborhood of the
vertex of the cone, then the rest is almost a product, on which Lipschitz
continuity is easy to prove.

To simplify the notation we will omit the subscript σ. Let ϕ : U ×
[0, ǫ]→ U be a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz contraction with center p ∈ U . We may
assume that

(5.2) ϕ(·, t) ≡ p

for all t ≥ ǫ/10. We divide the problem into two cases, depending on
the dimension of σ.
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Case 1. Suppose dim σ = 0. Define a retraction r : K(U)→ U × 0 by

r([x, t]) := [ϕ(x, t), 0],

which is well-defined for t = ǫ.
Let g : [0, ǫ] → [0, ǫ] be a C-Lipschitz function such that g ≡ ǫ on

[0, ǫ/3] and g(ǫ) = 0. Define Φ : K(U)× [0, ǫ]→ K(U) by

Φ([x, t], s) := [ϕ(x, (s/ǫ)t), (g(s)/ǫ)t]

for s ∈ [0, ǫ]. Then it gives a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy between the
identity and r. The details are left to the reader (see the proof of [7,
3.8]).

Case 2. Suppose dim σ ≥ 1. Let

ρ = (ψ, u) : σ × [0, ǫ]→ σ × 0 ∪ ∂σ × [0, ǫ]

be the radial projection from (θ∗, 2ǫ), where θ∗ is the barycenter of σ.
Since σ is a simplex of size ǫ, ρ is a C-Lipschitz retraction. Define a
retraction r : σ ×K(U)→ σ × U × 0 ∪ ∂σ ×K(U) by

(5.3) r(θ, [x, t]) := (ψ(θ, t), [ϕ(x, t− u(θ, t)), w(θ, t)]),
where w : σ × [0, ǫ]→ [0, ǫ] is defined as follows. Set

Ω0 := u−1[0, ǫ/10], Ω1 := u−1[ǫ/2, ǫ]

and let si be the distance functions to Ωi (i = 0, 1). We define w by

w(θ, t) :=
s1

s0 + s1
u+

s0
s0 + s1

t.

Then w = u on Ω0 and w = t on Ω1. Since σ is of size ǫ, w is C-
Lipschitz. Note that r is well-defined for t = ǫ.

Let µ and ν be C-Lipschitz functions from [0, ǫ] to [0, ǫ] such that

µ(s) =

{

0 s ≤ ǫ/2

ǫ s ≥ 2ǫ/3,
ν(s) =

{

0 s ≤ 2ǫ/3

ǫ s ≥ 3ǫ/4.

Define Φ : σ ×K(U)× [0, ǫ]→ σ ×K(U) by

Φ(θ, [x, t], s) := ((1− (s/ǫ))θ + (s/ǫ)ψ,

[ϕ(x, (µ/ǫ)(t− u)), ((1− (ν/ǫ))t + (ν/ǫ)w)])

for s ∈ [0, ǫ]. Then it gives a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy between the
identity and r. The details are left to the reader (see the proof of [7,
3.6]). �

Step 4. The inverse map ζ : |N | → M is given by the following
commutative diagram:

(5.4)

M
q←−−− D

ζ

x





x



Φ̄

|N | −−−→
Ψ

M,
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where Φ̄ := Φ(·, ǫ) and D is identified with its ι-image. Now the state-
ment follows from (5.1), (5.4), Claims 5.4, 5.5, and 5.6. �

Remark 5.9. By construction, for any x ∈ M we have x ∈ UsuppΘ(x).
On the other hand, for any θ ∈ |N | there exists a vertex of supp θ
such that the corresponding Uj contains ζ(θ). Therefore ζ ◦ Θ(x) is
contained in some Uj containing x.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Suppose M,M ′ ∈ A(n,D, v) are (C−1ǫ)-close
in the Gromov-Hausdorff distance, where C > 0 is a sufficiently large
constant and 0 < ǫ < C−1. By Theorem 4.1, there exist a (C, ǫ)-good
covering U of M and a corresponding (C, ǫ)-good covering U ′ of M ′

with the same nerve as U . By Theorem 5.1, M and M ′ are (C, ǫ)-
Lipschitz homotopy equivalent to the ǫ-geometric realization of the
nerve. Therefore M and M ′ are (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy equivalent.
Furthermore, since U ′ is a lift of U , an observation similar to Remark
5.9 shows that the obtained Lipschitz homotopy equivalences are Cǫ-
close to the original Gromov-Hausdorff approximations. In particular
they are also Cǫ-approximations. This completes the proof. �

6. Second proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we give the second proof of Theorem 1.1 using only
local contractibility. We prove the following Lipschitz version of Pe-
tersen’s stability theorem [11, Theorem A].

Theorem 6.1. For any C > 0 there is C̃ > 0 satisfying the following:
Let M and M ′ be metric spaces that are locally C-Lipschitz contractible
and C-doubling. If their Gromov-Hausdorff distance is less than C̃−1,
then we have

dC̃-LH(M,M ′) < C̃dGH(M,M ′).

More precisely, for any given ǫ-approximation between M and M ′,
where ǫ < C̃−1, there exists a (C̃, C̃ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy approxima-

tion between M and M ′ that is C̃ǫ-close to it.

Let us first explain our terminology. Fix C > 0. A metric space is
locally C-Lipschitz contractible if any ǫ-ball is contained in some (C, ǫ)-
Lipschitz contractible domain, where 0 < ǫ < C−1. A metric space is
C-doubling if any ǫ-ball is covered by at most C balls of radius ǫ/2,
where 0 < ǫ < C−1.

For Alexandrov spaces, the former condition is guaranteed by The-
orem 3.1 and the latter one is a consequence of the Bishop-Gromov
inequality. Therefore Theorem 1.1 immediately follows from Theorem
6.1. As in Remark 4.5, CAT spaces with a uniform doubling constant
also satisfy the assumption of Theorem 6.1.

The proof of Theorem 6.1 is along almost the same line as that of
[11, Theorem A]. Only the existence of a domination by a polyhedron
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(Proposition 6.5), which was used in [11] without proof, will be proved
by an argument as in the previous section.

In the following proof, we will use Convention 5.2 as in the previous
section. Furthermore we will use

Convention 6.2. In this section C̃ denotes a large positive constant
depending only on C and ǫ denotes a small positive number less than
some constant depending only on C. More precisely, whenever these
symbols appear, it means:

for any C > 0 there exists C̃ > 0 such that for any
0 < ǫ < C̃−1 the following holds.

To be precise, all the statements in this section should be preceded by
this sentence, but we will omit it for simplicity.

6.1. Lipschitz maps from polyhedra. We will use the same nota-
tion and terminology as in the previous section. For a (locally finite)
simplicial complex K, we denote by |K| = |Kǫ| its ǫ-geometric realiza-
tion. We identify a simplex σ ∈ K with its closed realization in |K|
and denote it by σ.

Furthermore, if L is a subcomplex K, we also identify |L| with a
subset of |K| (equipped with the metric of |K|). We denote by K0 the
0-skeleton of K, i.e., the set of vertices of K.

We first prove the Lipschitz version of [11, §2, Main Lemma]. The
proof is based on an idea similar to that of Subclaim 5.7.

Proposition 6.3. Let M be a locally C-Lipschitz contractible space
and K a simplicial complex of dimension ≤ C with subcomplex L. Let
|K| = |K|ǫ denote the ǫ-geometric realization. Suppose f : |K0|∪|L| →
M is C-Lipschitz. If ǫ is small enough, then there exists a C̃-Lipschitz
extension f̃ of f onto |K|.
Proof. The proof is almost the same as that of [11, §2, Main Lemma].
However, we need to be more careful about Lipschitz constants. Since
the geometric realization has the length metric, it suffices to check the
Lipschitz continuity on each simplex.

The map f̃ is constructed by induction on skeleta. On |K0| ∪ |L| we
define f̃ := f , which includes the base case. Let σ ∈ K \ (K0 ∪ L) be
a simplex. By the induction hypothesis we may assume that f is al-
ready defined on ∂σ. By the Lipschitz continuity the diameter of f(∂σ)
is bounded above by Cǫ. Hence if ǫ is small enough, the assumption
implies that there exists a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz contractible domain U con-
taining f(∂σ). We may assume that the (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz contraction
ϕ : U × [0, ǫ] → U satisfies ϕ(·, t) ≡ p for all t ≥ ǫ/2, where p is the
center of U .

Let x∗ be the barycenter of σ. Any point x ∈ σ \ {x∗} is uniquely
represented as a convex combination t(x)x∗ + (1 − t(x))y(x), where
y(x) ∈ ∂σ and 0 ≤ t(x) < 1 (we define t(x∗) := 1). Observe that the
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map x 7→ (y(x), ǫt(x)) is a C-bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism between

t−1[0, 1/2] and the product ∂σ × [0, ǫ/2]. Therefore if we define f̃ on σ
by

f̃(x) := ϕ(f ◦ y(x), ǫt(x)),
then it gives a C-Lipschitz extension of f onto σ (well-defined for x∗).
Note that the Lipschitz constant will get worse at each induction step,
but the number of the induction steps is uniformly bounded above by
assumption. �

Corollary 6.4. Let M be a locally C-Lipschitz contractible space and
K a simplicial complex of dimension ≤ C. Let |K| = |K|ǫ denote
the ǫ-geometric realization. Suppose C-Lipschitz maps fi : |K| → M
(i = 0, ǫ) are ǫ-close in the uniform distance. If ǫ is small enough, then
there exists a (C̃, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy between them.

Proof. Observe that |K| × [0, ǫ] has a natural triangulation whose ver-
tices are exactly those of |K| × {0, ǫ} and such that |K| × [0, ǫ] is
C-bi-Lipschitz homeomorphic to the ǫ-geometric realization of this tri-
angulation. The statement follows from Proposition 6.3 by regarding
|K| × {0, ǫ} as |L|. Note that the assumption that f0 and fǫ are ǫ-
close implies that the glued map f0 ∪ fǫ defined on |K| × {0, ǫ} is
C-Lipschitz. �

6.2. Lipschitz dominations by polyhedra. The contents of this
subsection have no counterparts in [11].

Let M be a metric space that is locally C-Lipschitz contractible
and C-doubling. For sufficiently small ǫ > 0, take a maximal ǫ/2-
discrete set {pj}j in M . Instead of a good covering, we will consider
an open covering U = {B(pj, 2ǫ)}j. Let N = NU denote its nerve and
|N | = |N |ǫ its ǫ-geometric realization.

By the choice of pj, any ǫ-ball in M is contained in some B(pj , 2ǫ).
Furthermore, the C-doubling condition implies that N has uniformly
bounded local finiteness. In other words, this covering still satisfies the
conditions (1) and (2) of Theorem 4.1 (but not (3)).

In this subsection we prove

Proposition 6.5. M is (C̃, ǫ)-Lipschitz dominated by |N |, i.e., there
exist C̃-Lipschitz maps Θ :M → |N | and ζ : |N | →M such that ζ ◦Θ
is (C̃, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopic to 1M .

Remark 6.6. Unlike the case of a good covering, Θ◦ζ is not homotopic
to 1|N | because of the lack of the condition (3) of Theorem 4.1 (see also
Remark 6.9).

Proof. The proof is along almost the same line as that of Theorem 5.1.
Instead of considering intersections of metric balls defined by N , we
will construct a family of (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz contractible domains corre-
sponding to N , which enables us to prove only the one-sided homotopy
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equivalence. Once such a family is constructed, the rest of the proof is
the same as the previous one, so we will omit it.

Step 1. As before, the map Θ is defined by using the partition of unity
subordinate to U . Let fj be the distance function to the complement
of B(pj , ǫ) and set

ξj(x) :=
fj(x)

∑

i fi(x)

for x ∈M . Since U still satisfies the conditions (1) and (2) of Theorem
4.1, the same argument as in the proof of Claim 5.3 shows

Claim 6.7. ξj is C/ǫ-Lipschitz.

We define the C-Lipschitz map Θ :M → |N | by Θ(x) :=
∑

j ξj(x)vj ,
where vj is the j-th standard vector of norm ǫ.

Step 2. Next we construct larger spaces D andM with C-bi-Lipschitz
embeddings

M
τ−−−→ D





y

ι

|N | −−−→
Ψ

M.

This is the only place where an essential modification is required.
We first assign to each simplex σ ∈ N a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz contractible

domain Uσ in M . This is done by reverse induction on skeleta. Let
σ ∈ N be a maximal simplex (with respect to the inclusion relation).
We denote by Bσ the corresponding nonempty intersection of 2ǫ-balls in
M . By the local C-Lipschitz contractibility of M , there exists a (C, ǫ)-
Lipschitz contractible domain Uσ containing Bσ. Next let τ ∈ N be a
nonmaximal simplex. Then there exists a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz contractible
domain Uτ containing Bτ and all Uσ such that σ has τ as a face, where
Uσ was obtained by the induction hypothesis. The Lipschitz constant
will get worse at each induction step, but the number of the induction
steps is uniformly bounded above by the C-doubling condition. In
this way we obtain a family {Uσ}σ∈N of (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz contractible
domains such that

(1) Uσ contains Bσ;
(2) if τ is a face of σ, then Uτ contains Uσ.

By using this family, we define D in the same way as before:

D := {(θ, x) ∈ |N | ×M | x ∈ Usupp θ}
=

⋃

σ∈N

σ × Uσ ⊂ |N | ×M.

Here the second equality follows from the condition (2) above. Let
p : D → |N | and q : D → M be the projections. The C-bi-Lipschitz
embedding τ : M → D is given by τ(x) := (Θ(x), x) with inverse q.
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Note that the image of τ is certainly contained in D because of the
condition (1) above. As before, we defineM as the mapping cylinder
of p with height ǫ.

The maps ι : D → M and Ψ : |N | → M are natural isometric
embeddings and Ψ′ :M→ |N| is a map induced by the projection p.
Then we have the following commutative diagram:

(6.1)

M
τ−−−→ D

Θ





y





y

ι

|N | ←−−−
Ψ′

M.

The following claim is proved in exactly the same way as Claim 5.5.

Claim 6.8. Ψ(|N |) is a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strong deformation retract of
M.

Remark 6.9. We cannot prove Claim 5.4: τ(M) is not necessarily a
deformation retract of D. This is because Uσ is no longer the inter-
section of Uj . For this reason we have only the one-sided homotopy
equivalence in Proposition 6.5.

Step 3. The next claim is also proved in the same way as Claim 5.6.

Claim 6.10. There exists a C-Lipschitz retraction Φ̄ ofM to ι(D).

Remark 6.11. In fact there exists a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strong deforma-
tion retraction Φ such that Φ̄ = Φ(·, ǫ) as in Claim 5.6. However, we
do not need this homotopy here.

The proof is by reverse induction on skeleta. The desired map Φ̄ is
obtained as the compositions of Φ̄σ defined on each simplex σ ∈ N .
Note that the condition (2) in Step 2 guarantees that the composition
can be defined. The construction of Φ̄σ = Φσ(·, ǫ) is exactly the same
as in Subclaim 5.7, so we omit the proof.

Step 4. The inverse map ζ : |N | → M is defined by the following
commutative diagram:

(6.2)

M
q←−−− D

ζ

x





x



Φ̄

|N | −−−→
Ψ

M.

Now the statement follows from (6.1), (6.2), Claims 6.8, and 6.10. �
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6.3. Lipschitz homotopy. By using dominations, we obtain

Proposition 6.12. Let M and M ′ be metric spaces that are locally
C-Lipschitz contractible and C-doubling. Suppose C-Lipschitz maps
fi : M → M ′ (i = 0, ǫ) are ǫ-close in the uniform distance. If ǫ is
small enough, then there exists a (C̃, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy between
them.

Proof. Let Θ : M → |N | and ζ : |N | → M be (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz domi-
nations as in Proposition 6.5. Then fi is (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopic to
fi ◦ ζ ◦ Θ. Furthermore, Corollary 6.4 together with the assumption
implies that fi ◦ ζ (i = 0, ǫ) are (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopic. �

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 6.1

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Let M and M ′ be as in the assumption that
are ǫ-close in the Gromov-Hausdorff distance, where ǫ is small enough.
Take a maximal ǫ/2-discrete set {pj}j ofM and construct a C-Lipschitz
map Θ : M → |N | as in the proof of Proposition 6.5. Choose a
corresponding (not necessarily ǫ/2-discrete) set {p′j}j of M ′ by the ǫ-
approximation and construct a C-Lipschitz map f : |N | → M ′ by
Proposition 6.3 such that f(vj) = p′j for all j, where vj is the j-th vertex

corresponding to B(pj , ǫ) (observe that f is C-Lipschitz on |N 0|). Then
F := f ◦ Θ is a C-Lipschitz map from M to M ′. Furthermore, since
F maps pj to a point Cǫ-close to p′j , it is Cǫ-close to the original
ǫ-approximation. Similarly one can construct a C-Lipschitz map F ′

from M ′ to M with the same property. Since F and F ′ are based on
the same approximation, F ′ ◦ F and F ◦ F ′ are Cǫ-close to 1M and
1M ′, respectively. Then Proposition 6.12 shows that they are (C,Cǫ)-
Lipschitz homotopic, which completes the proof. �

7. Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3. Although the proof is essen-
tially the same as in [7, 1.4], to clarify the Lipschitz constant estimate,
we shall take a slightly different approach.

As in the introduction, we will use the notation RM(δ, ℓ) and τ(δ),
where δ is less than a constant depending only on n. In the following
proofs we will abuse τ(δ) to denote different functions. We will also
abuse C to denote various positive constants, which depends only on
n, D, and v unless otherwise stated.

The following theorem was proved in [1, 9.8] (cf. [14], [15]) by using
the center of mass technique.

Theorem 7.1. There exists C = C(n) > 0 satisfying the following. Let
M,M ′ be n-dimensional Alexandrov spaces with Gromov-Hausdorff dis-
tance ǫ < δℓ. Then there exists a τ(δ)-almost isometric open embedding
of RM(δ, ℓ) into M ′, which is Cǫ-close to the original ǫ-approximation.
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We will glue the above almost isometry with the Lipschitz homotopy
approximation constructed in Theorem 1.1. The next proposition is
essential in our gluing argument, which was also used in [7]. Here we
will omit the subscript M of RM(δ, ℓ) to simplify the notation.

Proposition 7.2. There exists C > 0 (independent of n, δ, and ℓ)
satisfying the following. Let M be an n-dimensional Alexandrov space.
Let ∆ denote the diagonal set in M ×M . Then for any 0 < ǫ < δℓ,
R(δ, ℓ)2∩B(∆, ǫ) admits a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz deformation retraction into
∆ in B(∆, ǫ), i.e., there exists a C-Lipschitz map

Ψ : R(δ, ℓ)2 ∩ B(∆, ǫ)× [0, ǫ]→ B(∆, ǫ)

such that Ψ(·, ǫ) ∈ ∆ and Ψ(·, t)|∆ = 1∆ for any 0 ≤ t ≤ ǫ.

The following proof is slightly different from the previous one in [7]
to make the Lipschitz constant estimate clearer.

Proof. The desired deformation retraction is given by modifying the
gradient flow of the distance function from S(∆, 2ǫ), which we will
denote by f . We first observe that f is (1− τ(δ))-regular on R(δ, ℓ)2 ∩
B(∆, ǫ) \∆ in the direction to ∆, i.e.,

df(↑∆
x
) > 1− τ(δ)

for any x ∈ R(δ, ℓ)2 ∩ B(∆, ǫ) \∆.
Let us write x = (x1, x2), where xi ∈ R(δ, ℓ) and 0 < |x1x2| <

√
2ǫ.

Note that a point of ∆ closest to x can be written as y = (y, y), where
y is a midpoint of a shortest path x1x2. Assume you can extend x1x2
beyond both endpoints by the same length to a shortest path z1z2 of
length 2

√
2ǫ. Then it is easy to see that z := (z1, z2) is the unique

closest point to x in S(∆, 2ǫ) (the uniqueness follows from the fact
that there are no branching geodesics in Alexandrov spaces). In this
case f is 1-regular at x in the direction to ∆. In general, by using a
strainer, one can find an “almost geodesic extension” z1x1x2z2 in the
sense that ∠̃yxizi > π − τ(δ), which is almost unique. Thus we obtain
the (1− τ(δ))-regularity of f . The details are left to the reader.

Let Φ be the gradient flow of f . For x ∈ R(δ, ℓ)2 ∩ B(∆, ǫ), we
denote by T (x) the minimum time for which Φ(x, t) reaches ∆. The
above observation, together with Lemma 2.6, shows T (x) < 2ǫ. Note
that Φ is uniformly C-Lipschitz (independent of any a priori constant)
for time < 2ǫ. This is a consequence of Proposition 2.4 and the fact
that f is (2ǫ−1)-concave on B(∆, ǫ) (the latter follows from triangle
comparison; see [4, 2.4]).

Furthermore, the map x 7→ T (x) is 2C-Lipschitz. Indeed, let y ∈
R(δ, ℓ)2 ∩ B(∆, ǫ) and assume T (x) < T (y). Set x′ := Φ(x, T (x))
and y′ := Φ(y, T (x)). Then we have |x′y′| ≤ C|xy| and thus |∆y′| ≤
C|xy|. Since Φ decreases the distance to ∆ with velocity almost 1
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(Lemma 2.6), we obtain T (y′) ≤ 2C|xy|. Therefore
T (y) ≤ T (x) + T (y′) ≤ T (x) + 2C|xy|.

Now we define Ψ : R(δ, ℓ)2 ∩B(∆, ǫ)× [0, ǫ]→ B(∆, ǫ) by

Ψ(x, t) := Φ(x, (t/ǫ)T (x)).

It is easy to check that Ψ satisfies the conclusion. �

Let us write Ψ = (Ψ1,Ψ2) ∈M ×M . For (x, y) ∈ R(δ, ℓ)2∩B(∆, ǫ),
by joining the curves Ψ1(x, y, 2t) and Ψ2(x, y, ǫ− 2t), we obtain

Corollary 7.3. There is a C-Lipschitz map Ψ : R(δ, ℓ)2 ∩ B(∆, ǫ) ×
[0, ǫ]→M , where C is independent of any a priori constant, such that

Ψ(x, y, 0) = x, Ψ(x, y, ǫ) = y, Ψ(x, x, t) = x

for any (x, y) ∈ R(δ, ℓ)2 ∩ B(∆, ǫ) and 0 ≤ t ≤ ǫ.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Assume that M and M ′ are (C−1ǫ)-close in the
Gromov-Hausdorff distance, where ǫ < C−1δℓ. By Theorem 1.1 there
exists a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy approximation f : M → M ′ with
inverse f ′ : M ′ → M . Let g : RM (10δ, ℓ/10) → M ′ be a τ(δ)-almost
isometric open embedding as in Theorem 7.1. Note that by construc-
tion f and g are ǫ-close on their common domain and also that the
image of g contains RM ′(9δ, ℓ/9) (the latter follows from the openness
of g).

We first glue these two maps by using Corollary 7.3 (one can also
use the center of mass technique as in [7]). Let Ψ′ : RM ′(10δ, ℓ/10)2 ∩
B(∆, Cǫ) × [0, ǫ] → M ′ be a C-Lipschitz map as in Corollary 7.3 (we
are rescaling the time interval as usual). We define h :M → M ′ by

h(x) :=

{

Ψ′(g(x), f(x),min{|RM(2δ, ℓ/2), x|, ǫ}) x ∈ RM(3δ, ℓ/3)

f(x) otherwise.

Then h is a C-Lipschitz Cǫ-approximation which coincides with g on
RM(2δ, ℓ/2) and with f outside RM(3δ, ℓ/3). Similarly we define h′ :
M ′ →M by gluing f ′ and g−1 by using Ψ : RM (10δ, ℓ/10)2∩B(∆, Cǫ)×
[0, ǫ] → M so that h′ = g−1 on RM ′(2δ, ℓ/2) and h′ = f ′ outside
RM ′(3δ, ℓ/3). Then we have

h′ ◦ h(x) =
{

x x ∈ RM(δ, ℓ)

f ′ ◦ f(x) x /∈ RM(4δ, ℓ/4).

Let F be a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy between f ′ ◦ f and 1M . Set
G(x, t) := Ψ(h′ ◦ h(x), x, t), which is a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy be-
tween h′◦h and 1M onRM (9δ, ℓ/9), fixing RM(δ, ℓ). Since h′◦h = f ′◦f
outside RM(4δ, ℓ/4), one can glue these two homotopies by using Ψ,
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that is, we define H :M × [0, ǫ]→M by

H(x, t) :=

{

Ψ(G(x, t), F (x, t),min{|RM(4δ, ℓ/4), x|, ǫ}) x ∈ RM(5δ, ℓ/5)

F (x, t) otherwise.

Then H is a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy between h′ ◦ h and 1M which
fixes RM(δ, ℓ). Similarly one can construct a (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy
between h ◦ h′ and 1M ′ . This completes the proof. �

8. Proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section we give two proofs of Theorem 1.4. The first one
is a direct corollary of the proofs of Theorem 1.1 and the second one
provides a more general way of deforming a Lipschitz homotopy ap-
proximation.

We first define extremal subsets. Here we state the definition in [12]
by gradient flows, which is more suitable for our application than the
original one in [10].

Definition 8.1. A subset E of an Alexandrov space M is said to be
extremal if the gradient curve of any semiconcave function starting at
a point of E remains in E.

Note that any extremal subset is closed. A typical example is the
boundary of an Alexandrov space. See [12, §4] or [10] for other examples
and properties of extremal subsets.

8.1. First Proof. We prove that the Lipschitz homotopies constructed
in Sections 5 and 6 automatically preserve extremal subsets (a slight
modification is needed for the latter one). For each statement in Sec-
tions 5 and 6, we will give a complement concerning extremal subsets.
The key fact is that the (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz contraction of Theorem 3.1 was
given by gradient flows, and hence it automatically preserves extremal
subsets. Note that the contents of this subsection is independent of
Lipschitz continuity.

Convention 8.2. In the following complements, we always assume
thatM andM ′ are Alexandrov spaces in A(n,D, v) (not general metric
spaces as in Sections 5 and 6). We also assume that (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz
contractible domains and (C, ǫ)-good coverings are the ones obtained
by the proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 4.1 such that the contractions are
defined by gradient flows.

8.1.1. Complements to Section 5. Let M ∈ A(n,D, v) and let U =
{Uj}j be a (C, ǫ)-good covering of M given by Theorem 4.1. We use
the same notation as in Section 5: N and |N | denote the nerve of U
and its ǫ-geometric realization, respectively. Furthermore, for σ ∈ N ,
we denote by Uσ the corresponding intersection of Uj and by pσ its
center.
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Let E ⊂ M be an extremal subset. We define a subcomplex N (E)
of N as a subset consisting of σ ∈ N such that Uσ intersects E. We
identify |N (E)| with a subset of |N |.

Since the Lipschitz contraction of Theorem 4.1(3) is given by gradient
flows, we have

Lemma 8.3. If σ ∈ N (E), then pσ ∈ E.
Using this lemma, we prove

Complement 8.4 (to Theorem 5.1). (M,E) is (C̃, ǫ)-Lipschitz homo-
topy equivalent to (|N |, |N (E)|).

Proof. Let Θ : M → |N | and ζ : |N | → M be the (C̃, ǫ)-Lipschitz
homotopy equivalences constructed in the proof of Theorem 5.1. We
prove that they and their homotopies respect E and |N (E)|.

It is clear that Θ(E) ⊂ |N (E)|. To show ζ(|N (E)|) ⊂ E, let us
observe how the map ζ is constructed. Recall that ζ = q ◦ Φ̄ ◦ Ψ (see
(5.4)), where q is a projection, Ψ is an embedding, and Φ̄ = Φ(·, ǫ) is a
retraction which is a composition of Φ̄σ = Φσ(·, ǫ) as in Subclaim 5.7.
In what follows, we will focus only on the “M-coordinate” inM. More
precisely, if y = (θ, [x, t]) ∈ M ⊂ |N | × K(M) and if t 6= ǫ, then we
call x the M-coordinate of y.

Let θ ∈ |N | and set σ := supp θ. By definition Ψ(θ) = (θ, vM), where
vM is the vertex of K(M). Depending on θ, there are two possibilities
for its Φ̄σ-image:

(1) the M-coordinate of Φ̄σ(θ, vM) is pσ; or
(2) Φ̄σ(θ, vM) = (η, vM) for some η ∈ ∂σ

(see (5.2) and (5.3); in fact there is no natural candidate for the M-
coordinate other than pσ since (θ, vM) has no M-coordinate). Let us
next consider Φ̄τ ◦ Φ̄σ(θ, vM), where τ is a codimension 1 face of σ for
which this composition makes sense. In the case (1), we see that pσ
is moved by the Lipschitz contraction of Uτ to the M-coordinate of
Φ̄τ ◦ Φ̄σ(θ, vM). In the case (2), we can repeat the same argument.

By repeating this observation, we see that in the M-coordinate, θ is
first mapped to some pσ′ , where σ′ is a face of σ, and then moved by
the Lipschitz contractions of Uτ to reach ζ(θ), where τ are faces of σ′.
In particular, if θ ∈ |N (E)| then pσ′ ∈ E by Lemma 8.3. Since E is
closed under gradient flows, this implies ζ(θ) ∈ E.

Next we show that the homotopy between ζ ◦Θ and 1M respects E.
Observe that this homotopy is essentially given by Claim 5.5. More
precisely, for any x ∈M , the homotopy curve is defined by

s 7→ q ◦ Φ̄(Θ(x), [x, s]).

The above argument shows that this is a broken gradient curve from x
to ζ ◦Θ(x). Therefore if x ∈ E it is entirely contained in E.
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Finally we show that the homotopy between Θ ◦ ζ and 1|N | respects
|N (E)|. Observe that this homotopy is essentially given by Claims 5.4
and 5.6. For any θ ∈ |N |, we see that the homotopy curve between
θ and Θ ◦ ζ(θ) is a broken line through p ◦ Φ̄(θ, vM), where p is the
projection to |N |. More precisely, the homotopy of Claim 5.4 gives a
line segment between p ◦ Φ̄(θ, vM) and Θ ◦ ζ(θ) defined by

s 7→ p ◦H(Φ̄(θ, vM), s).

On the other hand, the homotopy of Claim 5.6 gives a broken line
joining θ and p ◦ Φ̄(θ, vM) defined by

s 7→ p ◦ Φ((θ, vM), s),

which lies in supp θ. Therefore if θ ∈ |N (E)| the homotopy curve is
entirely contained in |N (E)|. �

To prove Theorem 1.4, we also need the following stability.

Complement 8.5 (to Theorem 4.1(4)). Let E and E ′ be extremal
subsets of M and M ′, respectively, that are (C−1ǫ)-close to each other.
Then the subcomplexes of the nerves of U and U ′ defined by E and E ′

are the same.

Proof. Let U be an intersection of elements of U and let U ′ denote its
lift to M ′. We show that U intersects E if and only if U ′ intersects E ′.
Let p and p′ denote the peaks of U and U ′ (different from the centers
of the contractions). By Claim 4.4, U and U ′ contain the (C−1

1 ǫ)-balls
around p and p′, respectively. Furthermore, p is (C−1

2 ǫ)-close to p′,
where C1 ≪ C2 ≪ C; otherwise by the gradient estimate (Lemma 2.5)
we get a contradiction.

Suppose U intersects E. It also follows from the gradient estimate
and the extremality of E that p ∈ E. Therefore there exists a point of
E ′ that is (2C−1

2 ǫ)-close to p′. Since U ′ contains the (C−1
1 ǫ)-ball around

p′, this shows that U ′ intersects E ′. The converse is proved in exactly
the same way. �

Theorem 1.4 immediately follows from Complements 8.4 and 8.5 in
the same way as Theorem 1.1 in Section 5.

8.1.2. Complements to Section 6. Let M ∈ A(n,D, v) and E an ex-
tremal subset. By the proofs and the fact that (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz contrac-
tions preserve extremal subsets, we have

Complement 8.6 (to Proposition 6.3). Let σ ∈ K be a simplex such
that f(v) ∈ E for any vertex v ∈ σ and f(σ ∩ |L|) ⊂ E. Then the

extension f̃ satisfies f̃(σ) ⊂ E.

Complement 8.7 (to Corollary 6.4). Let L be a subcomplex of K such
that fi(|L|) ⊂ E for i = 0, ǫ. Then the obtained homotopy respects |L|
and E, i.e., the images of |L| are always contained in E.
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As in Subsection 6.2, let N be the nerve of a 2ǫ-covering of M cen-
tered at ǫ/2-discrete points and |N | its ǫ-geometric realization. As
before, we define a subcomplex N (E) of N as a subset consisting of
simplices such that the corresponding intersections of 2ǫ-balls intersect
E.

The following is proved in the same way as Complement 8.4.

Complement 8.8 (to Proposition 6.5). (M,E) is (C̃, ǫ)-Lipschitz dom-
inated by (|N |, |N (E)|), i.e., the maps Θ and ζ, and the homotopy
between ζ ◦Θ and 1M respect E and |N (E)|.

By Complements 8.7 and 8.8 we have

Complement 8.9 (to Proposition 6.12). Let E and E ′ be extremal
subsets in M and M ′, respectively, such that fi(E) ⊂ E ′ for i = 0, ǫ.
Then the obtained homotopy respects E and E ′.

Theorem 1.4 follows from Complements 8.6, 8.8 and 8.9 in almost
the same way as Theorem 1.1 in Section 6. The only modification is
as follows. Let M,M ′ ∈ A(n,D, v) and E ⊂ M , E ′ ⊂ M ′ extremal
subsets that are sufficiently close in the Gromov-Hausdorff distance.
When we construct a map F = f ◦ Θ : M → M ′ as in Section 6, we
choose {p′j}j ⊂ M ′ so that p′j ∈ E ′ whenever B(pj , 2ǫ) intersects E.
Then Complements 8.6 and 8.8 imply that F (E) ⊂ E ′. Similarly we
get a map F ′ : M ′ → M satisfying F ′(E ′) ⊂ E. The rest follows from
Complement 8.9.

8.2. Second Proof. We prove that any Lipschitz homotopy approxi-
mation between Alexandrov spaces can be deformed to preserve close
extremal subsets.

The proof is based on the following theorem. Fix n, D, and v.

Theorem 8.10 ([2, 1.5]). There is C = C(n,D, v) > 0 satisfying the
following: Let M ∈ A(n,D, v) and E ⊂ M an extremal subset. Then
for any 0 < ǫ < C−1, the ǫ-neighborhood B(E, ǫ) of E admits a (C, ǫ)-
Lipschitz strong deformation retraction to E.

Although the original statement in [2, 1.5] does not assert the exis-
tence of such a uniform constant, one can easily check it by the proof
together with the following lemma.

Lemma 8.11. Let M ∈ A(n,D, v) and E ⊂ M a proper extremal
subset. Then there exists q ∈ M such that |qE| > c(n,D, v), where
c(n,D, v) is a positive constant depending only on n, D, and v.

Proof. Any limit of proper extremal subsets under a noncollapsing con-
vergence of Alexandrov spaces is a proper extremal subset ([3, 9.13]).
Hence the statement follows from the compactness of A(n,D, v). �
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Proof of Theorem 8.10. We explain how to modify the original proof.
In what follows we denote by C and c various large and small positive
constants depending only on n, D, and v. Recall that the Lipschitz de-
formation retraction of [2, 1.5] was obtained by modifying the gradient
flow Φ of a function

h =
1

N

N
∑

α=1

|qα · |,

where {qα}Nα=1 is a ν-discrete set in M \ E such that N ≥ c/νn for
sufficiently small ν > 0. By Lemma 8.11, {qα}Nα=1 can be chosen so
that ρ := minα |qαE| > c. Then in the ρ/2-neighborhood of E the
concavity of h depends only on n, D, and v. Hence the gradient flow
Φ is uniformly C-Lipschitz in this neighborhood (as long as the time
is uniformly bounded above; Proposition 2.4).

In [2, A.1] we showed that d distE(∇h) < −c on B(E, ǫ) \ E, where
ǫ≪ ρ. Since the proof relies only on volume comparison, one can check
that the upper bound of ǫ depends only on n, D, and v.

The rest of the proof is the same as that of Proposition 7.2. Let
T (x) denote the minimum time such that the gradient flow Φ starting
at x ∈ B(E, ǫ) reaches E. From the above, T (x) is uniformly bounded
above by Cǫ.

In [2, A.2] we showed that the function x 7→ T (x) is Lipschitz. Since
the proof relies only on [2, A.1] and the Lipschitz continuity of the
gradient flow, one can check that it is uniformly C-Lipschitz.

The desired deformation retraction Ψ : B(E, ǫ)× [0, ǫ]→ B(E, ǫ) is
given by

Ψ(x, t) := Φ (x, (t/ǫ)T (x)) .

A direct calculation shows that Ψ is also C-Lipschitz. �

Remark 8.12. As can be seen in the proof, the flow Ψ monotonically
decreases the distance to E.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. As before, we denote by C various large positive
constants depending only on n, D, and v. Let M,M ′ ∈ A(n,D, v)
and E ⊂ M , E ′ ⊂ M ′ extremal subsets that are (C−1ǫ)-close in the
Gromov-Hausdorff distance, where 0 < ǫ < C−1. By Theorem 1.1,
there exist (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopy approximations f : M → M ′

and f ′ :M ′ →M with (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopies F :M × [0, ǫ]→M
and F ′ : M ′ × [0, ǫ] → M ′ (not necessarily the ones given in the proof
of Theorem 1.1). Taking the Gromov-Hausdorff distance smaller (by
multiplying by a constant) if necessary, we may assume that

f(E) ⊂ B(E ′, ǫ), f ′(E ′) ⊂ B(E, ǫ),

F (E, t) ⊂ B(E, ǫ), F ′(E ′, t) ⊂ B(E ′, ǫ)

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ ǫ. We deform these maps to respect E and E ′.
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Let Ψ and Ψ′ be the (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz strong deformation retractions
of B(E, 10ǫ) and B(E ′, 10ǫ) to E and E ′ provided by Theorem 8.10,
respectively. We extend Ψ to Ψ̃ :M × [0, ǫ]→M as follows:

Ψ̃(x, t) :=

{

Ψ(x, ρ(|Ex|)t) x ∈ B(E, 10ǫ)

x otherwise,

where ρ : [0,∞)→ [0, 1] is a (5ǫ)−1-Lipschitz function such that ρ ≡ 1
on [0, 5ǫ] and ρ ≡ 0 on [10ǫ,∞). It is straightforward to check that

Ψ̃ is C-Lipschitz independent of ǫ and Ψ̃(·, 0) = 1M . We also define
Ψ̃′ :M ′× [0, ǫ]→M ′ in the same manner. Let Ψ̃t and Ψ̃′

t denote Ψ̃(·, t)
and Ψ̃′(·, t), respectively.

Now we define new maps f̃ :M →M ′ and f̃ ′ :M ′ → M by

f̃ := Ψ̃′
ǫ ◦ f, f̃ ′ := Ψ̃ǫ ◦ f ′.

Then they are C-Lipschitz 10ǫ-approximations satisfying f̃(E) ⊂ E ′

and f̃ ′(E ′) ⊂ E. Moreover,

f̃ ′ ◦ f̃ = Ψ̃ǫ ◦ f ′ ◦ Ψ̃′
ǫ ◦ f ∼ Ψ̃ǫ ◦ f ′ ◦ f ∼ Ψ̃ǫ ∼ 1M ,

where ∼ denote (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopies. It is easy to see that these

homotopies respect E (note Ψ̃′
t ◦ f(E) ⊂ B(E ′, ǫ) by Remark 8.12).

Similarly f̃ ◦ f̃ ′ is (C, ǫ)-Lipschitz homotopic to 1M ′ while preserving
E ′, which completes the proof. �
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