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PERELMAN’S ENTROPY AND HEAT KERNEL BOUNDS

ON RCD SPACES

CAMILLO BRENA

Abstract. We study Perelman’s W-entropy functional on finite-dimensional RCD spaces, a

synthetic generalization of spaces with Bakry–Émery Ricci curvature bounded from below. We
rigorously justify the formula for the time derivative of the W-entropy and derive its mono-
tonicity and rigidity properties. Additionally, we establish bounds for solutions of the heat
equation, which are of independent interest.

Contents

1. Introduction 1
1.1. Bounds for solutions of the heat flow equation 3
1.2. Perelman’s entropy 4
Acknowledgements 5
2. Preliminaries 5
3. Bounds for solutions of the heat flow equation 7
3.1. Hamilton’s Lemma 7
3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1 11
3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3 11
4. Perelman’s entropy 14
4.1. Derivative of the entropy 14
4.2. Proof of the main results 15
4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.7 18
References 20

1. Introduction

The focus of this paper is Perelman’s W entropy on non-smooth RCD spaces. Perelman’s
W entropy functional was introduced on Ricci flow in [36] and played an important role in the
resolution of the Poincaré conjecture. Two years later, in [34, 33], Ni noticed the similarity
between the derivation of the entropy formula in [36] and the gradient estimate for the heat
equation established by Li and Yau in [29]. This led him to the intuition that a similar entropy
formula exists for the heat equation. As a result, Li adapted Perelman’s entropy to the static
case (i.e. for solutions of the heat equation). The latter is the functional we focus on, and
its definition will be recalled shortly. RCD(K,N) spaces are infinitesimally Hilbertian metric
measure spaces that, in a synthetic sense, satisfy a lower bound (by K) on the Ricci curvature
and an upper bound (by N) on the dimension, see [43, 1, 20] and references therein. Actually,
the bounds K and N should be taken into account simultaneously in the so-called Curvature-
Dimension condition ([31] and [41, 42]). For example, a smooth weighted Riemannian manifold
(Mn, g, e−V dVol) is RCD(K,N) if and only if

RicN := Ric + Hess(V )− dV ⊗ dV

N − n
≥ K, (1.1)

where the fraction has to be understood as ∞ if n > N , or if n = N and dV 6= 0. Among
RCD spaces, a more regular subclass is the one of non-collapsed spaces, [15]. More precisely,
non-collapsed RCD spaces are those RCD(K,n) spaces whose reference measure is exactly Hn,
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and are characterized by the fact that the (distributional) Laplacian equals the trace of the
Hessian, [15, 24, 6]. In words, this corresponds to the unweighted case. The class of RCD
spaces encompasses Ricci-limit spaces, i.e. those spaces arising as Gromov–Hausdorff limits of
Riemannian manifolds with Ricci curvature uniformly bounded from below, [9, 10, 11].

Now we recall the definition of the W entropy functional and we highlight two key properties
that it satisfies. For an RCD(K,N) space, define

Wt :=

ˆ

(t|∇f |2 + f −N)ρtdy, (1.2)

where the point x is fixed, ρt(x, y) denotes the heat kernel, and

f = ft(x, y) := − log ρt −
N

2
log t− N

2
log(4π). (1.3)

For the following statement, which serves as an example of the results of this note, we restrict
ourselves to the case K ≥ 0.

Theorem. Let us consider an RCD(0, N) space. Then, the following hold.

Monotonicity: t 7→ Wt is non-increasing, more precisely

Wt1 ≥ Wt2 for every 0 < t1 < t2 <∞. (1.4)

Rigidity: If t 7→ Wt is not strictly decreasing, i.e. equality is obtained in (1.4) for some
choice 0 < t1 < t2 <∞, then the space is a cone.

It is needless to point out to the reader the importance that monotone and rigid quantities
play in geometric analysis. However, we discuss one example, as it is the main motivation of our
work. The example under consideration is the main result of [12], where the singular set of non-
collapsed Ricci limit spaces is analyzed, proving its rectifiability along with sharp Minkowski
estimates. In [12, Section 6], an important part is played by the sharp (quantitative) cone-
splitting principle, in which is proved the existence of a splitting map satisfying quantitative
estimates depending upon the pinching of the W entropy. The proof of this principle follows
from the fact that, for a smooth Riemannian manifold (Mn, g),

∂tWt(x) = −2t

ˆ

X

(

∣

∣

∣
Hessf − 1

2t
g
∣

∣

∣

2
+Ric(∇f,∇f)

)

ρtdy. (1.5)

Hence, (1.5) makes apparent that small pinching of the entropy (which is obtained when the
manifold is close to be conical, cf. the Rigidity statement above), implies the existence of a
function (actually, the logarithm of the heat kernel) whose Hessian is close to be a multiple of
the metric, in a quantitative sense. This is the starting observation for the proofs of the results
of [12, Section 6].

In order to analyze singular sets of Ricci-limit space, it is enough to have (1.5) for smooth
Riemannian manifolds, and this is by now a well-known formula, [34, 33]. However, if one
tries to extend the argument of [12] to non-collapsed RCD spaces, a smooth approximating
sequence is not available, hence, it seems necessary to obtain the analogue of (1.5) directly in
the non-smooth realm. This is indeed the result (see Corollary 4.4) that motivated the present
paper, with the future goal of generalizing the results of [12] to non-collapsed RCD spaces in
[4]. To be more precise, [12] uses a modified entropy, where the integrand is multiplied by
a compactly supported cut-off function. From a technical perspective, the derivative of this
modified functional can also be more easily computed on non-smooth spaces.

It is worth mentioning that monotonicity and rigidity of the entropy on RCD(0, N) spaces are
already known from [28], see also [27] for the compact case. However, no proof of the analogue
of (1.5) is obtained, and, even worse, it seems that there is no clear way to adapt the proof of
[28] to obtain (1.5). In [28], the authors mention

• the lack of smoothness of RCD spaces, which makes the second order calculus on these
spaces (which is needed to state (1.5)) a remarkable achievement,

• the fact RCD spaces do not have “bounded geometry”,
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as the main difficulties towards obtaining the analogue of (1.5) in our setting. In this note, we
overcome these issues, respectively, by

• exploiting heavily the technical machinery that has been developed so far on RCD
spaces,

• differentiating in time a modified version of the entropy (in which we multiply the
integrand by a cut-off function) and then carefully taking the limit as the cut-off function
converges to 1.

On the other hand, in [28] the authors overcame these issues by bypassing the computations
leading to (1.5), and exploiting instead the control on the evolution of the Wasserstein distance
for measures evolving via heat flow (which can be used to characterize the RCD condition). To
draw a parallel, [28] uses Lagrangian arguments, whereas the present note uses only Eulerian
arguments and hence succeeds in obtaining the formula describing the derivative in time of
Perelman’s W entropy.

We refer to [28] and the references therein for a list of related works where similar results
have been obtained.

1.1. Bounds for solutions of the heat flow equation. In [12, Theorem 4.14], the authors
recalled some results concerning heat kernel bounds that are used to help with the computations
for the entropy. Even though these results are not all strictly necessary, we begin the paper by
recalling relevant estimates.

Our first statement concerns bounds for solutions of the heat equation, and the heat kernel
estimates just mentioned will follow, see Theorem 1.3. While most of these estimates are already
well-known, we single out these bounds in the following statement for the reader’s convenience.
To discuss further the three bounds, we recall that items (1 ) and (2 ) are gradient bounds in
the spirit of [29]. In the smooth context, (1 ) is due to [22]. For RCD spaces, such result has
been proved in [27] and we refer to that paper for references. Item (2 ) is the Baudoin–Garofalo
inequality, [3], and is proved for RCD spaces in [25], or [17] in the case of finite mass. Notice
that for K = 0 it reads as the well-known Li–Yau gradient bound. Item (3 ) is obtained by
Hamilton [22] for Riemannian manifolds and is generalized in this paper for RCD spaces. The
improvement is in two directions: first, we deal with possibly collapsed spaces (the weighted
case), second, we are able to treat non-smooth spaces.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X, d,m) be an RCD(K,N) space. Let u ∈ Lq(X) ∩ L∞(X) for some q ∈
[1,∞) with u ≥ 0, not vanishing identically. Then the following hold.

(1) For every t > 0,

t|∇ log htu|2 ≤ (1 + 2K−t) log
(‖u‖L∞

htu

)

for m-a.e. x.

(2) For every t > 0,

|∇ log htu|2 ≤ e2K
−t/3∆htu

htu
+
NK−

3

e4K
−t/3

e2K
−t/3 − 1

for m-a.e. x.

(3) For every t > 0,

t∆htu ≤ eK
−thtu

(

N + 4 log
(‖u‖L∞

htu

)

)

for m-a.e. x. (1.6)

In the statement above and in the rest of the paper, we denote K− := −K ∨ 0.

Next, we specialize the bounds of Theorem 1.1 to the heat kernel on non-collapsed RCD
spaces. First, we recall the definition of f , (1.3), which will be used also in the definition of the
entropy functional. In this note, ρt(x, y) denotes the heat kernel.

Definition 1.2. Let (X, d,m) be an RCD(K,N) space. Define

ft(x, y) := − log ρt(x, y)−
N

2
log t− N

2
log(4π).
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Notice that we trivially have

ρt(x, y) = (4πt)−N/2e−ft(x,y).

Clearly, ft(x, y) also depends on N , however, we will not write this dependence explicitly.
It is easy to realize that the bounds of the following Theorem 1.3 are rather sharp.

Theorem 1.3 (Heat kernel estimates). Let (X, d,Hn) be a non-collapsed RCD(−(n − 1)δ2, n)
space, for δ > 0, and let p ∈ X. Assume that v ∈ (0, 1) is such that Hn(Br(p)) ≥ vrn for any
r ∈ (0, δ−1). Then, for any t ∈ (0, 10δ−2) and x ∈ B10δ−1(p), the following holds. For every
ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists a constant C = C(n, v, ε) such that

(1) −C + d
2(x,y)
(4+ε)t ≤ ft(x, y) ≤ C + d

2(x,y)
(4−ε)t for every y ∈ B10δ−1(p),

(2) t|∇yft|2(x, y) ≤ C + (1 +Cδ2t)d
2(x,y)
(4−ε)t for m-a.e. y ∈ B10δ−1(p),

(3) −C
(

1 + d
2(x,y)
(4−ε)t

)

≤ t∆yft(x, y) ≤ C + (1 +Cδ2t)d
2(x,y)
(4−ε)t for m-a.e. y ∈ B10δ−1(p).

In particular, for every t ∈ (0, 10δ−2) and x ∈ B10δ−1(p),

|ft(x, y)|+ t|∇yft|2(x, y) + t|∆yft(x, y)| ≤ C(n, v, ε)
(

1 +
d
2(x, y)

t

)

for m-a.e. y ∈ B10δ−1(p).

(1.7)

Remark 1.4. For Theorem 1.3, some effort is made, especially for items (2 ) and (3 ), to obtain
bounds that do not involve exponential terms. We remark that, exploiting naively the Gaussian
bounds of Proposition 2.2 below, we would get the following weaker bounds. Let (X, d,m) be
an RCD(K,N) space. Then, for every t ∈ [a, b] ⊆ (0,∞),

|ft(x, y)| ≤ C(K,N, ε, a, b)
(

1 + | logm(B√
t(x))

∣

∣+
d
2(x, y)

t

)

for every x, y ∈ X,

t|∇yft|2(x, y) + t|∆yft(x, y)| ≤ C(K,N, ε, b) exp

(

ε
d
2(x, y)

t

)

for (m⊗m)-a.e. x, y ∈ X.

(1.8)

1.2. Perelman’s entropy. Now we recall the definition of Perelman’s W entropy, (1.2). In
view of this, recall Definition 1.2. Actually, our working definition of W entropy is going to be
slightly different from (1.2) (see [12]), but will turn out to be equivalent to (1.2), see Remark
1.6.

Definition 1.5. Let (X, d,m) be an RCD(K,N) space. Define, for every t > 0 and x ∈ X, the
L∞
loc function of y

Wt(x, y) := 2t∆yft(x, y)− t|∇yft|2(x, y) + ft(x, y)−N.

Define also, for t > 0 and x ∈ X,

Wt(x) :=

ˆ

X

Wt(x, y)ρt(x, y)dm(y).

Remark 1.6. We are going to prove that

Wt(x) =

ˆ

X

(t|∇yft|2(x, y) + ft(x, y) −N)ρt(x, y)dm(y),

as the latter expression may be found more frequently in the literature.

Now we state a sample theorem, which addressesMonotonicity andRigidity of the entropy
on RCD(0, N) spaces, as well as the formula for the time derivative of the entropy. We recall
once more that, besides the formula (1.9), the following result has been proved in [28] with a
different technique. Moreover, (1.9) has been proved in the smooth context, under additional
assumptions (that we are not going to make), in [30]. In the smooth context, (1.5) and (1.9)
correspond, respectively, to the unweighted and weighted case. We refer to Section 4.1 for
additional related results. In particular, Theorem 4.3 contains the precise formula for the
derivative in time of the modified Perelman’s entropy (i.e. in presence of a cut-off function),
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Corollary 4.4 is the rigorous limit of the formula Theorem 4.1 (where the cut-off is constantly
equal to 1) and Corollary 4.5 should be compared to the results needed in [12, Section 4.6].

In the following result, a key role is played by the (modified) Ricci tensor on RCD spaces,
which is defined in [23], see also [19]. We are going to add a short discussion on the topic at
the end of Section 2.

Theorem 1.7. Let (X, d,m) be an RCD(0, N) space of essential dimension n and let x ∈ X.
Then, the following hold.

Monotonicity: The curve t 7→ Wt(x) is locally absolutely continuous in (0,∞), is differen-
tiable at every t > 0, and is non-increasing. More precisely,

∂tWt(x) = −2t

ˆ

(

RicN (∇yft,∇yft) +
∣

∣

∣
Hessyft −

1

2t
g
∣

∣

∣

2

+
1

N − n

(

(

tr(Hessft)−∆yft
)

+
N − n

2t

)2
)

(x, y)ρt(x, y)dm(y).

(1.9)

Rigidity: Assume that for some t > 0, ∂tWt(x) = 0. Then t 7→ Wt(x) is constant. Moreover
• either (X, d,m) is isomorphic to the cone built over an RCD(N − 2, N − 1) space,
and x corresponds to the tip, or

• (X, d,m) is isomorphic either to (R, de, c|x|N−1L1) or to ([0,∞), de, c|x|N−1L1), for
some c > 0, and x corresponds to 0.

To be more precise, the Rigidity statement of [28] is slightly more powerful, as it is proved
for any solution of the heat equation in place of the heat kernel (recall Definition 1.2). In both
the proofs the main part of the argument is to obtain equality in the Li–Yau gradient bound, use
the short time asymptotic for the heat kernel to deduce equality in the Laplacian comparison
inequality, and finally conclude by [14].
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2. Preliminaries

Our investigation is set in RCD(K,N) metric measure spaces (for K ∈ R and N ≥ 1). These
are infinitesimally Hilbertian spaces, [18], that satisfy a lower Ricci curvature bound and an
upper dimension bound in synthetic sense according to [41, 42], [31]. We assume familiarity
with this subject throughout, see [43, 1, 20] and references therein. For notions of calculus on
this spaces (up to the second order), we refer to [19] or [21]. We are now going to recall some
of the notions used most frequently in this paper.

The following lemma from [32] is going to be useful for us.

Lemma 2.1 (Good cut-off functions, [32, Lemma 3.1]). Let (X, d,m) be an RCD(K,N) space.
Then, for every R > 0, for every r ∈ (0, R), and x ∈ X, there exists a function ϕ ∈ LIPbs(X) ∩
D(∆) satisfying

(1) 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1 on X, ϕ = 1 on Br(x), and supp(ϕ) ⊆ B2r(x);
(2) r2|∆ϕ|+ r|∇ϕ| ≤ C(K−R2, N).

On RCD(K,N) spaces there is an established theory for solutions of the heat equation. In
particular, there exists a locally Hölder continuous heat kernel ρt(x, y), by [39, 40]. We collect
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in the next statement some properties of the heat kernel that will be needed throughout. For
(1 ) and (2), see [39, 40] and [26]. For (3 ), see also [39] after [37], or [13].

Proposition 2.2 (Gaussian bounds). Let (X, d,m) be an RCD(K,N) space. For every ε ∈
(0, 1), there exists a constant C = C(K,N, ε) such that we have the following Gaussian bounds.

(1) For every x, y ∈ X and t > 0,

1

Cm(B√
t(x))

exp

(

−d
2(x, y)

(4− ε)t
− Ct

)

≤ ρt(x, y) ≤
C

m(B√
t(x))

exp

(

−d
2(x, y)

(4 + ε)t
+ Ct

)

.

(2) For every x ∈ X and t > 0,

|∇yρt|(x, y) ≤
C√

tm(B√
t(x))

exp

(

−d
2(x, y)

(4 + ε)t
+ Ct

)

for m-a.e. y ∈ X.

(3) For every y ∈ X and t > 0,

|∂kt ρt|(x, y) ≤
C(K,N, ε, k)

tkm(B√
t(x))

exp

(

−d
2(x, y)

(4 + ε)t
+ Ct

)

for m-a.e. x ∈ X.

We will need also the notion of measure valued (distributional) Laplacian, [19], that we denote
by ∆. In particular, for f ∈ H1,2, we say that f ∈ D(∆) if there exists a (unique) finite measure
∆f such that

ˆ

∇f · ∇gdm = −
ˆ

gd∆f for every g ∈ LIPbs(X). (2.1)

We will often use the localized counterpart of the previous definition, which leads to the domain
Dloc(∆). By [38], by an adaptation of the arguments of [2], it is proved that for every f ∈
TestF(X), it holds that |∇f |2 ∈ D(∆). Here, as in [19], we denote the space of test functions as

TestF(X) := {f ∈ LIPb(X) ∩D(∆) : ∆f ∈ H1,2}. (2.2)

We state and prove an elementary lemma that will turn out to be useful. For the notion of
quasi-continuous representative, see [16].

Lemma 2.3. Let f, g ∈ D(∆) ∩ L∞ ∩H1,2. Then fg ∈ D(∆) ∩ L∞ ∩H1,2 with

∆(fg) = f∆g + g∆f + 2∇f · ∇g,
where we implicitly took the quasi-continuous representatives of f and g.

Proof. Let ϕ ∈ LIPbs(X),
ˆ

X

∇(fg) · ∇ϕdm =

ˆ

X

f∇g · ∇ϕdm+

ˆ

X

g∇f · ∇ϕdm

=

ˆ

X

∇g · ∇(ϕf)dm+

ˆ

X

∇f · ∇(ϕg)dm− 2

ˆ

X

ϕ∇f · ∇gdm.
(2.3)

Now,
ˆ

X

∇g · ∇(ϕf)dm = lim
tց0

ˆ

X

∇g · ∇(ϕhtf)dm = − lim
tց0

ˆ

X

ϕhtfd∆g,

and similarly for the second term at the right hand side of (2.3). Now we can use dominated
convergence, with the theory in [16] (see in particular [16, Proposition 2.13]) and the fact that
∆g ≪ Cap and ∆f ≪ Cap. �

Now we recall the definition of the Ricci tensor on RCD spaces, Ric, given in [19]:

∆
|∇f |2
2

−∇f · ∇∆f = |Hessf |2 +Ric(∇f,∇f) for every f ∈ TestF(X).

In [19], it has been proved that on an RCD(K,N) space,

Ric(∇f,∇f) ≥ K|∇f |2m for every f ∈ TestF(X),
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as measures. In the case N < ∞ (which is the only case we are considering in this note), [23]
defined the modified Ricci tensor, RicN , as follows:

∆
|∇f |2
2

−∇f · ∇∆f = |Hessf |2+RicN (∇f,∇f)+ (tr(Hessf)−∆f)2

N − n
for every f ∈ TestF(X),

where in this paper we denote by n ≤ N the essential dimension of the space, [8]. In the case
N = n, then the space is non-collapsed by [24, 6] and hence tr(Hess(f)) = ∆f , in particular,
the convention that the fraction in the equation above is 0 is meaningful. In [23], it has been
proved that on an RCD(K,N) space,

RicN (∇f,∇f) ≥ K|∇f |2m for every f ∈ TestF(X), (2.4)

as measures.
Finally, we denote by g the tensor representing the metric of the space, that is characterized

as follows:
g(∇f1,∇f2) = ∇f1 · ∇f2 m-a.e. (2.5)

for every f1, f2 ∈ H1,2(X). Its existence follows from [19], using the fact that the space is
infinitesimally Hilbertian.

3. Bounds for solutions of the heat flow equation

Now we go towards the proof of Theorem 1.1. We really need to prove only the last bound,
which is a consequence of Hamilton’s Lemma contained in the next section.

3.1. Hamilton’s Lemma. The following lemma is the adaptation of [22, Lemma 4.1] to our
context (see also [35, Theorem 1.2] regarding the maximum principle used in Step 3 of its
proof). In adapting the arguments we have just mentioned, we face two main difficulties: that
we are considering possibly collapsed RCD spaces (which correspond to the weighted case),
and the non-smoothness of RCD spaces. The first issue is dealt with the improved Bochner
inequality of [23] and linear algebra arguments, whereas to deal with the second issue delicate
approximation arguments and careful computations are needed.

Lemma 3.1. Let (X, d,m) be an RCD(K,N) space. Let u ∈ L1(X) ∩ L∞(X) with u ≥ 0, not
vanishing identically. Set as in [22]

vt :=
eK

−t − 1

K−eK−t

(

∆htu+
|∇htu|2
htu

)

− htu

(

N + 4 log
(‖u‖L∞

htu

)

)

.

Then, for every t > 0,
vt ≤ 0 m-a.e.

Proof. By an immediate approximation argument, we see that it is enough to work with u =
hσw, for some w ∈ LIPbs(X)∩D(∆) non-negative with ∆w ∈ H1,2 ∩L∞ and σ > 0. Fix T > 0.

Step 1. We begin with a few technical estimates, which we will use throughout. First,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∆htu‖H1,2∩L∞ + ‖htu‖L2∩L∞ + ‖∇htu‖L2∩L∞ + ‖htu log(htu)‖L2∩L∞ <∞ (3.1)

by the properties of the heat flow. Now, notice that vt ∈ L2
loc is locally absolutely continuous as

a function of t ∈ [0,∞], and differentiable at every t ≥ 0 in the sense that for every bounded set
B, t 7→ vtχB ∈ L2 has these properties. Also, we have the estimates, for every B ⊆ X bounded
set,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖∂tv‖L2(B) + ‖vt‖H1,2(B)∩L∞(B) <∞. (3.2)

This is obtained by explicit differentiation, taking into account that htu is uniformly bounded
from below on [0, T ]×B.

Also, for every t ≥ 0, vt ∈ D(∆), where we are slightly abusing the notation, as ∆vt is a
Radon measure that can be not finite.
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Next, we claim that for some x̄ ∈ X, for every t ∈ [0, T ], if C is a constant that depends on
X, T, σ and w, and may vary line to line,

|∇htu|(x)
htu(x)

≤ Ce
2
σ
d
2(x,x̄) for m-a.e. x. (3.3)

Indeed, we let B̄ = Br̄(x̄) be a ball of minimal radius such that supp(w) ⊆ B̄. Notice that htu
is uniformly bounded from below on [0, T ]× 2B̄, and |∇htu| is uniformly bounded from above,
hence (3.3) is satisfied on 2B̄. Now, notice that

d(x, x̄)/2 ≤ d(x, y) ≤ 2d(x, x̄) for every x ∈ X \ 2B̄ and y ∈ B̄.

Therefore, for any t ≥ 0, using [38, Corollary 4.3] with the upper Gaussian bound for the heat
kernel,

|∇htu|(x) ≤ Cht+σχB̄ ≤ C

m(B√
t+σ(x))

ˆ

B̄
e
− d

2(x,y)
5(t+σ) dm(y) ≤ C

m(B√
t+σ(x))

e
− d

2(x,x̄)
20(t+σ) ,

and similarly, using the lower Gaussian bound for the heat kernel, for some B̄′ ⊆ B̄ (depending
on w),

htu(x) ≥
1

Cm(B√
t+σ(x))

ˆ

B̄′

e
− d

2(x,y)
3(t+σ) dm(y) ≥ 1

Cm(B√
t+σ(x))

e
−4

d
2(x,x̄)2

3(t+σ) .

The two above equation conclude the proof of (3.3).

Step 2. We prove that
∂tvt ≤ ∆vt on {vt ≥ 0}, (3.4)

in the sense that ∂tvt − ∆vt is bounded by above by an absolutely continuous measure that
vanishes on {vt ≥ 0}.

Set ψ(t) := eK
−t−1

K−eK−t
, notice that ψ′ + K−ψ = 1. Fix t ≥ 0. We start by noticing that by

Lemma 2.3 and a localization argument,

(∆− ∂t)
|∇htu|2
htu

=
2

htu

(

∆|∇htu|2 − 2∇htu · ∇∆htu

2
+

|∇htu|4
htu2

− ∇htu · ∇|∇htu|2
htu

)

≥ 2

htu

(

|Hesshtu|2 +
(tr(Hesshtu)−∆htu)

2

N − n
+K|∇htu|2 +

|∇htu|4
htu2

− 2Hesshtu(∇htu⊗∇htu)
htu

)

,

where the inequality follows from (2.4).
Now we claim that

|Hesshtu|2 +
(tr(Hesshtu)−∆htu)

2

N − n
+

|∇htu|4
htu2

− 2Hesshtu(∇htu⊗∇htu)
htu

≥ 1

N

(

∆htu− |∇htu|2
htu

)2
m-a.e.

By arguing locally and using an orthonormal basis of L2(TX), we can prove the above by means
of linear algebra. Indeed, using orthonormal local coordinates and fixing m-a.e. x ∈ X, we can
set set A := Hesshtu(x) ∈ R

n×n, ℓ := ∇htu√
htu

(x) ∈ R
n, λ := ∆htu(x) ∈ R. It remains then to

prove that

|A|2 + (tr(A)− λ)2

N − n
+ |ℓ|4 − 2A · (ℓ⊗ ℓ) ≥ 1

N
(λ− |ℓ|2)2,

i.e.

N |A− ℓ⊗ ℓ|2 + N

N − n
(tr(A)− λ)2 ≥ (λ− |ℓ|2)2.

We now use Cauchy–Schwarz to prove

N |A− ℓ⊗ ℓ|2 ≥ N

n
(tr(A)− |ℓ|2)2
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whence the claim by the inequality (a+ b)2 ≤ pa2 + qb2 whenever a, b > 0 and p−1 + q−1 = 1.
We thus conclude that

(∂t −∆)
|∇htu|2
htu

≤ − 2

Nhtu

(

∆htu− |∇htu|2
htu

)2
+ 2K− |∇htu|2

htu
.

Now we can follow [22]. By direct computation, using Lemma 2.3 and a localization argument,
recalling the identity ψ′ +K−ψ = 1,

(∂t −∆)v ≤ − 2ψ

Nhtu

(

∆htu− |∇htu|2
htu

)2
+ ψ′

(

∆htu− |∇htu|2
htu

)

− 2
|∇htu|2
htu

,

in the sense of measures. Notice that the right hand side is a measure given by a function, we
claim that it is non-positive m-a.e. on {vt ≥ 0} and this will conclude the proof of (3.4). This
follows exactly as in [22], we give the argument for completeness. We have to distinguish three
cases, notice that A1 ∪A2 ∪A3 ⊇ {vt ≥ 0}.

(1) On A1 :=
{

∆htu ≤ |∇htu|2
htu

}

. Just notice that ψ′ ≥ 0.

(2) On A2 :=
{ |∇htu|2

htu
≤ ∆htu ≤ 3 |∇htu|2

htu

}

. This follows as ψ′ ≤ 1.

(3) On A3 :=
{

3 |∇htu|2
htu

≤ ∆htu
}

∩ {vt ≥ 0}. First,

Nhtu ≤ ψ
(

∆htu+
|∇htu|2
htu

)

≤ 2ψ
(

∆htu− |∇htu|2
htu

)

m-a.e. on A3 ∩ {vt ≥ 0},

where the first inequality follows as vt ≥ 0, and the second one as ∆htu ≥ 3 |∇htu|2
htu

, and

so the conclusion follows as ψ′ ≤ 1.

Step 3. We conclude by using the maximum principle adapted from [35]. Take T1, T2 ∈ [0, T ),

with T1 > T2, we will consider t ∈ [T2, T1]. Let ϕ ∈ LIPbs(X). Define also gt(x) := − d
2(x,x̄)

4(2T1−T2−t) ,

notice that
|∇gt|2 + ∂tgt = 0 m-a.e. (3.5)

and that egt ∈ LIPb(X) with
sup

t∈[0,T1]
‖|∇egt |‖L∞ <∞.

Take any t ≥ 0, and write µ := (∆− ∂t)vt = ftm+ µst , where µ
s
t ⊥ m. By Step 2, ft ≥ 0 m-

a.e. on {vt ≥ 0}, and we see that also µst ≥ 0, in the sense that it is a non-negative measure (by
the Bochner inequality, the already used (2.4) gives a precise version). Hence, we can write

0 ≤
ˆ

X

ϕ2egtv+t d∆vt −
ˆ

X

ϕ2egtv+t ∂tvtdm. (3.6)

Some comments are in order. For the first integral, we took the quasi-continuous representative
for v+t , which is possible as v+t ∈ H1,2

loc . Any other Cap-measurable representative of v+t would
anyway work in (3.6), but we need the following property

ˆ

X

ϕ2egtv+t d∆vt = −
ˆ

X

∇(ϕ2egtv+t ) · ∇vtdm,

which can be proved by an immediate approximation argument based on the theory of [16], as
in the proof of Lemma 2.3.

Hence,

0 ≤ −
ˆ

X

∇(ϕ2egtv+t ) · ∇vtdm−
ˆ

X

ϕ2egtv+t ∂tvtdm. (3.7)

For what concerns the first integral in (3.7),

−
ˆ

X

∇(ϕ2egtv+t ) · ∇vtdm = −
ˆ

X

ϕ2egt |∇v+t |2 + ϕ2egtv+t ∇gt · ∇vt + 2ϕegtv+t ∇ϕ · ∇vtdm

≤ 2

ˆ

X

egt(v+t )
2|∇ϕ|2dm+

1

2

ˆ

X

ϕ2egt(v+t )
2|∇gt|2dm.
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Now we manipulate the second integral. Let χ(s) be any C1 function that satisfies χ(s) = 0 for
s ≤ 0, χ(s) = s for s ≥ 1, let then, for ε ∈ (0, 1), χε(s) := εχ(t/ε). Notice that (χε)ε∈(0,1) are
equi-Lipschitz. By direct computation, we see that t 7→ χε ◦ vt ∈ L2

loc and t 7→ (χε ◦ vt)2 ∈ L2
loc

are differentiable at any t ≥ 0, with derivatives, respectively, χ′
ε ◦ vt∂tvt and 2χε ◦ vtχ′

ε ◦ vt∂tvt.
Now we compute

1

2

ˆ

X

ϕ2egt∂t(χε ◦ vt)2dm =

ˆ

X

ϕ2egtχε ◦ vtχ′
ε ◦ vt∂tvtdm

and we deduce by (3.2) that

sup
t∈[0,T1], ε∈(0,1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

2

ˆ

X

ϕ2egt∂t(χε ◦ vt)2dm
∣

∣

∣

∣

<∞ (3.8)

and also that

lim
εց0

1

2

ˆ

X

ϕ2egt∂t(χε ◦ vt)2dm =

ˆ

X

ϕ2egtvtχ{vt≥0}χ{vt>0}∂tvtdm =

ˆ

X

ϕ2egtv+t ∂tvtdm.

By what we have observed above, starting from (3.7),

0 ≤ 2

ˆ

X

egt(v+t )
2|∇ϕ|2dm+

1

2

ˆ

X

ϕ2egt(v+t )
2|∇gt|2dm− lim

εց0

1

2

ˆ

X

ϕ2egt∂t(χε ◦ vt)2dm.

Using (3.2) and (3.8), we can integrate the above on (T2, T1) and use dominated convergence
to deduce that

0 ≤ 2

ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

X

egt(v+t )
2|∇ϕ|2dmdt+

1

2

ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

X

ϕ2egt(v+t )
2|∇gt|2dmdt

− lim
εց0

1

2

ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

X

ϕ2egt∂t(χε ◦ vt)2dmdt.

(3.9)

We manipulate further the last integral. By an integration by parts, exploiting the fact that
for every t ≥ 0 and bounded set B, t 7→ egtχB ∈ L∞ is differentiable,
ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

X

ϕ2egt∂t(χε ◦ vt)2dmdt =

ˆ T1

T2

∂t

ˆ

X

ϕ2egt(χε ◦ vt)2dmdt−
ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

X

ϕ2∂te
gt(χε ◦ vt)2dmdt

=

ˆ

X

ϕ2egT1 (χε ◦ vT1)
2dm−

ˆ

X

ϕ2egT2 (χε ◦ vT2)
2dm

−
ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

X

ϕ2∂te
gt(χε ◦ vt)2dmdt.

Assume for the moment that vT2 ≤ 0 m-a.e. If we let ε ց 0, keeping in mind (3.2) and the
assumption that we have just made,

lim
εց0

ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

X

ϕ2egt∂t(χε ◦ vt)2dmdt =

ˆ

X

ϕ2egT1 (v+T1
)2dm−

ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

X

ϕ2∂te
gt(v+t )

2dmdt.

Inserting this in (3.9),

1

2

ˆ

X

ϕ2egT1 (v+T1
)2dm ≤ 2

ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

X

egt(v+t )
2|∇ϕ|2dmdt

+
1

2

ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

X

ϕ2egt(v+t )
2|∇gt|2dmdt+

1

2

ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

X

ϕ2∂te
gt(v+t )

2dmdt

= 2

ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

X

egt(v+t )
2|∇ϕ|2dmdt,

where we used (3.5) for the last equality.
Now we choose, for R > 1, ϕ(x) = ϕR(x) = (1 ∧ (R+ 1− d(x, x̄))) ∨ 0. Hence, by the above,

ˆ

BR(x̄)
egT1 (v+T1

)2dm ≤ 4

ˆ T1

T2

ˆ

BR+1(x̄)\BR(x̄)
e
− d

2(x,x̄)
8(T1−T2) (vt)

2dmdt.
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Now, thanks to (3.1) and (3.3), we see that, if T1 − T2 ≤ ∆0, where ∆0 is small enough (not

depending on T1 and T2), we have that e
− d

2(x,x̄)
8(T1−T2) (vt)

2 is uniformly bounded in L1, so that we
can let R ր ∞ in the above equation, together with dominated convergence, to deduce that
´

X
egT1 (v+T1

)2dm = 0, that is, vT1 ≤ 0 m-a.e.
Recall that in the paragraph we have assumed that vT2 ≤ 0m-a.e. We can then plug in T2 = 0,

as v0 = −u
(

N+4 log
(

‖u‖L∞

u

)

)

≤ 0 m-a.e. and obtain that v∆0 ≤ 0 m-a.e. We can then repeat

the argument, starting at T2 = ∆0 and then finally iterate, to reach the conclusion. �

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Item (1 ) is [27, Theorem 1.2]. We improved the statement from
“for m ⊗ L1-a.e. (x, t)” to “for every t > 0, for m-a.e. x” thanks to an immediate continuity
argument. Item (2 ) is [25, Theorem 1.2], or [17] in the case of finite mass.

We prove now item (3 ). We claim that the conclusion follows from Lemma 3.1 (and the fact
that s ≤ es− 1). Indeed, take (uk)k ⊆ L1 ∩L∞ such that uk → u in Lq, with ‖uk‖L∞ ≤ ‖u‖L∞ .
Hence, by Lemma 3.1, the claim holds for uk, for any t > 0. Now fix t > 0 and notice that
∆htuk → ∆htu in Lq, as a consequence of the Gaussian bound on the heat kernel (see e.g. [25,
Theorem 3.3]). Moreover, (htuk)k locally uniformly converges to the (strictly) positive function
htu. Then, (1.6) holds also for u by approximation. �

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Before proving Theorem 1.3, we need a technical proposition
which describes the derivatives of the function ft.

Proposition 3.2. Let (X, d,m) be an RCD(K,N) space. Then, for every x ∈ X and t > 0,
ft(x, · ) ∈ Dloc(∆), and the following equalities hold,

∇yft(x, t) = −∇yρt(x, y)

ρt(x, y)
,

∆yft(x, y) = −∆yρt(x, y)

ρt(x, y)
+

|∇yρt|2(x, y)
ρ2t (x, y)

= −∆yρt(x, y)

ρt(x, y)
+ |∇yft|2(x, y),

for m-a.e. y ∈ X.
Moreover, for every x ∈ X and t > 0, the curve t 7→ ft(x, · ) ∈ L2

loc(X) is locally absolutely
continuous in (0,∞) and is differentiable at every t > 0, in the sense that for every bounded set
B, t 7→ ft(x, · )χB has the properties just stated. Denoting with the dot the derivative in time

with respect to the y variable, we have that for every x ∈ X and t > 0, ḟt(x, y) ∈ Dloc(∆) with

ḟt(x, y) = − ρ̇t(x, y)
ρt(x, y)

− N

2t
= −∆yρt(x, y)

ρt(x, y)
− N

2t
= ∆yft(x, y)− |∇yft|2(x, y)−

N

2t
,

∇yḟt(x, y) = −∇y∆yρt(x, y)

ρt(x, y)
+

∆yρt(x, y)∇yρt(x, y)

ρ2t (x, y)
,

∆yḟt(x, y) = −∆y∆yρt(x, y)

ρt(x, y)
+

(∆yρt(x, y))
2

ρ2t (x, y)
+ 2

∇y∆yρt(x, y) · ∇yρt(x, y)

ρ2t (x, y)

− 2
∆yρt(x, y)|∇yρt|2(x, y)

ρ3t (x, y)
,

for m-a.e. y ∈ X.
Finally, for every x ∈ X and t > 0, the curve t 7→ ∇yft(x, · ) ∈ L2

loc(TX) is locally absolutely
continuous in (0,∞) and is differentiable at every t > 0, with

∂t∇yft(x, y) = ∇yḟt(x, y) for m-a.e. y ∈ X,

and the curve t 7→ ∆yft(x, · ) ∈ L2
loc(X) is locally absolutely continuous in (0,∞) and is differ-

entiable at every t > 0, with

∂t∆yft(x, y) = ∆yḟt(x, y) for m-a.e. y ∈ X.
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Proof. The proof follows from the well-known properties of heat kernel, taking into account
the bounds for ρt(x, y) and its derivatives. We prove only the claim about ∂t∇yft(x, · ). We
simplify the notation, fixing x ∈ X and t > 0, the differential operators are with respect to the
y variable. We have,

∇ft+h −∇ft = −∇(ρt+h − ρt)

ρt+h
−∇ρt

( 1

ρt+h
− 1

ρt

)

.

Moreover, integrating by parts, for h ∈ (0, 1),

‖|∇ρt+h −∇ρt|‖2L2 ≤ 1

2
‖ρt+h − ρt‖2L2 +

1

2
‖∆ρt+h −∆ρt‖2L2 ,

which give the absolute continuity statement, by the local absolute continuity of the curves
(0,∞) ∋ t 7→ ρt ∈ L2 and (0,∞) ∋ t 7→ ∆ρt ∈ L2. By similar considerations,

‖|∇ρt+h −∇ρt − h∇∂tρt|‖2L2 ≤ 1

2
‖ρt+h − ρt − h∂tρt‖2L2 +

1

2
‖∆ρt+h −∆ρt − h∆∂tρt‖2L2

yields the differentiability statement. �

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.3. In the proof, differential operator are implicitly to
be understood with respect to the y variable. We start from some preliminary observations.

To begin with, we make the dependence on the curvature explicit in the Gaussian bounds. In-
stead of carefully tracing the constants in the proof of [26], we use a scaling argument. Consider
then (X, d,Hn) and also the rescaled space (X, δd, δnHn

X
) = (X, δd,Hn). If ρ̃ denotes the heat

kernel on the rescaled space, we have ρt(x, y) = δnρ̃δ2t(x, y), and so we can use the Gaussian
bounds on the rescaled space, which is a non-collapsed RCD(−(n−1), n) space, to deduce that,
for a constant C = C(n, v, ε) as in the statement (notice that the dependence on v is not needed
for this inequality),

1

CHn(B√
t(x))

exp

(

−d
2(x, y)

(4− ε)t
− Cδ2t

)

≤ ρt(x, y) ≤
C

Hn(B√
t(x))

exp

(

−d
2(x, y)

(4 + ε)t
+ Cδ2t

)

,

(3.10)
for every x, y ∈ X and t > 0.

Now, we want to bound Hn(B√
t(x)), for x ∈ X and t ∈ (0,

√
10δ−1). We recall that by

Bishop–Gromov, for every 0 < r < R,

Hn(BR(x))

Hn(Br(x))
≤
´ R
0 sinh(δs)n−1ds
´ r
0 sinh(δs)n−1ds

=
δ−1
´ δR
0 sinh(s)n−1ds

´ r
0 sinh(δs)n−1ds

, (3.11)

so that

Hn(BR(x)) ≤
Hn(Br(x))

ωnrn
ωnδ

n−1rn
´ r
0 sinh(δs)n−1ds

´ δR
0 sinh(s)n−1ds

(δR)n
Rn.

Now, we can let r ց 0 to see that the first factor converges to θn[X, d,Hn](x) ≤ 1, the second
factor converges to nωn by l’Hôpital rule, and the third factor is bounded for R ≤

√
10δ−1 by

a constant that depends only on n. All in all,

Hn(B√
t(x)) ≤ Ctn/2 for every x ∈ X and t ∈ (0, 10δ−2). (3.12)

For the bound from below, notice that, if x ∈ B10δ−1(p), then Bδ−1(p) ⊆ B11δ−1(x), so that,
Hn(B11δ−1(x)) ≥ vδ−n. Again by Bishop–Gromov, for r ∈ (0,

√
10δ−1), (plugging R = 11δ−1

in (3.11))

Hn(Br(x)) ≥ Hn(B11δ−1(x))

´ r
0 sinh(δs)n−1ds

´ 11δ−1

0 sinh(δs)n−1ds
≥ C−1δ−n

´ rδ
0 sinh(s)n−1ds
´ 11
0 sinh(s)n−1ds

≥ rnC−1

´ rδ
0 sinh(s)n−1ds

(rδ)n
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so that, as the last factor is bounded for r ∈ (0, 10δ−1),

Hn(B√
t(x)) ≥ C−1tn/2 for every x ∈ B10δ−1(p) and t ∈ (0, 10δ−2). (3.13)

Now we fix a = a(ε) ∈ (0, 1), depending only upon ε, so that 1+ a ≤ 4−ε/2
4−ε . Also, we use the

Gaussian bounds (with ε/2 in place of ε) and the doubling inequality (as stated in (3.11)) to
bound from above, for t ∈ (0, 10δ−2) and x, y ∈ X,

‖ρat(x, · )‖∞
htρat(x, · )(y)

=
‖ρat(x, · )‖∞
ρ(1+a)t(x, y)

≤ C
Hn(B√

(1+a)t
(x))

Hn(B√
at(x))

e
d
2(x,y)

(4−ε/2)(1+a)t
+Cδ2t ≤ Ce

d
2(x,y)

(4−ε/2)(1+a)t

so that, for x, y ∈ X and t ∈ (0, 10δ−2),

log

( ‖ρat(x, · )‖∞
htρat(x, · )(y)

)

≤ C +
d
2(x, y)

(4− ε/2)(1 + a)t
≤ C +

d
2(x, y)

(4− ε)(1 + a)2t
(3.14)

where we also used the choice of a.
Now we are ready to start the proof of the theorem. For item (1 ), we simply use the Gaussian

upper bound to deduce

ft(x, y) ≤ C + log
(

Hn(B√
t(x))

)

+
d
2(x, y)

(4− ε)t
− n

2
log t ≤ C +

d
2(x, y)

(4− ε)t

where we also used (3.12) in the second inequality. For the lower bound, we argue similarly,
but using (3.13) in place of (3.12).

Now we prove item (2 ). We start from item (1 ) of Theorem 1.1, with u = ρat(x, · ), so that
htu(y) = ρ(1+a)t(x, y). We therefore obtain

t|∇y log ρ(1+a)t|2(x, y) ≤ (1 + 2(n − 1)δ2t)

(

C +
d
2(x, y)

(4− ε)(1 + a)2t

)

for m-a.e. y,

where we used (3.14). This reads, for t ∈ (0, 10δ−2)

t|∇yft|2(x, y) ≤ (1 + a)(1 + 2(n − 1)δ2t)

(

C +
d
2(x, y)

(4− ε)(1 + a)t

)

for m-a.e. y,

which is the claim of item (2 ).

Now we turn the upper bound of item (3 ), recalling that ∆yft(x, y) = −∆yρt(x,y)
ρt(x,y)

+|∇yft|2(x, y)
form-a.e. y. We start recalling item (2 ) of Theorem 1.1 (with ρt(x, · ) in place of u), that implies,
for m-a.e. y ∈ Y,

−∆yρ2t(x, y)

ρ2t(x, y)
≤ e−2(n−1)δ2t/3n(n− 1)δ2

3

e4(n−1)δ2t/3

e2(n−1)δ2t/3 − 1
≤ C

t
for 2t ∈ (0, 10δ−2),

that, thanks to item (2 ), implies the upper bound.
We conclude by showing the lower bound of item (3 ). By item (3 ) of Theorem 1.1 and (3.14),

for ρat(x, · ) in place of u again,

t
∆yρ(1+a)t(x, y)

ρ(1+a)t(x, y)
≤ e(n−1)δ2t

(

C + 4
d
2(x, y)

(4− ε)(1 + a)2t

)

for m-a.e. y,

so that

t∆yft(x, y) ≥ −e(n−1)δ2t/(1+a)
(

C + 4
d
2(x, y)

(4− ε)t

)

for m-a.e. y,

which concludes the proof. �
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4. Perelman’s entropy

Now we deal with the computations concerning Perelman’s entropy functional. Recall first
Definition 1.2 and Definition 1.5.

We define a modified version of the entropy by multiplying the integrand by a compactly
supported regular function ϕ. This approach simplifies the computations, as the heat kernel is
uniformly bounded from below on the support of ϕ.

Definition 4.1. In the setting of Definition 1.5, if ϕ ∈ LIPbs(X), define also

Wt,ϕ(x) :=

ˆ

X

ϕ(y)Wt(x, y)ρt(x, y)dm(y).

For the following definition, we restrict ourselves to the non-collapsed case, as we are aware
of applications only in this setting ([12]).

Definition 4.2. Let (X, d,Hn) be a non-collapsed RCD(−(n − 1)δ2, n) space, for δ > 0, and
let p ∈ X. Assume that v ∈ (0, 1) is such that Hn(Br(p)) ≥ vrn for any r ∈ (0, δ−1). Let ϕδ as
in Lemma 2.1 for p and r = δ−1, and define, for x ∈ Bδ−1/2(p),

Wδ
t (x) := Wt,ϕδ

(x)− (n− 1)δ2
ˆ t

0
4s

ˆ

X

ϕδ(y)|∇yfs|2(x, y)ρs(x, y)dm(y)

−D(n, v)δ2
ˆ t

0
e−1/(100δ2s)ds,

where D(n, v) is a parameter to be chosen, see Corollary 4.5.

Notice that the integrals in Definition 1.5, Definition 4.1 and Definition 4.2 are well defined,
thanks to (1.8) and both the Gaussian bounds for the heat kernel. The key observation here, is
that for every η ∈ (0, 1/6), we have that, for t ∈ (0, T ),

ˆ

X

eη
d
2(x,y)

t ρt(x, y) ≤ C(K,N, T ). (4.1)

In particular, for every x ∈ X, we have that

|Wt(x, · )|ρt(x, · ) ∈ L∞
loc,t((0,∞), L1

y) and t|∇yft|2(x, · )ρt(x, · ) ∈ L∞
loc,t([0,∞), L1

y), (4.2)

where, by ht ∈ L∞
loc,t([0,∞), L1), we mean that for any a > 0, supt∈(0,a) ‖ht‖L1 <∞. Moreover,

if the space is non-collapsed (i.e. N coincides with the essential dimension of the space), then
both the functions in the above equation belong to L∞

loc,t([0,∞), L1
y) by Theorem 1.3.

4.1. Derivative of the entropy. Theorem 1.7 contains the formula for the derivative of the
entropy in a particular case. We are going first to prove a more general version, i.e. the formula
for the derivative of the modified entropy as in Definition 4.1, in which the presence of the
cut-off function is helpful in order to do the necessary computations. We will get rid of the
cut-off function only at the very end, through a limiting argument, in Corollary 4.4.

Theorem 4.3. Let (X, d,m) be an RCD(K,N) space of essential dimension n. Let ϕ ∈
LIPbs(X) ∩ D(∆), with ∆ϕ ∈ L∞. Then, for every x ∈ X, the curve t 7→ Wt,ϕ(x) is locally
absolutely continuous in (0,∞), and is differentiable at every t > 0 with

∂tWt,ϕ(x) = −2t

ˆ

ϕ(y)ρt(x, y)RicN (∇yft,∇yft)(x,dy)

− 2t

ˆ

ϕ(y)
∣

∣

∣
Hessyft(x, y)−

1

2t
g(y)

∣

∣

∣

2
ρt(x, y)dm(y)

− 2t
1

N − n

ˆ

ϕ(y)
(

(

tr(Hessyft(x, y))−∆yft(x, y)
)

+
N − n

2t

)2
ρt(x, y)dm(y)

+

ˆ

X

∆ϕ(y)Wt(x, y)ρt(x, y)dm(y).
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In the above formula, in the case in which the space is non-collapsed (i.e. N = n), the integral
multiplied by 1

N−n has to be interpreted as 0.
If we formally insert ϕ ≡ 1 in Theorem 4.3, we obtain the statement of the following corollary.

Corollary 4.4. Let (X, d,m) be an RCD(K,N) space of essential dimension n. Then, for every
x ∈ X, the curve t 7→ Wt(x) is locally absolutely continuous in (0,∞), and is differentiable at
every t > 0 with

∂tWt(x) = −2t

ˆ

ρt(x, y)RicN (∇yft,∇yft)(x,dy)

− 2t

ˆ

∣

∣

∣
Hessyft(x, y)−

1

2t
g(y)

∣

∣

∣

2
ρt(x, y)dm(y)

− 2t
1

N − n

ˆ

(

(

tr(Hessyft(x, y))−∆yft(x, y)
)

+
N − n

2t

)2
ρt(x, y)dm(y)

≤ −2Kt

ˆ

|∇yft|2ρt(x, y)dm(y).

Again, in the case in which the space is non-collapsed (i.e. N = n), the integral multiplied
by 1

N−n has to be interpreted as 0.

We also have the following corollary, cf. [12, Section 4.6].

Corollary 4.5. Let (X, d,Hn) be a non-collapsed RCD(−(n− 1)δ2, n) space, for δ > 0, and let
p ∈ X. Assume that v ∈ (0, 1) is such that Hn(Br(p)) ≥ vrn for any r ∈ (0, δ−1). Then, for any
t ∈ (0, δ−2) and x ∈ Bδ−1/2(p), choosing D(n, v) depending only upon n and v, we have that

the curve t 7→ Wδ
t (x) is locally absolutely continuous in (0, δ−2), is differentiable at every t > 0,

and is non-increasing.

4.2. Proof of the main results. The goal of this section is to prove the results of Section 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. Throughout the proof, we will implicitly use the conclusions of Proposi-
tion 3.2, and we recall the bounds on ρt(x, y) and its derivatives. Then, we easily gain absolute
continuity and differentiability of Wt,ϕ(x). We simplify the notation, fixing x ∈ X and t > 0,
the differential operators are with respect to the y variable and integration is with respect to

dm(y) on the whole space X, except for the terms involving ∆
|∇f |2

2 , in which case the integra-

tion is with respect to ∆
|∇f |2

2 (x,dy). We follow morally the same computations as in [34], and
everything is justified by the presence of the cut-off function ϕ and Proposition 3.2.

We explicitly differentiate Wt in time as a function (0,∞) → L2
loc, to obtain

Ẇt = 2∆f + 2t∆ḟ − |∇f |2 − 2t∇f · ∇ḟ + ḟ

= (2∆f − |∇f |2 + ḟ) + 2t∆ḟ − 2t∇f · ∇ḟ

=
(

3∆f − 2|∇f |2 − N

2t

)

+
(

2t∆∆f − 2t∆|∇f |2
)

− 2∇f · ∇Wt + 2|∇f |2 + 2t∇f · ∇∆f.

Notice also that, by Lemma 2.3 and a locality argument, Wt ∈ Dloc(∆), with

∆Wt = 2t∆∆f − t∆|∇f |2 +∆f. (4.3)

Hence,

(∂t −∆)Wt = −2t∆
|∇f |2
2

+ 2t∇f · ∇∆f + 2∆f − 2∇f · ∇Wt −
N

2t
. (4.4)
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We can then compute

d

dt

ˆ

ϕWtρt −
ˆ

∆ϕWtρt =

ˆ

ϕ∂t(Wtρt)−
ˆ

∆ϕWtρt =

ˆ

ϕ(∂t −∆)(Wtρt)

=

ˆ

ϕ((∂t −∆)Wt)ρt − 2ϕ∇Wt · ∇ρt

=

ˆ

ϕ
(

− 2t∆
|∇f |2
2

+ 2t∇f · ∇∆f + 2∆f − 2∇f · ∇Wt −
N

2t

)

ρt + 2

ˆ

ϕ∇Wt · ∇fρt

=

ˆ

ϕ
(

− 2t∆
|∇f |2
2

+ 2t∇f · ∇∆f + 2∆f − N

2t

)

ρt

= −2t

ˆ

ϕ
(

∆
|∇f |2
2

−∇f · ∇∆f − ∆f

t
+
N

4t2

)

ρt.

Now we conclude by noticing that by the very definition of RicN ,

∆
|∇f |2
2

−∇f · ∇∆f − ∆f

t
+
N

4t2

= RicN (∇f,∇f) + |Hessf |2 + (tr(Hessf)−∆f)2

N − n
− ∆f

t
+

N

4t2

= RicN (∇f,∇f) +
∣

∣

∣
Hessf − 1

2t
g
∣

∣

∣

2
+

tr(Hessf)

t
− n

4t2

+
(tr(Hessf)−∆f)2

N − n
− ∆f

t
+
N

4t2

= RicN (∇f,∇f) +
∣

∣

∣
Hessf − 1

2t
g
∣

∣

∣

2
+

1

N − n

(

(

tr(Hessf)−∆f
)

+
N − n

2t

)2
,

(4.5)

where n denotes the essential dimension of the space and fractions with denominator N − n
have to be understood as 0 if N = n (which makes sense, as in that case tr(Hessf) = ∆f). �

Proof of Corollary 4.4. Fix x̄ ∈ X and take, for k ≥ 1, ϕk ∈ LIPbs(X)∩D(∆) with ‖∇ϕk‖L∞ +
‖∆ϕk‖L∞ ≤ C(K,N) (but independent of k) such that 0 ≤ ϕk ≤ 1 and ϕk = 1 on Bk(x̄). The
existence of such functions can be proved following the proof of Lemma 2.1 contained in [32],
we recall the argument. Take indeed ϕ̃k ∈ LIPbs(X) with 0 ≤ ϕ̃k ≤ 1, LIP(ϕ̃k) ≤ 1 and ϕk = 1
on Bk(x̄). As in the proof of [32], see in particular [32, Equation (3.4) and the one below],

‖∇htK,N
ϕ̃k‖L∞ + ‖∆htK,N

ϕ̃k‖L∞ ≤ C(tK,N).

Hence, we choose tK,N small enough, depending on K,N but not on k, and consider f ◦htK,N
ϕ̃k,

for a suitable function f ∈ C2. Notice that, in particular, |∇ϕk| = ∆ϕk = 0 m-a.e. on Bk(x̄).
Take 0 < t1 < t2. By Theorem 4.3,

Wt2,ϕk
−Wt1,ϕk

=

ˆ t2

t1

(−2t)Ik,t +

ˆ t1

t2

ˆ

Wt∆ϕkρtdt,

where we set, recalling (4.5),

Ik,t :=

ˆ

ϕk

(

RicN (∇f,∇f) +
∣

∣

∣
Hessf − 1

2t
g
∣

∣

∣

2
+

1

N − n

(

(

tr(Hessf)−∆f
)

+
N − n

2t

)2
)

ρt,

=

ˆ

ϕk

(

∆
|∇f |2
2

−∇f · ∇∆f − ∆f

t
+
N

4t2

)

ρt.

Hence, by (4.2) and dominated convergence, if we let k → ∞ in the above,

Wt2 −Wt1 = lim
k→∞

ˆ t2

t1

(−2t)Ik,tdt. (4.6)

Notice that the integrand in Ik,t is uniformly bounded from below by a finite measure, as one
can prove that |∇f |2ρt ∈ L1 arguing as for (4.2) (we are going to prove again this below Hence,
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by monotone convergence,

Ik,t → It :=

ˆ

(

RicN (∇f,∇f) +
∣

∣

∣
Hessf − 1

2t
g
∣

∣

∣

2
+

1

N − n

(

(

tr(Hessf)−∆f
)

+
N − n

2t

)2
)

ρt.

If we prove that t 7→ It is continuous, we would get the absolute continuity and the differen-
tiability of t 7→ Wt. Integrating by parts,

Ik,t =
1

2

ˆ

(∆ϕkρt + 2∇ϕk · ∇ρt + ϕk∆ρt)|∇f |2

+

ˆ

ρt∇ϕk · ∇f∆f + ϕk∇ρt · ∇f∆f + ϕkρt(∆f)
2

+

ˆ

ϕk

( N

4t2
− ∆f

t

)

ρt.

Fix now τ > 0. Now we bound, for m-a.e. y ∈ X, using the Gaussian bounds together with
(1.8), if t ∈ (3/4τ, 4/3τ), and d

2 = d
2(x, y),

(ρt + |∇ρt|+ |∆ρt|)(1 + |∇f |+ |∇f |2 + |∇f ||∆f |+ |∆f |2 + |∆f |) ≤ C

m(B√
t(x))

e−
d
2

5t
+ d

2

100t

≤ C

m(B√
t(x))

e
− d

2

400/57τ =
C

m(B√
t(x))

e
d
2

400/3τ e
− d

2

20/3τ ≤ Ce
d
2

400/3τ ρ20/9τ =: G ∈ L1,

where C = C(K,N, τ), and the membership in G ∈ L1 (notice that G is independent of t)
follows from (4.1). Hence, by dominated convergence, we see that

It =

ˆ

1

2
∆ρt|∇f |2 +∇ρt · ∇f∆f + ρt(∆f)

2 +
N

4t2
ρt −

∆f

t
ρt

with |It| ≤ C
´

G, and that

|It − Ik,t| ≤ C

ˆ

X\Bk(x̄)
G→ 0 as k → ∞, uniformly in t ∈ (3/4τ, 4/3τ).

As t 7→ Ik,t is continuous continuous for every k, the claim follows. �

Proof of Remark 1.6. Recall from the proof of Corollary 4.4 that

(ρt + |∇ρt|)(|∇f |+ |∆f |) ∈ L1.

Therefore, an immediate approximation argument, with the same choice of cut-off functions as
in the proof of Corollary 4.4, yields that

ˆ

∆fρt =

ˆ

|∇f |2ρt. �

Proof of Corollary 4.5. Recall (4.2), so that

t 7→ t

ˆ

X

ϕδ|∇ft|2ρt

is locally bounded for t ∈ [0,∞). Moreover, it is clearly continuous in t ∈ (0,∞), by the
properties of the heat kernel. Hence, local absolute continuity and differentiability follow from
Theorem 4.3, together with the expression

∂tWδ
t = −2t

ˆ

X

ϕδρtdRic(∇ft,∇ft)− 2t

ˆ

X

ϕδ

∣

∣

∣
Hessft −

1

2t
g
∣

∣

∣

2
ρt

+

ˆ

X

∆ϕδWtρt − 4t(n − 1)δ2
ˆ

X

ϕδ|∇ft|2ρt

−D(n, v)δ2e−1/(100δ2t).

(4.7)

We have to prove that the right hand side of (4.7) is non-positive. By the RCD(−(n− 1)δ2, n)
condition,

−2t

ˆ

X

ϕδρtdRic(∇ft,∇ft)− 4t(n − 1)δ2
ˆ

X

ϕδ|∇ft|2ρt ≤ 0.
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Now, for x ∈ Bδ−1/2(p) and t ∈ (0, δ−2), thanks to (1.7),
∣

∣

∣

ˆ

X

∆ϕδWtρt

∣

∣

∣
≤ C(n)

ˆ

B2δ−1 (p)\Bδ−1 (p)
δ2|Wt|ρt

≤ C(n, v)δ2e−1/(100δ2t)

ˆ

B2δ−1 (p)\Bδ−1 (p)
e1/(100δ

2t)e
d
2

10t ρt

≤ C(n, v)δ2e−1/(100δ2t),

we also used (4.1) and the observation that for x ∈ Bδ−1/2(p) and y ∈ B2δ−1(p) \ Bδ−1(p),

d(x, y) ≥ δ−1/2. To be more precise, the direct application of (4.1) yields a bound which
depends also on δ. However, exploiting the estimates of the proof of Theorem 1.3, in particular,
(3.10), (3.12), and (3.13), we obtain the conclusion. Hence, the proof is concluded choosing
D = D(n, v). �

4.3. Proof of Theorem 1.7. Themonotonicity statement of Theorem 1.7 is proved in Corol-
lary 4.4. This section is then devoted to the proof of the rigidity statement of Theorem 1.7.
We give a simple ad-hoc proof.

By the usual scaling properties of the heat flow, we can assume that ∂tW1 = 0, to simplify
the notation. We set ht(x, y) := tft(x, y). As usual we soften the notation as in the proof of
Theorem 4.3.

Step 1. First, if we plug the assumption that ∂tW1 = 0 into the conclusion of Corollary 4.4,

0 =

ˆ

ρ1dRicN (∇f1,∇f1) +
ˆ

∣

∣

∣
Hessf1 −

1

2
g
∣

∣

∣

2
ρ1dm(y)

+
1

N − n

ˆ

(

(

tr(Hessf1)−∆f1
)

+
N − n

2

)2
ρ1.

Therefore,

Hessh1 =
g

2
m-a.e. (4.8)

and

tr(Hessh1)−∆h1 +
N − n

2
= 0 m-a.e.

so that

∆h1 =
N

2
m-a.e. (4.9)

As a side remark, we notice that (4.9) is exactly

∆ log(ρ1) = −N
2
,

i.e. equality in the Li–Yau inequality at time t = 1. This is enough to conclude, i.e. the Li–Yau
inequality is rigid on non-smooth spaces, but we will not exploit this fact. We will use a different
method, tailored to this setting and self-contained.

Notice also that
∇|∇h1|2 = ∇h1 m-a.e.

which is a consequence of (4.8) and the calculus rules.

Step 2. Take ϕ ∈ LIPbs(X) ∩D(∆). We want to show that the function (that depends on ϕ,
but we will not keep this dependence explicit)

(0,∞) ∋ t 7→ Φt :=

ˆ

∆ϕht

is constant in t. First, recall that

ht = tft = −t log(ρt)− t
N

2
log(t)− t

N

2
log(4π),
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so that, recalling Proposition 3.2,

∂tht = t∂tft + ft = −t∂tρt
ρt

− N

2
+
ht
t

= ∆ht +
ht − |∇ht|2

t
− N

2
. (4.10)

Moreover,

Φt =

ˆ

∆ϕ(−t log(ρt)).

By the Gaussian bounds for the heat kernel, for any compact set B ⊆ (0,∞) × X, there exists
C = C(X, B) > 0 such that, for every k ≥ 0,

inf
(t,y)∈B

|ρt(x, y)| ≥ C−1 and sup
(t,y)∈B

|∂kt ρt(x, y)| ≤ Ck.

By standard properties of analytic functions, these bounds yield the analyticity of Φt, locally
on (0,∞).

Hence, it is enough to show that ∂kt Φt|t=1 = 0 for every k ≥ 1. This follows from (4.10) if we

prove by induction that for every j ≥ 0, (all the derivatives in time are for functions in L2
loc)

Aj : ∇∂jt∆ht|t=1 = 0 m-a.e.

Bj : ∇∂jt (ht − |∇ht|2)|t=1 = 0 m-a.e.

Now we notice that A0 and B0 are verified by Step 1. Assume now that we have verified
A0, A1, . . . , Aj and B0, B1, . . . , Bj , we want to show Aj+1 and Bj+1. Notice first that differen-
tiating in time (4.10) j times, the combination of Aj and B0, B1, . . . , Bj implies

Cj : ∇∂j+1
t ht|t=1 = 0 m-a.e.

Arguing as for Proposition 3.2, the regularity properties of the heat flow allow us to show that

∂t∆∂
i−1
t ht = ∆∂itht m-a.e. for every t ∈ (τ, τ−1) and i ≥ 1, (4.11)

∂t∇∂i−1
t ht = ∇∂itht m-a.e. for every t ∈ (τ, τ−1) and i ≥ 1. (4.12)

By (4.11), Cj yields Aj+1. For what concerns Bj+1, taking in account Cj , it is enough to show

that ∇∂j+1
t (∇ht · ∇ht)|t=1 = 0 m-a.e. This claim follows from C0, C1, . . . , Cj and (4.12), by

explicit differentiation. This concludes the proof of the fact that Φt is constant.

Step 3. Recall that by Step 2, t 7→ Φt is constant for every ϕ ∈ LIPbs(X)∩D(∆). Considering
t∆ft = ∆ht at time t = 1 (by the computation in Step 1), this implies that

−∆ht = t∆ log ρt = −N
2

m-a.e. for every t > 0.

Also, for every ϕ ∈ LIPbs(X) ∩D(∆), ∂tΦt = 0 for every t > 0. This means that
ˆ

∆ϕ∂tht = 0 for every t > 0. (4.13)

Recalling (4.10), this implies that for every t > 0, ∆|∇ht|2 = ∆ht =
N
2 m-a.e. for every t. By

Corollary 4.4, we have the constancy of W.
Take now ϕ ∈ LIPbs(X) ∩D(∆). Integrating by parts,

ˆ

t log ρt∆ϕ = −N
2

ˆ

ϕ for every t > 0.

Now, we can conclude as in [34, 28]. We use the Gaussian bounds on ρt together with the
doubling inequality to see that t log(ρt) → −d

2(x, · )/4 locally uniformly, as t ց 0, which is a
by now classical Varadhan type short time asymptotic (and follows from the Gaussian bounds
for the heat kernel with the doubling inequality). This implies that

ˆ

d
2(x, · )
4

∆ϕ =
N

2

ˆ

ϕ.



PERELMAN’S ENTROPY AND HEAT KERNEL BOUNDS ON RCD SPACES 20

Being ϕ arbitrary, this means that d
2(x, · ) ∈ Dloc(∆), with ∆d

2(x, · ) = 2N m-a.e. Now we
can compute, for a.e. r > 0,

2Nm(Br(x)) =

ˆ

Br(x)
∆d

2(x, · ) =
ˆ

∂Br(x)
2|∇d(x, · )|d(x, · )d|DχBr(x)| = 2r|DχBr(x)|

= 2r∂rm(Br(x)).

In this derivation we used the theory of calculus for functions of bounded variation on RCD
spaces, see e.g. [7, Theorem 2.4] and [5], in particular [5, Lemma 4.27], and the fact that
|DχBr(x)|(X) = ∂rm(Br(x)) for a.e. r > 0 follows from the coarea formula applied to the
distance function. Hence, for a.e. r > 0,

∂r
m(Br(x))

rN
=
∂rm(Br(x))

rN
−N

m(Br(x))

rN+1
= 0,

which implies that (0,∞) ∋ r 7→ m(Br(x))
rN

is constant (in particular, the space is not compact).
This allows us to conclude the proof by an application of the main result of [14]. �
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[38] G. Savaré. Self-improvement of the Bakry-Émery condition and Wasserstein contraction of the heat flow in

RCD(K,∞) metric measure spaces. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst., 34(4):1641–1661, 2014.
[39] K.-T. Sturm. Analysis on local Dirichlet spaces. II. Upper Gaussian estimates for the fundamental solutions

of parabolic equations. Osaka J. Math., 32(2):275–312, 1995.
[40] K.-T. Sturm. Analysis on local Dirichlet spaces. III. The parabolic Harnack inequality. J. Math. Pures Appl.

(9), 75(3):273–297, 1996.
[41] K.-T. Sturm. On the geometry of metric measure spaces. I. Acta Math., 196(1):65–131, 2006.
[42] K.-T. Sturm. On the geometry of metric measure spaces. II. Acta Math., 196(1):133–177, 2006.
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