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SMOOTHING AND NON-SMOOTHING VIA A FLOW
TANGENT TO THE RICCI FLOW

MATTHIAS ERBAR AND NICOLAS JUILLET

ABSTRACT. We study a transformation of metric measure spaces in-
troduced by Gigli and Mantegazza consisting in replacing the original
distance with the length distance induced by the transport distance
between heat kernel measures. We study the smoothing effect of this
procedure in two important examples. Firstly, we show that in the case
of some Euclidean cones, a singularity persists at the apex. Secondly, we
generalize the construction to a sub-Riemannian manifold, namely the
Heisenberg group, and show that it regularizes the space instantaneously
to a smooth Riemannian manifold.

1. INTRODUCTION

There are many ways to deform a Riemannian manifold into a singular met-
ric space as discussed for instance in the influential essay of Gromov [18]. We
are interested in the opposite question whether there exists a deformation,
intrinsically defined for a wide class of metric spaces that instantaneously
turns the space into a Riemannian manifold. In this paper, we investigate
a method that has been introduced by Gigli and Mantegazza [17]. We ex-
amine its regularization properties in two important cases: Euclidean cones
and the Heisenberg group. These are emblematic examples of Alexandrov
spaces and subRiemannian spaces respectively. We also discuss normed
vector spaces where the transformation turns out to be the identity as an
example of Finsler structures.

Before we state our results we briefly explain the main features of the con-
struction of Gigli and Mantegazza which is based on the interplay of optimal
transport and Ricci curvature. The starting point is a metric measure space
(X,d,m) on which a reasonable notion of heat kernel can be defined. For
t > 0 a new distance d¢(x,y) is defined as the length distance induced by
the L? Wasserstein distance built from d between the heat kernel measures
centered at x and y.

The striking feature of this approach is the following main result of [17]:
When (X, d, m) is a Riemannian manifold then d; is induced by a smooth
metric tensor g; that is tangent to the Ricci flow, i.e. O¢1=09+ = —2Ric
in a weak sense. Gigli and Mantegazza then generalize this construction
to metric measures spaces with generalized Ricci curvature lower bounds,
namely the RCD condition, which ensures existence of a well-behaved heat
kernel. This can be seen as a first step into constructing a Ricci flow for
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non-smooth initial data. A related synthetic characterization of super-Ricci
flows based on optimal transport has been obtained by McCann and Topping
[24].

One can think of d; as a sort of convolution of the original distance with
the heat kernel. Having the smoothing effect of the heat equation and Ricci
flow in mind, one might expect that this procedure gives a canonical way of
regularizing the metric measure space.

A first study of the regularizing effects of the Gigli-Mantegazza flow has
been performed by Bandara, Lakzian and Munn [6] in the case where the
distance d is induced by a metric tensor with low regularity and isolated
conic singularities. It is shown that d; is induced by a metric tensor with at
least the same regularity away from the original singular set. The question,
what happens at the singularities has been left unanswered.

In the present paper, we give an answer showing that conic singularities can
persist under the Gigli-Mantegazza transformation. We analyse in detail
the transformation for two specific Euclidean cones of angle 7 and 7/2. Our
results are the following (see Theorem 3.11 and Proposition 3.10 below).

Theorem 1.1. Let C(7) be the two-dimensional Euclidean cone of angle ©
and d its distance. For every t > 0 the convoluted distance dy has a conic
singularity of angle /27 at the apez.

As t goes to zero, the metric space (C(m),d;) tends to (C(w),d) pointwise
and in the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff topology. As t goes to infinity, it
tends to the Euclidean cone of angle /2w in the pointed Gromov-Hausdor(f

topology.

In fact, it turns out that for fixed # > 0 all spaces (C(6),d;) for t > 0 are
isometric up to a multiplicative constant. An isometry is induced by the
radial dilation 2 € C(#) — t~'/2z. Our second result shows that for the
cone of angle 7 /2 the behavior of the singularity is even worse (see Theorem
3.17 and Proposition 3.16 below).

Theorem 1.2. Let C(7/2) be the two dimensional Euclidean cone of an-
gle w/2 and d its distance. For every t > 0, the distance d; has a conic
singularity of angle zero at the apex.

As t goes to zero, the metric space (C(n/2),d;) tends to (C(w/2),d) point-
wise and in the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff topology. Ast goes to infinity, it
tends to R* with the Euclidean distance in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff
sense.

The reason why we focus on these two specific cones is that they can be
conveniently represented as quotients of R? under rotation by 7 and /2
respectively. It turns out that the convoluted distance d; is the length dis-
tance induced by the L? Wasserstein distance between a mixtures of two
(respectively four) rotated copies of Gaussian measures with variance 2t.

A corollary of the previous theorem is that the space (C(7/2),d;) is not an
Alexandrov space even though C(m/2) is. In fact, in Alexandrov spaces a
triangle with one angle zero is flat, which is wrong for (C'(7/2),d;). This
negative result has to be compared to positive results by Takatsu [31], where
it is shown that the subspace made of all Gaussian measures in the Wasser-
stein space over Euclidean space is an Alexandrov space. Note moreover,
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that the Wasserstein space over a non-negatively curved Alexandrov space is
again a non-negatively curved Alexandrov space [30, Proposition 1.2.10] and
that many subspaces of finite dimensional Alexandrov spaces are known to
be Alexandrov spaces, for instance convex hypersurfaces in Euclidean spaces
or Riemannian manifolds of sectional curvature bounded below [1, 8, 25].
Given the relation of the Gigli-Mantagazza flow with the Ricci flow, the
convergence of d; to the original cone distance d has to be compared with
the fact that any Euclidean cones of dimension 2 can be obtained as the
backward limit of classical solutions to the Ricci flow [13, Chapter 4.5]. See
also [29, 14] for related results in higher dimension.

Our second contribution in this paper is an investigation of the Gigli—
Mantegazza flow applied to the first Heisenberg group equipped with the
Carnot-Carathéodory distance. The Heisenberg group is one of the sim-
plest examples of a non trivial Carnot group, i.e a nilpotent stratified Lie
groups with a left-invariant metric on the first strata, and of a non triv-
ial subRiemannian manifold. These classes are of course connected: As
proved by Bellaiche [7], the tangent cones at points of subRiemannian spaces
are Carnot groups. The differentiable structure of the Heisenberg group is
the one of R? and the group structure is given in coordinates (z,y,u) by
(2,9, 0)-(2, o) = (& + 2y + oy u+ 0+ (1/2)(zy] — '),

The Carnot—Carathéodory distance is obtained by minimizing the length of
curves that are tangent to the 2-dimensional horizontal subbundle spanned
by X =0, — 50, and Y = 9y + §0,. A standard way to approximate this
distance is to consider for € > 0 the Riemannian distance dgjem() Obtained
by considering X,Y, &9, as an orthonormal frame. In fact, this penalization
principle permits to see any subRiemannian manifold as a limit of Riemann-
ian manifolds. Note that (H,d..) does not satisfy a generalized lower Ricci
curvature bound in the sense of the RCD condition. Therefore we slightly
generalize the construction in [17] and obtain the following result (see The-
orem 4.6 and Proposition 4.9 below).

Theorem 1.3. Let (H,d..) be the first Heisenberg group equipped with the
Carnot—Carathéodory distance. For t > 0, the convoluted distance d; co-
incides with KdRiem(n\/z)’ for some constants K,k satisfying K > 2 and

K/k < V2.
Ast goes to zero the distance d; converges to Kd.. pointwise. In the pointed
Gromov—Hausdorff topology the space (H,d;) converges to (H,d,.).

The striking part of the theorem is that also non-horizontal curve can have
finite length after lifting them to the Wasserstein space built from d.. via
the heat kernel and thus d; becomes a Riemannian distance. We believe
that this behavior also holds for more general contact manifolds. However,
let us stress the fact that even for the Heisenberg group the distance d; does
not converge pointwise to d.. as t goes to zero. Convergence in pointed
Gromov—Hausdorff sense only holds due to the high amount of symmetry
of the space, in particular, due to the fact that the dilation (z,y,u) —
(Kz, Ky, K?u) is an isometry between (H, Kd..) and (H, d,.). The Gromov—
Hausdorff convergence probably does not hold for generic contact manifolds
of dimension 3 with a subRiemannian metric on the nonholonomic contact
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distribution. Finally, note that also the Heisenberg group can be obtained
as a backward limit of classical solution to the Ricci flow as was shown by

Cao and Saloff-Coste [11].

Three sections follow this introduction. The next section contains the con-
struction of the convoluted distance d; in a general setting. As a first ex-
ample we discuss the case of normed spaces. In Section 3 we establish our
results on the Euclidean cones C'(7) and C(7/2). Section 4 is devoted to
the Heisenberg group.
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2. CONSTRUCTION OF THE FLOW

In this section we present the construction of the convoluted distance d;
in a general framework. The reason is that the framework of RCD spaces
considered in [17] (see subsection 2.3) does not cover the Heisenberg group.
Moreover, unlike in [17] the spaces of the present paper are non-compact

2.1. Preliminaries. Let (X,d) be a Polish metric space. Recall that for
p > 1acurve (7)o, in (X,d) is called p-absolutely continuous, for short
v € ACP ([0, T, (X,d)), if there exist a function m € LP(0,T) such that for
any 0 < s <t <T:

d(v(s),7(t) < / m(r) dr .

For p = 1, we may simply call it an absolutely continuous curve. In this
case the metric derivative defined by

. . d(’YS-f—ha’yS)
o = lim ST
9| = lim Y

exists for a.e. s € (0,7") and is the minimal m as above, see [2, Thm. 1.2.1].
Lipschitz curves with respect to a distance d are called d-Lipschitz curves,
they are locally p-absolutely continuous for every p > 1.

We denote by &?(X) the set of Borel probability measures. The subset of
measures with finite second moment, i.e. satisfying

/d(uvo,uv)2 dp(r) < oo
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for some, hence any xy € X will be denoted by Z»(X). Given p,v € Po(X)
their L?-Wasserstein distance is defined by

W(p,v) = inf \/ [ e dntan)

where the infimum is taken over all couplings 7 of © and v. Recall that
(WQ(X ), W) is again a Polish metric space. Sometimes we will write Wx
or Wx,q) to avoid confusion about the underlying metric space (X,d).

2.2. Construction of the flow. Recall that (X, d) is a metric Polish space.
Let us assume in addition that it is proper, i.e. closed balls are compact,
and that it is a length space, i.e. we have

T
d(z,y) = inf/ |¥s| ds
7 Jo

where the infimum is taken over all absolutely continuous curves ~y connect-
ing x to y. Notice that (X, d) is in fact geodesic, i.e. each pair of points can
be joint by a curve whose length equals d(z,y).

The construction is based on a family of maps from X to &5(X) satisfying
some properties that we list now. One should keep in mind that in the
examples coming later the points are mapped to heat kernel measures.

Assumption 2.1. There exists a family (1t)i>0 of maps 1 : X — Pa(X)
with the following properties:

o yy(x) =06y forallx € X,
e 1, is injective for all t > 0,
e 1, is Lipschitz, more precisely, there exist constants Cy > 0 such that

W(Lt(x),Lt(y)) < Cud(z,y) Vx,ye X, (2.1)

and t — Cy is locally bounded from above,
o the curve [0,00) 3t +— v (x) is continuous with respect to W for all
reX.

We introduce a new family of distance functions d; : X x X — [0,00) for
t > 0 given by

di(z,y) = W (u(z), u(y)) -

As W is a distance it follows from the injectivity of ¢; that d; is also a
distance. It is the chord distance induced by the embedding ¢;. The main
object of study here will be the corresponding arc distance, i.e. the length
distance induced by d;, denoted by d;. More precisely, we define for t > 0
and z,y € X:

T
dle,y) = it [ il ds, (22
0

where the infimum is taken over all curves v € AC ([0, T7; (X, CE)) such that

Y = x,yr = y and |¥s|; denotes the metric derivative with respect to d;.
Note that (2.1) implies that

dt(.%',y) < Ctd(x7y) Vi, y € X . (23)
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Indeed, for any curve (v;)s that is absolutely continuous with respect to d its
metric derivative with respect to d is bounded above as || < C¢|¥s|. The
claim then follows by integrating in s and taking the infimum over all such
curves (7s)s noting that they are also absolutely continuous with respect

to dy and that (X,d) is a length space.

Remark 2.2. This construction is slightly different from the one in [17],
where the infimum in the definition of d; is taken over v in AC ([0, T; (X, d))
which is a subset of AC ([0, T7; (X, CE)) by the Lipschitz assumption (2.1).
Allowing curves in the latter larger class will be crucial when applying the
construction in the case of the Heisenberg group in Section 4. In the case of
the Euclidean cones C(), C(m/2) discussed in Section 3, we show in Lemma
3.6 that the infima over both classes of curves agree so that we are consistent
with the construction in [17].

Remark 2.3. Note that the value of the infimum in (2.2) does not change,

if we restrict the infimum to c?t—Lipschitz curves. Indeed, the right hand
side of (2.2) is invariant by reparametrizreparametrizationation and every
absolutely continuous curve can be reparametrized as a Lipschitz curve, see
for instance [2, Lem. 1.1.4].

We can reformulate the definition of d; as follows. Given an absolutely
continuous curve (7s)secjo,r] in (X,d;) we obtain an absolutely continuous
curve (1) sepo,r) in (25(X), W) by setting p, = 11(7s). Then we have

T
dfe,y) = int [ it ds
7 Jo

where | /HYS] denotes the metric derivative with respect to W. Another equiv-
alent formulation is

N-1 N-1
di(x,y) = inf sup Z di(Vs;s Vsipr) = infsup Z W(,ut%i , ’ut%iﬂ ), (2.4)
i=0 i=0
the supremum being taken over all partitions 0 = sp < 51 < --- < sy =1

and the infimum over all continuous curves (vs)se[0,1] connecting x to y.
In this general setup we have the following continuity properties.

Proposition 2.4. For all x,y € X, the curve [0,00) 3t — cjt(x,y) s con-
tinuous and the curve t — (X, Jt) is continuous with respect to the pointed
Gromov-Hausdorff convergence. Moreover, assume in addition to Assump-
tion 2.1 that bounded sets in (X,dy) are bounded in (X,d). Then the dis-

tances c?t and d; induce the same topology as the original distance d.

Proof. We first prove the convergence statement. Let (), converge to t.
As an immediate consequence of Assumption 2.1 we have that Jtn (x,y) —
c?t(x,y) for fixed z,y € X. Moreover, by (2.1), for each compact set K
in (X,d) the functions dy, (-,-) are equicontinuous on K x K. Thus, they
converge uniformly to Jt(, -). This readily yields the convergence of (X, Jtn)
to (X ,c%;) in the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff sense. Now, we turn to the
second statement. First, recall from (2.3) that cjt < dy < Cyd. Thus, it
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suffices to show that for any sequence (x,),, and element z of X with
dy(x,2,) — 0 as n — oo we also have that d(zy,z) — 0. By assumption,
the sequence x,, is bounded in (X, d). Thus, up to taking a subsequence we
can assume that d(z,,2') — 0 for some 2/ € X. Hence, also dy(2,,,2") — 0
and we infer that 2’ = z. This being independent of the subsequence chosen,
we conclude that the full sequence z,, converges to z in (X, d). O

Remark 2.5. We proved the continuity of the map ¢ — (It(x, y). The conti-
nuity of ¢ — di(x,y) fails for the Heisenberg group at ¢ = 0 as we will see
in Section 4. This is in contrast to [17, Thm. 5.18] where right-continuity
of this map is shown. Note however, that the Heisenberg group does not
satisfy the RCD condition and our construction is slightly different in this
case, see Remark 2.2.

2.3. Riemannian manifolds and RCD spaces. In [17] the preceding
construction has been introduced and studied in the case where (X, d) is a
Riemannian manifold or more generally a metric measure spaces satisfying
the Riemannian curvature-dimension condition for some curvature param-
eter K € R, denoted by RCD(K, o). For short we call such spaces RCD
spaces. In both cases the embedding ¢; is constructed using the heat kernel.
Let us briefly recall the main results in [17].

Let (X, g) be a smooth compact and connected Riemannian manifold with
metric tensor g and let d and vol be the associated Riemannian distance and
volume measure. One can define a map ¢, : X — P(X) be setting ¢(z) =
vt where vt (dy) = pi(z,y) vol(dy) is the heat kernel measure, i.e. p;(,-) is
the fundamental solution to the heat equation on X. It can be verified that
Assumption 2.1 and Proposition 2.4 hold in this case.

Gigli and Mantegazza prove that the distances d; are induced by a family
of smooth metric tensors (g:);>0 and that this flow of tensors is initially
tangent to the Ricci flow [17, Prop. 3.5,Thm. 4.6]. More precisely, for every
geodesic (7s) se0,1] With respect to g = go:

d .. P
agt(%’%)‘tzo = Ric(¥s,%s) for almost every s € (0,1) ,

where Ric denotes the Ricci tensor of g. Gigli and Mantegazza then gen-
eralize the construction for the initial data being a metric measure space
satisfying the RCD(K,c0). Since we do not work in this general setting,
we will describe it only briefly. For more details on RCD spaces we refer to
(3, 4].

Roughly speaking, RCD spaces form a natural class of metric measure spaces
that can be equipped with a canonical notion of Laplace operator and a well
behaved associated heat kernel. The RCD(K, 00) is a reinforcement of the
curvature-dimension condition CD(K, o0) introduced by Lott—Villani and
Sturm [23, 30] as a synthetic definition of a lower bound K on the Ricci
curvature for a metric measure space (X,d,m). The condition CD(K, c0)
asks for the relative entropy

Ent(u) = /plogp dm, for p=pm e Py(X)
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to be K-convex along Wasserstein geodesics, i.e.

Ent(s.) < (1 - 5)Ent (o) + 3 Bnt(jur) — 5-s(1 — )W (a0, 2)?

The RCD(K, 00) condition requires in addition that the ‘heat flow” obtained
as the Wasserstein gradient flow of the entropy in the spirit of Otto [28] is
linear. This excludes e.g. Finslerian geometries. It is a deep insight that the
two requirements can be encoded simultaneously in the following property
(which we take as a definition of RCD spaces for the purpose of this paper).

Theorem 2.6 (Definition of the RCD spaces through the EVI [4, Thm.
5.1]). Let K be a real number. The metric measure space (X,d,m) satisfies
the Riemannian curvature-dimension condition RCD(K,o0) if and only if
for every p € Po(X) there exist an absolutely continuous curve (ut)i>o in
(P9(X), W) starting from p in the sense that Wo(p, ue) — 0 as t — 0 and
solving the Evolution Variational Inequality (in short EVI) of parameter K,
i.e. for allv € P9(X) such that Ent(x|m) < co and a.e. t > 0:

d1
dt 2
In fact, the solution p; to the EVI is unique and, putting Hyp = py, one

obtains a linear semigroup on &?3(X) which is called the heat flow (acting
on measures) in X. The construction in [17] then proceeds as presented in

Section 2 by choosing the map ¢ : X — P9(X) to be y(x) = Hid,. A
natural example of RCD spaces are Euclidean cones, see [21].

K
W (1, %)% + EW(Mt,X)2 < Ent(x) — Ent(p) -

2.4. Normed spaces. For an example that can be studied rapidly and
is rather different let us consider the flow for R™ equipped with a norm
|I||. Indeed, the metric measure space (R"™, |||, Leb) satisfies the condition
CD(0, 00) but does not satisfy RCD(0, c0) unless ||-|| is induced by an inner
product. It is possible to consider in this setting a non-linear heat equation,
driven by a non-linear Laplace operator, see [26] for the a study in the much
more general setting of Finsler manifolds. However, for a non-Hilbert norm
there is no canonical choice of a heat kernel, i.e. a solution starting from a
Dirac mass since contraction of the heat flow fails [27]. Note however, that
a particular solution is given by the appealing formula [27, Example 4.3]

C z||?
i) = e (<151)

where C' is a normalization constant. Hence a choice satisfying Assumption
2.11is t4(x) = fi(-—x) Leb. Any other reasonable choice should be translation
invariant. Let us show that in this case the distance d; coincides with the
original one, i.e. di(x,y) = ||z — y||. Indeed, consider ; : & — (7,)x1; where
v € Po(R%|-) is a measure and 7, the translation by x. It is easily
checked using Jensen’s inequality on the convex function (u,v) — |lu — v|?
that Wgn ) (ce(2), 0(y)) = [l# —yl|. The translation 7,_, is an optimal
map, in other words (7, 7,)4v is an optimal coupling. Since the original
distance was already a length distance we find dy(z,y) = dy(z,y) = ||z — .
Hence the flow leaves the space invariant and does not regularize it to a
Riemannian manifold.
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Remark 2.7. We stress that the approximation of some normed spaces by
Riemannian manifolds is possible by using periodic Riemannian metrics
with a period diameter going to zero. Consider for instance the sequence
(R™, k~1d,)k>1 where dg is a fixed periodic Riemannian distance. It con-
verges to R™ equipped with its “stable norm” as defined for instance in [9,
section 8.5.2]. It is not clear whether any norm may be attained in this way
and this question is related to the notorious open problem of characterizing
the stable norms [10]. Finally, note that it is impossible to approximate a
non-Hilbertian normed space in Gromov Hausdorff topology by Riemannian
manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature. This is because any such limit
metric measure space that contains a line has to split as a product of R
and another metric measure space by the splitting theorem for Ricci limit
spaces established by Cheeger and Colding [12], see also [32, Conclusions
and open problems]. This argument also applies to the Heisenberg group.
Moreover it is proven in [19] that (H, d..) also cannot be approximated by
a sequence of Riemannian manifolds with any uniform lower bound on the
Ricci curvature.

3. GIGLI-MANTEGAZZA FLOW STARTING FROM A CONE

In this section we will analyse the construction in the case where the initial
datum is an Euclidean cone. More precisely, we will consider the cones of
angle m and 7/2. We will show that for all times ¢ the resulting metric
dy retains a warped product form in both cases. In the first case, it has
a conic singularity of angle v/27 at the apex for all ¢. In the second case,
the asymptotic angle at the apex is zero for all £. Thus in these natural
examples, the flow does not smoothen out the singularity.

In Sections 3.1 to 3.3 we will present the case of the cone of angle 7 in detail.
For the cone of angle 7/2 we will state the main results in Section 3.4 and
omit part of the proofs, since the arguments are very similar.

3.1. Preliminaries. We will first recall basic properties of Euclidean cones
and give an explicit representation of the heat kernel on the cone of angle 7
in the sense of RCD spaces. Moreover, we will exhibit a convenient way to
calculate Wasserstein distances in the cone, via a lifting procedure from the
cone to R2.

3.1.1. Euclidean cones and optimal transport. The Euclidean cone C'(0) with
angle 0 € [0,27] is defined as the quotient

() = ([0,00) x[0.61) / ~.

where we write (r,a) ~ (s,3) if and only if r = s = 0 or |a — | € {0,6}.
The cone distance d is given by

d(r, 04)7(8,5)) = \/7“2 + 52 — 2rscos (min (\a — 8,0 — |« _ﬁ‘)) ’

which is well defined on the quotient. Note that the cone without the apex,
i.e C(0)\{o}, where ois the equivalence class of (0,0), is an open Riemannian
manifold with the metric tensor (dr)? 4 r?(da)?. Its geometry is locally
Euclidean. The associated Riemannian distance is the cone distance and
the distance on the full cone C(0) is its metric completion.
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We will be concerned in particular with the cone of angle 7. In this case we
have the alternative characterization as the quotient

C(r) =R*/o,

where the map o : R? — R? is the reflection at the origin, i.e. o(z) = —x.
Let us denote by P : R? — C(7) the canonical projection. Then the cone
distance between p,q € C'(7) can be written as

where z,y € R? are such that P(x) = p, P(y) = q. The Hausdorff measure
on C(r) is given as m = 1 Py Leb, where Leb denotes the Lebesgue measure
on R?.

Now, we show how to calculate efficiently Wasserstein distance in the cone
C(m). We will denote by Wg2 and Weo(r) the L? transport distances on
R? and C(r) built from the Euclidean distance and the cone distance d
respectively. If no confusion can arise we shall simply write .

Let us introduce the set of measures on R? with finite second moment, that
are symmetric with respect to the origin. We set

PYNR?) = {p € Po(R?) = opp=p}.

Note that given a measure v € P5(C(m)) there exists a unique measure
L(v) € 2™ (R?) such that PyL(v) = v. We call L(v) the symmetric lift
of v.

We have the following useful fact.

Lemma 3.1. For any two measures u,v € Po(C()) it holds
Wem (1, v) = Wre(L(p), L(v

) -
In other words, the mapping 25" (R?) — P5(C(7)), u — Pyp is an isom-
etry. Moreover, for any two measures ji,v € Po(R?) we have

We ) (Pgp Pypv) < Wee(p,v) -

Proof. Let us first prove the second statement. Let u,v € Z(R?) and 7 a
transport plan between ;1 and v. Define a transport plan 7 between Py
and Pyv by setting 7 = (P ® P)ym. Therefore,

/ ly — 2f? dn(z,y) > / A(P(y), P(x))? dr(z,y) = / Fdr. (31)

Taking the infimum over 7w, we get the second statement. We turn now to the
first statement. Let y,v € 2™ (R?) and let 7 be a transport plan between
Py and Pgv. We can find a measurable map Q : C () x C(7) — R? x R?
such that (P ® P)o @ =1d and |z — y| = d(p, q) for Q(p,q) = (z,y). These
properties also hold for —(@ that we note Q~. The marginals of the transport
plan 7 = %(Q#ﬁ' + Q;ﬁ) are symmetric, hence they coincide with p and v.
Moreover 7 is concentrated on the set {(x,y) € R? x R?, d(P(x), P(y)) =
ly — x|} so that we have equality in (3.1). Taking the infimum over 7 and
taking into account the second statement, we obtain the first statement. [
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3.1.2. RCD structure and the heat kernel. Here we verify that the cone C'(7)
fits into the framework of RCD spaces considered in [17] and we give an
explicit description of the heat kernel in this case.

Indeed, the metric measure space (C(), d, m) satisfies the condition RCD(0, oo)
as proven for instance in [21, Thm. 1.1]. In order to identify the heat semi-
group H; acting on measures and the heat kernel H;J, in this example, it

is sufficient to exhibit an explicit solution to the Evolution Variational In-
equality using [4, Thm. 5.1], see Section 2.3. This will be done again via
the lifting to R2.

We denote by 7% the Gaussian measure with variance 2t centered at x € R?:

1 ly — zf?
t — —
Ve (dy) = o eXp< o dy

The heat semigroup in R? acting on measures is denoted by H} B2 More
precisely, for any u € Z5(R?) we set HF p(dz) = [ ’yy (dz) du(y).
Now, put v, = Py(~}) where  is such that P(x ) p. We define a semigroup

Htc(ﬂ) acting on Z(C()) via

H™ u(dg) = / vy (dg) dpu(p) -

Note that we have H, Clm) =Py oH]R olL.

Lemma 3.2 (Evolution Variational Inequality). For every u, x € Po(C (7))
such that Ent(x) < oo and every t > 0 we have

™ 1 ™
H ™, x) — §Wé(7r)(u7X) < t[Ent(x) — Ent(H; ™ p)] .

WC( ) (H;
Proof. Let L(y), L(x) € 25(R?) be the lifts of p,x. Note that HF L(y) is

the symmetric lift of H, om 1. Since HiR satisfies the Evolution Variational
Inequality, see e.g. [2, Thm. 11.2.5], we find

%Wﬂ@ (HF L(p), L(x)) — %Wﬁz(L(u%L(x))
< t[Ent(L(x)) — Ent(HE L(1))] .

Observing that Ent(L(u)) = Ent(p) for any p € 925(C(w)) and its symmet-
ric lift L(p) and using Lemma 3.1, this immediately yields the claim. O

In view of [4, Thm. 5.1], this shows again that (C(), d, m) satisfies RCD(0, co)

and that H, “™ s the associated heat semigroup. In particular, v/ =
HC(”)

P

0p is the heat kernel at time ¢ centered at p.

We ﬁnlsh this section by noting the following contraction property of the
heat flow:

Wem (vh,ve) < d(p,q), Vp,q € C(m),t > 0. (3.2)

pTq
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Indeed, choosing =,y with P(z) = p, P(y) = q and d(p,q) = |x — y|, by
Lemma 3.1 and convexity of the squared Wasserstein distance we have

1 1
W) (vpvy) = Wee (5(72 +7,), E(fy; + fyt_y)>

< Wre(, ) = |z —yl = d(p, q) -

3.1.3. Absolutely continuous curves and the continuity equation. We recall
the characterization of absolutely continuous curves in the Wasserstein space
of the Euclidean spaces via solutions to the continuity equation. Moreover,
we formulate a convenient estimate on the driving vector field in the conti-
nuity equation.

Proposition 3.3 ([2, Thm. 8.3.1]). A weakly continuous curve (is)se(o,1]
in P(R™) is 2-absolutely continuous with respect to W if and only if there
exists a Borel family of vector fields Vs with fOT HVSH%Q(MS;Rn) ds < oo such
that the continuity equation

Ospr + div(usVy) =0

holds in distribution sense. In this case we have |fis| < ||Vsllp2(umn) for
a.e. s. Moreover, Vs is uniquely determined for a.e. s if we require

L2 S;Rn
V, € T,, Z(R") = (Vo | ¥ € Co®n)}- 4%

and it holds |fis| = ||V 12 (s mr)-

The next lemma states a simple condition for existence and uniqueness of
solutions to the continuity equation.

Lemma 3.4. Let yu € P5(R™) with strictly positive Lebesgue density p and
assume that p satisfies the Poincaré inequality

[ ansc [[wrran.

for all f € C°(R") with [ f du = 0. Let s € LY(R™ Leb) be such that
[s=0 and

2. _ s*(z) - 0
s/l = [ S5 dr < .

Then there exists a unique vector field V' € T, Z2(R™) such that the equation
s+div(uV) =0

holds in distribution sense. Moreover, we have
IV aguan = [IVE e < Clis/ vl (53)

Proof. For any f € C°(R") with [ f du = 0 we deduce from the Cauchy—
Schwarz and Poincaré inequalities that the bilinear B : f +— [ sf satisfies

B(f) < ( / ;) ( / f%)é < lls/v/pl2vVC ( [ s du)é |
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Thus, identifying f with its gradient, the map B can be extended to a
bounded linear functional on the Hilbert space T}, := T, % (R") equipped
with the scalar product

<U, W>L2(,u;]R") = /UWd,u

Moreover, the norm of B is bounded by vC||s/\/p||2. Thus, by the Riesz
representation theorem there exists a unique vector field V' € T}, such that
BW) = (V,W)r2(urny and ||V z2(mn) < VC|s/\/pllz2- In particular, for
any f as above we have

/sf = B(f) = /V-Vfd,u.
Thus V' is the unique distributional solution to s + div(uV) =0in7,. O

3.2. Warped structure of the convoluted cone. Having identified the
heat kernel in Lemma 3.2, we can now analyse in detail the construction of
[17] in the case of C'(7). Let us define t; : C(7) = P(C(7)) via w(p) = v}
This map is obviously injective and by (3.2) satisfies Assumption 2.1. Thus,

as outlined in Section 2 we introduce

di(p,q) = W) (v, vg)
and define d; to be the associated length distance as in (2.2). Recall that the
use of the the heat equation is supposed to produce a kind of convolution
for metric spaces. The rotational symmetry of C(m) is preserved by this

transformation so that the resulting space will retain a warped structure.
We first give a partial converse to the Lipschitz estimate (2.1).

Lemma 3.5. For any t > 0 and r > 0 there ezists a constant C(t,r) such
that for all p,q € C(7) \ By:

C(t,r)d(p,q) < di(p,q) | (3.4)
where B, = {p € C(m) : d(o,p) <r}.

In particular, in view of Proposition 2.4 this shows that cjt and d; induce
the same topology as the cone distance on C(7).

Proof. Let z,y € R? such that d(p,q) = |z — y|. Without restriction we can
assume that |z| < |y| and that x = (x1,0), ¥y = (y1,y2) with y1,52 > 0.
Let A be the line passing through the origin at angle 37/8 with the first
coordinate axis and let pr, denote the orthogonal projection onto L. Then,
setting pf = (9% ++%,), we have

di(p.q) = Wia (b, 1) > Wi (pra) gpih, (pra) )

Note that (pry)gul is the mixture of two one-dimensional Gaussians with
variance 2t and centers £pr,z. Note further that |pry(z) — pry(y)| >
cos(3m/8)|x — y| since the angle of A with y — x is less than 37/8. Thus
it suffices to establish the following claim: For any ¢y > 0 and r > 0 there
exists a constant C(tp,r) such that for all ¢t <ty and z,y >

Lt +9ty) (3.5)

1
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where by abuse of notation 7 denotes also the one-dimensional Gaussian
measure with variance 2t and center z. By convexity of Wﬁ the right hand
side is decreasing in ¢. Thus, by scaling it suffices to consider ¢ = 1. In
dimension 1, the optimal transport plan is known to be the monotonic re-
arrangement. The two measures in (3.5) are symmetric so that the mass on
R* is mapped on RT. Observe that the measure v} +~!  restricted to RT is
distributed as wyv. where w : @ — |z|. Hence the right hand side of (3.5) is
WR(w#fy;,w#'y;). Applying Jensen’s inequality in the definition of Wx we
see that the distance between the means of these measures is a lower bound.
But the mean of wyy! is [ |s| dyi(s) = [|s — x| dy{(s). As a function of
x € RT, this is a strictly convex function with derivative zero at zero on the
right and tangent to the first bisector at +o0o. In fact the second derivative
in distribution sense is 274. The estimate (3.5) follows from these remarks
together, provided x,y > r for some r > 0. O

Next, we show that in the definition of d; we can restrict the infimum to
Lipschitz curves with respect to the cone distance d.

Lemma 3.6. For any t > 0 and p,q € C(7) we have

d(p,q) = inf{/OT s : ds} , (3.6)

where the infimum is taken over all d-Lipschitz curves (ps)scjo,r such that

po = p,pr = q and |ps|y denotes the metric derivative with respect to dy. If
p # o0 and q # o, one can restrict to the curves supported in C(w) \ {o}.

Thus the construction of d; given here is consistent with the general con-
struction in RCD spaces given in [17] (see Remark 2.2).

Proof. The inequality “<” follows immediately from the fact that any d-
Lipschitz curve is also c?t—Lipschitz by (3.2). To see the reverse inequality,
first recall that by Remark 2.3 we can restrict the infimum in (2.2) to dy-
Lipschitz curves. Then the statement follows from Lemma 3.5. Indeed,
given € > 0, let (ps)sepo,7] be a di-Lipschitz curve such that

T
/ IDs|e ds < di(p,q) + € .
0

Recall that (ps) is d-continuous. If it avoids the origin (and thus also a
neighborhood around it) then (ps) is also d-Lipschitz by (3.4). If the curve
hits the origin, put for sufficiently small r > 0:

s1:=1inf{s € [0,T] : ps € By}, sg:=sup{s € [0,T] : ps € By} .
We can construct a d-Lipschitz curve (ps) by replacing the part (ps)sefs; s,

with a piece of circle connecting ps, to ps,. From (3.2) we see that the d;-
length of (ps) is bounded by d;(p, q) + € + 7mr. Choosing r sufficiently small
and using the arbitrariness of £ we obtain the inequality “>" in (3.6).

In the case p = o or ¢ = o, the ray from or to the apex is a minimizing
curve. Note that it is a d-Lipschitz curve. O

Let us further observe the particular behavior of the distance under scaling
of space and time.
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Lemma 3.7. For any t > 0 and p,q € C(7) we have

-1 -1
Here, for A >0 and p = (r,a) € C(7) we set \p = (Ar, ).
Proof. It suffices to establish the identity (3.7) with d; replaced by dy. It
then passes easily to the associated length distance. Recall that d;(p,q) =
Waoge(3(7E+7" ), 5(7h ++%,) for 2,y such that P(z) = p, P(y) = ¢. Intro-
duce the dilation sy : z — Az and note that ~% = (s\/z)#’y\l/z_l . Now the
x

claim is immediate. O
We have the following result on the metric structure of the convoluted cone.

Proposition 3.8. The distance d; is induced by a metric tensor g' on the
open manifold C(m) \ {o} which is of warped product form

Gy () = R(r/VB)dr? + 12 A(r/VE)da? (3.8)

where R, A : (0,00) — (0,1] are bounded functions. Moreover, the distance
d; on the full cone is obtained for py,p1 € C(7) by

1
dt(po,pl) = inf/0 \/R(rs/\/Z)]q'nS‘Z + rgA(rS/\/Z)]as‘Z ds , (3.9)

where the infimum is taken over all Lipschitz curves (ps)sejo,) of (C(7),d)
connecting po,p1 and |rs|,|cs| denote the metric derivatives of the polar
coordinates of ps.

In (3.8) R and A stand for radial and angular.
Proof. Recall from Section 2 that

T
di(p, q :inf/ vt | ds,
{pra) = f) ]
t

where v} = 1;(p) and |7} | denotes the metric derivative with respect to
We(r). We will first use the lifting to R? and the characterization of the
Wasserstein metric derivative in terms of solutions to the continuity equation
to relate d; to a smooth metric tensor on R? and then we will push this tensor
to the cone to obtain the desired warped structure.

From Lemma 3.7 we immediately infer that it is sufficient to consider ¢t = 1.
For brevity let us set p, = %71 + %W,m and let f, be its density, i.e. f.(y) =
In(y — 2) + in(y + z), where n(y) = 2= exp(—|y[>/4) is the density of the
2-dimensional Gaussian at time 1.

We define a metric tensor § on R? by setting for z,w € R?:

gm(v’w) = /(va’vmw> dlu'ma

where V, is the unique vector field in 7},, 2(R?) solving

dihhzofwhw = %w (Vn(z +y) = Vnlz —y)) = —div(uV;") (3.10)

given by Lemma 3.4 (applied to s = %thC_FhW and u = pg). Indeed, by
uniqueness, V. depends linearly on w, hence g, (v, w) is a bilinear form.
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Now, define a metric tensor g on the open manifold C'(7) \ {o} by setting
for p= (r,a) € C(7) \ {o} and v,0 € R:

gp((”? 9)7 (Ua 6)) - gx(w7 w) )

cos cos —sina
aczr(, ), w:v<, )—i—@r( ),
sin o sin o COS (v
and extend via polarization. That g takes the form (3.8) is a consequence
of the fact that g,(w,w) is invariant under reflecting w at the line passing
through the origin and z, implying that gp((v, 0), (v, 9)) = gp((v, —0), (v, —9)),

and the invariance of g, (w,w) under simultaneous rotation of x,w. Explic-
itly, we have

R(T) = gr(l,O) ((17 0)7 (17 0)) ) A(T) = gr(l,O) ((07 1)7 (07 1)) . (311)
Let us now prove (3.9), i.e. that d; is induced by the tensor g. By Lemma
3.6 we have

where

1
dl(p07p1) - ll’lf/ ‘ps‘l ds )
0

where [ps|q is the metric derivative of ps with respect to the distance 671 and

the infimum is over Lipschitz curves in (C(7),d). Let us consider a Lipschitz

curve (ps)sepo,1) in (C(m),d) with polar coordinates (rs)s and (as)s. Let

(75)se[0,1] be a continuous a curve such that P(xs) = ps. By (3.2) the curves
1

vp, and iz, are Lipschitz with respect to We () and Wge respectively and

by definition of 671 and Lemma 3.1 we have

sy = 17,1 = lfias |

where the latter two metric derivatives are calculated with respect to Wer
and Wp2 respectively. By the characterization of absolutely continuous
curves, there exists for a.e. s a vector field Vi € T}, 2(R?) such that the
continuity equation Ospy, = — div(ps,Vs) holds in distribution sense. But
for a.e. s the left hand side is given by w; - (Vn(- + 25) — V(- — z5)) with

. [ oS g . — sin o
Wg =Tg| . + QT .
sin arg COS (g

Hence, the uniqueness statement in Lemma 3.4 implies that for a.e. s we
have Vi = V* and thus

|ps|% = G, (w5, ws) = gps((f“s,ds), (fds’ds,’)) = |7.“S|2R(TS) + T§|d8|2A(TS) .

This yields that d¢(pg, p1) is given by the right hand side in (3.9).
Finally, we turn to the boundedness of R and A. In fact for w a vector
of R? the vector field V : y — A.(y)w + (1 — A\x(y))(—w) where \;(y) =
Iy —x)/(n(y — =) +n(y + x))| satisfies (3.10) in place of V,*. It is an ele-
ment of L?(ji,; R™) with norm smaller than or equal to |w|. The orthogonal
projection on 7),, Z(R?) contracts the norm and provides another solution
to (3.10). According to the uniqueness statement in Lemma 3.4 it is V.
Hence we have proved g, (w,w) < |w|?. It follows that the functions A and
R defined in (3.11) are bounded from above by 1.

U
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Remark 3.9. We believe that the functions R and A in the proposition
above are smooth, so that d; would be induced by a smooth metric tensor
on C(m) \ {o}. From the explicit expression (3.16) for R given below in the
proof of Theorem 3.11, it is readily checked R is smooth. Proving smoothness
for A seems non-trivial due to the non-compactness of the cone.

Proposition 3.10. Ast goes to zero, the metric space (C(m),d;) tends to
(C(m),d) pointwise and in the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff topology.

Proof. By construction of d; and by the contractivity (3.2) with (2.3) we
have the chain of inequalities

dy <dy<d.

From Proposition 2.4 we already know that c?t pointwise converges to d as
t — 0 whence the convergence of d; follows. The convergence in pointed
Gromov—Hausdorff topology follows as in the proof of Proposition 2.4. [

As an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.8, we deduce that a d;-
minimizing curve connecting the apex o = (0,0) to the point (r,0) € C(r)
is given by the curve (sr,0)s¢[o,1]- Hence the distance of (r,0) from the apex

de((r,0),0) = /Olm/R(sr/\/Z) ds = /OTUR(s/\/%) ds . (3.12)

3.3. Persistence of the conic singularity for C(7). We will show that
the new distance d; has a conic singularity at the origin of angle v/27 inde-
pendent of ¢. In order to do so we will compare for small r the distance of a
point p, = (r,0) from the origin to the length of a circle around the origin
passing through p,.

More precisely, for r > 0 set p;(r) = d¢((0,7),0) and define

() = [ 1zl ds
0
where the curve p" : [0, 7] — C(m) is given by p. = (7, s).
Theorem 3.11. For each t > 0 we have

lim h(r) =2

r—0 py (’I")

In other words, the angle at the apex o is \/27. In particular, a singularity
persists at o. With the notation of Proposition 3.8 we have more precisely
R(r) ~7r%/2 and A(r) ~r%/4 as r — 0.

Moreover, C(v/27) is both, the tangent space of (C(r),ds) at o, and the limit
in the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff topology as t goes to infinity.

Remark 3.12. The discontinuity at ¢ = 0 of the asymptotic angle at o might
seem intriguing at first in view of the convergence of d; to the original
distance d given by Proposition 3.10. Note however, that the asymptotic
angle is in a certain sense a first order quantity, while the convergence of
distances is zero order. Intuitively, the discontinuity can be understood
from the scaling property (3.7). After zooming in at scale r, the heat kernel
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measure at a very small time ¢ looks like the heat kernel measure at the
larger time ¢//7 at the original scale.

Proof. We will calculate p; and [; asymptotically as r — 0.
From Proposition 3.8 and (3.12) we have

= /1 m/R(sr/\/E) ds (3.13)
0
le(r) =mr A(’I“/\/E) . (3.14)

Thus, it remains to calculate R and A. Denote by f, the density of ul =
%7% + %Wlx We set . = (r,0) € R? and recall from the proof of Proposition
3.8 that

R(T) = | |V1§7«170) | |%2('u‘510r;R2) ’
AG) = VOV g
where the vector field V" € T4 P(R?) is defined uniquely by the continuity
equation
d ) "
T lnmofatnw = —div(£2V7") . (3.15)
Note that

fo(y) = 1/2(n(y1 — z1)n(x2 — y2) + n(z1 + y1)n(z2 +12)) ,

where 7 denotes y — (4nt)~/2 exp(—y?/4t), the 1-dimensional Gaussian

density at time 1. Let us first concentrate on R. Here, we have to solve

d 1
ﬁ|h:0fmr+h(1,o)(y) = 77(2/2)5( —n'(yr—r)+ 1 (y1 + 7”))
= —div( xTVm(TI’O)) (y) .
It is easily checked that the solution is given by

w0y _ (L\1yr —r) —ny +7)
v = (o) e e

which indeed belongs to 7)1 2(R?). Thus, we have

- +7r 2
R(T) — / ’V (1 O d,uir — // |77 yl ) (yl )| dyl dy2

—r)+n(y +7)
. 2
y1 -7 +77(y1 +)

To determine the asymptotic behavior as » — 0, we first note that

1 120 (y1)? yi r
R(r) = §r2/ 277(y11) dz + o(r?) = r? / Zln(yl) dy; + o(r?) = — + o(r?) .
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Let us turn to calculating A. First we note that the left hand side 8" of the
continuity equation (3.15) is

d

B = o fzenon W) = 0'(2) 5 [ = nlyr — ) +nly + 7))

=0 (y1)n' (y2) + o(r) .
Unfortunately, we can not explicitly solve equation (3.15) in 7,1 P(R?) but

we can approximate the solution. To this end introduce the function " :
R? — R given by

\—/l\DI}—‘

1
Y (y) = ryyiye -

We calculate 6" (y) where §" : y — — div (fmrv¢r)(y)

0"(y) = —3 [yzn(yz) (' +r)+1'(y1 — 1))
+ 77/(3/2)3/1%(77(3/1 +7) + (s — 1))
= 2[(1+1 2) (' (yr +7) +1'(y1 — 1))

—_

+ 1 (y2) —( (y1 +7) — (yl—r))]

l\D

”
= 1 w2) (0 (1 +7) +0' (1 = 7))
r?
+ 5 (2) (nlys +7) = n(yr = 7))
where in the first line we used several times the identity 7'(t) = —(¢/2)n(t).
Considering an expansion in r at r = 0 we check that as r — 0 we have

1 |,8r—57"|2

Since the measures ,uglgr satisfy the Poincaré inequality with constant inde-

pendent of r, we deduce by Lemma 3.4 (applied to V" — VJSP )

that

and 41,)

1
;||VW - Vx(,?’l)Hm(u;T;R?) —0.
It thus suffices to calculate
IV a2

1
2

=2 (/(yf + y%)n(yz)%(n(m +7) + 1y — 7)) dy dy2>

= g—FO(TQ)
Thus \/A(r) = § + o(r). This together with (3.13), (3.14) yields
L2 2
= r“+o(r7),
1
L(r) = m7——=12 + o(r?
t( ) 7[-2\/5 ( )

This gives the claim on the limit ratio.
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For the last part of the statement let us consider the reparametrization
T :(r,8) € C(m) — (p(r),0) € C(w) where p stands for p; at time 1. We
note (7, #) the new coordinates. The function p is continuously differentiable
of positive derivative so that 7 is a diffeomorphism outside the apex. A curve
(Vs)sejo,r) with support on C(7) \ {o} is Lipschitz if and only if (7 o vs)s
is Lipschitz too. Moreover, a change of variable shows how to compute the
length on the second curve with the tensor defined by

R=1 and A = A(p' () < p~'(7)"

in place of R and A. We proved in Lemma 3.5 that in the minimisation
problem (3.9) it is possible to use Lipschitz curves outside the apex, or
Lipschitz rays from or to the apex. Both classes of curves are preserved by T
and 7 ~!. Finally similarly as in Lemma 3.5 the infimum of the length in the
new coordinates remains the same if it is allowed to test the Lipschitz curves
going through o. Using the equivalents of A and p we obtain A2 ~:_o /2.
Note that the equation A = ¢ would corresponds to the metric of C(en).
With the new coordinates we easily recognize that the tangent space at zero
is C'(v/27). Together with the time-space scaling of Lemma 3.7 we obtain
the same limit space when ¢ goes to infinity. O

Remark 3.13. The intuition for finding a good candidate V¢ for the solution
to

B = —div(f, V)
is as follows. Since we are interested only in the limit » — 0 we expand the
continuity equation in r. Note that f (y1,vy2) = n(yl)n(yg) + O(r?). We
expand Vi = Vo) + 7V + o(r). Since 7 = ' (y1)n'(y2) + o(r) we
conclude that Vg = 0 and that we must have
1 (y1)n' (y2) = — div(n @ V) (y1,y2)
= =1 (y1)n(y2) By, 21y — (Y11 (Y2)0yr (1)
—n(y)n(y2) Apay (Y1, y2)
u/2)n(u),
(42/2)0y,01)(y) + Apy(y) =0

A solution to this is given by ¢)(y) = Zylyg.

or equivalently, since n/(u) = —(
) -

Y1ya/4 — (Y1/2)0y, (1) (y

Remark 3.14. Unsurprisingly, the asymptotic angle of (C (m), dt) at infinity
remains 7 independently of ¢. More precisely, for any ¢ > 0:

lim (r)
r=o0 py(r)
Indeed, in view of (3.13), (3.14) we find after a change of variables in the

integral that
Lr)y — mA@r/VY < (r/VE )

(3.18)

pe(r) 7"/\/ \/— ds
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Thus we have
i i(r) = lim W(r)
r—o0 py(r) t—0 py(r)
In the last equality we used Proposition 3.10 for pi(r) — r and also a

representation of the length of type (2.4) together with d; < dy < d for
I (t) — 7.

3.4. The cone of angle 7/2. Like C(r), the cone C(7/2) admits an alter-
native characterization as a quotient of R?, however, it will be convenient
to phrase this in terms of complex numbers. We have

C(r/2)=C/o,

where the map o : C — C is the direct rotation by 7/2, i.e. o(z) = iz.
Let us denote by P : C — C(w/2) the canonical projection. Then the cone
distance between p,q € C'(7/2) can be written as

d(p.q) = min {|z = 2| k= 0,123}

where z, 2/ € C are such that P(z) = p, P(z') = ¢q. The Hausdorff measure on
C(7/2) is given as m = %P# Leb, where Leb denotes the Lebesgue measure
on C.

As in section 3.1 we can calculate Wasserstein distances in the cone via
lifting. Given v € P5(C(7w/2)) we denote by L(v) the symmetric lift of v,
i.e. the unique measure in

PIC) = {n € Po(C) : oy =p} |
such that Py L(v) = v. Then, in analogy to Lemma 3.1, for any two measures
w,v € Po(C(m/2)) we obtain
WC(ﬂ'/2) (M’ V) = W(C(L(:U’)’ L(V)) :

Recall that 7! denotes the two-dimensional Gaussian measure with variance
2t centered at z € C. We set v, = Py (L), where p = P(z). By the obvious

analogue of Lemma 3.2, 1}, is the heat kernel measure on C(7/2) in the sense
of RCD spaces. Note that its lift is given by

1
L(vy) = 7|7 + 7 + 75 + 1L

Let d; be the length distance associated to cjt(p, q) = WC(W/Q)(V;,Vé). It
is found again to satisfy the scaling relation (3.7). Arguing exactly as in
Proposition 3.8 and Proposition 3.10 we obtain

Proposition 3.15. The distance d; is induced by a metric tensor g* on the
open manifold C(m/2) \ {o} which is of warped product form

Gy (1) = R(r/VE)dr* + 12 A(r/Vt)da? | (3.19)
where R, A : (0,00) — (0,1] are bounded functions.

Of course, the precise form of the functions R and A is different for C'(m/2)
and C(m).

Proposition 3.16. As ¢ goes to zero, the metric space (C(7/2),d;) tends
to (C(7/2),d) pointwise and in the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff topology.
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In order to calculate the angle at the apex, for r > 0 let us set again
pi(r) = di(o,(0,7)), where o denotes the apex, as well as

/2
W) = [ 1zl ds.
0

WhereE the) curve p" : [0,7/2] — C(7/2) = ([0,00) x [0,7/2]) / ~ is given by
py = (1,8).

Theorem 3.17. For each t > 0 we have

lim (r)

=0.
r—0 pt(r)

In other words, the angle at the apex o is zero. We have more precisely
R(r) ~r%/4 and A(r) € O(r®) as r — 0.

Moreover, R is both, the tangent space of (C(w/2),d;) at o, and the limit
in the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff topology as t goes to infinity.

Proof. We will follow the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 3.11.
Let us highlight the main steps. By scaling, we can again assume that
t = 1. Let us denote by ul = ih; +95 +9L, + yliz} the lift of V}D(z) and
denote by f, its density with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Recalling the
expressions (3.13), (3.14) (the latter with 7 replaced by 7/2) for p and [, it
is sufficient to calculate R(r) and A(r) asymptotically as r — 0. A rotation
of 7/4 permits us to see the measures p! as product measures. This allows
us to calculate R exactly in a similar way as in Theorem 3.11. Thus, we
set z, = re'™/* and recall that R(r) = HVTH%Q(M% R2)> where V,. is the unique

vector field in T 2 (R?) solving the continuity equation

dh ‘h 0 zr+he”‘/4 + le(fzr r) =0. (3.20)

Using the explicit expression

For(2) = 3 [n(er = r/VD) + s 47V [ntas — VD) (e +r/VD)

4
we readily check that

dh ‘h ofz”rhew4 B

4\/—[ 77(961—T/\/_)+77(x1+7°/\/_)“ (x 2—7“/\/5)—1—77(352—1—7“/\/5)}
4\/_{ (m—r/\/_)—i—n(m—i—r/\/_)H 0 (x 2-7”/\/5)4—77/(1'24-7“/\/5)},

and that the solution to (3.20) is given by

~ (or(1) _ 1@ +r/V2) =z —r/V2)
v = (i) e

V2@ +r/V2) 4@ —r/V2)
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Thus, we find

/‘ 2f = /!nw+r/f n—r/V2P®
e (x +7/V2) +77(x—r/\/_)

:ZJFO( ?).

Let us turn to calculating A. Here, it is convenient to set z, = (r,0) and re-
call that A(r) = ||V, |2, (uL r2)> where V. is the unique solution in 7)1 P(R?)

to the continuity equation
E‘h:OfZTJr(O’h) + le(szV;») =0. (321)

We will again approximate the solution. First note that

Br = ah ‘hzofzr+(0,h) (2)

= 1 [1@0) (n(e = 1) = ntwa 1)) — @) (1 — 1)~ mlar + 7))

4
743
@) (o) = o (w0 (@2) | + o(r)

T 12
T‘3

T 48

where in the last equality we have used that 7' (u) = —(u/2)n(u) and " (u) =
(—(u®/4) + (5u/4))n(w). Now, set ¥’ (y) = kslyiyz — y1y3] and calculate

6 = — div(f., Vi) = =01 f., 019" — Do f, ot)"
3

—(axy — w1a3)n(z1)n(x2) + o(r®)

74

=T (3ates — ) [ @) (n(az — ) + (s + 1)

o+ n(@a) (0 (@ = 1) + 1 (21 + 7))
7j
~ e — ) g [en) (0 (22 = )+ (22 7))

0 (@2) (21 = 7) + (s + 7)) |

7,3

=5 | 3ot — e (1)n(e2) — (Bader — aDn@) (22)] + o)
7“3

=g (@172 = map)n(a1)n(@s) + o(r?) .

Hence, as r — 0 we obtain that

1 ’/87‘_57"2
E/ er —>0

Since the measures ,u;T satisfy the Poincaré inequality with constant inde-
pendent of r, we deduce by Lemma 3.4 that

1
T_guvwr - V;"HL2(;@T;]R2) —0.
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This yields that \/A(r) = ||V’I’Z)T‘HL2(M%T) +o0(r3) = Cr® + o(r?) for a suitable
constant C. Using finally (3.13), (3.14) we find that pi(r) is of order r?
while I1(r) is of order r3. This yields the claim on the ratio.

In analogy with the end of the proof of Theorem 3.11 concerning the trans-
formation 7, and with the notation adapted from it we find R = 1 and
A = o(1) when 7 goes to zero. One recognizes that the tangent cone is RT
and, using the space-time scaling similarly to Lemma 3.7 one sees that R™
is also the pointed Gromov—Hausdorff limit when ¢ goes to infinity. O

4. SMOOTHING THE HEISENBERG GROUP

4.1. Heisenberg group. Most of the considerations in this section can be
generalized to the higher-dimensional Heisenberg groups, but for simplic-
ity we consider only the first Heisenberg group H. This Lie group can be
represented by H = C x R with the multiplicative structure

1 ~
(z,u) - (2,u) = <z+ 2w+ — §Im(zz’)> ,

where Im is the imaginary part of a complex number.
A basis for the Lie algebra is given by the left invariant vector fields

X:@x—%au, Y:6y+g(9u, U=20,,

and the relation [X, Y] = U. We will also consider the right invariant vector
fields

X:aﬁ%au, Y:ay—gau, U=U.

The Haar measure associated with the group structure is up to a constant
multiple the 3-dimensional Lebesgue measure, denoted by L, it is both left-
and right-invariant.

4.2. Riemannian and sub-Riemannian distances. The Heisenberg group
carries a sub-Riemannian structure given by the pseudo-norm

a?+ b ife=0,

+00 otherwise.

laX +bY + cU||2, = {

The Carnot—Carathéodory distance d.. is obtained by minimizing the sub-
Riemannian length of curves connecting two points. More precisely, given
p,q € H we have

T
%mmzméummw,

where the infimum is taken e.g. over all absolutely continuous curves (7ys) s€[0,T]
with respect to the Euclidean distance such that vo = p,yr = ¢q. Note that
the sub-Riemannian length of v is only finite if 7 is horizontal, i.e. for a.e. s
the tangent vector ;4 is contained in the horizontal sub-bundle

TH = Vect(X,Y) .
As a consequence of the so-called Hormander condition, namely that the

horizontal vector fields generate the full tangent space, the distance d. is
finite: any two points of H,, can be connected by a horizontal curve of finite
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length and even a minimizing curve can be found. Note that a curve is
absolutely continuous with respect to the Carnot—Carathéodory distance if
and only if it is absolutely continuous with respect to the Euclidean distance,
its tangent vector is horizontal at almost every point and its sub-Riemannian
length is finite.

The 3-dimensional Lebesgue measure £ coincides with the 4-dimension Haus-
dorff measure of the metric space (H, dc.). It has been shown in [19] that the
metric measure space (H,dc., L) does not satisfy the curvature-dimension
condition CD(K, N) for any K, N.

However, the sub-Riemannian pseudo-norm is naturally approximated by a
family of Riemannian metrics indexed by € > 0 and defined via

HCLX + bY + CUH%{iem(e) = CL2 + b2 + (6/8)2 .

We denote the associated Riemannian distance by dgiem (). The associated

Riemannian volume coincides with £ up to a constant. One can check that
the best lower bound on the Ricci curvature of ||[|giem(e) is —5e2, see
e.g. [5]. We have the following comparison of d.. and dRjem, that stand for

dRiem(l)-
Proposition 4.1 ([20, Lemmal.1]). We have

dRiem < dcc S dRiem + 47 .

Moreover, there are positive constants ¢ and C such that for any point p =
(z,u) e H=C x R:

max(|2], e(|z] + [u]'/?)) < dec(0r,p) < C(l2] + [u]'/?) .

4.3. Isometries. For every p € H, we denote by 7, : H — Hand 6, : H — H
the left and right translations respectively, i.e.

(@) =p-q=04(p) .

By definition a vector field V' is a left invariant if and only if D7, (V) =V for
every p € H. Hence, the left translation 7, is an isometry for both distances
dcec and driem. This is false for 6, unless ¢ = Op.
Other isometries are

e the rotations p, : H 3 (z,u) — (e®z,u) defined for a € R,

o the reflection £ : H 3 (z,u) — (Z, —u),
and up to the multiplicative constant A,

e the dilations 0y : H 3 (z,u) = (A2, \2u) where A > 0.
One has DJy(V) = AV if and only if V' is horizontal. In general one has

D6y (aX + bY 4 cU) = AaX +bY) + \2cU .

Therefore 6y is an isometry between (H, d..) and (H, A\~'d..) as well as be-
tween (H, dRjem(e)) and (H, )\*ldRiem(E)\)). Hence, all the Riemannian man-
ifolds (H, dRiem(a))€>0 are isometric up to a multiplicative constant, which
justifies that we mainly consider (H, dgjem) corresponding to € = 1.
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4.4. Wasserstein space over the Heisenberg group and absolutely
continuous curves of measures. Denote by Wy the L2-Wasserstein dis-
tance build from the Carnot—Carathéodory distance d... We will recall here
the characterization of 2-absolutely continuous curves in (WQ(H, dec), WH)
via solutions to the continuity equation.

Denote by div'V the divergence of a vector field V on R? with respect to
the Lebesgue measure. Note that the basis vector fields X,Y, U all have
divergence zero and moreover, we have div(fX+¢Y+hV) =X f+Yg+Uh
for every smooth functions f, g, h. We denote by

Viuf = X)X+ (Y)Y,

the horizontal gradient of a function f. Then, for any smooth, compactly
supported function f and vector field V we have the integration by parts
formula

/HfdivV L = —/H<va,V>cc dc .

Further let us denote by L2.(1) the Hilbert space of Borel vector fields V
equipped with the norm

IVIEs, = [ IVIE dn.

Note that any V € L2.(u) must be horizontal p-a.e. Now, we have the
following characterization of absolutely continuous curves.

Proposition 4.2 (20, Proposition 3.1]). A weakly continuous curve (ps)sejo,r)
in Po(H) is 2-absolutely continuous with respect to Wy if and only if there
exists a Borel family of vector fields Vg with fOT HVSH%EC(MS) ds < oo such
that the continuity equation

Ospt + div(psVs) =0

holds in distribution sense. In this case we have |fis| < |[Vs|lr2_ (4,

s. Moreover, Vg is uniquely determined for a.e. s if we require

) Jor a.e.

e 00 3 Lgc(us)
Vs € TuSWQ(H) i {VHZZ) | ¢ € Cc (R )}
and there holds |fis| = [|Vs||z2, () -

Following verbatim the argument of Lemma 3.4 we obtain a similar state-
ment in the Heisenberg group.

Lemma 4.3. Let p = pL € P5(H) with strictly positive density p. Assume
that u satisfies the Poincaré type inequality

/MF@SC/MmmiM, (4.1)

forall f € C(H) with [ f du=0. Lets € L'(H, L) be such that [ s dL =0

and

2
S
s/l = [Sae < .
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Then there exists a unique horizontal vector field V € T, Z>(H) such that
the equation

s+div(uV) =0
holds in distribution sense. Moreover, we have

IV12a < Cls/Vala . (4.2)

4.5. Heat kernel. Another important consequence of the Hérmander con-
dition is the hypoellipticity of the operators A, = X? 4+ Y? and A — 0y,
which in particular means that distributional solutions p : (0,00) x H — R
of the heat equation

Op = Acep,

are smooth. Note that the heat equation is left invariant. As shown by
Gaveau [16], the unique distributional solution u; = p¢£ with initial con-
dition pp € P5(H) is given via convolution with a fundamental solution

by
pe(p) = / be(q~'p) duo(q)

where b; is given explicitly by

2 A |2|? A
= — - - h M
be(z,u) (D)2 /Rexp <t <2u o cot )\>> Y dA

In fact b is the density of Xy = (Bat, La;) where the process (By)i>o is a
planar Brownian motion B = B! +iB? and L; = %fg(B; dB? — B? dB})
is the Lévy area. Hence b; is a strictly positive probability density with
respect to £ for all t. Moreover, h,L € P5(H).

We will need the following estimates [5, (14) and proof of Thm. 3.1].

/ ((Xloghs)* + (Ylogh)® )by dL = 7, /(U log ;)b L < 00 . (4.3)

SN )

The same estimates hold for the right invariant vector fields X, Y, U. Note
also the scaling relation

bu(z, ) = t%f)l(z/\/%, wt) (4.4)

Given t > 0 and ¢ € H we define the measure v, € 25(H) via

)0 ift=0,
! (1q)2(beL) = bi(g'p)L(dp) otherwise,
and call it the heat kernel measure centered at ¢.

Lemma 4.4. The map v; = (H,dee) 3 q = v} € (Po(H), W) is injective
and Lipschitz. Moreover, Wy (v, v}

vy Vg) tends to infinity as dec(p,q) goes to
mfinity.

Before we go to the proof, let us stress that the isometries of (H, d.) intro-
duced in paragraph 4.3 give rise to isometries of (H(H), W) via pushfor-
ward. In particular, translations of measures (7,)4 are isometries.
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Proof. We first check injectivity. Form the probabilistic interpretation of
h; one sees that the projection P : H — C transports I/€Z7u) to the 2-
dimensional Gaussian measure centered at z with covariance 2t - Id. There-
fore, we have sz,u) #+ ng/,u/) provided z # z’. Further, note that sz,u) =
(T(O,u/,u))#yfzm,). Hence, the two measures are distinct provided u # '
since (7'(071‘/,“))# is an isometry. This proves injectivity of ;.

Lipschitz continuity of ¢; follows from Kuwada’s duality between L9-Wasserstein
contraction estimates and LP-gradient estimates on the heat kernel of the
Heisenberg group, established e.g. in [5]. See [22, Prop. 4.1] and the discus-
sion thereafter. The distance Wi (0p,1},) = Wi (doy,v) is independent from
p. Hence

Wn(vy,, vg) > Wit (8p, 8g) — 2Wia (0. v)

Y
tends to infinity as de.(p, q) = Ww(dp,dq) tends to infinity. O

Finally, we note that for any ¢t > 0 the measures 1/}; satisfy the Poincaré type
inequality (4.1) with a constant C' = ¢- ¢ for some ¢ > 0, see [15, Thm. 1.7].

4.6. Smoothing effect of the transformation. In view of Lemma 4.4 the
map ¢ : H> q— 1/}; € P(H) satisfies Assumption 2.1 and the hypotheses
of Proposition 2.4 are also satisfied. Thus as outlined in Section 2 we can
introduce the new distance

(Zf(p’ q) = WH(V;,I/S) )

as well as the associated length distance

T T
di(q,p) = inf/ |psle ds = inf/ ]D;S] ds,
0 0

where the infimum is taken over absolutely continuous (or equivalently Lip-
schitz) curves (ps)sefo,7] in (H,cfivt) such that pg = p,pr = ¢ and |ps|; and
|1);,S| denote the metric derivatives with respect to cjt and Wy respectively.
We have the following scaling relation.

Proposition 4.5. Fort > 0 and every p,q € H we have

i (8,0 s70) = V- di(p,q) - (4.5)
In other words, the dilation § s is an isometry from (H, Vitdy) to (H,dy).

Proof. The measure dilation (9))y dilates the Wasserstein distance Wy by
the factor A\. As a consequence of the scaling relation (4.4) we find that

(Ox)pvl = l/g‘qu). Thus, we obtain (4.5) with d replaced by d, which then
easily passes to the induced length distance. O

We can now state our main theorem about the smoothing effect of the
transformation of the distance.

Theorem 4.6. The distance d; is induced by a left-invariant Riemannian
metric tensor g;. More precisely, we have dy = K - dRiem(li\/Z)’ where the

constant K, k satisfy K > 2 and K/k < /2.
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The numerical estimates on x and K will be given in Remarks 4.7 and 4.8.
The first remark explains the reason why the convolution procedure allows
to recover the forbidden non-horizontal direction. The second remark relates
K to the optimal constant in Wasserstein contraction estimates for the heat
flow. Together with the convergence results in Proposition 4.9, this result
proves Theorem 1.3 claimed in the introduction.

Proof of Theorem 4.6. By Proposition 4.5 it suffices to consider ¢ = 1 and
we will do so fo;v the moment. We suppress the index ¢ = 1 in the notation,
setting d = dy,d = dy and v, = vl

q
Definition of g: For ¢ € H and a,b,c € R we define:
9q((aX +bY +cU)(q) = IV§"“I172.0) - (4.6)

where Vg’b’c is the unique vector field in 7, %, (H) solving the continuity
equation

s | ,_oVa. + div(yg Vi) =0 (4.7)
with a curve (gs)s such that gy = g and ¢s = (aX +bY +cU)(qs). Existence
a,b,c

and uniqueness of V" are ensured by Lemma 4.3. We will show below
that ¢ is indeed a metric tensor after polarizing it to a bilinear form. First
we have to check that the assumptions of Lemma 4.3 are fulfilled.

Note that the continuity equation can be rewritten as

Os|,_ops + div(pg V") =0, (4.8)
where ps(p) = h1(g; 'p) is the density of v,,. The derivation of s — ¢;'.qs
yields

d
s
where we use the equalities between left- and right-invariant vector fields at
Om = ¢; '.qs. We obtain
0s],_ops(p) = = ((aX +bY + cU)b1) (¢ 'p) -
Thus, by the left invariance of £ and (4.3), we have that

9 S s - 2
[k o [UK T OME o
0 1

= —q; '4sq; ' = —(aX + bY + cU)(g; ")

Hence, Lemma 4.3 is indeed applicable.

The metric g is Riemannian: By linearity of (4.7) and uniqueness of the
solution, Vg’b’c depends linearly on a, b, c. Thus g,(-) is quadratic and indeed
gives rise to a metric tensor after polarization. Note moreover, that Vg’b’c =
DTq(VSI’Ef’C). This implies that g is left invariant, i.e.

9q((aX +bY + cU)(q)) = goy ((aX + bY + cU)(0m)) -
In particular, g, depends smoothly on q.

Characterization of the Riemannian metrics obtained by convolution: 1t is
readily checked that g is also invariant under rotations p,. Left invariant and
rotation invariant Riemannian metrics g on H form a two parameter family
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indexed by K,k > 0 defined by K = g(X)'/2? = g(Y)"/? and K/x = g(U)"/2.
Thus, we must have that g = K2||-H%{iem(m).

The distance d coincides with the Riemannian distance: Let us denote by d,
the Riemannian distance induced by g and recall that

T
dg(p, q :inf/ 9¢:(qs) ds
4(p,q) Ox/q()

where the infimum is taken e.g. over all curves (gs) e[, 7] connecting p to g
that are Lipschitz with respect to Euclidean distance. To see that d coincides
with dg, it is sufficient to check that a curve (gs)s is d-Lipschitz if and only
if it is locally Lipschitz in Euclidean sense and for any such curve we have

* = g4.(ds) (4.9)

where the left hand side is the metric derivative with respect to d.

So let (gs)sefo,r] be a Euclidean Lipschitz curve such that ¢s = (asX+bsY +
¢sU)(gs). Following the reasoning in the first part of the proof, we see that
the continuity equation

Osvg, + div(yqsvggvbSvcs) -0

|ds

holds with || V&b 2 ) = K?(a? 4+ b2 + ¢2/k?). Thus, by the charac-

Lgc (VQS
terization of absolutely continuous curves in (Z2(H), Wy), Proposition 4.2,

and the definition of c?, the curve (gs)s is locally cfivt—absolutely continuous
with metric derivative K /a2 + b2+ c2/k2, and also Lipschitz. Moreover,
(4.9) holds by definition of g. Conversely, to see that any d-Lipschitz curve
is also Euclidean Lipschitz, it suffices to note that the previous argument

shows in particular, that d < dy < K - dRjem(x) and that dgjem(s) is locally
equivalent to the Euclidean distance.

Remark 4.7 (Estimate on k). The crucial feature of the regularized distance
d; as opposed to dc. is that also non-horizontal curves can have finite length.
This is due to the effect that even when the length of a curve (gs)s with
respect to dec is infinite, the length of (1/}35) s with respect to the Wasserstein
distance build from d.. may be finite. Let us make this more explicit for
the special curve g5 = (0,0, s). This curve is not horizontal and has infinite
length, actually dec(gs, gr) = c-+/|s — r|, where ¢ = dc(0m, g1), which follows
from the behavior of d.. under translations and dilations. However, the curve
vi = pLL with py(p) = be(g5 ' p) satisfies the continuity equation

Osps = —Ups = = [X, Y] ps = =X (Yps) + Y (Xps) = —div(ps V)

with the horizontal, but not of gradient type vector field V4 = (Y log ps)X —
(Xlog ps)Y. Hence, we have

Xbh,)2 Yh, )2 2
rvqs\<uvsuLgC:\/ / (Xb:) ;f be) dﬁ:\/;

by (4.3). Therefore the curve (v,,) has indeed finite Wy-length and K/x =
91(U) < V2.
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Remark 4.8 (Estimate on K). It has been proved by Kuwada [22] that
the ratio c?t /d.c is related to a gradient estimate established by Driver and
Melcher [15]. In fact the constant Co in this estimate can be dually defined
by

Cy = sup dcc(pa Q)ilw(’/;’ V;)’

PFq

so that it is in particular independent from ¢. From [15] it is known Coy > 2
and a conjecture is Cy = 2, see [5, Remark 3.2]. Let us show K = C5, which
gives a new understanding of this constant. We have

di/dee = (di/dee) X (dz/dy)

with d;/d.. < K and ci/dt < 1. But for g5 = (s,0,0) we see that that the
quotient of the distances between 0 and ¢s tend to K and 1 respectively as
s goes to zero. Therefore g1(X) = K = Cy > 2.

We conclude this section with an observation on the limiting behavior of the
convoluted distances as t — 0.

Proposition 4.9. Ast — 0, for all p,q € H we have:

di(p, q) — dec(p, q)
dt(p, Q) — K- dcc(p, Q) .

Moreover, the metric spaces (H, d;) converge to (H, d..) in the pointed Gromov—
Hausdorff sense.

Proof. The pointwise convergence of c?t to dc. follows from Proposition 2.4.
The pointwise convergence of d; follows immediately from the explicit for-
mula for d; = K dRiem(/@ NG, in Theorem 4.6. As the usual approximation
of the subRiemannian Heisenberg group holds in the pointed Gromov—
Hausdorff sense, the space (H,d;) tends to (H, Kd.). But as explained
in paragraph 4.3, (H, K - d¢.) is isometric to (H,d..) via the dilation dx-.
The last statement follows. O
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