
ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

06
13

1v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

D
G

] 
 9

 D
ec

 2
02

4

ON THE NON-COLLAPSED RCD SPACES WITH LOCAL

BOUNDED COVERING GEOMETRY

JIKANG WANG

Dedicated to Xiaochun Rong’s 70th Birthday

Abstract. We consider a RCD(−(N − 1), N) space (X, d,HN ) with local
bounded covering geometry. The first result is related to Gromov’s almost
flat manifold theorem. Specifically, if for every point p̃ in the universal cover

X̃ , we have HN (B1(p̃)) ≥ v > 0 and the diameter of X is sufficiently small,
then X is biHölder homeomorphic to an infranil-manifold. Moreover, if X is
a smooth Riemannian N-manifold with Ric ≥ −(N − 1), then X is biHölder
diffeomorphic to an infranil-manifold. An application of our argument is to
confirm the conjecture that Gromov’s almost flat manifold theorem holds in
the RCD+ CBA setting.

The second result concerns a regular fibration theorem. Let (Xi, di,H
N )

be a sequence of RCD(−(N − 1), N) spaces converging to a compact smooth
k-dimensional manifold K in the Gromov-Hausdorff sense. Assume that for
any pi ∈ Xi, the local universal cover is non-collapsing, i.e., for any pre-image
point p̃i of pi in the universal cover of the ball B3(pi), we have HN (B1(p̃i)) ≥ v

for some fixed v > 0. Then for sufficiently large i, there exists a fibration map
fi : Xi → K, where the fiber is an infra-nilmanifold and the structure group
is affine.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we study the topology of a RCD(−(N − 1), N) space (X, d,HN )
which satisfies (ρ, v)-bound covering condition, i.e., for any p ∈ X , take the universal
cover of ρ-ball Bρ(p) and p̃ is a pre-image of p, then HN (Bρ/3(p̃)) ≥ v, where
ρ, v > 0.

We first review the topological theory of collapsing manifolds with sectional
curvature bound. The one of most important theorems is Gromov’s almost flat
theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Gromov’s almost flat manifold theorem, [20, 34, 36]). Given n ∈ N,
there exists ǫ(n) > 0 and C(n) > 0 so that for any compact almost flat n-manifold
M with

max(| secM |)diam(M)2 < ǫ(n),

Then M is diffeomorphic to an infra-nilmanifold, N/Γ, where N is a simply con-
nected nilpotent n-dim Lie group and Γ is a discrete subgroup of N ⋊ Aut(N ) and
[Γ : Γ ∩ N ] ≤ C(n).

A related result, due to Fukaya, asserts that if a sequence of n-manifolds Mi with
| sec | ≤ 1 converging to a lower dimensional manifold K, then there is a fibration
map fi : Mi → K where the fibers are infra-nilmanifolds with an affine structure
group.
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Theorem 1.2 (smooth fibration, [16, 9]). Assume that a sequence of n-manifolds
Mi with | secMi

| ≤ 1 converges to a compact lower dimensional manifold K in the

Gromov-Hausdorff sense, Mi
GH
−→ K. Then for i large enough, there is a smooth

fiberation map fi : Mi → N with fiber an infra-nilmanifold and an affine structure
group, and fi is a Gromov-Hausdorff approximation (GHA).

More generally, the theories of singular fibration and nilpotent killing structure
for collapsed manifolds with | sec | ≤ 1 have been extensively studied in [9, 10, 11,
16, 17, 18]. However, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 may not hold if we replace the sectional
curvature by the Ricci curvature [2].

Around 2016, Rong proposed to investigate the class of n-dim manifolds M
satisfying (ρ, v)-bound Ricci covering geometry. Specifically, RicM ≥ −(n−1), and
for any point p ∈M , take the universal cover of the ρ-ball Bρ(p) with p̃ a pre-image
of p. Then the Vol(Bρ/3(p̃)) ≥ v. According to [9], any n-manifold with |sec| ≤ 1
satisfies the (ρ, v)-bound Ricci covering condition for some ρ, v > 0 depending on
n.

Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 can be generalized to (ρ, v)-bound Ricci covering geometry,
see Theorem 1.3 and 1.8. If the diameter of M is less than ρ, then (ρ, v)-bound

covering condition is exactly that the universal cover M̃ is non-collapsing.

Theorem 1.3 ([24, 35]). Given n, v > 0, there exists ǫ(n, v) > 0 and C(n) > 0, so
that if a n-manifold M satisfies:

Ric ≥ −(n− 1), diam(M) < ǫ ≤ ǫ(n, v), Vol(B1(p̃)) ≥ v, ∀p̃ ∈ M̃,

then M is diffeomorphic to an infra-nilmanifold.

We summarize the proofs of Theorem 1.3 as follows. In [24], it was proved
that the Ricci flow on M exists for a definite time. After running the flow, we
get an almost flat metric on M . Then we can apply Gromov’s almost flat manifold
theorem. The proof in [35] uses successively blowing up technique and the structure
of iterated bundles, avoiding reliance on Gromov’s result.

Recently, Zamora and Zhu proved the topology rigidity for a RCD(K,N) space
with a small diameter, extending previous work in [28]. By the generalized Margulis
lemma (Theorem 2.4), if the diameter of a RCD(K,N) space (X, p) is sufficiently
small, then π1(X, p) contains a nilpotent subgroup G with index ≤ C(N). Then
we can find a descending sequence

G = G1 ⊲ G2 ⊲ ... ⊲ Gk = {e}

such that Gi/Gi+1 is cyclic, i = 1, 2..., k − 1. Then we define the rank of π1(X) is
the number of i such that Gi/Gi+1 is infinite.

Theorem 1.4. ([45]) For any K ∈ R and N ≥ 1, there exists ǫ > 0 such that for
any RCD(K,N) space (X, d,m) with diameter less than ǫ, then rank(π1(X)) ≤ N .
Moreover, if rank(π1(X)) = N , then X is homeomorphic to an infranil-manifold of
dimension N .

Zamora and Zhu conjectured that the homeomorphism in Theorem 1.4 can be
biHölder.

We call a RCD(−(N−1), N) space non-collapsed if the measure is the Hausdorff
measure HN ; in particular, N ∈ N. We say that a sequence of RCD(−(N − 1), N)
spaces (Xi, di,H

N ) are non-collapsing if there exists v > 0 such that for any pi ∈
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(Xi, di,HN ), HN (B1(pi)) ≥ v. Sometimes, we simply say a RCD(−(N − 1), N)
space (X, d,HN) non-collapsing if the Hausdorff measure of any one ball in X is
bounded below by a fixed number.

Remark 1.5. Consider a RCD(−(N − 1), N) space (X, d,HN) with a small diam-

eter. By [45], if rank(π1(X)) = N then the universal cover X̃ is non-collapsing.

Conversely, if the universal cover X̃ is non-collapsing, then rank(π1(X)) = N by
our proof of Theorem A.

At present, the proofs of Theorem 1.3 and the rigidity part of Theorem 1.4 are
different. The proofs in [24, 35] for Theorem 1.3 rely on the smooth structure,
and hence cannot be directly extended to the non-smooth setting. On the other
hand, the proof in [45] for the rigidity part of Theorem 1.4 uses a topological
result for aspherical manifolds to find the homeomorphism, but does not prove
diffeomorphism in the smooth case. The first main result in this paper is to give a
new proof that works for both Theorem 1.3 and the rigidity part of Theorem 1.4.
Further, we can show that the homeomorphism is biHölder, thereby confirming the
conjecture in [45].

Theorem A. Given N, v > 0, there exists ǫ(N, v) > 0 and C(N) > 0, so that if a
RCD(−(N − 1), N) space (X, d,HN ) satisfies:

diam(X) < ǫ ≤ ǫ(N, v), HN (B1(p̃)) ≥ v, ∀p̃ ∈ X̃,

then X is biHölder homeomorphic to an infranil-manifold N/Γ where N has a
left-invariant metric. More precisely, there exists f : X → N/Γ such that for all
x, y ∈ X,

(1− Φ(ǫ|N, v))d(x, y)1+Φ(ǫ|N,v) ≤ d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ (1 + Φ(ǫ|N, v))d(x, y),

where Φ(ǫ|N, v) → 0 as ǫ → 0. Moreover, if X is a smooth N -manifold with
Ric ≥ −(N − 1), then f is a diffeomorphism.

The proof of Theorem A can be extended to metric spaces with mixed curva-
ture. Kapovitch showed that Gromov’s almost flat manifolds theorem holds for
weighted closed manifolds with upper sectional and lower Bakry–Emery Ricci cur-
vature bounds.

Theorem 1.6 ([26]). For any 1 < N < ∞, there exists ǫ > 0 such that the
following hold. If (M, g, e−fHn) is a weighted closed Riemannian n-manifold with
n ≤ N , sec ≤ ǫ, diam ≤ ǫ and Ricf,N ≥ −ǫ, then M is diffeomorphic to an
infranil-manifold.

We briefly recall the proof of Theorem 1.6. Kapovitch first proved that M is
aspherical by a fibration theorem and an induction argument. By some topological
results, M is homeomorphic to an infranil-manifold. Then applying Ricci flow
smoothing techniques and Gromov’s almost flat theorem, M is diffeomorphic to an
infranil-manifold.

It was conjectured in [26] that Gromov’s almost flat manifold theorem also holds
under the RCD+ CBA conditions. We recall the structure theory of RCD+ CBA
spaces from [27]. If (X, d,m) is RCD(K,N) and CBA(k) with N < ∞ then X is
a topological manifold with boundary of dimension ≤ N . The manifold part of X
is a smooth C1-manifold with a C0 ∩ BV Riemannian metric which induces the
distance function d on X . In particular, if ∂X = ∅, then X is a smooth manifold.
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Modify the proof Theorem A a little bit, we can prove the following conjecture
in [26].

Theorem 1.7. For any 1 < N < ∞ there exists ǫ(N) such that for any ǫ < ǫ(N)
the following holds. If (X, d,m) is an RCD(−ǫ,N) space such that (X, d) is CBA(ǫ),
∂X = ∅ and diam(X) ≤ ǫ, then X is biLipschitz diffeomorphic to an infranil-
manifold of dimension ≤ N . That is, there exist a infranil-manifold N/Γ and a
diffeomorphic map f : X → N/Γ so that

(1 − Φ(ǫ|N))d(x, y) ≤ d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ (1 + Φ(ǫ|N))d(x, y),

where Φ(ǫ|N) → 0 as ǫ→ 0.

It was known in [26] that Theorem 1.7 holds up to homeomorphism, while it
remains unknown whether we can apply Ricci flow to smooth the metric. In partic-
ular, the proof for Theorem 1.7 provides an alternative approach to proving The-
orem 1.6, without relying on Ricci flow smoothing techniques or Gromov’s almost
flat manifold theorem.

Our next result is to prove a regular fibraion theorem in the RCD setting. The
following fibration theorem in the smooth case was proved by Huang and Rong.

Theorem 1.8 ([23, 35]). Given n, v > 0, there exists ǫ(n, v) > 0 and C(n) > 0 so
that for any compact n-manifold M and k-manifold K satisfying:

RicM ≥ −(n− 1), (1, v)-bound covering geometry holds on M ,
|secK | ≤ 1, injK ≥ 1, dGH(M,K) < ǫ < ǫ(n, v),

then there is a smooth fiber bundle map, f : M → K that is a Φ(ǫ|n, v)-Gromov-
Hausdorff approximation (GHA), where Φ(ǫ|n, v) → 0 as ǫ → 0. The fiber is an
infranil-manifold and the structure group is affine

Huang first constructed the fibration in [23], and Rong proved that the fiber is
an infranil-manifold and that the structure group be can be reduced to be affine in
[35].

We generalize Theorem 1.8 to RCD(−(N − 1), N) spaces (X, d,HN ) with (ρ, v)-
bound covering geometry.

Theorem B. Given N, v > 0, suppose that a sequence of compact RCD(−(N −
1), N) spaces (Xi, di,HN ), with (1, v)-bound covering geometry, converges to a com-
pact smooth k-manifold K in the Gromov-Hausdorff sense. Then for sufficiently
large i, there exists a fiber bundle map fi : Xi → K that is an ǫi-Gromov-Hausdorff
approximation(GHA) where ǫi → 0 as i→ ∞. Moreover, the fiber is homeomorphic
to an infranil-manifold and the structure group is affine.

Next, we study the limit of RCD(−(N − 1), N) spaces (Xi, di,HN) with (ρ, v)-
bound covering geometry. By [25, 46], for any k ≥ 3, there exists a collapsing Ricci
limit space with the rectifiable dimension equal to k, which contains no manifold
points. We shall prove that, manifold points in the limit of (Xi, di,HN ) with (ρ, v)-
bound covering geometry have full measure.

Theorem 1.9. Assume that (Xi, di,HN , pi) is a sequence of pointed RCD(−(N −
1), N) spaces with (1, v)-bound covering geometry, and suppose that

(Xi, di,H
N , pi)

pmGH
−→ (X, d,m, p)

with rectifiable dim(X) = k < N . Then
(1) (k-regular points are manifold points) For any q ∈ Rk(X), a neighborhood of q
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is biHölder to an open set in Rk;
(2) (fibration near k-regular point) If q ∈ Rk(X) and qi ∈ Xi converging to q, for
sufficiently large i, a neighborhood Ui is of qi is biHölder to V ×Ni/Γi where V is
a neighborhood of q and Ni/Γi is an infranil-manifold.

Remark 1.10. It was shown by Rong that in the setting of Theorem 1.9, the Haus-
dorff dimension of (X, d) is equal to k and any tangent cone of X is a metric cone.

Now we sketch our proof of Theorem A. We proceed by contradiction. Suppose
that there exists a sequence of RCD(−(N−1), N) spaces (Xi, di,HN , pi) with non-
collapsing universal covers and diam(Xi) → 0, while none of Xi is biHölder to an
infranil-manifold. By the generalized Margulis lemma, there is a nilpotent subgroup
Gi of G′

i = π1(Xi, pi) with index ≤ C(n). We may blow up the metric slowly at a
regular point if necessary, and assume that the following diagram holds:

(X̃i, p̃i, Gi, G
′
i)

eGH
−−−−→ (RN , p̃, G,G′)

yπ

yπ

X̃i/Gi
GH

−−−−→ pt.

We can show that G actions are free translation actions, which can be identi-
fied as RN . Therefore by the structure theorem of approximate groups [3, 44], a
neighborhood of the identity in Gi forms a nilprogression. Roughly speaking, a
nilprogression is a subset of a lattice in a simply connected nilpotent Lie group,
and the nilprogression contains all generators and relations of the lattice.

Since the diameter of X̃i/Gi converges to 0, Gi is determined by the neighbor-
hood of the identity. This small nrighborhood contains all generators and relations
of Gi. Thus Gi must be isomorphic to a lattice (the groupfication of the nilprogres-
sion) in a simply connected nilpotent N -dim Lie group Ni, where the Lie algebra
structure of Ni converges to the one of RN . Hence we can endow Ni with a left-
invariant metric, which pointed converges to the flat metric on RN in the C4-sense.

Next we identify G′
i as a subgroup in Ni⋊Aut(Ni) by the rigidity. (X̃i, p̃i, G

′
i) is

eGH-close to (Ni, e, G
′
i) on the 1

ǫ -ball of the base point for some fixed small ǫ > 0.

Thus by an extension lemma, we can construct a global map h : X̃i → Ni, which is

almost G′
i-equivariant and a GHA on any 1

ǫ -ball in X̃i. Specifically, for any x̃ ∈ X̃i,
h : Br(x̃) → Ni is a ǫ-GHA to its image; d(h(gx̃), gh(x̃)) ≤ ǫ for any g ∈ G′

i and

x̃ ∈ X̃i.
Then we can find a normal subgroup G′′

i of G′
i with finite index, so that G′′

i ⊂

Gi and G′′
i ∩ B 1

ǫ
(e) = ∅ where e ∈ Ni. Thus (X̃i/G

′′
i , G

′
i/G

′′
i ) is eGH close to

(Ni/G
′′
i , G

′
i/G

′′
i ) on any 1

ǫ -ball. Then we apply an averaging technique (see Theorem

3.5) to obtain a G′
i/G

′′
i -equivariant map fG′

i/G
′′
i

from X̃i/G
′′
i to Ni/G

′′
i , which is

locally almost N -splitting. By the canonical Reifenberg method from [12] and [22],
fG′

i/G
′′
i

must be a biHöder homeomorphism. Since fG′
i/G

′′
i

is G′
i/G

′′
i -equivariant, it

follows that Xi = X̃i/G
′
i is biHölder homeomorphic to the infranil-manifold Ni/G

′
i.

Then we finish the proof of Theorem A.
The smooth fibration map f in Theorem 1.8 is constructed by averaging and

gluing some local almost k-splitting maps. Thus f is a smooth GHA. Then Huang
compared f to a linear average and showed that df is non-degenerate using the
local bounded covering geometry. Therefore f is a fibration map by the implicit
function theorem.
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In the non-smooth setting in Theorem B, we can construct a GHA fi : Xi → K
which is a locally almost k-splitting map. Although there is no implicit function
theorem in the non-smooth setting, we can prove that fi is a fibration with infranil-
manifold fiber by applying the proof in Theorem A to the collapsing directions of
Xi. The structure group can be affine because the nilpotent structure of the fiber
is independent of the choice of the base point; see also [35].

Remark 1.11. Pointed Gromov-Hausdorff approximations typically cannot provide
information about the global topology of non-compact spaces, as they do not cap-
ture the geometry outside of a large ball. This limitation is why we consider a
global map h which is almost equivariant and acts as a GHA on any 1

ǫ -ball.

Acknowledgments. The author would like to thank Xiaochun Rong, Vitali
Kapovitch, Jiayin Pan, Shicheng Xu, Xingyu Zhu and Sergio Zamora for helpful
discussions.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Equivariant Gromov-Hausdorff convergence and isometry group on

a Ricci limit space. We review the notion of equivariant Gromov-Hausdorff con-
vergence introduced by Fukaya and Yamaguchi [15, 19].

Let (X, p) and (Y, q) be two pointed metric spaces. Let H and K be closed
subgroups of Isom(X) and Isom(Y ), respectively. For any r > 0, define the sets

H(p, r) = {h ∈ H |d(hp, p) ≤ r}, K(q, r) = {k ∈ K|d(kq, q) ≤ r}.

For ǫ > 0, a pointed ǫ-equivariant Gromov-Hausdorff approximation (or simply
an ǫ-eGHA) is a triple of maps (f, φ, ψ) where:

f : B 1
ǫ
(p) → B 1

ǫ
+ǫ(q), φ : H(p,

1

ǫ
) → K(q,

1

ǫ
), ψ : K(q,

1

ǫ
) → H(p,

1

ǫ
)

satisfying the following conditions:
(1) f(p) = q, f(B 1

ǫ
(p)) is 2ǫ-dense in B 1

ǫ
+ǫ(q) and |d(f(x1), f(x2))− d(x1, x2)| ≤ ǫ

for all x1, x2 ∈ B 1
ǫ
(p);

(2) d(φ(h)f(x), f(hx)) < ǫ for all h ∈ H(1ǫ ) and x ∈ B 1
ǫ
(p);

(3) d(kf(x), f(ψ(k)x)) < ǫ for all k ∈ K(1ǫ ) and x ∈ B 1
ǫ
(p).

The equivariant Gromov-Hausdorff(eGH) distance deGH((Xi, pi, Gi), (X, p,G))
is defined as the infimum of ǫ so that there exists a ǫ-eGHA. A sequence of metric
space with isometric actions (Xi, pi, Gi) converges to a limit space (X, p,G), if
deGH((Xi, pi, Gi), (X, p,G)) → 0.

Given a Gromov-Hausdorff approximation(GHA) f as in condition (1) above,
we can construct an admissible metric on the disjoint union B 1

ǫ
(p)⊔B 1

ǫ
(q) so that

B 1
ǫ
(p) →֒ B 1

ǫ
(p) ⊔B 1

ǫ
(q), B 1

ǫ
(q) →֒ B 1

ǫ
(p) ⊔B 1

ǫ
(q)

are isometric embedding and for any x ∈ B 1
ǫ
(p),d(x, f(x)) ≤ 2ǫ. We always assume

such an admissible metric whenever Gromov-Hausdorff distance between two metric
spaces are small.

We have the following pre-compactness theorem for equivariant Gromov-Hausdorff
convergence [15, 19].

Theorem 2.1 ([15, 19]). Let (Xi, pi) be a sequence of metric spaces converging
to a limit space (X, p) in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff sense. For each i, let Gi
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be a closed subgroup of Isom(Xi), the isometry group of Xi. Then passing to a
subsequence if necessary,

(Xi, pi, Gi)
eGH
−→ (X, p,G),

where G is a closed subgroup of Isom(X). Moreover, the quotient spaces (Xi/Gi, p̄i)
pointed Gromov-Hausdorff converge to (X/G, p).

2.2. Geometric Theory of RCD(K,N) spaces. In this subsection, we review
the structure theory of RCD(K,N) spaces. We assume that the reader is famil-
iar with the basic notions of RCD spaces. A measured metric RCD(K,N) space
(X, d,m) is non-collapsed if N ∈ N and m = HN .

We begin by defining regular points on an RCD space. We use the notation 0k

to refer the origin in Rk.

Definition 2.2. Let (X, d,m) be an RCD(K,N) space. Given ǫ > 0, r > 0, and
k ∈ N, we define

Rk
ǫ,r(X) = {x ∈ X : dGH(Bs(x), Bs(0

k)) < ǫs, ∀ 0 < s < 2r},

where 0k ∈ Rk, and

Rk
ǫ (X) =

⋃

r>0

Rk
ǫ,r(X), Rk(X) =

⋂

ǫ>0

Rk
ǫ (X).

For any RCD(K,N) space (X, d,m), there exists k ≤ N s.t. m(X −Rk(X)) = 0
[5]. We call this k the rectifiable dimension of (X, d,m).

Then we review the theory of almost splitting for RCD spaces, following the
notations in [4].

Definition 2.3. Let (X, d,m) be a RCD(K,N) space for some K ∈ R and 1 ≤
N < ∞. Let p ∈ X and s > 0. A map u : B2s(p) → Rk is a (k, δ)-splitting map if
it belongs to the domain of the local Laplacian on B2s(p), and

|∇u||Bs(p) ≤ C(N),

k∑

a,b=1

 

Bs(p))

|〈∇ua,∇ub〉 − δba| ≤ δ2,

k∑

a=1

 

Bs(p))

s2|Hess(ua)|2 ≤ δ2.

Such a map u is sometimes referred as almost k-splitting if it is (k, δ)-splitting
for some sufficiently small δ > 0. In the literature, it is often assumed that an
almost k-splitting map is harmonic. However, it is convenient to drop the har-
monicity assumption in this paper. By Lemma 4.4 in [22], if we further assume
that

ffl

B2s(p)
|∇∆u| ≤ δ, then |∇u||Bs(p) ≤ 1 + Φ(δ|N, k) where Φ(δ|N, k) → 0 as

δ → 0.
It is a classical result that the existence of an almost splitting function is equiva-

lent to pmGH closeness to a space that splits off a Euclidean factor, see [4, 7, 8, 13].
We will use the fact that isometry group of a RCD(K,N) space is a Lie group

[39, 21].
By [14], the generalized Margulis lemma holds for any RCD(K,N) space, see

also [28] for the manifolds with Ricci curvature bounded from below.
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Theorem 2.4 (Generalized Margulis lemma, [14]). For any K ∈ R and N ≥ 1,
there exists C and ǫ0 > 0 such that for any RCD(K,N) space (X, d,m, p) with
rectifiable dimension k, the image of the natural homomorphism

π1(Bǫ0(p), p) → π1(B1(p), p)

contains a normal nilpotent subgroup of index ≤ C. Moreover, this nilpotent sub-
group has a nilpotent basis of length at most k.

We now recall the volume convergence theorem for non-collapsed RCD(K,N)
spaces.

Theorem 2.5 (Volume convergence, [33]). Assume that (Xi, di,HN , pi) is a se-
quence of non-collapsed RCD(K,N) spaces which pointed measured GH converge
to (X, d,m, p). If HN (B1(pi)) ≥ v > 0, then m = HN and ∀r > 0, HN (Br(pi))
converges to HN (Br(p)).

We next state the transformation theorem in [4], see also [12, 13, 22].

Theorem 2.6 (Transformation, [4]). Let 1 ≤ N < ∞. For any δ > 0 there exists
ǫ(N, δ) > 0 such that for any ǫ < ǫ(N, δ) and any x in a RCD(−ǫ2(N − 1), N)
space (X, d,HN ), the following holds. If Bs(x) is an (N, ǫ2)-symmetric ball for any
r0 ≤ s ≤ 1 and u : B2(x) → RN is a (N, ǫ)-splitting map, then for each scale
r0 ≤ s ≤ 1 there exists an N ×N lower triangular matrix Ts such that
(1) Tsu : Bs(x) → RN is an (N, δ)-splitting map on Bs(x);
(2)

ffl

Bs(x)
∇(Tsu)

a · ∇(Tsu)
bdHN = δba;

(3) |Ts ◦ T
−1
2s − Id| ≤ δ.

An application of the transformation theorem is to construct a biHöder map
[12, 22].

Theorem 2.7 (Canonical Reifenberg method [12, 22]). Assume that (X, d,Hn, p)
is a RCD(−ǫ2(N − 1), N − 1) space and u : B2(p) → RN is a harmonic (N, ǫ)-
splitting map. Then for any x, y ∈ B1(p) we have

(1− Φ(ǫ|n, v))d(x, y)1+Φ(ǫ|n,v) ≤ d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ (1 + Φ(ǫ|n, v))d(x, y).

Moreover, if X is a smooth N -manifold with Ric≥ −ǫ2(N − 1), then for any x ∈
B1(p), du : Tx → RN is nondegenerate.

In Theorem 2.7, the harmonicity condition on u can be replaced by the condition
ffl

Bs(p)
|∇∆u| ≤ ǫ [22].

2.3. The universal covers and local relatives covers of RCD(K,N) spaces.

For any RCD(K,N) space (X, d,m), the universal cover X̃ exists and is a RCD(K,N)
space with induced metric and measure [31]. X is semi-locally simply connected
[41, 42], thus the fundamental group is isomorphic to the deck transformation group

of X̃.
We first consider a compact RCD(K,N) space (X, d,m, p) with diameter less

than D. Let (X̃, p̃) be the universal cover and G be the fundamental group of X .
Define the set

G(p̃, 20D) = {g ∈ G|d(p̃, gp̃) ≤ 20D}.

We shall review that B̄10D(p̃) and G(p̃, 20D) determine X̃ and G [19, 37, 40].
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G(p̃, 20D) is a pseudo-group, i.e. for some g1, g2 ∈ G(p̃, 20D), g1g2 is not defined

within G(p̃, 20D). To handle this, we define the groupfication Ĝ of G(p̃, 20D) as
follows. Let F be the free group generated by elements eg for each g ∈ G(p̃, 20D).
We may quotient F by the normal subgroup generated by all elements of the form
eg1eg2e

−1
g1g2 , where g1, g2 ∈ G(p̃, 20D) with g1g2 ∈ G(p̃, 20D). The quotient group

is denoted Ĝ.
There is a natural (pseudo-group) homomorphism

i : G(p̃, 20D) → Ĝ, i(g) = [eg],

where [eg] is the quotient image of eg. Define

π : Ĝ→ G, π([eg1eg2 ...egk ]) = g1g2...gk.

Then π ◦ i is the identity map on G(p̃, 20D), thus i is injective. Since G(p̃, 20D)
generates G, π is surjective.

Now we can glue a space by equivalence relation,

Ĝ×G(p̃,20D) B̄10D(p̃) = Ĝ× B̄10D(p̃)/ ∼,

where the equivalence relation is given by (ĝi(g), x) ∼ (ĝ, gx) for all g ∈ G(p̃, 20D), ĝ ∈

Ĝ, x ∈ B̄10D(p̃) with gx ∈ B̄10D(p̃). Endow Ĝ×G(p̃,20D) B̄10D(p̃) with the induced

length metric. Then Ĝ×G(p̃,20D) B̄10D(p̃) is a covering space of X̃ with deck trans-

formation group ker(π). X̃ is simply connected, thus we obtain the following result.

Theorem 2.8. ([19, 37, 40]) Ĝ is isomorphic to G and Ĝ×G(p̃,20D) B̄10D(p̃) with

induced length metric is isometric to X̃.

We next consider the local relative covers of a RCD(K,N) space (X, d,m). By
[38], there exists a sequence of compact n-manifolds (Mi, pi) with a uniform lower

sectional curvature bound, so that the local universal cover of B̃1(pi) admits no
converging subsequence in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff sense. To address this,
we refer to a precompactness theorem for relative covers of open balls by Xu [43].

For any p ∈ X , r2 > r1 > 0, define local relative over (B̃(p, r1, r2), p̃) as the a
connected component of the pre-image of Br1(p) in the universal cover of Br2(p),
where p̃ is a pre-image point of p.

Theorem 2.9 (Precompactness of relative covers, [43]). (B̃(p, r1, r2), p̃) equipped
with its length metric and measure, is globally AK,N,r1,r2(r)-doubling, that is, there
exists a positive non-decreasing function AK,N,r1,r2(r) such that

0 < m(Br(x)) ≤ AK,N,r1,r2(r)m(B r
2
(x)), for any x ∈ (B̃(p, r1, r2), p̃).

In particular, let G be the image of π1(Br1(p), p) → π1(Br2(p), p), then the family

consisting of all such triples (B̃(p, r1, r2), p̃, G) is precompact in the pointed equi-
variant Gromov-Hausdorff topology.

Remark 2.10. In Theorem 2.9, the quotient space B̃(p, r1, r2)/G is isometric to
Br1(p) with the length metric on itself. The length metric on Br1(p) may differ
from the original metric d. However, they coincide on B r1

3
(p). To simplify the

notation, we always assume that the length metric on Br1(p) is the original metric,
otherwise we consider B r1

3
(p) with length metric on Br1(p).

We state some technical lemmas.
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Lemma 2.11. Let G be a nilpotent Lie group and G0 be the identity component.
Then for any compact subgroup K ⊂ G, the commutator [K,G0] is trivial.

Lemma 2.12 (Covering lemma, [28]). There exists C(N) such that the following
holds. Let (X, d,m, p) be a RCD(−(N − 1), N) space and f : X → R is a non-

negative function. Let π : X̃ → X be the universal cover of X and p̃ ∈ X̃ is a lift
of p. Let f̃ = f ◦ π, then

C−1(N)

 

B 1
3

(p)

f ≤

 

B1(p̃)

f̃ ≤ C(N)

 

B1(p)

f.

Lemma 2.13 (Gap lemma, [28]). Assume that (Xi, pi, Gi) is a sequence of length
metric space and

(Xi, pi, Gi)
eGH
−→ (X, p,G).

Assume that there exists b > a > 0 such that 〈G(p, r)〉 is the same group for any
r ∈ (a, b). Then there exists ǫi → 0, so that for any sufficiently large i, 〈Gi(pi, r)〉
is the same group for any r ∈ (a+ ǫi, b− ǫi).

2.4. Approximate groups and almost homogeneous spaces. The references
of this subsection are [3, 44].

Definition 2.14. A (symmetric) local group G is a topological space with the
identity element e ∈ G, together with a global inverse map ()−1 : G → G and a
partially defined product map · : Ω → G, satisfying the following axioms:
(1) Ω is an open neighborhood of (G× {e} ∪ ({e} ×G) in G×G.
(2) The map ()−1 : x→ x−1 and · : (x, y) → xy are continuous.
(3) If g, h, k ∈ G s.t. that (gh)k and g(hk) are well-defined, then (gh)k = g(hk).
(4) For any g ∈ G, eg = ge = g.
(5) For any g ∈ G, gg−1 and g−1g are well-defined and equal to e.

In particular, if Ω = G×G, we call G a global group or a topological group.

Definition 2.15. Let G be a local group and g1, g2, ..., gm ∈ G. We say that the
product g1g2...gm is well-defined, if for each 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ m we can find g[i,j] ∈ G
s.t. g[k,k] = gk for any 1 ≤ k ≤ m and g[i,j]g[j+1,k] is well-defined and equal to g[i,k]
for any 1 ≤ i ≤ j < k ≤ m.

For sets A1, A2, ..., Am ⊂ G, we say the product A1A2...Am is well-defined if for
any choices of gj ∈ Aj , g1g2...gm is well-defined.

Definition 2.16. A ⊂ G is called a multiplicative set if it is symmetric A = A−1,
and A200 is well-defined.

Definition 2.17. Let A be a finite symmetric subset of a multiplicative set and
C ∈ N, A is called a C-approximate group if A2 can be covered by C left translate
of A.

Definition 2.18. Let A be a C-approximate group. We call A a strong C-
approximate group if there is a symmetric set S ⊂ A so that

(1) ({asa−1|s ∈ S, a ∈ A})10
3C3

⊂ A;
(2) if g, g2, ..., g1000 ∈ A100, then g ∈ A;

(3) if g, g2, ..., g10
3C3

∈ A100, then g ∈ S.
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Consider a multiplicative set A ⊂ G. For any g ∈ G, define the escape norm as

||g||A =: inf{
1

m+ 1
|e, g, g2, ..., gm ∈ A}.

Theorem 2.19 (escape norm estimate, [3]). For each C > 0, there is M > 0 s.t.
if A is a strong C-approximate group and g1, g2, ..., gk ∈ A10, then

(1) ||g1g2...gk||A ≤M
∑k

j=1 ||gj ||A.

(2) ||g2g1g
−1
2 ||A ≤ 103||g1||A.

(3) ||[g1, g2]||A ≤M ||g1||A||g2||A.

Remark 2.20. Due to (1) and (2), the set w = {g ∈ A|||g||A = 0} is a normal
subgroup of A. We call that A contains no small subgroup if w is trivial. For any
general strong approximate group A, A/w is a strong approximate group with no
small subgroup.

Readers may compare (3) in Theorem 2.19 with the holonomy estimates in Gro-
mov’s argument for almost flat manifolds, see [6] Chapter 2.

Definition 2.21. (nilprogression) Let G be a local group, u1, u2, ..., ur ∈ G and
C1, C2, ..., Cr ∈ R+. The set P (u1, ..., ur;C1, ..., Cr) is defined as the the set of
words in the ui’s and their inverses such that the number of appearances of ui and
u−1
i is not more than Ci. We call P (u1, ..., ur;C1, ..., Cr) a nilprogession of rank r

if every word in it is well defined in G. We say it a nilprogession in C-normal form
for some C > 0 if it satisfies the following properties:
(1) For all 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ r, we have

[u±1
i , u±1

j ] ∈ P (uj+1, ..., ur;
CCj+1

CiCj
, ...,

CCr

CiCj
).

(2) The expression un1

1 ...unr
r represent different elements inG for |n1| ≤

C1

C , ..., |nr| ≤
Cr

C .

(3) 1
C (2⌊C1⌋+ 1)...(2⌊Cr⌋+ 1) ≤ |P | ≤ C(2⌊C1⌋+ 1)...(2⌊Cr⌋+ 1).

For a nilprogression P (u1, ..., ur;C1, ..., Cr) in C-normal form and ǫ ∈ (0, 1),
define ǫP = P (u1, ..., ur; ǫC1, ..., ǫCr). Define the thickness of P as the minimum of
C1, ..., Cr and we denote it by thick(P ). The set {un1

1 ...unr
r ||n1| ≤ C1/C, ..., |nr| ≤

Cr/C} is called the grid part of P and is denoted by G(P ).

Definition 2.22. Let P (u1, ..., ur;C1, ..., Cr) be a nilprogression in C-normal form
with thick(P ) > C. Set ΓP to be the abstract group generated by γ1, ..., γr with the

relation [γj , γk] = γ
βk+1

j,k

k+1 ...γ
βr
j,k

r whenever j < k, where [uj, uk] = u
βk+1

j,k

k+1 ...u
βr
j,k

r and

|βl
j,k| ≤

CNl

NjNk
. We say that P is good if each element of ΓP has a unique expression

of the form γn1

1 ...γnr
r with n1, ..., nr ∈ Z.

Theorem 2.23 ([3, 44]). For each r ∈ N, C > 0, there is ǫ > 0 so that the following
holds. Let P (u1, ..., ur;C1, ..., Cr) be a nilprogression in C-normal form. if thick(P )
is large enough depending on r and C, then P is good and the map uj → γj extends
to a product preserving embedding from G(ǫP ) to ΓP . And ΓP is isomorphic to the
lattice in a r-dim simply connected nilpotent Lie group N .

Remark 2.24. During the proof of Theorem A and B, we shall use nilprogressions
P satisfying Theorem 2.23. We may simply identify the grid part G(ǫP ) and P .
Then we simply call ΓP in Theorem 2.23 the groupfication of P .
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In [44], Zamora used the structure of approximates groups to study the limit
of almost homogeneous spaces. A sequence of geodesic metric spaces Zi is called
almost homogeneous if there are discrete isometric group actions Gi on Zi with

diam(Zi/Gi) → 0. Now we assume that (Zi, pi, Gi)
eGH
−→ (Z, p,G). If we further

assume that Z is semi-locally simply connected, Zamora proved that G is a Lie
group.

(Zi, pi, Gi)
eGH

−−−−→ (Z, p,G)
yπ

yπ

M ′
i

GH
−−−−→ pt

(2.25)

Remark 2.26. If we further assume that Zi is a RCD(−(N − 1), N) space, then the
limit Z is also a RCD(−(N − 1), N) space with a limit measure. Therefore G is a
Lie group and Z must be semi-locally simply connected. We may always assume
that Zi and Z in 2.25 are RCD spaces.

Assume dim(G) = r. A small neighborhood of the identity e ∈ G is a strong C
approximate group for some C > 0. Thus for any small δ,

Gi(δ) = {g ∈ Gi|d(gx, x) ≤ δ, ∀x ∈ B̄ 1
δ
(pi)}

is a strong C approximate group.
We say that Gi has no small subgroup if there is no non-trivial subgroup of Gi

converging to the identity e ∈ G as i→ ∞. The next Theorem states that if Gi has
no small subgroup and equivariantly converges to a Lie group, then Gi contains a
large nilprogression which includes a neighborhood of the identity element e ∈ Gi.

Theorem 2.27 ([3, 44]). Assume that Gi in 2.25 contains no small small subgroup,
then for any ǫ > 0 sufficiently small, there exists δ > 0 independent of the choice
of i, such that Gi(ǫ) contains a nilprogession Pi(u1, ..., ur;C1, ..., Cr) in C-normal
form for some constant C > 0 and Gi(δ) ⊂ G(Pi).

Remark 2.28. The original statement of Theorem 2.27 in [3, 44] is purely algebraic
using ultralimits. It is convenient in this paper to state it geometrically using
equivariant convergence.

We first clarify the notations of exponential maps. If G is a Lie group with Lie
algebra g and a left-invariant metric, we denote by

expG : g → G

as the Lie group exponential map. For the identity element e, define the Riemannian
exponential map at e:

expe : TeG→ G,

where TeG is the tangent space to G at the identity.
We briefly recall how to construct the nilprogression in Theorem 2.27. Choose ǫ

small enough so that the set

G(10ǫ) = {g ∈ G|d(gx, x) ≤ 10ǫ, ∀x ∈ B̄ 1
10ǫ

(p)}

is connected and exp−1
G from G(10ǫ) to the Lie algebra of G is diffeomorphic.

Since Gi(ǫ) is a strong approximate group with no small subgroup, in particular,
the escape norm is always non-zero. we find the element u1 with the smallest
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escape norm. We may assume the diameter of Zi is small enough so that there are
generators of Gi with norm < 1/M , where M is a constant obtained from Theorem
2.19. Then by (3) in Theorem 2.19, the commutator [u1, g] is trivial for any g in
the chosen generators; otherwise we get a non-trivial element whose escape norm
is strictly less than u1’s, a contradiction. In particular, u1 must lie in the center of
Gi(δ). The group generated by u1, 〈u1〉, converges to an one-parameter subgroup
in the center of G. By taking quotient groups and applying an induction argument,
we can construct the nilprogression Pi.

An important observation from the above construction is that the nilpotent
structure of Pi is determined by the escape norm of Gi(ǫ). We shall use this
observation to prove that structure group is affine in Theorem B.

Next recall the structure theory for nilpotent Lie groups and their Lie algebras.

Definition 2.29. Let g be a nilpotent Lie algebra. We say that an ordered basis
{v1, ..., vr} of g is a strong Malcev basis if for any 1 ≤ k ≤ r, the vector subspace
Jk generated by {vk+1, ..., vr} is an ideal, and vk + Jk is in the center of g/Jk.

Theorem 2.30. Let N be a r-dim simply connected nilpotent Lie group and g be
its Lie algebra with a strong Malcev basis {v1, ..., vr}. Then:
(1) expN : g → N is a diffeomorphism;
(2) φ : Rr → N given by φ(x1, ..., xr) = expN (x1v1)...expN (xrvr) is a diffeomor-
phism;
(3) if we identify g with Rr by the given basis, then exp−1

N ◦ φ : g → g and
φ−1 ◦ expNi

: g → g are polynomials of degree bounded by a number depending
only on r.

In the diagram 2.25, for sufficiently large i, by Theorem 2.23 and 2.27, the (grid
part of) nilprogression Pi can be identified as a generating set of a lattice in simply

connected nilpotent group Ni. Let gi,j = u
⌊Cj/C⌋
j and vi,j in the Lie algebra gi of

Ni such that

expNi
(vi,j) = gi,j , 1 ≤ j ≤ r.

Then {vi,j , 1 ≤ j ≤ r} is a strong Malcev basis of gi. For any j, passing to a
subseqeunce if necessary, assume gi,j → gj ∈ G and choose vj in the Lie algebra g

of G such that expG(vj) = gj .
For any fixed i, since {vi,j , 1 ≤ j ≤ r} is a strong Malcev basis of gi, then φi :

Rr → Ni, as in Theorem 2.30, is a diffeomorphism. Now we identity (x1, x2, ..., xr) ∈
Rr as

∑r
j=1 xjvi,j ∈ gi, and define

Qi : R
r × Rr → Rr, Qi(x, y) = φ−1

i (φi(x)φi(y)).

Similarly define Q for G and {vj , 1 ≤ j ≤ r}. Roughly speaking, Qi and Q decide
Lie algebra structure of Ni and G respectively.

Theorem 2.31 (Lie algebra structure convergence, [44]). For sufficiently large i,
Qi and Q are all polynomials of degree ≤ d(r) and coefficients of Qi converge to
corresponding ones of Q.

3. Constructing a GHA map which is locally almost splitting

In this section, we want to generalize main results in [23] from the smooth case
to a weaker version in the RCD case.
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Theorem 3.1 (smooth fibration, [23]). Given n, v > 0, there exists ǫ(n, v) > 0 and
C(n) > 0 so that consider a compact n-manifold M and a k-manifold K satisfying:
RicM ≥ −(n−1), (1, v)-bound covering geometry holds on M , |secK | ≤ 1, injK ≥ 1,
dGH(M,K) < ǫ < ǫ(n, v).
Then there is a smooth fiber bundle map f : M → K which is a Φ(ǫ|n, v)-GHA,
where Φ(ǫ|n, v) → 0 as ǫ→ 0.

Assume a group G isometrically acts two metric spaces X1 and X2 separately,
we call a map h : X1 → X2 ǫ-almost G-equivariant if d(h(gx), gh(x)) < ǫ for any
x ∈ X1, g ∈ G.

Theorem 3.2 (stability for compact group actions, [23]). There exists ǫ(n) > 0
so that the following holds for any ǫ < ǫ(n). Assume that M and K are compact
n-manifolds so that |secK | ≤ 1, injK ≥ 1, RicM ≥ −(n − 1). The group G acts
isometrically on M and K separately and there is ǫ-GHA h : M → K which is ǫ-
almost G-equivariant. Then there exists a G-equivariant diffeomorphism f : M →
K, that is f(gx) = gf(x) for any x ∈M and g ∈ G, which is a Φ(ǫ|n)-GHA.

We briefly recall the proof of Theorem 3.1 and 3.2. In Theorem 3.1, the injective
radius of K is at least 1. Then locally we can identify a small ball in K as an
open subset in the tangent space of K at some point. By our assumption that M
is GH close to a manifold K, locally we can construct almost k-splitting maps from
a small open neighborhood in M to the tangent space of K at some point.

To construct a globally-defined map f :M → K, we can glue and average these
local almost splitting maps using some cut-off functions and the center of mass
technique. Then we have a smooth GHA f : M → K. Then Huang showed that,
at any point p ∈ M , df is the same as the differential of a local almost k-splitting
function, which is constructed by the linear average. Then Huang proved that
the differential of any almost k-splitting map is non-degenerate under (1, v)-bound
covering condition. Thus df is non-degenerate and f is a fibration map by the
implicit function theorem.

The proof of Theorem 3.2 follows a similar approach. Huang construct a G-
equivariant map using the center of mass and applies the canonical Reifenberg
method to show that the map is a diffeomorphism.

In the non-smooth RCD case, we have no implicit function theorem. However,
we can prove the following two theorems using ideas from [23]. For any metric
space (X, d) and p ∈ X , r > 0, we use rX or (X, rd) for the rescaled metric on X .
Then rB 1

r
(p) is actually a unit ball in rX .

Theorem 3.3 (Almost k-splitting). Assume that a sequence of compact RCD(−(N−
1), N) spaces (Xi, di,m) converges to a smooth compact k-manifold (K, g) in the
Gromov-Hausdorff sense. Then for sufficiently large i, there is a continuous GHA
fi : Xi → K which is local almost k-splitting, i.e., for any δ > 0, pi ∈ Xi close to
p ∈ K, and i large enough,

1

δ
B√

δ(pi)
fi
−→

1

δ
B√

δ(p)
exp−1

p

−→ TpK = Rk

is a (k, δ)-splitting δ-GHA.

Proof. Take a small number ǫ < 1. We may assume that the injective radius of
K is at least 10

ǫ and Xi is RCD(−(N − 1)ǫ2, N). We also assume that for any

p ∈ K, B 10
ǫ
(p) is ǫ2-C4-close, by exp−1

p , to its pre-image in TpK with the flat



15

metric. Otherwise we can consider (K, rg) for sufficiently large r, then (Xi, rdi)
will still converges to (K, rg).

Let Φ(ǫ|k,N) denote a function which converges to 0 as ǫ → 0, for fixed k,N .
The value of Φ(ǫ|k,N) may vary depending on the specific case. Take any large i
such that dGH(Xi,K) < ǫ. Our goal is to construct a Φ(ǫ|k,N)-GHA fi : Xi → K
which is (k,Φ(ǫ|k,N))-splitting on any 1

ǫ ball. Once this is established, we just
take ǫ small enough so that Φ(ǫ|k,N) < δ, thereby completing the proof.

Let {pj}j=1,2,...J be a 1
ǫ -net in K and find pji ∈ Xi ǫ-close to pj ∈ K for each j.

Λj is a cut-off function on K such that Λj(B 1
ǫ
(pj)) = 1 and supp(Λj) ⊂ B 2

ǫ
(pj).

We may assume |∇lΛj | ≤ Φ(ǫ|k,N), l = 1, 2, 3. Let Bij = B 2
ǫ
(pji ), Bj = B 2

ǫ
(pj),

B−1
j be the pre-image of Bj in TpjK with the flat metric.

Bij is ǫ-GH close to Bj , Bj is ǫ2-C4-close to the B−1
j with the flat metric. Take

a smaller radius if necessary, we can construct a Φ(ǫ|k,N)-GHA

hj : Bij −→ Bj ,

such that exp−1
pj ◦ hj : Bij → B−1

j ⊂ Rk is a harmonic (k,Φ(ǫ|k,N))-splitting map.

Take the energy function E : Xi ×K → R as follows,

E(x, y) =

∑J
j=1 Λj(hj(x))d(hj(x), y)

2

∑J
j=1 Λj(hj(x))

.

Since supp(Λj) is contained in the image of hj , Λj(hj(x)) is well-defined for any
x ∈ Xi by a 0 extension outside of the support. Since hj is a GHA, the image of all
{hj(x)}j=1,2,...,J (if defined) is contained in a Φ(ǫ|k,N)-ball for any fixed x ∈ Xi.
Let y′ ∈ K be a point close to x, then E(x, ·) is strictly convex in B 1

ǫ
(y′) and

achieve a global minimum at some y ∈ B 1
ǫ
(y′), which is the center of mass with

respect to E. Define fi(x) = y, then fi is a Φ(ǫ|k,N)-GHA.
We next show that fi is (k,Φ(ǫ|k,N))-splitting map on any 1

ǫ -ball. For any

x0 ∈ Xi, take y0 = f(x0). There exists at most C(N) many points pj in the net
contained in B 4

ǫ
(y0), saying j1, j2, j3, ..., jC . Then the value of fi on B 1

ǫ
(x0) only

depends on hj and Λj for j = j1, j2, ..., jC .

Consider the energy function on the product space, Ẽ :
∏C

l=1 Bjl ×K → R,

Ẽ(

C∏

l=1

yl, y) =

∑C
l=1 Λjl(yl)d(yl, y)

2

∑C
l=1 Λjl(yl)

, ∀y ∈ K, yl ∈ Bjl , l = 1, 2, ..., C.

For any
∏C

l=1 yl ∈
∏C

l=1Bjl , define h̃(
∏C

l=1 yl) to be the center of mass with respect

to Ẽ. Then by the definition,

fi(x) = h̃(hj1(x), hj2 (x), ..., hjC (x)), ∀x ∈ B 1
ǫ
(x0).

Now consider the center of mass on the Euclidean space, which is a linear average.
Define

h̄ :

C∏

l=1

Bjl → Ty0
K, h̄(

C∏

l=1

yl) =

∑C
l=1 Λjl(yl)exp

−1
y0

(yl)∑C
l=1 Λjl(yl)

.

Then exp−1
y0

◦ h̃ is Φ(ǫ|k,N)-C3 close to h̄, since the metric on B 10
ǫ
(y0) is ǫ2-C4

close the a 10
ǫ -ball in Ty0

K with the flat metric; the center of mass in flat Rk is the
linear average.
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For any 1 ≤ l ≤ C, exp−1
pjl

◦ hjl is a harmonic Φ(ǫ|k,N)-GHA and exp−1
y0

◦ exppjl

is Φ(ǫ|k,N)-C3-close to the a linear isometric action on B 3
ǫ
(0k) by our assumption,

thus

exp−1
y0

◦ hjl = exp−1
y0

◦ exppjl ◦ exp
−1
pjl

◦ hjl

is a Φ(ǫ|k,N)-GHA with

|∆(exp−1
y0

◦ hjl)| ≤ Φ(ǫ|k,N), |∇∆(exp−1
y0

◦ hjl)| ≤ Φ(ǫ|k,N)

on B 1
ǫ
(y0).

Since |∇lΛj| ≤ Φ(ǫ|k,N), l = 1, 2, 3, the linear average

h̄ ◦ (hj1 , hj2 , ..., hjC ) =

∑C
l=1 Λjl(hjl(x))exp

−1
y0

(hjl(x))∑C
l=1 Λjl(hjl(x))

: B 1
ǫ
(x0) → Ty0

K

is a Φ(ǫ|k,N)-GHA with

|∆(h̄(hj1 , hj2 , ..., hjC ))| ≤ Φ(ǫ|k,N), |∇∆(h̄(hj1 , hj2 , ..., hjC )| ≤ Φ(ǫ|k,N)

on B 1
ǫ
(y0). In particular, h̄(hj1 , hj2 , ..., hjC ) is a (k,Φ(ǫ|k,N))-splitting map on

B 1
ǫ
(x0).

Since exp−1
y0

◦ h̃ is Φ(ǫ|k,N)-C3-close to h̄, exp−1
y0

◦fi = exp−1
y0

◦ h̃(hj1 , hj2 , ..., hjC )
is also a (k,Φ(ǫ|k,N))-splitting map on B 1

ǫ
(x0). �

Remark 3.4. We can also use the embedding argument in [22] to prove Theorem
3.1. By the Nash embedding theorem, we can isometrically embed K into some Rn

where n only depends on k. The embedding map is Φ = (φ1, φ2, ..., φn) : K →֒ Rn.
Let π be the projection map from a neighborhood of K ⊂ Rn to K. By [22],
if i is large enough, we can construct Ψi = (ψi

1, ψ
i
2, ..., ψ

i
n) : Xi → Rn so that

f = Φ−1 ◦ π ◦Ψi is a GHA and ∆ψi
j is H1,2 close to ∆φi for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Then

f is locally almost k-splitting if we sufficiently blow up the metric.

We next state a G-stability result in the RCD setting.

Theorem 3.5 (G-equivariant). There exists ǫ(N) such that for any 0 < ǫ ≤ ǫ(N),
the following holds. For any compact RCD(−(N − 1)ǫ2, N) space (X, d,m) and k-
manifold K satisfying that injK ≥ 10

ǫ and for any p ∈ K, B 10
ǫ
(p) is ǫ2-C4-close, by

exp−1
p , to its preimage in the tangent space TpK with the flat metric. Assume that

a map h : X → K is an ǫ-GHA map on any 10
ǫ -ball in X, that is for any x ∈ X,

h : B 10
ǫ
(x) → K is an ǫ-GHA to its image. A finite group G acts isometrically on

X and K separately and h is ǫ-almost G-equivariant. Then there is a G-equivariant
map fG : X → K, which is also a Φ(ǫ|k,N)-GHA and locally (k,Φ(ǫ|k,N))-splitting
on any 1

ǫ -ball.

Remark 3.6. In Theorem 3.5, there is no control of the diameter of X or the order
|G|. Instead we only need a global map h and the gluing is local. If we further
assume k = N and ǫ small enough, then fG is biHölder on any 1

ǫ -ball due to
Theorem 2.7.

Proof. We can use the same proof of Theorem 3.3 to construct a map f : X → K
which is (k,Φ(ǫ|k,N))-splitting and a Φ(ǫ|k,N)-GHA on any 1

ǫ -ball. Notice that

the condition that h : X → K is an ǫ-GHA map on any 10
ǫ -ball is enough for the

construction in Theorem 3.3 as the gluing and averaging procedure is local.
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Since f(x) is close to h(x) for any x ∈ X , we have d(f(gx), gf(x)) ≤ Φ(ǫ|k,N)
for any x ∈ X and g ∈ G. In particular, for any g ∈ G,

gf(g−1x) : X → K

is a Φ(ǫ|k,N)-GHA.
Since f is (k,Φ(ǫ|k,N))-splitting on any 1

ǫ -ball and G-actions are isometric on

X and K, thus for any g ∈ G, the map gf(g−1x) : X → K is also (k,Φ(ǫ|k,N))-
splitting on any 1

ǫ -ball.
Now we average G actions by the center of mass. Take the energy function

E(x, y) : X ×K → R, E(x, y) =

∑
g∈G d(gf(g

−1x), y)2

|G|
.

For any fixed x ∈ X , E(x, ·) in strictly convex in B 1
ǫ
(f(x)) thus there is a global

minimum point y. Define fG(x) = y, then fG isG-equivariant due to the uniqueness
of the minimal point. fG is also a Φ(ǫ|k,N)-GHA.

We next show that fG is (k,Φ(ǫ|k,N))-splitting on every 1
ǫ -ball by a similar

argument in the proof of Theorem 3.3. For any x0 ∈ X and y0 = fG(x0). Define

the energy function on the product space, Ẽ :
∏|G|

l=1 B 1
ǫ
(y0)×K → R by

Ẽ(

|G|∏

l=1

yl, y) =

∑
g∈G d(yl, y)

2

|G|
, y ∈ K, yl ∈ B 1

ǫ
(y0), l = 1, ..., |G|.

Then define h̃(
∏|G|

l=1 yl) to be the center of mass with respect to Ẽ. Then fG(x) =

h̃(
∏

g∈G gf(g
−1x)) by the definition.

Now consider the center of mass on the Euclidean space, which is a linear average.

Define h̄ :
∏|G|

l=1 B 1
ǫ
(y0) → Ty0

K by h̄(
∏|G|

l=1 yl) =
∑|G|

l=1
exp−1

y0
(yl)

|G| . Then exp−1
y0

◦ h̃ is

Φ(ǫ|k,N) -C3-close to h̄ as the metric on B 10
ǫ
(y0) is ǫ2-C4-close the a B 10

ǫ
ball in

Ty0
K with the flat metric.
The linear average h̄(

∏
g∈G gf(g

−1x)) : B 1
ǫ
(x0) → Ty0

K is (k,Φ(ǫ|k,N))-splitting

by a similar argument as in Theorem 3.3, therefore

exp−1
y0

◦ fG = exp−1
y0

◦ h̃(
∏

g∈G

gf(g−1x))

is also (k,Φ(ǫ|k,N))-splitting on B 1
ǫ
(x0). �

4. Proof of Theorem A: construct an infranil-manifold

We prove Theorem A in this section.

Theorem A. Given N, v > 0, there exists ǫ(N, v) > 0 and C(N) > 0, so that if a
RCD(−(N − 1), N) space (X, d,HN ) satisfies:

diam(X) < ǫ ≤ ǫ(N, v), HN (B1(p̃)) ≥ v, ∀p̃ ∈ X̃,

then X is biHölder homeomorphic to an infranil-manifold N/Γ where N has a
left-invariant metric, i.e., there exists f : X → N/Γ with

(1− Φ(ǫ|N, v))d(x, y)1+Φ(ǫ|N,v) ≤ d(f(x), f(y)) ≤ (1 + Φ(ǫ|N, v))d(x, y),

where Φ(ǫ|N, v) → 0 as ǫ → 0. Moreover, if X is a smooth N -manifold with
Ric ≥ −(N − 1), then f is a diffeomorphism.
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Assume that Theorem A does not hold. Then we can find a sequence of RCD(−(N−
1), N) space (Xi, di,HN ) with non-collapsing universal covers and diam(Xi) → 0,
while these spaces are not biHölder to any infranil-manifold.

Blow up the sequence slowly and pass to a subsequence if necessary, we may

assume that the universal covers X̃i of Xi converge to RN . By Theorem 2.4, for
all sufficiently large i, G′

i = π1(Xi, pi) contains a normal nilpotent subgroup Gi of

index ≤ C(N). Let X ′
i = X̃i/Gi.

(X̃i, p̃i, Gi, G
′
i)

eGH
−−−−→ (RN , p̃, G,G′)

yπ

yπ

(X ′
i, p

′
i, G

′
i/Gi)

GH
−−−−→ pt

yπ

yπ

(Xi, pi)
GH

−−−−→ pt

X ′
i converges to a point as it is a finite cover ofXi with order ≤ C, thus diam(X ′

i) →
0.

Lemma 4.1. Gi contains no small subgroup, i.e., there exists δ > 0 such that the
set

Gi(δ) = {g ∈ G′
i|d(x, gx) < δ, x ∈ B1/δ(p̃i)}

contains no non-trivial subgroup for all large i.

Proof. Otherwise assume that Hi is a non-trivial subgroup in Gi(1/i). Then Hi

converges to the identity, therefore X̃i/Hi converges to RN as well. By volume

convergence theorem, the volume of 1-ball at π(p̃) in X̃i/Hi is close to the volume

of 1-ball at p̃ in X̃i, a contradiction since Hi is a small non-trivial subgroup. �

Lemma 4.2. G is free. In particular, G can be identified as RN .

Proof. Consider any isotropy group

Gx = {g ∈ G|gx = x}

where x ∈ RN . Then Gx is compact. Since G is a nilpotent Lie group, thus [Gx, G0]
is trivial, where G0 is the identity component of G. Since G is transitive, then G0

is also transitive. Therefore Gx fixes all points, thus is a trivial group. �

G has no isotropy. Thus if any g ∈ Gi which moves p̃i small, g must be close to
the identity action.

Corollary 4.3. For any δ > 0, there exists ǫ > 0 such that Gi(p̃i, ǫ) ⊂ Gi(δ) for
sufficiently large i.

Lemma 4.4. For sufficiently large i, Gi is isomorphic to a lattice in a N -dim
simply connected nilpotent Lie group Ni.

Proof. Gi contains no small subgroup and converges to RN . By Theorem 2.27,
Gi contains a nilprogession Pi of dimension N , which contains Gi(δ) for some
δ > 0. By Corollary 4.3, the nilprogession Pi contains Gi(p̃i, ǫ) for some ǫ > 0. We
choose i large enough such that diam(Xi) <

ǫ
20 , then the groupfication of the Pi is

isomorphic to Gi by Theorem 2.8. On the other hand, for i large enough, thick(Pi)
is large enough so that Theorem 2.23 holds, thus the groupfication of the Pi is a
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lattice in a simply connected N -dim nilpotent group Ni. Thus Gi is isomorphic to
a lattice in Ni. �

We shall use Theorem 2.31 to find a left-invariant metric on Ni so that it is
locally C4-close to flat RN .

Lemma 4.5. For any ǫ ≤ 1 and i large enough, Ni admits a left-invariant metric
gNi

with injNi
≥ 1

ǫ . Moreover, there exists ǫi → 0 so that ∀g ∈ Ni, B 1
ǫ
(g) ⊂ Ni is

ǫi-C
4-close, by exp−1

g , to the 1
ǫ -ball in the tangent space TgNi with the flat metric.

Proof. We always assume ǫi to be a sequence of numbers converging to 0 while the
value of ǫi depends on the specific setting. Consider the Lie algebra structure on
Ni using the same notations in the argument after Theorem 2.27. Take {vi,j , 1 ≤
j ≤ N} as a strong Malcev basis of the Lie algebra of Ni, then expNi

(vi,j) = gi,j ∈

Ni ∩ Gi. By our assumption, gi,j action on X̃i pointed equivariantly converges to
gj ∈ G = RN for any 1 ≤ j ≤ N and i → ∞. {gj}j=1,2...,N is a basis of RN . We
can take the corresponding Lie algebra vj = gj since G = RN is abelian. Define
the left-invariant metric gNi

by

gNi
(vi,j1 , vi,j2) = 〈vj1 , vj2〉,

for any 1 ≤ j1, j2 ≤ N and the right-hand side is the inner product in RN .
Since {vi,j , 1 ≤ j ≤ n} is a strong Malcev basis, for any 1 ≤ j1 < j2 ≤ N ,

[vi,j1 , vi,j2 ] =

n∑

j=j2+1

aji,j1j2vi,j .

aji,j1j2 → 0 as i → 0 by Theorem 2.31 and the fact that the limit group is abelian.

Define aji,j1j2 = 0 if j ≤ j1 or j ≤ j2. Then by Koszul’s formula, for any 1 ≤
j1, j2, j3 ≤ N ,

gNi
(∇vi,j1

vi,j2 , vi,j3 ) =
1

2
(aj3i,j1j2 − aj1i,j2j3 + aj2i,j3j1).

Since all terms on the right-hand side are constant (depending on i) and converge
to 0 as i→ ∞. In particular, the covariant derivatives of the Riemannian curvature
tensor gNi

satisfy

|(∇gNi )kRgNi
| ≤ ǫi, 0 ≤ k ≤ 3

where ǫi → 0.
The sectional curvature of Ni is bounded by ǫi → 0. By Theorem 2.30, Ni

is diffeomorphiic to RN . By our construction of the metric, B 4
ǫ
(e) ⊂ Ni must

be biLipschitz on B 4
ǫ
(0N). Therefore the injective radius of Ni is at least 1

ǫ for

sufficiently large i. The C4-closeness follows from the fact that |(∇gNi )kRgNi
| ≤ ǫi,

0 ≤ k ≤ 3. �

From now on we always assume that Ni has the metric gNi
constructed in Lemma

4.5.

Lemma 4.6 (Local eGH closeness). For any ǫ > 0, let B 1
ǫ
(p̃i) ⊂ X̃i and B 1

ǫ
(e) ⊂

Ni. Then there exists an ǫi-GHA h′i : B 1
ǫ
(p̃i) → B 1

ǫ
(e) which is ǫi-almost Gi(p̃i,

1
ǫ )-

equivariant if it is well-defined, where ǫi → 0 as i→ 0.
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Proof. Take a linear map

ψi : R
N → RN , φ(x1, x2, ..., xN ) =

N∑

j=1

xjvi,j .

Take φi : R
N → Ni as in Theorem 2.30 (2). By Theorem 2.31 and the definition of

the metric in Lemma 4.5,

φi ◦ ψ
−1
i : RN → Ni

is a ǫ-GHA on B 1
ǫ
(0N ) for sufficiently large i.

(X̃i, p̃i) is pGH-close to RN by our assumption, and φi ◦ ψ
−1
i : RN → Ni is a

GHA on the 1
ǫ -ball for all large i. Combine two GHAs, we get h′i : B 1

ǫ
(p̃i) → B 1

ǫ
(e)

which is a ǫi-GHA. We need to check h′i is almost Gi(p̃i,
1
ǫ )-equivariant.

By our construction of gi,j (see the argument after Theorem 2.27), exp(vi,j) =

gi,j action on X̃i is ǫi-close to gj ∈ G = RN , 1 ≤ j ≤ N . On the other hand, under

the map φi◦ψ
−1
i : RN → Ni, gi,j action on Ni is ǫi-close to the gj ∈ G = RN action.

Thus gi,j actions on B 1
ǫ
(p̃i) and B 1

ǫ
(e) are ǫi-close to each other, that is, h′i(gi,jx)

is ǫi-close to gi,jh
′
i(x) for all x ∈ B 1

ǫ
(p̃i) such that gi,jx ∈ B 1

ǫ
(p̃i), 1 ≤ j ≤ N .

Take C0 such that |ψ−1
i (B 1

ǫ
(0N ))| ≤ C0

2 . Fix j, recall gi,j = u
lj
i,j where ui,j is one

of the generators of the nilprogression and lj = ⌊Cj/C⌋. Since the group actions

〈ui,j〉 on both spaces X̃i or Ni converge to a line in G = RN . Then for any k ≤ C0,

uki,j action on B 1
ǫ
(p̃i) and B 1

ǫ
(e) are both ǫi-close to g

k/lj
j ∈ RN action.

For a general g = uk1

i,1...u
kN

i,N ∈ Gi(p̃i,
1
ǫ ), we have kj ≤ C0, 1 ≤ j ≤ N . Then

any component of g actions, saying uk1

i,1, on B 1
ǫ
(p̃i) and B 1

ǫ
(e) are ǫi-close to each

other. Therefore any g ∈ Gi(p̃i,
1
ǫ ) actions on B 1

ǫ
(p̃i) and B 1

ǫ
(e) are ǫi-close to each

other. �

By Lemma 4.6, we have a local GHA h′i defined from B 1
ǫ
(p̃i) to B 1

ǫ
(e) ⊂ Ni,

which is almost Gi(p̃i,
1
ǫ )-equivariant. We can extend h′i to a global map by the

follows. For any x ∈ X̃i, choose g ∈ Gi so that gx ∈ B1(p̃i). This choice is valid

since X̃/Gi has a small diameter. Define hi by hi(x) = g−1h′(gx) ∈ Ni. Note that
different choices of g yield only minor differences in hi(x), so we can select one for
our construction without loss of generality.

Lemma 4.7 (Extend a local approximation to the global map, [40]). The map

hi : X̃i → Ni is a global map which is an ǫi-GHA on any 1
ǫ -ball and ǫi-almost

Gi-equivariant, for some ǫi → 0.

It is well known that a subgroup of finite index contains a normal subgroup of
finite index. We provide a proof for readers’ convenience.

Lemma 4.8. Assume that group H contains a subgroup H0 of index |H : H0| ≤ C,
then there is normal subgroup H ′ of H such that |H/H ′| ≤ C! and H ′ ⊂ H0.

Proof. Define H/H0 be the set of left cosets of H0 in H , the index is ≤ C. Define
a homomorphism φ : H → sym(H/H0) by φ(g, g′H0) = (gg′)H0. Then define
H ′ = Ker(φ), which is a normal subgroup of H with index less than or equal to the
order of the symmetric group sym(H/H0), thus |H/H ′| ≤ C!.

For any g ∈ H ′, since φ(g,H0) = H0, it follows that g ∈ H0. Then H ′ ⊂ H0. �
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Now we can complete the proof of Theorem A.

Proof of Theorem A. Consider a contradiction sequence,

(X̃i, p̃i, Gi, G
′
i)

eGH
−−−−→ (RN , p̃, G,G′)

yπ

yπ

(X ′
i, p

′
i, G

′
i/Gi)

GH
−−−−→ pt

yπ

yπ

(Xi, pi)
GH

−−−−→ pt.

We assumed that none of Xi is biHölder to an infranil-manifold.
We have established that Gi acts as lattice in a simply connected nilpotent Lie

group Ni. Since Gi is a normal subgroup of G′
i with bounded index, by the rigidity

result from [30], G′
i can be identified as a discrete subset of Ni ⋊ Aut(Ni). Since

the lattice Gi is ǫi-dense in Ni, hi in Lemma 4.7 is also ǫi-almost G′
i-equivariant by

the rigidity.
Since gNi

is left-invariant metric on Ni, Gi actions on Ni are isometric. For any
g′ = (g, φ) = G′

i ⊂ Ni⋊Aut(Ni) where g ∈ Ni and φ ∈ Aut(Ni), g
′ action on either

(X̃i, p̃i) or (Ni, e) is eGH close to an isometric action on RN . Since (Ni, e) pointed
C5-close to flat RN , φ∗(gNi

) must be C4 close to gNi
. We have |G′

i/Gi| ≤ C, thus
the number of the choices of φ is at most C. Averaging all such φ∗(gNi

) if necessary,
we may simply assume that φ∗(gNi

) = gNi
, then G′

i actions on Ni are isometric.
Take any small ǫ > 0. The finitely generated nilpotent group Gi is residually

finite, i.e., for any g ∈ Gi, there exists a finite index normal subgroup of Gi which
does not contain g. Therefore there is a normal subgroup G′′

i of Gi with finite index
so that G′′

i ∩B 1
ǫ
(e) = ∅. We may also assume that G′′

i is normal in G′
i as well due

to Lemma 4.8.
Since G′′

i ∩ B 1
ǫ
(e) = ∅, we can apply Lemma 4.5 to conclude that the injective

radius of Ni/G
′′
i is at least 1

ǫ . For any y ∈ Ni/G
′′
i , B 1

ǫ
(y) ⊂ Ni/G

′′
i is ǫi-C

4-close

to the 1
ǫ -ball in the tangent space Ty(Ni/G

′′
i ) with the flat metric.

Since hi is ǫi-almost G′
i-equivariant, we can reduce hi to a map

h̄i : X̃i/G
′′
i → Ni/G

′′
i ,

which is an ǫi-GHA on any 1
ǫ -ball and ǫi-almost G′

i/G
′′
i -equivariant. For any x ∈

X̃i/G
′′
i , define h̄i(x) = π(hi(x̃)) ∈ Ni/G

′′
i , where x̃ is a pre-image of x in X̃i.

Different choices of x̃ lead to only minor differences in h̄i since hi is almost G′
i-

equivariant.
Since G′

i/G
′′
i is finite, we can apply Theorem 3.5 to

h̄i : (X̃i/G
′′
i , G

′
i/G

′′
i ) −→ (Ni/G

′′
i , G

′
i/G

′′
i ).

We can find a (G′
i/G

′′
i )-equivariant map fG′

i/G
′′
i

from X̃i/G
′′
i to Ni/G

′′
i which is

(N,Φ(ǫ|N))-splitting on any 1
10ǫ -ball. Then we have biHölder estimates from [22],

(1− Φ(ǫ|N))di(x, y)
1+Φ(ǫ|N) ≤ d(fG′

i/G
′′
i
(x), fG′

i/G
′′
i
(y)) ≤ (1 + Φ(ǫ|N))di(x, y),

for any x, y ∈ X̃i/G
′′
i with di(x, y) ≤

1
20ǫ .
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Since fG′
i/G

′′
i

is (G′
i/G

′′
i )-equivariant, it can be naturally reduced to a biHölder

map on the quotient space f : Xi = X̃i/G
′
i → Ni/G

′
i. Thus Xi is biHölder to an

infranil-manifold, a contradiction to the assumption. Moreover, if Xi is a smooth
manifold with Ric ≥ −(N − 1), then f is smooth and df is non-degenerate, thus Xi

is biHölder diffeomorphic to Ni/G
′
i. �

Remark 4.9. At the beginning of the proof of Theorem A, we slowly blow up the
metric to get a limit space RN . Therefore, for a contradiction sequence (Xi, di,HN ),
we actually proved the biHölder estimate for (Xi, ridi,HN ), where ri → ∞ slowly,

(1 − Φ(ǫ|N))(ridi(x, y))
1+Φ(ǫ|N) ≤ rid(f(x), f(y)) ≤ (1 + Φ(ǫ|N))ridi(x, y)

where d is the distance function on Ni. Fix a large i, we can take d′ = d
ri

on Ni.
Since

(1− Φ(ǫ|N))(ridi(x, y))
1+Φ(ǫ|N) ≥ ri(1− Φ(ǫ|N))(di(x, y))

1+Φ(ǫ|N),

we have

(1− Φ(ǫ|N))(di(x, y))
1+Φ(ǫ|N) ≤ d′(f(x), f(y)) ≤ (1 + Φ(ǫ|N))di(x, y).

Then f : (Xi, di) → (Ni, d
′) is also biHölder. Thus the biHölder estimate on the

blowing up metric implies the biHölder estimate on the original metric. For this
reason, in the next sections we shall omit some blowing up arguments and directly
apply Theorem 3.5 and canonical Reifenberg method; see the proofs of Lemma 6.6
and Theorem B.

5. Mixed curvature and almost flat manifolds theorem

In this section we prove Theorem 1.7 using a similar construction in the proof
of Theorem A. The main difference is that we need to glue strainer maps instead
of almost splitting maps.

Take small ǫ > 0. Assume that (X, d,m, p) is an RCD(−ǫ,N) space such that
(X, d) is CBA(ǫ), ∂X = ∅. Suppose that (K, q) is a smooth Riemannian n-manifold
with injK ≥ 10

ǫ . B 10
ǫ
(p) is ǫ2-C4-close, by exp−1

p , to its preimage in the tangent

space TpK with the flat metric. Suppose that h : B2(p) → B2(q) is an ǫ-GHA.
By [26], we can use a strainer to construct a differentiable Φ(ǫ|n)-GHA u :

B1(p) → B2(q) with 1 − Φ(ǫ|n) ≤ |∇u| ≤ 1 + Φ(ǫ|n). In particular, u is diffeo-
morphic onto its image. Moreover, if we use another strainer to construct another
differentiable Φ(ǫ|n)-GHA, saying u′ : B1(p) → B2(q). Then u′ is Φ(ǫ|n)-C1-close
to u.

By the same construction in Theorem 3.5, we can glue local strainer maps and
obtain the following theorem; see also the proof of the fibration theorem for mixed
curvature spaces in [26].

Theorem 5.1. Given N and n ≤ N , there exists ǫ(N,n) such that for any ǫ ≤
ǫ(N,n), the following holds. Assume that a smooth n-manifold K satisfies injK ≥
10
ǫ and for any p ∈ K, B 10

ǫ
(p) is ǫ2-C4-close, by exp−1

p , to its preimage in the

tangent space TpK with the flat metric. Suppose that (X, d,m) is an RCD(−ǫ,N)
space such that (X, d) is CBA(ǫ), ∂X = ∅, dim(X) = n. Assume that there is a
global map h : X → K which is an ǫ-GHA map on any 10

ǫ -ball in X; a finite group
G acts isometrically on X and K separately and h is ǫ-almost G-equivariant.
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Then there is a G-equivariant map fG : X → K, which is also a Φ(ǫ|n,N)-
GHA and biLipschitz diffeomorphic on any 1

ǫ -ball, that is, for any x, y ∈ X with

d(x, y) < 1
ǫ ,

(1− Φ(ǫ|n,N))d(x, y) ≤ d(fG(x), fG(y)) ≤ (1 + Φ(ǫ|n,N))d(x, y),

where Φ(ǫ|n,N) → 0 as ǫ→ 0.

We now proceed to prove Theorem 1.7 using Theorem 5.1 and the construction
in the proof of Theorem A.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. We apply a contradiction argument. Assume that there ex-
ists ǫi → 0 so that there exists (Xi, di,mi) which is RCD(−ǫi, N) and CBA(ǫi);
∂Xi = ∅ and diam(Xi) ≤ ǫi. And we assume that none of Xi is biLipschitz diffeo-
morphic to an infranil-manifold of dimension ≤ N . We need to prove that Xi is
biLipschitz diffeomorphic to an infranil-manifold of dimension ≤ N for some large
i.

Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that all Xi are manifolds
of dimension n where n ≤ N . We recall the argument from [26] that the universal

cover X̃i of Xi pGH converges to Rn. Specifically, take pi ∈ Xi and fix a large r > 0.
We consider X̂i = Br(0

n) ⊂ Tpi
Xi, the r-ball centered at the origin in the tangent

space Tpi
Xi with the pull back metric. Since the curvature of Xi is bounded above

by ǫi → 0, the exponential map exppi
: X̂i → Xi is non-degenerate for sufficiently

large i. Thus X̂i a pseudo-cover of Xi with pseudo-actions. By Lemma 3.7 in [26]

X̂i pGH converges to a r-ball in Rn.
Then by Lemma 2.5 in [26], the groupfication of pseudo-actions is exactly π1(Xi).

Therefore the gluing space using the pseudo-cover and pseudo-actions (see section

2.3) is exactly the universal cover X̃i which also pGH converges to Rn.

Let p̃i be a lift of pi in X̃i. By the generalized Margulis lemma, for sufficiently
large i, G′

i = π1(Xi, pi) contains a nilpotent subgroup Gi with index ≤ C. Properly

rescale the measure on X̃i and let X ′
i = X̃i/Gi. By the splitting theorem, we have

the following diagram.

(X̃i, p̃i, Gi, G
′
i,mi)

epmGH
−−−−−→ (Rn, p̃, G,G′,Hn)

yπ

yπ

(X ′
i, p

′
i, G

′
i/Gi)

GH
−−−−→ pt

yπ

yπ

(Xi, pi)
GH

−−−−→ pt

By Lemma 4.2, G is free, thus can be identified as Rn.
Gi has no small subgroup due to the measure convergence. Then by Lemma 4.4,

for sufficiently large i, Gi is isomorphic to a lattice in a n-dim simply connected
nilpotent Lie group Ni. For any ǫ > 0 and sufficiently large i, by Lemma 4.5, we
can endow Ni a left-invariant metric so that Ni is ǫ-C4-close to Rn. Next we apply

Lemma 4.6 and 4.7, we can find a map hi : X̃i → Ni so that , hi is an ǫi-GHA on

any 1
ǫ -ball in X̃i and ǫi-almost Gi-equivariant. By the rigidity, G′

i can be identified
as a discrete subset of Ni ⋊ Aut(Ni). Then hi is also ǫi-almost G′

i-equivariant.
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We can find a normal subgroup G′′
i of G′

i with finite index so that G′′
i ⊂ Gi and

G′′
i ∩ B 1

ǫ
(e) = ∅ where e ∈ Ni. In particular, Ni/G

′′
i is compact and ǫ-C4-close to

Rn on any 1
ǫ -ball. Then we can find a map h̄i : X̃i/G

′′
i → Ni/G

′′
i , which is ǫi-GHA

on any 1
ǫ -ball and ǫi-almost G′

i/G
′′
i -equivariant. Then applying Theorem 5.1 to h̄i,

we can obtain an G′
i/G

′′
i -equivariant GHA map fG′

i/G
′′
i
: X̃i/G

′′
i → Ni/G

′′
i , which

is biLipschitz diffeomorphic on any 1
ǫ -ball.

Since fG′
i/G

′′
i

is G′
i/G

′′
i -equivariant and the diameter of Xi converges to 0, fG′

i/G
′′
i

induces a biLipschitz diffeomorphic map on the quotient space

fi : Xi = X̃i/G
′
i → Ni/G

′
i.

Therefore Xi is biLipschitz diffeomorphic to an infranil-manifold Ni/G
′
i. �

6. Proof of Theorem B: construct fibers along the collapsing

direction

We restate Theorem B.

Theorem B. Given N, v > 0, assume that a sequence of compact RCD(−(N −
1), N) spaces (Xi, di,HN ) with (1, v)-bound covering geometry converges to a k-
manifold K in the Gromov-Hausdorff sense. Then for all large i, there is a fiber
bundle map fi : Xi → K which is a GHA. Moreover, the fiber is homeomorphic to
an infranil-manifold and the structure group is affine.

6.1. Basic constructions. To prove Theorem B, we first employ the construction
from Theorem 3.3 to obtain an ǫi-GHA fi : Xi → K which is locally almost k-
splitting. We want to prove that fi is actually a fibration map for sufficiently large
i. Assume that for some pi ∈ Xi converging to p ∈ K, fi is not a fibration map on
any small neighborhood of pi. We will show the existence of fiberation which leads
to a contradiction.

By the generalized Margulis lemma, we can find ǫ0 > 0 such that G′
i, the image of

π1(Bǫ0(pi)) → π1(B1(pi)), contains a nilpotent subgroupGi of finite index ≤ C. Let

B̃(pi, ǫ0, 1) be a connected component of the pre-image of Bǫ0(pi) in the universal
cover of B1(pi). Passing to a subsequence if necessary,

(B̃(pi, ǫ0, 1), p̃i)
pGH
−→ (Y, p̃)

by the precomactness Theorem 2.9. Moreover, by [23], the tangent cone at x̃ ∈ Y
must be RN since any tangent cone at K is Rk.

We use the notation riBǫ0(pi) for the set Bǫ0(pi) ⊂ Xi with the rescaled metric
ridi. Take ri → ∞ slowly to blow up the metric and pass to a subsequence if
necessary,

(riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1), p̃i, Gi, G
′
i)

eGH
−−−−→ (RN , 0N , G,G′)

yπ

yπ

(riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Gi, p
′
i, G

′
i/Gi)

GH
−−−−→ (Y ′, p′, Ḡ)

yπ

yπ

(riBǫ0(pi), pi)
Fi−−−−→ (Rk, 0k)

(6.1)
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where Fi = exp−1
p ◦fi is almost k-splitting by Theorem 3.3. Since Gi is a normal

subgroup of G′
i with index ≤ C, B̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Gi is a finite cover of Bǫ0(pi).

By the covering lemma 2.12,

F̃i : riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)
π

−→ riBǫi(pi)
Fi−→ (Rk, 0k),

F̃ ′
i : riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Gi

π
−→ riBǫi(pi)

Fi−→ (Rk, 0k)

are also almost k-splitting. In particular, Y ′ = Rk × Y ′′ and RN = Rk × RN−k.
Thus Ḡ, G,G′ actions are trivial on the first Rk component of Y′ and RN re-

spectively. In particular, since the order of |G′
i/Gi| ≤ C, Y ′′ is a finite set. Y ′′ is

connected, thus Y ′′ is a single point and Y ′ = Rk. Then Ḡ is trivial; G and G′ act
transitively on the RN−k component of RN = Rk ×RN−k. Thus by the same proof
of Lemma 4.2, we conclude that:

Lemma 6.2. G is free. In particular, G can be identified as RN−k.

By Lemma 4.3, Gi contains no small subgroup. Now we can simplify diagram
6.1 as:

(riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1), p̃i, Gi, G
′
i)

eGH
−−−−→ (RN , 0N , G = RN−k, G′)

yπ

yπ

(riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Gi, p
′
i, G

′
i/Gi)

eGH
−−−−→ (Rk, 0k, id)

yπ

yπ

(riBǫ0(pi), pi)
Fi−−−−→ (Rk, 0k)

(6.3)

The strategy for proving Theorem B follows a similar approach to the proof
of Theorem A. Specifically, we use a nilpotent subgroup of the (local relative)
fundamental group to construct a simply connected nilpotent Lie group. Then we
show that the (local relative) covering space locally admits a fibration structure.
However, in the case of Theorem B, there are two additional challenges compared
to the proof of Theorem A.

The first challenge is that the generators of Gi may be large in the rescaled

metric spaces riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1). The second challenge is that we cannot directly apply
Theorem 2.8 to local relative fundamental groups.

From now on we always consider rescaled metrics ridi. We solve the first issue
using the gap lemma and choosing a subgroup of Gi.

For any r > 0, define

Gi(p̃i, r) = {g ∈ Gi|ridi(gp̃i, p̂i) ≤ r}.

By the gap lemma 2.13 and Lemma 6.2, there exists ǫi → 0 with ǫiri → ∞ and for
all r ∈ [ǫi,

1
ǫi
], 〈Gi(p̂i, r)〉 is the same group, saying Hi. Then the equivariant limit

of Hi contains a neighborhood of G = RN−k thus must equal G itself.
We next prove that

G′
i(p̃i, r) = {g′ ∈ G′

i|ridi(g
′p̃i, p̂i) ≤ r}

generates the same group in G′
i for all r ∈ [2ǫi,

1
ǫi

− ǫi] as well, saying H ′
i. For

any g′ ∈ G′
i(p̃,

1
ǫi

− ǫi), since Gi/G
′
i converges to the trivial group, we can find
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g ∈ Gi(p̃i,
1
ǫi
) so that ridi(g

′g−1p̃, p̃) ≤ 2ǫi. Thus g′g−1 ∈ G′
i(p̃, 2ǫi). On the other

hand g ∈ Hi ⊂ 〈G′
i(p̃i, 2ǫi)〉 thus g′ = g′g−1g ∈ 〈G′

i(p̃i, 2ǫi)〉.

Lemma 6.4. For sufficiently large i, Hi is a normal subgroup of H ′
i with index

≤ C, where C is the constant in the generalized Margulis lemma.

Proof. H ′
i = 〈G′

i(p̃i, 2ǫi)〉 and Hi = 〈Gi(p̃i, ǫi)〉. To show that Hi is normal in H ′
i,

we only need to show that h−1gh ∈ Hi for any h ∈ G′
i(p̃i, 2ǫi) and g ∈ Gi(p̃i, ǫi).

Since Gi is normal in G′
i, h

−1gh ∈ Gi. Then

ridi(p̃i, h
−1ghp̃i) = ridi(hp̃i, ghp̃i)

≤ ridi(hp̃i, p̃i) + ridi(p̃i, gp̃i) + ridi(gp̃i, ghp̃i)

≤ 5ǫi.

Since Gi(p̃i, 5ǫi) ⊂ Hi, h
−1gh ∈ Hi. Thus Hi is a normal subgroup of H ′

i.
Next we prove that |H ′

i/Hi| ≤ C. Assume |H ′
i/Hi| > C ≥ |G′

i/Gi|. Let T denote
the image of H ′

i(p̃i, 2ǫi) in H ′
i/Hi. Define T 2 = {g1g2|g1, g2 ∈ T } and similarly T l

for l > 0. If T l+1 = T l for some l > 0, then T l = H ′
i/Hi. Therefore either |T l+1| ≥

|T l| + 1 or |T l| > C. In either case, we always have the order |TC+1| ≥ C + 1.
However, since ǫi → 0, (H ′

i(p̃i, 2ǫi))
C+1 ⊂ H ′

i(p̃i, 1) for sufficiently large i. Then
we can find g1, g2 ∈ H ′

i(p̃i, 1) so that they have different images in H ′
i/Hi but the

same image in G′
i/Gi. Then g1g

−1
2 ∈ Gi(p̃i, 3) ⊂ Hi, a contradiction. �

Since any gi ∈ Gi but gi /∈ Hi satisfies ridi(p̃, gp̃) >
1
ǫi

, it diverges in the pointed

Gromov-Hausdorff sense. Thus a large ball in riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Gi is isometric to a

large ball in riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Hi. To simplify the notation, we can identify:

riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Gi = riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Hi.

Similar we can identify:

riBǫ0(pi) = riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/G
′
i = riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/H

′
i.

From 6.3, we have the following commutative diagram:

(riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1), p̃i, Hi, H
′
i)

eGH
−−−−→ (RN , 0N , H = RN−k, H ′)

yπ

yπ

(riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Hi, p
′
i, H

′
i/Hi)

eGH
−−−−→ (Rk, 0k, id)

yπ

yπ

(riBǫ0(pi), pi)
Fi−−−−→ (Rk, 0k)

(6.5)

6.2. The existence of local almost product structure. In this subsection, we
always consider the rescaled metric ridi on (Xi, pi). Let Bri

r (pi) denote the r-ball of
pi with respect to the rescaled metric ridi. We will always use the rescaled metric
ridi on Bri

r (pi).
The goal of this subsection is to prove the following result.

Lemma 6.6 (Existence of local product structure). In the context of 6.5, there
exists r > 0 so that for sufficiently large i, Bri

r (p′i) is, removing some points near the
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boundary if necessary, biHölder homeomorphic to Br(0
k)×Ni/Ĥi, where Br(0

k) ⊂

Rk and Ni is a simply connected nilpotent Lie group with lattice Ĥi.

Remark 6.7. Lemma 6.6 claims the existence of a nil-manifold fibration structure on
a neighborhood of p′i (not pi). The obstruction to constructing an infranil-manifold
fibration structure near pi is that Hi is not necessarily isomorphic to a lattice. This
issue will be addressed in Lemma 6.12.

The proof of Lemma 6.6 follows by applying strategy used in the proof of Theo-
rem A to the collapsing direction. In Theorem A, we first use Theorem 2.27 to find
the nilprogression structure of a neighborhood of the identity in the fundamental
group; then we apply Theorem 2.8 to show that the fundamental group is isomor-
phic to a lattice in a nilpotent Lie group. Unfortunately, we cannot directly apply
Theorem 2.8 to Hi and corresponding relative covers, thus we need to consider the
groupfication of a neighborhood of the identity in Hi.

By Theorem 2.27, there exists r > 0 such that for all large i, Hi(p̃i, 10) contains
a nilprogression Pi which contains Hi(p̃i, 4r).

Lemma 6.8. For any fixed 0 < ǫ < 4r and sufficiently large i, the groupfication of
Hi(p̃i, 4r) is naturally isomorphic to the groupfication of Hi(p̃i, ǫ).

Proof. We have Hi(p̃i, ǫ) ⊂ Hi(p̃i, 4r) ⊂ Pi. Hi can be generated by Hi(p̃i, ǫi)
where ǫi → 0. Using the escape norm, the generators of Pi are uj ∈ Hi(p̃i, ǫi) and
the relations in Pi are contained in Hi(p̃i, ǫ). Thus the groupfication of Hi(p̃i, 4r)
or Hi(p̃i, ǫ) is naturally isomorphic to the groupfication of Pi which is a lattice in
a simply connected nilpotent Lie group. �

Let Ĥi be the groupfication of Hi(p̃i, 4r). For sufficiently large i, we know that

〈Hi(p̃i, r)〉 = Hi, thus there is a natural surjective homomorphism si : Ĥi → Hi.

We shall use the argument in the proof of Theorem A for Ĥi.

We construct a gluing space Ĥi ×Hi(p̃i,4r) B̄
ri
2r(p̃i) which is a covering space of

B̄ri
2r(pi). Let Yi be the pre-image of B̄ri

r (pi) in Ĥi ×Hi(p̃i,4r) B̄
ri
2r(p̃i). Then Yi is

connected since the generators of Ĥi is contained in the image of natural injective
pseudo-group homomorphism

Hi(p̃i, ǫi) →֒ Ĥi

and ǫi << r when i is large enough.
Thus Hi = Ĥi/Ker(si) and define Zi = Yi/Ker(si). Zi is the union of all Hi-

orbits of B̄ri
r (p′i), and we have

Zi = π−1(B̄ri
r (pi)) ⊂ riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1).

Using 6.5 (and forget H ′
i for now) and the pre-compactness theorem, we obtain the

following:
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(Yi, p̂i,Ker(si), Ĥi)
eGH

−−−−→ (Y, p̂, S, Ĥ)
yπ

yπ

(Zi, p̃i, Hi = Ĥi/Ker(si))
eGH

−−−−→ (Y/S = B̄r(0
k)× RN−k, 0N , H = RN−k)

yπ

yπ

(B̄ri
r (p′i), p

′
i)

Fi−−−−→ (B̄r(0
k), 0k)

(6.9)

where S is the limit group of Ker(si), and H = Ĥ/S.

Lemma 6.10. S is a trivial group. Thus Y = B̄ri
r (0k)×RN−k and Ĥ = RN−k are

free translation actions.

Proof. By [32, 44], for any g ∈ Ker(si), ridi(gp̂i, p̂i) ≥ r. Thus the limit group S is
a discrete group.

We now claim that S admits no isotropy subgroup. Otherwise assume that
id 6= h ∈ S and hx = x for some x ∈ Y . We may assume that x is not a boundary
point, otherwise we take 3r

2 -ball instead of r-ball when we define Yi, then x is not

on the boundary. Let x̄ be the image of x in Y/S. The tangent cone of x̄ is RN ,
thus tangent cone at x is also RN . However, 〈g〉 has non-trivial limit group actions
on the tangent cone of x due to volume convergence, thus x̄ and x cannot have the
same tangent cone, a contradiction.

Thus S are free and discrete isometric group actions. Since B̄r(0
k) × RN−k is

simply connected, S is trivial. �

Now we have Ĥ = H = RN−k and the following diagram:

(Yi, p̂i,Ker(si), Ĥi)
eGH

−−−−→ (Y = B̄r(0
k)× RN−k, 0N , id, Ĥ = RN−k)

yπ

yπ

(Zi, p̃i, Hi = Ĥi/Ker(si))
eGH

−−−−→ (B̄r(0
k)× RN−k, 0N , H = RN−k)

yπ

yπ

(B̄ri
r (p′i), p

′
i)

Fi−−−−→ (B̄r(0
k), 0k)

(6.11)

Proof of Lemma 6.6. By Theorem 2.27 and the diagram 6.11, there exists ǫ > 0,
for sufficiently large i, we can find a nilporgression P ′

i ⊂ Ĥi(p̂i, 1) that contains

Ĥi(p̂i, ǫ) = {g ∈ Ĥi|ridi(gp̂, p̂) ≤ ǫ}. We may assume ǫ < 4r, then the map

si : Hi(p̃i, ǫ) → Ĥi(p̂i, ǫ)

is injective [32, 44], thus a pseudo-group isomorphism. Since the groupfication of

Hi(p̃i, ǫ) is isomorphic to Ĥi by Lemma 6.8, thus Ĥi is isomorphic to the groupfi-

cation of Ĥi(p̂i, ǫ), which is the groupfication of P ′
i .

We can construct a (N − k)-dim nilpotent group Ni using the nilprogession P ′
i ,

and endow Ni a left-invariant metric as in Lemma 4.5. Then Ĥi is isomorphic to a
lattice in Ni.
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Take (0k, e) ∈ B̄r(0
k)×Ni. By Lemma 4.6, we can construct a map

h′i : B
ri
r (p̂i) → Br(0

k, e)

which is an ǫi-GHA and ǫi-almost Ĥi(p̂i, r)-equivariant with some ǫi → 0.
Then by Lemma 4.7, we can construct a global map, possibly dropping points

near the boundary if necessary,

hi : (Yi, p̂i) → B̄r(0
k)×Ni

which is an ǫi-GHA on any r-ball and h is ǫi-almost Ĥi-equivariant.
Now we can find a normal subgroup Ĥ ′

i in Ĥi of finite index, with Ĥ ′
i∩Br(e) = ∅.

Then by Theorem 3.5, after sufficiently blowing up the metric and dropping points
near the boundary if necessary, there exists a Ĥi/Ĥ

′
i-equivariant ǫi-GHA

fĤi/Ĥ′
i
: Yi/Ĥ

′
i −→ B̄r(0

k)×Ni/Ĥ
′
i,

which is locally almostN -splitting. In particular, fĤi/Ĥ′
i
is biHölder. Thus Yi/Hi =

B̄ri
r (p′i) is biHölder homeomorphic to B̄r(0

k)×Ni/Ĥi. �

6.3. Local relative fundamental groups. Lemma 6.6 is not a proof of Theorem
B since Hi may not be isomorphic to Ĥi; equivalently, Ker(si) in 6.11 may not
be trivial or the nilpotency rank of Hi may be strictly less than N − k. Then the
structure of H ′

i is unknown for now. We shall solve this issue by considering another
contradiction sequence.

We aim to prove the following in this subsection.

Lemma 6.12. Take another contradiction sequence if necessary, we may assume
that Ĥi = Hi and Hi is a normal subgroup of H ′

i with index ≤ C(N).

Now we have the following from 6.11,

(Yi, p̂i,Ker(si), Ĥi)
eGH

−−−−→ (Y = B̄r(0
k)× RN−k, 0N , id, Ĥ = RN−k)

yπ

yπ

(Zi, p̃i, Hi = Ĥi/Ker(si))
GH

−−−−→ (B̄r(0
k)× RN−k, 0N , H = RN−k)

yπ

yπ

(B̄ri
r (p′i), p

′
i)

eGH
−−−−→ (B̄r(0

k), 0k),

(6.13)

and Bri
r (p′i) is biHölder homeomorphic to Br(0

k)×Ni/Ĥi.
Let C be constant in the generalized Margulis lemma. Consider the quotient

space riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Gi which is a finite cover of riBǫ0(pi) of index ≤ C. For any

g ∈ Gi with g /∈ Hi, ridi(gp̃i, p̃i) ≥ 1
ǫi

. Thus riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Gi is isometric to

riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Hi on a large ball. Therefore, for any fixed s > 0 and i large enough,

a connected component of the pre-image of Bri
s (pi) in riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Hi is a cover

of Bri
s (pi) with index ≤ C; in particular, this cover is contained in a Cs-ball.

Let H̃ ′
i be the image of natural map π1(B

ri
r

20C2
(pi), pi) → π1(B

ri
r

10C
(pi), pi). Let

Z̃i be a connected component of the pre-image of Bri
r

20C2
(pi) in riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/Hi.
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Then Z̃i is a finite cover of Bri
r

20C2
(pi) with index at most C. In particular, Z̃i ⊂

Bri
r

20C
(p′i) ⊂ Zi.

Lemma 6.14. There exists a natural injective homomorphism i : Ĥi → H̃ ′
i.

Proof. By Lemma 6.6, Bri
r (p′i) is biHölder homeomorphic to Bri

r (0k)×Ni/Ĥi and

the diameter of Ni/Ĥi < ǫi → 0. In particular, the image of

π1(B
ri
2ǫi

(p′i), p
′
i) → π1(B

ri
r
10

(p′i), p
′
i)

is isomorphic to Ĥi.

Now we define the homomorphism i : Ĥi → H̃ ′
i as follows: for any g ∈ Ĥi, we

can take a loop γg ⊂ Bri
2ǫi

(p′i) at p′i that represents g in the image of

π1(B
ri
2ǫi

(p′i), p
′
i) → π1(B

ri
r
10

(p′i), p
′
i).

Let π : Bri
2ǫi

(p′i) → Bri
2ǫi

(pi) be the projection map and define i(g) to be the element

in H̃ ′
i represented by the loop π(γg).

The map i is well-defined because that if two loops γ1, γ2 ⊂ Bri
2ǫi

(p′i) are homotpic
to each other in Bri

r
10

(p′i), then they must be homotopic to each other in Bri
r

10C
(p′i)

by the local product structure in Lemma 6.6. Thus π(γ1) is homotopic to π(γ2) in

Bri
r

10C
(pi). Then they represent the same element in H̃i. Thus i is well-defined. i is

a homomorphism by the same argument.
Then we prove that i is injective. Assume that there exists an element g ∈ Ĥi

represented by a loop γg ⊂ B2ǫi(p
′
i) while π(γg) is contractible in Bri

r
10C

(pi). A

connected component of the pre-image Bri
r

10C
(pi) is contained in Bri

r
10

(p′i). By the

homotopy lifting property, γg is contractible in Bri
r
10

(p′i), thus g is the identity

element in the image of π1(B
ri
2ǫi

(p′i), p
′
i) → π1(B

ri
r
10

(p′i), p
′
i). Then i is injective. �

Lemma 6.15. The index |H̃ ′
i : i(Ĥi)| ≤ C where C is the constant in the general-

ized Margulis lemma.

Proof. Recall that Z̃i is a finite cover of Bri
r

20C2
(pi) with index at most C. Assume

that |H̃ ′
i : i(Ĥi)| > C. Then we can find two loops γ1, γ2 in Bri

r

20C2
(pi) at pi,

so that γ1γ
−1
2 does not represent an element in i(Ĥi) while we lift γ1 and γ2 in

Z̃i ⊂ B r
20C

(p′i) at p′i, saying the γ′1 and γ′2, then γ′1 and γ′2 have the same endpoint

in Z̃i.
Since Bri

r (p′i) is biHölder homeomorphic to Br(0
k) ×Ni/Ĥi, γ

′
1(γ

′
2)

−1 is homo-

topic to a loop γg corresponding to some g ∈ Ĥi in Br(0
k) × Ni/Ĥi. Moreover,

the homotopy image is contained in Bri
r

10C
(p′i) and γg ⊂ B2ǫi(p

′
i) as the diameter of

Ni/Ĥi converges to 0. We can project this homotopy map to Bri
r

10C
(pi), then γ1γ

−1
2

represents i(g) ∈ i(Ĥi), a contradiction. �

Since H̃ ′
i contains a nilpotent subgroup i(Ĥi) of index ≤ C, then by Lemma 4.8,

H̃ ′
i contains a normal nilpotent subgroup H̃i of index ≤ C(N) = C!. Since Ĥi is

torsion free nilpotent group with rank N − k and H̃i is a normal subgroup of i(Ĥi)

with finite index, thus rank(H̃i) = N − k.
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Proof of Lemma 6.12. Now we return to the setup of 6.1 in the beginning of this

section. Recall that H̃ ′
i is the image of π1(B

ri
r

20C2
(pi), pi) → π1(B

ri
r

10C
(pi), pi). We

may take r′i → ∞ slowly, then we have another contradiction sequence,

(r′iriB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1), p̃i, H̃i, H̃
′
i)

eGH
−−−−→ (RN , 0N , G,G′)

yπ

yπ

(r′iriB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/H̃i, p
′
i, H̃

′
i/H̃i)

GH
−−−−→ (Y ′, p′, Ḡ)

yπ

yπ

(r′iriBǫ0(pi), pi)
Fi−−−−→ (Rk, 0k)

(6.16)

The reason that we can replaceG′
i by H̃ ′

i is that the element not in H̃ ′
i will disappear

in the limit.
Since the index of H̃i in Ĥi is ≤ C(N), H̃i is generated by short elements

H̃i(p̂i, ǫi) = {g ∈ H̃i|ridi(gp̂i, p̂i) ≤ ǫi}.

Then we can use the same method, for constructing Hi, H
′
i from the diagram 6.3,

to define H̄i and H̄ ′
i from the diagram 6.16 using the gap lemma. We may assume

r′iǫi → 0, then H̄i = H̃i. Since H̄ ′
i is a subgroup of H̃ ′

i, H̄i is a normal subgroup of
H̄ ′

i of index ≤ C(N).

Then by the same construction of Ĥi for Hi, we can construct the groupfication
ˆ̄Hi using a pseudo-group in H̄i = H̃i. There is a natural surjective homomorphism

si : ˆ̄Hi → H̃i. The main improvement is that Ker(si) must be trivial, since the

nilpotency rank of both ˆ̄Hi and Ĥi are N − k. Therefore H̃i is isomorphic to the

groupfication ˆ̄Hi.

Working on the diagram 6.16 with H̃i = H̄i and H̄ ′
i if necessary, we may assume

that Hi is normal subgroup of H ′
i of index ≤ C(N) and Ĥi = Hi. �

6.4. Proof of Theorem B. Now we can prove that fi : Xi → K is a fibration
map. We summarize the differences in this subsection compared with the proof of
Lemma 6.6. The first difference is that, since Hi is isomorphic to the lattice by
Lemma 6.12, H ′

i can be identified as a discrete subset of Ni ⋊ Aut(Ni). Then we
can construct an infranil-manifold fiber on Xi. The second difference is that we
apply the gluing argument from Theorem 3.5 carefully so that Fi = fi ◦ exp−1

p is
the a fibration map near p, thus fi is a fibration map.

Proof of Theorem B, the existence of the fibration with an infranil-manifold fiber.
Consider the diagram 6.5
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(riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1), p̃i, Hi, H
′
i)

eGH
−−−−→ (RN , 0N , H = RN−k, H ′)

yπ

yπ

(riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)/H
′
i, p

′
i, Hi/H

′
i)

GH
−−−−→ (Rk, 0k, id)

yπ

yπ

(riBǫ0(pi), pi)
Fi−−−−→ (Rk, 0k).

We assumed that Fi = exp−1
p ◦ fi is not a fibration around p. The goal is to show

that Fi is a fibration when i is large enough, thus a contradiction.
Now we apply Lemma 6.12 to the diagram 6.13,

(Zi, p̃i, Hi = Ĥi, H
′
i)

eGH
−−−−→ (B̄r(0

k)× RN−k, 0N , H = RN−k, H ′)
yπ

yπ

(B̄ri
r (p′i), p

′
i, Hi/H

′
i)

eGH
−−−−→ (B̄r(0

k), 0k, id)
yπ

yπ

(B̄ri
r (pi), pi)

Fi−−−−→ (B̄r(0
k), 0k)

(6.17)

By Lemma 6.12, Hi = Ĥi is a lattice in Ni and H ′
i can be identified as a discrete

subset of Ni⋊Aut(Ni). Use the argument in Lemma 4.6 and 4.7, we can construct
a global map

h̃i : Zi → B̄r(0
k)×Ni

is an ǫi-GHA on any r-ball and ǫi-almost H ′
i-equivariant.

Now we can find a normal subgroup H ′′
i in H ′

i with finite index and Br(e)∩H ′′
i =

∅ where e ∈ Ni. Then (Zi/H
′′
i , H

′
i/H

′′
i ) is eGH close to (B̄r(0

k)×Ni/H
′′
i , H

′
i/H

′′
i )

on any r-ball. We use Theorem 3.5 to construct a H ′
i/H

′′
i -equivariant homeomor-

phism from Zi/H
′′
i to B̄r(0

k) × Ni/H
′′
i , dropping some points near the boundary

if necessary. Thus Zi/H
′
i = B̄ri

r (pi), dropping some points near the boundary if
necessary, is biHölder homeomorphic to B̄r(0

k)×Ni/H
′
i.

Recall that

F̃i : riB̃(pi, ǫ0, 1)
π

−→ riBǫi(pi)
Fi−→ (Rk, 0k),

is almost k-splitting. We need to use Theorem 3.5 more carefully to prove that
Fi is exactly the fibration map. The construction in Theorem 3.5 is to glue local
almost N -splitting maps and the group action orbits. Every time we choose local
almost N -splitting map on Zi/H

′′
i , we take first Rk-component exactly to be F̃i.

Then the gluing by the center of mass keeps the value on the first Rk component,
since different local almost N -splitting or H ′

i orbits have the same F̃i value at a
point. Therefore the gluing only changes the value on the Ni component.

In particular, Fi : Br(pi) → Rk is the exactly Rk component of the biHölder
homeomorphic from Br(pi) to Br(0

k)×Ni/H
′
i constructed above,

Fi : Br(pi)
homeo
−→ Br(0

k)×Ni/H
′
i

π
−→ Br(0

k).

Therefore Fi is a fibration map with the infranil-manifold fiber. �
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We next show that nilpotent structure of Ni, as described in Theorem B, does
not depend on the choice of base point on Xi, which implies that the structure
group in Theorem B can be affine; we refer to the gluing arguments in [9, 35] for
further details.

Recall that nilpotent structure of Ni in Theorem B is determined by the escape
norm on Hi(p̃i, r). Let A = Hi(p̃, r), then Ni is constructed from a nilprogres-
sion P (u1, ..., uN−k;C1, ..., CN−k) with the escape norm ||u1||A ≤ ||u2||A ≤ ... ≤

||uN−k||A. And Hi = Ĥi is a lattice of Ni.

Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that
||uj+1||A
||uj||A converges to a

real number or ∞ as i→ ∞. Thus we can find K and 1 = l1 < l2 < ... < lK ≤ N−k
such that the following two conditions holds for sufficiently large i:

||uj ||A
||ul||A

≤ C, if for some s, ls ≤ l < j < ls+1,

and
||uj ||A
||ul||A

→ ∞, if for some s, l < ls ≤ j,

as i→ ∞.
Fix a large i, define Gs = 〈u1, ..., uls−1〉 ⊂ Hi, 1 ≤ s ≤ K, then Gs/Gs−1 is

in the center of Hi/Gs−1 due to Theorem 2.19 and the construction of the nilpro-
gression. Let Ni,s be the simply connected subgroup of Ni with lattice Gs. Thus
(Ni/Ni,s−1)/(Gs/Gs−1) is a torus bundle over Ni/Ni,s.

For sufficiently large i, we shall show that the constructions of Ni and Gs above
are independent of the choice of base point pi ∈ Xi. This will allow us to use a
gluing argument in [9, 35] to modify the fibration map and reduce the structure
group in Theorem B to be affine.

Consider 6.5, assume x̃i, ỹi ∈ Bri
1 (p̃i), for any 0 < r < 1/100, define

A1 = {g ∈ Hi|ridi(g, gx̃i) ≤ r},

A2 = {g ∈ Hi|ridi(g, gỹi) ≤ r}.

We need to show that for any g ∈ A1 ∩ A2 and sufficiently large i, 1
2 ≤

||g||A1

||g||A2

≤ 2,

which implies that the escape norms by A1 and A2 give the same nilpotent structure
of Hi.

By the definition of escape norm, g1/||g||A1 /∈ A1. Then d(g1/||g||A1 x̃i, x̃i) ≥ r.
Since the limit ofHi is a free translation groupRN−k by Lemma 6.2, d(g1/||g||A1 ỹi, ỹ) ≥
2r
3 . Then d(g2/||g||A1 ỹi, ) ≥ r. In particular, ||g||A2

≥
||g||A1

2 . Similarly ||g||A1
≥

||g||A2

2 . Thus we have proved that the nilpotent structure of the fiber does not
depend on the choice of base point in a small neighborhood of pi. Then by a
connectedness argument, we conclude that the nilpotent structure of the fiber is in-
dependent of the choice of base point onXi for sufficiently large i, thus the structure
group in Theorem B is affine.

7. Limit of RCD(N − 1, N) spaces with bounded covering geometry

In this section we consider a sequence of pointed RCD(−(N − 1), N) spaces
(Xi, di,HN , pi) with (1, v)-bound covering geometry and assume the following con-
vergence:

(7.1) (Xi, di,H
N , pi)

pmGH
−→ (X, d,m, p).
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Assume that the rectifiable dimension ofX is k. We want to show that any k-regular
point in X is a manifold point.

Theorem 7.2. In the context of 7.1, assume that x ∈ X is a k-regular point. Then
there exists a neighborhood of x which is biHölder homeomorphic to an open ball in
Rk.

Let xi ∈ Xi converge to x ∈ X . Let Gi be the image of natural homomoephism

π1(B 1
2
(xi), xi) → π1(B1(xi), xi).

Then let B̃(xi,
1
2 , 1) be a connected component of the pre-image of B 1

2
(xi) in the uni-

versal cover of B1(xi). Take x̃i ∈ B̃(xi,
1
2 , 1) as a lift of xi. By the pre-compactness

theorem 2.9, passing to a subsequence if necessary,

(B̃(xi,
1
2 , 1), p̃i, Gi)

eGH
−−−−→ (Y, x̃, G)

yπ

yπ

(B 1
2
(xi), xi)

GH
−−−−→ (B̄ 1

2
(x), x)

(7.3)

Since x is a k-regular point, x̃ must be a N -regular point by [23].
We next show that an almost k-splitting map near x can be lifted to an almost

k-splitting map near x̃.

Lemma 7.4. In the context of 7.1, there exists C(N) > 0 so that the following
holds. Assume that there exist small ǫ, r > 0, and

f : Br(x) → Rk

is harmonic and (k, ǫ)-splitting. Define the map

f̃ : B r
2
(x̃) → Rk, f̃ = f ◦ π.

Then f̃ is harmonic and (k, Cǫ)-splitting.

Proof. By Corollary 4.12 in [1], we can find harmonic maps

fi : B 2r
3
(xi) → Rk

converging to f|B 2r
3

(xi) in the H1,2 sense. In particular, fi is (k, 2ǫ)-splitting for

large i.
Define

f̃i : B 2r
3
(x̃i) → Rk, f̃i = fi ◦ π.

Then f̃i is a harmonic and (k, Cǫ)-splitting by the covering lemma 2.12. Passing to

a subsequence if necessary, by Theorem 4.4 in [1], f̃i has a H1,2 limit g̃ which is har-
monic on B r

2
(x̃). Then g̃ is also (k, Cǫ)-splitting. By the equivariant convergence,

f = g̃ ◦ π on B r
2
(x), thus f̃ = g̃ is harmonic and (k, Cǫ)-splitting. �

We prove that the geometric transformation theorem holds at regular points in
X .
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Lemma 7.5. In the context of 7.1, for any δ > 0, there exists ǫ > 0 so that the
following holds. Assume that there exists r0 ≤ 1 and a (k, ǫ)-splitting map

f : Br0(x) → Rk.

Then for any s ≤ r0
10 , there exists an k × k lower triangular matrix Ts such that

Ts(f) : Bs(x) → Rk

is a (k, δ)-splitting and |Ts| ≤ s−δ.

Proof. Take a small ǫ > 0 to be decided later. Since x is regular, there exists r0 > 0
and a (k, ǫ)-splitting map

f : Br0(x) → Rk.

Then f̃ = f ◦ π is (k, Cǫ)-splitting by Lemma 7.4.
The rectifiable dimension of X is k. By [29], any tangent cone of X can not split

an Rk+1 factor. In particular, Br0(x) is r0Φ(ǫ|k,N)-close to a r0-ball in Rk. By
[23], Br0(x̃) is r0Φ(ǫ|k,N, v)-close to r0-ball in RN .

Now we can find

h̃ : B r0
2
(x̃) → RN−k

such that the pair (f̃ , h̃) : B r0
2
(x̃) → RN forms a (N,Φ(ǫ|k,N, v))-splitting map.

Apply the transformation theorem 2.6 to (f̃ , h̃). When ǫ is small enough, for any

s ≤ r0
10 , we can find a N ×N lower triangular matrix T̃s such that

T̃s(f̃ , h̃) : B3s(x̃) → RN

a (N, δ)-splitting and |T̃s| ≤ s−δ.

Take Ts to be the upper left k × k submatrix of T̃s. Then Ts is a k × k lower
triangular matrix and Tsf̃ is a (k, δ)-splitting on B3s(x̃). By a similar argument
in Lemma 7.4, we conclude that Tsf is (N,Cδ)-splitting on Bs(x). Moreover,

|Ts| ≤ |T̃s| ≤ s−δ. �

Proof of Theorem 7.2. The proof of Theorem 7.2 follows from the proof of canonical
Reifenberg theorem in [12] and [22]. Take any small δ > 0, by Lemma 7.5, there
exists r0 > 0 and a (k, ǫ)-splitting map

f : B4r0(x) → Rk

so that for each y ∈ B2r0(x) and s ≤ r0, there exists a k×k lower triangular matrix
Ts,y so that

Ts,yf : Bs(y) → Rk

is a (k, δ)-splitting map with |Ts,y| ≤ s−δ.
We shall show that f is biHölder from Br0(x) to its image. For any y1, y2 ∈

Br0(x), take s = d(y1, y2). Since Ts,y1
f : Bs(y1) → Rk is (k, δ)-splitting and the

dimension of X is k, it must be a Φ(δ|k)s-GHA. Thus

d(Ts,y1
f(y1), Ts,y1

f(y2)) ≥ (1− Φ(δ|k))d(y1, y2).

Since |Ts,y1
| ≤ s−δ and s = d(y1, y2),

d(f(y1), f(y2)) ≥ sδd(Ts,y1
f(y1), Ts,y1

f(y2)) ≥ (1− Φ(δ|k,N))d(y1, y2)
1+δ.
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On the other hand, since f is harmonic, |∇fa| ≤ 1+Φ(δ|k), for any a = 1, 2, ...k,
thus

d(f(y1), f(y2)) ≤ (1 + Φ(δ|k))d(y1, y2).

The biHölder estimate holds, completing the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.9. The part (a) is exactly Theorem 7.2 and the part (b) follows
from the construction in Theorem B. �
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