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A FIBRATION THEOREM FOR COLLAPSING SEQUENCES OF
ALEXANDROV SPACES

TADASHI FUJIOKA

ABSTRACT. Suppose a sequence M; of Alexandrov spaces collapses to a space
X with only weak singularities. Yamaguchi constructed a map f; : M; — X
called an almost Lipschitz submersion for large j. We prove that if M; has a
uniform positive lower bound for the volumes of spaces of directions, which is
sufficiently large compared to the weakness of singularities of X, then f; is a
locally trivial fibration. Moreover, we show some properties on the intrinsic
metric and the volume of the fibers of f;.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M; be a sequence of n-dimensional Alexandrov spaces with curvature > s
and diameter < D. It is well-known that M; has a convergent subsequence in the
Gromov-Hausdorff distance and that the limit space X is also an Alexandrov space
of dimension < n and with curvature > k. The main problem of the convergence
theory of Alexandrov spaces is to determine the relation between the topology and
geometry of X and those of M; with large j.

According to Perelman’s stability theorem, if dim X = n, then M, is homeo-
morphic to X ([8], []). The case dim X < n is called a collapse. In this case,
Yamaguchi [I6] proved that if both M; and X are Riemannian manifolds, then
there exists a locally trivial fibration f; : M; — X, which is an almost Riemannian
submersion. This result can be generalized to the case when both M; and X have
only weak singularities (|2, 9.13]). Furthermore, Yamaguchi [I7] also proved that
even if M; is a general Alexandrov space, if X has only weak singularities, then
there exists a map f; : M; — X called an almost Lipschitz submersion, which is a
generalization of an almost Riemannian submersion.

To state Yamaguchi’s almost Lipschitz submersion theorem, we introduce some
notation. We denote by § a positive number less than some constant depending
only on n and &, and by (d) a positive function depending only on n and x such
that »(0) — 0 as § — 0. For a positive number a, we denote by c(a) a positive
constant depending only on n, k¥ and a, which is much smaller than a.

Theorem 1.1 ([I7, 0.2]). Let k < n and let X be a k-dimensional Alezandrov space
with curvature > k such that every point has a (k,d)-strainer with length > £. Let
M be an n-dimensional Alexandrov space with curvature > k that is p-close to X
in the Gromov-Hausdorff distance. Suppose u < c(£5?) < €5%. Then, there evists
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a »#(8)-almost Lipschitz submersion f: M — X in the following sense:

@)Wl _ sininf Zyzz| < »(9)
|zy| :
for any x,y € M, where the infimum is taken over all z € f~1(f(z)).

Yamaguchi conjectured that the map f is actually a locally trivial fibration.
Rong and Xu [I1] showed that it is true if each fiber of f is a topological manifold
(without boundary) of codimension k. Xu [14] (cf. [I5]) also proved that f is a
Hurewicz fibration. Their proofs are based on the construction of neighborhood
retractions to the fibers, which can be applied to a wider class of maps called e®-
Lipschitz and co-Lipschitz maps. We prove Yamaguchi’s conjecture from a different
point of view, in the following case:

Theorem 1.2. Under the conditions of Theorem [I1], let € be a lower bound for
the volume of the space of directions at each point of M. Suppose in addition
d < c(e) < e. Then, the map f is a locally trivial fibration.

In the case of collapse of codimension one, the additional assumption is always
satisfied.

Corollary 1.3. Under the conditions of Theorem [I1, if k = n — 1, then f is a
locally trivial fibration whose fiber is homeomorphic to a circle or a closed interval.

Let us explain how to prove Theorem [[2l Let {(a;,b;)}%_; be a (k, §)-strainer at
p € X, where k = dim X. Then, the distance map ¢ = (Jay - |,...,|ax-|) : X — RF
gives a local chart around p. Let ¢ : M — R and p € M be natural lifts of » and
p, respectively. Then, =1 o % gives a local map between neighborhoods of p and
p. The global map f in Theorem [T is constructed by gluing such local maps. We
prove that f satisfies

(1.1) (o f(x)—po f(y)— (¢(x) — y))| < (6)|xyl

for any z, y near p. Roughly speaking, the differential of ¢ o f is close to that of ¢.
This inequality allows f to inherit the properties of o =! o .

In [8], Perelman developed the theory of noncritical maps and proved that a
proper noncritical map is a locally trivial fibration (here, the definition of noncriti-
cality includes an assumption on the volume of spaces of directions). In particular,
the above ¢ is a locally trivial fibration near p under the additional assumption
of Theorem We slightly modify the definition of noncritical maps in terms of
the inequality (LI) and show that ¢ o f is also a locally trivial fibration. From
this point of view, the general case of Yamaguchi’s conjecture is reduced to the
problem of proving Perelman’s fibration theorem for noncritical maps without the
assumption on the volume of spaces of directions (see also Remark [.10]).

Next, we discuss the fibers of the map f in Theorem [l (not in Theorem [[2)).
Fibers of almost regular maps such as ¢ were studied in [2, §11-12]. The inequality
(I enables us to apply the arguments there to ¢ o f. It is also known that the
fundamental group of the homotopy fiber of f contains a nilpotent subgroup whose
index is uniformly bounded above ([, [17], [6], [14], [I5]). Here, we show some
metric properties of the fibers of f. Note that the diameters of the fibers of f
are very small (less than a constant multiple of the Gromov-Hausdorfl distance p
between M and X). Let vol,, denote the m-dimensional Hausdorff measure.
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Theorem 1.4. Let f : M — X be the map of Theorem[Idl Let F,, denote the fiber
f~Y(p) overp e X.

(1) The induced intrinsic metric of Fy, is almost isometric to the original one,
that is,

lzylr, < (14 5(8))]y|
for any x,y € F,, where | , |F, denotes the induced intrinsic metric of Fy.

(In particular, we can use both metrics below.)
(2) The Hausdorff dimension of F, is n — k. Moreover, we have

0 < vol,_ F, < C(diam F,)" ¥,

where C' is a positive constant depending only on n and k.
(3) Fizp € X. Then, for any q € X sufficiently close to p, we have

VOln,k Fq

vobn + F, 1‘ < x(6).

The property (1) was known for fibers of almost regular maps such as ¢ ([2
11.11]). Thus, it also holds for the fibers of ¢ o f satisfying the inequality (LTI
This result was stated in the first version of [14], but has been deleted in the second
version (due to an oversight as explained in the abstract on arXiv). Regarding
(2), it was only known that the topological dimension of fibers of almost regular
maps such as ¢ is no greater than n — k ([2, 11.8]). The left inequality in (2) was
conjectured in [7, 4.2]. The author does not know whether the volume of F), is
actually continuous in (3).

Remark 1.5. Strictly speaking, we should not assert that our results (Theorem
[[2] Corollary [[3] and Theorem [[.4)) hold for the almost Lipschitz submersion con-
structed by Yamaguchi [I7]. In fact, we construct the map f of Theorem [[I]in a
different way from [I7] and show the inequality (1)) for this new map but not for
the original one. However, both constructions are essentially the same and (L))
actually holds for Yamaguchi’s map. See Theorem 1] and Remark

The organization of this paper is as follows: In §] we introduce some notation
and conventions which will be used throughout this paper. In §3l we recall some
basic facts on Alexandrov spaces, especially strainers, and list a few lemmas from
[8] for later use. In §4 we construct the map f of Theorem [Tl and show the
inequality (LI). In §5l we generalize Perelman’s fibration theorem for noncritical
maps in terms of the inequality (II) and prove Theorem and Corollary
Most of the contents of this section are slight modifications of those of [§, §3]. In
§6) we define the notion of almost regular maps in terms of the inequality (II]) and
study fibers of them (note that our definition of almost regular maps is different
from that of [2]). In §6.01 we prove Theorem [[4[(1). In §6.21 we prove the left
inequality of Theorem [[4(2), and in §6.3] we prove the right inequality. In §6.41
we prove Theorem [I.4](3).

2. NOTATION AND CONVENTIONS

The dimension of Alexandrov spaces is usually denoted by n. The lower curva-
ture bound k of Alexandrov spaces is fixed and omitted unless otherwise stated.
A positive integer k is usually no greater than n and is often less than n. We
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always assume that a lower bound ¢ for the lengths of strainers is no greater than
1 especially when x < 0 (indeed, all our arguments using strainers are local).

We denote by ¢ and C' various small and large positive constants, respectively.
Unless otherwise stated, such constants depend only on n and k. If they depend
on additional parameters, it will be indicated explicitly, like ¢(e).

We always assume that a positive number § is smaller than some constant cy
depending only on n and k. We denote by 3(d) various positive functions such that
#(0) — 0 as 6 — 0. Unless otherwise stated, sr depends only on n and x. In this
case, we often assume that »(J) is also smaller than c.

In §32 §5land §6.3, we use another positive number . In these sections, > may
depend additionally on e. Furthermore, we assume that § is smaller than some
constant ¢o(e) depending only on n, k and &, which is much smaller than any other
c(e) appearing in these sections. We often assume that »(J) is also smaller than
co(e).

The m-dimensional Hausdorff measure is denoted by vol,,. We use the standard
Euclidean norm on R* except in §5 where we use the maximum norm instead.

3. PRELIMINARIES

We first recall some basic facts on Alexandrov spaces. See [2] or [I] for more
details.

Let M be an n-dimensional Alexandrov space with curvature > x. For a geodesic
triangle Apgr in M with vertices p, ¢ and r, we denote by qur a geodesic trian-
gle with the same sidelengths in the simply-connected complete surface of constant
curvature k. Then, by the definition of an Alexandrov space, the natural correspon-
dence from Apgr to Apgr is nonexpanding. Let Zgpr denote the angle of Apgr
at p and qur the corresponding angle of qur. Then, the Alexandrov convexity
implies that Zgpr > Zqpr.

For p € M, we denote by 3, the space of directions at p. Then, ¥, is an (n—1)-
dimensional compact Alexandrov space with curvature > 1. For a point ¢ € M, we
denote by q; € X, one of the directions of shortest paths from p to g. Furthermore,
for a closed subset A C M, we denote by A}, C X, the set of all directions of
shortest paths from p to A. We sometimes use the notation @}, C %, to denote the
set of all directions of shortest paths from p to ¢ by regarding Q as {q}.

The class of all Alexandrov spaces with dimension < n, curvature > xk and diam-
eter < D is compact with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff distance. Furthermore,
the class of all pointed Alexandrov spaces with dimension < n and curvature > k
is compact with respect to the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff topology.

3.1. Strainers. Let M be an n-dimensional Alexandrov space.

Definition 3.1. A point p € M is said to be (k, §)-strained if there exists k pairs
{(ai, b;)}¥_, of points in M such that

Zaipbi > T = 5,
Zaipai/, Zaipbi/, Zbipbi/ > 7T/2 -9

for all 1 < i # i’ < k. The collection {(a;,b;)}¥_; is called a (k,J)-strainer at p.
The number min;{|a;p|, |bip|} is called the length of this strainer.

We now describe a few basic properties of strainers and strained points.
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Lemma 3.2. Let (a,b) be a (1,0)-strainer at p € M with length > €. Then, we
have }
Laxy — Laxy| < (0)

for any x,y € B(p,£d) and any shortest paths za, Ty.

See [2, 5.6] or [1l 10.8.13] for the proof.

Let S*(X) be the k-fold spherical suspension over a space ¥ of curvature > 1
(see [2 4.3.1] for the definition). Note that it is isometric to the spherical join of
¥ and the unit sphere S¥~! of dimension k£ — 1. Thus, S*(X) contains an isometric
copy of Sk=1 (we identify them). Let {(&;,7:)}%_, be a collection of pairs of points
in S*=1 C S*(X) such that

&mil =, [&&ir| = |&mwr| = [minir| = /2
for all 1 < i # i’ < k. We call such a collection an orthogonal k-frame of S¥(X).
Conversely, if a space of curvature > 1 has such a collection, then it is isometric to
a k-fold spherical suspension (see [T}, 10.4.3]).

The space of directions at a strained point is close to a suspension in the following
sense:

Lemma 3.3. Let p € M be a (k,8)-strained point with a strainer {(a;,b;)}r_,.
Let (A;),,, (Bi), denote the set of all directions of shortest paths from p to ai, b;,
respectively. Then, there exists a »(0)-approzvimation %, — S*(X) which sends
{((Ad)y, (Bi),)}i—y to an orthogonal k-frame of S*(X), where X is a space of cur-
vature > 1 and dimension < n —k — 1 (possibly empty). In particular, if k = n,
then ¥, is 3(8)-close to S"~! in the Gromov-Hausdorff distance.

The proof is by contradiction (see [3, 3.2] for instance).

Remark 3.4. Furthermore, if k¥ < n, then ¥ is nonempty. Indeed, S¥~1 cannot
be a limit of a collapsing sequence of Alexandrov spaces of curvature > 1. This
follows, for instance, from the fact that such a limit space either has diameter no
greater than 7/2 or contains a proper extremal subset ([10, 3.2]). In particular, if
k=mn—1, then ¥, is »(d)-close to S"~! or the closed unit hemisphere S} "

Let 0 < e < 1. Let X and Y be metric spaces. A map f: X — Y is called an
e-almost isometry if it is surjective and ||f(z)f(y)|/|zy| — 1| < € for any z,y € X.
Let U be an open subset of X. A map f: U — Y is called an e-open map if for
any € U and v € Y such that B(z,e~ ! f(z)v]) C U, there exists y € U such that
f(y) =v and elzy| < |f(x)v].

For a (k,d)-strainer {(a;,b;)}*_, in M, we call f = (lay - |,...,|ax - |) : M — R*
the distance coordinate associated with this strainer. The above two lemmas imply
the following:

Proposition 3.5. Let f : M — R* be the distance coordinate associated with a
(k, d)-strainer at p with length > £. Then,
(1) if k =n, then f is a 3(5)-almost isometry from B(p,£d) to an open subset
of R";
(2) if k < n, then f is a (1 + 3(0))-Lipschitz and (1 — (5))-open map on
B(p, ().

For the proof of (1), see [2, 9.4] or [II, 10.9.16]. For the proof of (2), see [3| 3.3]

for instance.
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3.2. Lemmas from Perelman’s paper. We list a few lemmas on spaces of cur-
vature > 1 from [8, §2], which will be used in §5 and §6.31

Let ¥ be an (n — 1)-dimensional Alexandrov space with curvature > 1. Here we
always assume that § is sufficiently small compared with & (see §2)).

Lemma 3.6 ([8, 2.2]). ¥ cannot contain n+ 2 compact subsets {A;}7*? such that
|A;Aj| > /2 =0 for any i # j and |A1A;| > 7 /2 + € for any i > 3.

Lemma 3.7 ([8], 2.3, 2.4]). (1) Let {A;}F2 be k42 compact subsets (0 < k <
n—1) of ¥ such that |A;Aj| > w/2— 0 for any i # j and |[A1A;] > w/2+¢
for any i > 2. Then, there is a point & € ¥ such that |EA;| = m/2 for any
i >3 and |EAL| > /24 c(e), |EA2| < /2 — c(e).

(2) (1) holds true if we replace the assumption |A1As| > w/2 4+ € by |A1Az| >
/2 —§ and the conclusion |EA1| > 7/2 + c(e) by |EA1| > 7/2 — ().

(3) Under the assumptions of (1), there is a point § € ¥ such that |EA;| = 7/2
for any i > 3 and |EAs| > 7/2 + c(e).

Lemma 3.8 ([8] 2.5.2]). Let A be a subset of ¥.. Let A(w/2 & a) denote the set
of points x € ¥ such that ||Azx| — 7/2| < a. Then, the number of w-discrete points
contained in A(m/2 4 a) is at most Ca/w™ ™t for any 0 < w < a.

4. CONSTRUCTION OF A GLOBAL MAP

In this section, we construct the global map f of Theorem [[.T] and prove the
inequality (LIJ).

Theorem 4.1 (cf. [I7, 0.2]). Let X be a k-dimensional Alexandrov space such
that every point has a (k,d)-strainer with length > £. Let M be an n-dimensional
Alezandrov space and g : M — X a p-approzimation. Suppose p < c(£5?) < £52.
Then, there exists a map f : M — X, which is Cu-close to g, satisfying the
following property:

Let {(ai,b;)}r_, be a (k,8)-strainer at p € X such that |a;p| = €5 for all i. Let
©: X = R¥ be its distance coordinate and ¢ : M — R¥ a lift of . Then, we have

(4.1) [(po f(z) —wo fy) = (&(x) = (y))]| < 5(8)]ay|
for any x,y € B(p,£6?), where p € M denotes a lift of p (i.e. |pg(p)| < p).

Remark 4.2. The inequality (@) immediately implies that f is a »(d)-almost
isometry when k& = n (cf. [2, 9.8], [12, 3.1], [I3]) and is a (1 — 3(d))-open, »(d)-
almost Lipschitz submersion when k < n. See Propositions and

Remark 4.3. The inequality (£1]) actually holds for the almost Lipschitz submer-
sion constructed by Yamaguchi [I7] (use [I7, 4.6, 4.13]). His construction is based
on an embedding of X to the Hilbert space L?(X) of all L>-functions on X and
the existence of a “tubular neighborhood” of the image of X. Here we give a more
direct proof. Our construction is a generalization of that of the almost isometry in
[12, 3.1] when k = n. However, both constructions are based on the same idea of
gluing local distance coordinates.

Proof of Theorem[{.1] We denote by @ € M a lift of a € X with respect to g. Set
r = 05%. Let {pj}j=12,.. be a maximal r/2-discrete net of X (possibly infinite).
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Take a (k,d)-strainer {(a?, 87)}5_, with length > ¢ for each p; and let a?, b’ be
points on shortest paths pja, p,; 3] at distance ¢4 from p;, respectively. Set

Pj = (|ajl|77|a?g|)a Uj = B(pjaT)a A[JJ = B(pjv)\r)v

Gy = (lay |-, lag - 1), Uj == B(pj;r), AUj := B(p;, Ar)
for A > 0. Since u < 7, {U;}; is a covering of M and {(a,b))}¥_, is a (k, 5(9))-
strainer for p;. By Proposition BE ¢; is a 3(d)-almost isometry from 10U; to an
open subset of R¥ and ¢; is a (1 + 3(8))-Lipschitz map on 3U;. Hence, we can
define goj_l o (; on 3Uj. Note that |c,0j_1 0 ¥j,g] < Cu. We take an average of them
to obtain a global map. Define f; : U§/:1 Uj/ — X inductively as follows:

f1 ::gpflog&l:l}l—)X

and for j > 2,
fic1 on UL U\ 20;
_ . i1 A
fir=qe; o ((M=xg)ei0 fin+x;85) on UL, Uy N (2U;\Uj)
<pj_1 0 Q; on U;.

Here x; = x(|p; - |/7), where x : [0,00) — [0,1] is a smooth function such that
X =1on[0,1] and x = 0 on [2, 00]. Note that x; is L/r-Lipschitz for some constant
L.

Then, it easily follows that |f;,g| < Cu by the induction on j (in particular,
the above definition of f; works). Note that the number of the induction steps at
each point in the domain of f; is uniformly bounded above. Indeed, since {p;}; is
r/2-discrete and p < r, the multiplicity of the covering {2U i}, is bounded above
by some constant depending only on k. We define f(z) := fn,(x) for x € M, where
N, == max{j | = € 2U;}.

Now, we show the inequality ([@I]). Let p, p, ¢, ¢ be as in the assumption. Set
U = B(p, Ar) as above. We prove by the induction on j that

(4.2) [(po fi(x) —go fi(y) — (&(x) — &(y))| < »(6)|zy|

for ,y € 3U N Dom(f;), where Dom(f;) = Uﬁ.,zl Ujr. Note that we may assume
|zy| < r since |f;, 9] < Cp and p < 7.

First, we prove the inequality (£2]) for the special case ¢ = ¢; and p = p;,.
The base case j = 1 is trivial. Suppose j > 2. Let us consider the case z,y €
(20, \ U;) N Dom(f;) (the other cases are similar). Then, we have

(pjo fi(x) —pjo fi(y) — (p5(x) — ¢;(y))
= (1= x;(@)(pj o fi—1(z) = ¢j() — (1 = x5 (W) (wj o fi—1(y) — ;(y))
= (1= x;(@)((pj o fi—1(z) — @50 fi—1(y) — (&5(x) — ;(y)))
— (i (®) = x5 () (s o fi—1(y) — @5 (y))-
The norm of the first term of the last formula is less than »(d)|xy| by the induction

hypothesis. The same is true for the second term since x; is L/r-Lipschitz and
lojo fi—1,5] < Cu, where p < 7.
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Next, we consider the general case. Lemma [B.2] implies that the inequality ([€.2)
is equivalent to

cos Za; f(x) f;(y) - i@/ )l
|y

for all 1 < ¢ < k. By the induction hypothesis, we may assume that z,y €

30U N Dom(f;) N 3U; (recall |zy| < 7). Fix 1 < i < k. First, by the strainer

{(al,,b])}5_, at f;(x) and Lemma[33] S, (2) s 2(8)-close to S¥~1 in the Gromov-

Hausdorff distance. Thus, we have

(4.3) — cos Zaxy| < »(9)

cos Za; f;(x Z cos Zai fi(x)al, - cos Zal, f;(x) f;(y)| <

i'=1

().

Next, since |f;, 9] < Cp and pp < r, we have |Zaifj(z)al, — Zaiwal,| < (6) for all
1 < ¢ < k. Recall that az,, bj are on the shortest paths pjag/, pjﬂf, at distance £
from p;, where {(oZ,, 8)}%_, is a (k, §)-strainer with length > ¢ at p;. Hence, by
using Lemma [3.2] twice, we have

Laifi(x)al, — Zagwal,| < s(6)

for all 1 < i’ < k. Finally, by the strainer {(a,,b/,)}5_, at = and Lemma [3:3]
again, ¥, is »(d)-close to a k-fold spherical suspension S*¥(X). Furthermore, this
approximation sends (@;),, into the %(5) neighborhood of Sk=1 in S¥(X) since the
previous inequality implies that Z, | cos® Laxd), ~ Z, L cos® Za; fi(x)al, =~ 1
(roughly speaking, (a;)}, is a “horizontal direction”). Therefore, we have
k
cos La;xy — Z cos Adixd{/ - COS 4&{/:1:;;
ir=1

< #(9).

Combining the above three inequalities with the inequality ([@3]) for the special
case ¢ = ¢; and p = p;, we obtain the general one. ([

5. MODIFICATION OF PERELMAN’S FIBRATION THEOREM

In this section, we prove Theorem and Corollary [L3l We generalize the
notion of noncritical maps introduced by Perelman [§] in terms of the inequality
(@I) and prove the fibration theorem [8, 1.4.1] for such generalized noncritical
maps. Although the proof is almost the same as the original one, we give the
details because of the difficulty of the original proof. Hence, most of the contents
of this section are just slight modifications of those of [8, §3].

Here we use another positive number ¢ in addition to §. Note that ¢ in this
section may depend on . Furthermore, we assume that ¢ is much smaller than &
and every c(¢) in this section and that so is s(d). We use the maximum norm on
R* unless otherwise stated. See §2 for the notation and conventions.

The following definition is the key to generalizing the fibration theorem. For a
point p and subsets A, B in an Alexandrov space, ZApB denotes the comparison
angle at p of the comparison triangle with sidelengths |pA|, |pB| and |AB] if it
exists; otherwise Z:=0.

Definition 5.1 (cf. [8} 3.1]). Let U be an open subset of an Alexandrov space M.

Amap f = (f1,..., fx) : U — RF is said to be (e, §)-noncritical (in the generalized
sense) at p € U if it satisfies the following conditions:
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(1) Each f; satisfies the following inductive condition: there exists a function
gi : U — R such that

(5.1) |(fi(x) = fi(v) = (gi(2) = gi(y))| < 8=yl

for any z,y € U, and
i—1
gi = ir;fgm, giy = Pin(|Aiy - ) + Z i (i) + Cin,
1=1

where ¢;y € R, A;, are compact subsets of M, ¢;, and cpéV have right
and left derivatives, goﬁw are ¢~ !-Lipschitz functions, and ¢, are increasing
functions such that ¢;,(0) = 0 and e|lz —y| < |piy (@) — iy (y)| < etz —yl.

(2) The sets of indices I';(p) := {7 | 9i(p) = giy(p)} satisfy #T;(p) < e~ L.
Furthermore, there exists p = p(p) > 0 such that for all 4

9i() < gin(x) = p
for x € B(p, p) and v ¢ T';(p) (we assume B(p, p) C U).
(3) ZAiapAjs > m/2 — 8 for all i # j, a € Ty(p), B € T(p).
(4) There exists a point w = w(p) € M such that ZA;,pw > /2 + ¢ for all i
and v € I';(p).

We have added the inequality (5]) to the original definition. In particular, each
fi is not necessarily defined by distance functions unlike g; and does not always
have directional derivatives. However, the inequality (G.I) guarantee that their
difference quotients are almost equal. In case f; = g;, our definition coincides with
the original one. Note that each g; is defined by f; (1 <1 < i — 1) but not by g
(this is necessary to prove Proposition BT below).

The purpose of this section is to prove the following generalized fibration theo-
rem:

Theorem 5.2 (cf. [8 1.4.1]). Let U be a domain of an n-dimensional Alexandrov
space M such that vol,_1 3, > ¢ for anyp € U. If a map f: U — RF is proper
and (g,9)-noncritical in the generalized sense for some 6 < €, then it is a locally
trivial fibration.

Remark 5.3. The term “noncritical” (not “(e, §)-noncritical”) in the original state-
ment [8 1.4.1] includes the assumption on the volume of spaces of directions (see
[8, 3.7] or Definition (.14l below). However, we do not use it here to emphasize the
dependence of the fibration theorem on the volume of spaces of directions.

Let us first recall the structure of the proof of the original fibration theorem.
It consists of two parts: the first half is its geometric part, which is presented in
[8, §3], and the second half is its topological part, which is presented in [8, §1].
Furthermore, as remarked in [8, 1.3], all the arguments in the topological part are
based only on the properties of noncritical maps established in the geometric part.
In particular, we do not have to go back to the definition of noncritical maps in the
topological part. Thus, in order to prove the generalized fibration theorem, it is
sufficient to verify that all the propositions about noncritical maps in the geometric
part hold true for the generalized ones. Indeed, the same proofs work well by using
the inequality (5IJ). Nevertheless, we give the details to explain how and where
our modification works because the original proofs are very complicated.
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From here (until Definition [5.14]), we proceed in parallel with [8, §3]. We first
prove the openness of a generalized noncritical map (note that the set of generalized
noncritical points of a given map is clearly open). The following proof is a good
demonstration of the usefulness of the inequality (5I]) and is actually the only place

where we use it in the proof of the generalized fibration theorem (see also Remark
below).

Proposition 5.4 (cf. [8, 3.2]). Let U be an open subset of an n-dimensional Alexan-
drov space M. Let f : U — RF be (,0)-noncritical in the generalized sense at any
point of U. Then, k < n and f is c(g)-open (and is locally c(e)~t-Lipschitz).
Furthermore, if k = n, then f is a local bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism.

We need the following elementary lemma to prove the c¢(¢)-openness, which is a
metric version of [8 2.1.1]. The proof is easy and will be omitted.

Lemma 5.5 (cf. [8, 2.1.1)). Let f : U — R* be a continuous (not necessarily
differentiable) map defined on an open subset of an Alexandrov space. Let || - || be
an arbitrary norm on R¥. Suppose that for any x € U and v € R* with f(x) # v,
there exists a point y € U with y # x such that

1£(y) = vll = 1/ (z) = v]| < —efayl.
Then, [ is e-open with respect to the norm || -||.

Proof of Proposition [5.4} The inequality k¥ < n immediately follows from Lemma
and Definition [5.1(3),(4). Let us prove the c(e)-openness of f. We show that
for any p € U and 1 <14 < k, there exist qii € U arbitrarily close to p such that

1fi(a7) — £ (p)] < 2(6)Ipg;| for j < i,
(5.2) c(e)lpag| < £(f3(a) = 1)) < e(e) " pg;"| for j =1,
1fi(a7) — £ ()] < c(e) pg"| for j > i.

Let us first explain how to finish the proof, assuming the above. Define a norm
|v] := Z?Zl cj(e)|v;| for v = (v1...,v;) € R¥, where ¢j(¢) < ¢;j—1() (the choices
of ¢;(e) depend on the constants c¢(¢) in the inequalities (5.2)) so that the following
argument holds). By Lemma[5.5] it suffices to show that for any p € U and v € R¥

with f(p) # v, there is ¢ € U with ¢ # p such that
[1£(q) = vl = lf (p) — vl < —c(e)lpgl.

Without loss of generality, we may assume fi(p) < v; for some i. Choose g;°
close to p that fi(¢;") < v; and put q := ¢j. Then, the inequalities (5.2]) and the
suitable choices of ¢; () yield the desired inequality (note »(d) < ¢;(¢)).

Now, we prove the inequalities (5.2). Set A(p) := U, er, () (Ajy)p for each
1<j<k. Fix1<i<k. Then, by Definition 5I(3),(4) and LemmaB7(1),(3), we
get &5 € ¥, such that

(A (P& —7/2) > c(e),  |Aj(p)E| = /2

/

for any j # i. Choose ¢* € U near p such that (qii)p is sufficiently close to @i.
We show the inequalities (B.2]) by the induction on j. Here is an outline. Fix j and
suppose that (5.2) hold for j° < j. Then, by the definition of g; (see Definition
[(.1K1)), the inequality (5.2) for j with f; replaced by g; holds. Together with the
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inequality (B1J), this implies (B.2]) for j. Let us demonstrate this in the case where
k =3, 1 =2 and the sign is +. Put £ := 5;' and q := q;'. First,

91(q9) —g1(p) = min {p1,(|A1rq]) — 15 (|A1,p]) }
v€l1(p)
= min {—¢}.(|A A E| -
yenﬁll?m{ 1 (| A1ypl) cos |(A1y )8l - Ipal + o(lpal) },
where . denotes the right or left derivative of 1. Since ¢} > 0 and |A}(p)§| =
/2, we have
lg1(a) — g1(p)| < dlpq]
provided ¢ is sufficiently close to p. Then, the inequality (51I) implies

|f1(q) — fi(p)| < 26|pql.

Second,

92(q) — g2(p)

= vgirgp){wzw(IA2VQI) — 02y (| A2ypl) + @3, (f1(q)) — @b, (f1(0) }

= 7elfgi;f(lp){—w’zy(lAzwl) cos |(Azy)pél - Ipal + o(lpgl) + @3, (f1(2)) — @3, (f1(p))}

Since cp%V is e !-Lipschitz, the inequality obtained in the previous step yields

|90%7(f1(‘1)) - @%y(fl(p)” < #(8)|pq|- Furthermore, since ¢ < <P/2v < &' and
|AL(p)E| > 7/2 + c(g), we have

c(e)lpal < g2(q) — g2(p) < c(e) ™" |pal
provided ¢ is sufficiently close to p (note »#(d) < ¢(g)). Then, the inequality (E.1])
implies

c(e)lpal < f2(a) = fa(p) < c(e)~"Ipgl-
Finally,

93(q) — g3(p)
= min {cpsw(lAstI) — @ay ([ Azyp) + Y (4, (fi(q)) —solsv(fz(p)))}-

v€l3(p) P
Since both 3, and cpé,y are ¢ '-Lipschitz, we have

195(a) — 93(p)| < e(e) ™ |pal.
Then, the inequality (B.I]) implies

f3(q) — f3(p)| < c(e)"|pal.

This completes the proof of the inequalities (B.2]) in our special case. The general
case is similar. Note that the local c¢(¢)~!-Lipschitzness of f also follows from a
similar inductive argument.

Next, we consider the case k = n. It suffices to show that f is injective near
each p € U. Let p = p(p) > 0 and w = w(p) € M be as in Definition B.T] and take
0 < r < min; yer,p 1, 0lwpl,0|Aiyp|}. Suppose there exist two distinct points
x,y € B(p,r) such that f(z) = f(y). We may assume |wz| < |wy|. In particular,
we have Zwzy > 7/2 — »(5). On the other hand, by the definition of noncriticality,
we have /A zw > 7/2 + c(e) and LAy xAjs > /2 — »(8) for all i # j and
v € Ty(p), B € Tj(p). Furthermore, we show /A,y > 7/2 — () for all i and
v € T'i(z) (note T';(x) C T';(p)). Then, these inequalities contradict Lemma for



12 T. FUJIOKA

Y, since #(0) < c(e). Let v € T';(x). We may assume |A;yxz| > |A;yyl; otherwise,
we have ZA;yxy > 7/2 — (). Then, we have

9i(x) — 9:(y) = gir (@) — gin (y)
= 4Pm(|Ai7x|) - ‘Piv(|Aivy|)
> e(|Aiyz| — [Ainyl),

since f(z) = f(y) and ¢,y is an increasing function with co-Lipschitz constant e.
On the other hand, we have |g;(x) — gi(y)| < d|zy| by the inequality (51). Together

with the above inequality, this implies ZA;xy > 7/2 — 3(0). O

Remark 5.6. The same arguments as in the above proof show the following two
properties. Let f : U — R¥ be (g, §)-noncritical in the generalized sense at p € U.

(1) Let £ € £, be a direction such that |A}(p)¢| = /2 for all i, where A)(p) =
U’yGFi(p)(AiV);' Then, for any ¢ € U sufficiently close to p such that g, is
sufficiently close to &, we have |f(p)f(q)| < »(d)|pgl.

(2) Let 0 < r < minmepi(p){p(p),5|Amp|}. Then, for any z,y € B(p,r) with
|f(z)f(y)] < d|zy|, we have LA xy > 7/2 — 2(J) for all i and v € T';(z).

Indeed, (1) follows from the same inductive argument as in the proof of the in-
equalities (5.2) for j < i. (2) follows from the same argument as in the proof of the
local injectivity when k = n (note that the assumption k¥ = n is not needed here
and that the condition f(x) = f(y) used in the above proof can be weakened to
If(®)f(@)| < d|pq|). Hereafter, we will often use these properties as well as Proposi-
tion 5.4l Furthermore, as long as we use them, we do not need the inequality (5.1))
anymore in the proof of the generalized fibration theorem.

From now on, we consider the case kK < n unless otherwise stated. The next
proposition is actually unnecessary for the proof of the fibration theorem, but is
shown here (it is used to prove the stability theorem [, 4.3]).

Proposition 5.7 (cf. [8 3.3]). Let f : U — R¥ be (g, d)-noncritical in the general-
ized sense at p € U. Let IL:= f~1(f(p)), po := dmin, yer, ) {p(p), [w(p)pl, |Aiyp|}
and g, € IINB(p, po). Then, there exists a curve in II connecting q and r of length
< c(e)lgr]-

Proof. We may assume that |wg| < |wr|. Then, we have |wg,ry| > m/2 — »(d
By Remark B.6(2), we have [(Ai);, 70| > 7/2 — 5(0) for all @ and v € T'i(q
Moreover, by the definition of noncriticality, we have |(A, )y, wy| > 7/2 + c(e)
and [(Aiy )y, (Ajp)yl > /2 — 5(0) for all i # j and v € Ti(q), B € T'j(q). Set
Ai(q) == U,er,(q)(Air)g- Then, applying Lemma B.7(2) to wg, ry, Ai(q), ...,

A (q), we get a direction £ € X, such that

rg€l <m/2—cle), |Ai(@)¢] =7/2

).
).

/

for all i. Choose ¢1 near ¢ such that (g1); is close to {. Then, the first inequality
above implies |rqi| < |rq| — ¢(¢)|gq1|. Furthermore, the second inequalities imply
(@) f(q1)] < 2(d)|qq1] (see Remark [5.6(1)). By the c(e)-openness of f, we obtain
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g2 € II near ¢; such that c(e)|gigz| < |f(q1)f(q)| (cf. [8, 2.1.3]). Therefore, we have

Irq2| < |rqi| + |q1q2]
< |rq| = c(e)lqqr| + c(e) " 5(8)|qqn |
< |rq| — c(e)lqqal-

Now, the desired curve is obtained by taking a limit of broken geodesics. ([

The following setting will be used in all the arguments below.

Setting 5.8 (cf. [8, 3.4]). Let f : U — R* be (e, §)-noncritical in the generalized
sense at p € U, where U is an open subset of an n-dimensional Alexandrov space
M and k < n. Assume vol,_1 3, > €. Let w = w(p) € M be as in Definition (11
Then, the Bishop-Gromov inequality implies that vol,—; B(wj,,&/2) > c(g). Let
0 < w < 8. Choose points {w, }3_; C M near p such that

o N> L/w"! where L = c(e);

o Lwypwg >w (1 <a#pB<N)

o LwapAiy >7/24+¢/2(1<a<N,1<i<k veTlip)).
Let V' be a small neighborhood of p such that for any x € V
Zwarws > w (1 <a# B < N);
LwaxAiy >m/24+¢6/2(1<a<N,1<i<k veTli(p);
LAjqwAjp > /26 (1<i#j<k aclip),Bel;p);
|zp| < min{p(p), d|pwal, 6lpAir| |1 <a < N,1<i<k,yeTli(p)}
Define a function o : V' — R by

L N
o(x) := N Z |wa|.
a=1

We first prove the following two lemmas under the above setting.

Lemma 5.9 (cf. [8, 3.4 Assertion 1]). Under Setting[5.8, let x,y € V be such that
|f(z)f(y)| < dlzy|. Then, one of the following holds:

(1) (f,|z,-|) is (c(e), 5(d))-noncritical in the generalized sense at y;
(2) o(y) —o(x) > cle)|zyl.

Proof. Observe that the conditions (1)—(3) of Definition Bl for (f, |z -|) at y are
clearly satisfied (see Remark [5.6(2)). The rest of the proof is exactly the same as
the original one. Let a = ¢(¢) and b = ¢(e) be constants such that ¢ < b < L.
Suppose that (2) does not hold for this a. Then, the mean value of cos [(wa);,, X, | is
less than 2a, where Xll/ denotes the set of all directions of shortest paths from y to x.
On the other hand, by Lemma[3.8] the number of a such that ||(wa )y, X, | —7/2| <
b is less than Cb/w™™' < N. Hence, there exists a such that |(wa);, X, >
7/2 + b; otherwise, the mean value of cos [(wa )y, X, | is greater than c(b) > 2a,
a contradiction. Thus, a point w(y) on a shortest path w,y sufficiently close to y
satisfies the condition (4) of Definition Bl for (f,|x -|) at y. O

Lemma 5.10 (cf. [8, 3.4 Assertion 2]). Under Setting [5.8, let z,y € V be such
that |f(x)f(y)| < d|lzy| and assume that x is a local mazimum point of o|s—1(f(z))-

Then, there exists o such that Zwayx > /2 + c(e).
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Proof. Tt suffices to show that |(W,),,y.| < m/2 — ¢(e) for some « ,where (W)’
denotes the set of all directions of shortest paths from x to w,. Let a = ¢(¢) and
b = c(e) be constants such that a < b < L. Suppose |(Wy,),,y.| > 7/2 — a for
all a. Let A; (resp. Asg) be the set of indices « such that |(Wo),, v, < 7/2 +a
(resp. > m/2 +a). Set W(z) := Usea, Wa) Ai(@) := U,er, () (Ain);. Note
that |A}(z),y.| > 7/2 — »(d) by Remark [5.6(2). Then, applying Lemma B.7(1) to
W'(zx), y.,, Ai(x), ..., AL (z), we get a direction { € ¥, such that
(W (@)¢] > 7/2+cla),  [Aj(x)E] =7/2

for all i. Let A3 be the set of indices @ € Ay such that [(Wy),&| > 7/2 +b. Note
that #.4; < Ca/w" ™! and #A3 > (L — Ca — Cb)/w"™ ! (see Lemma B.8). Choose
21 near x such that (z1)}, is close to . Then, we have

(1) = o(w) + N7 (#As - c(b) — A1) w1
>o(x) + N_lw_("_l)((L — Ca—Cb) - ¢(b) — Ca)|xx]
> o(x) + c(e)|zai |

since a < b < L and N < C/w""!. Furthermore, by Remark [5.6(1), we have
|f(z1)f(x)] < 3(6)|zx1]. Thus, by the c(e)-openness of f, we can find z3 €
F7Y(f(x)) near = such that c(e)|z1z2| < s(8)|zz1] (cf. [8, 2.1.3]). Therefore, we
have

T

o(x2) > o(z1) — |z1229] > 0 () + c(e)|xzy| — cle) " ae(8)|xz1| > o ().
This contradicts the local maximality of off-1(f()) at . g

Let f : U — R* be (g,d)-noncritical in the generalized sense at p € U. We
say that f is (g, 0)-complementable (in the generalized sense) at p if there exists a
function fx41 defined on a neighborhood of p such that (f, fx+1) is (g, d)-noncritical
in the generalized sense at p.

The next proposition is the key to the proof of the fibration theorem. For v € R*
and r > 0, we denote by I*(v,r) the closed r-neighborhood of v in R¥ with respect
to the maximum norm (recall that we use the maximum norm in this section).
Proposition 5.11 (cf. [8, 3.5]). Let f : U — RF be (e, 8)-noncritical in the gener-
alized sense at p € U and assume vol,,_1 X, > €. Suppose that f is not (c(g), 5(0))-
complementable at p. Then, for sufficiently small R > 0, there exists a function h
defined on Uy = f=Y(I*(f(p),5°R)) N B(p, R) such that

(1) h(Ur) = [0, R] and h(z) = |pz| if [px| > R/2;

(2) f is injective on S = h=1(0);

(3) f s (c ( ), #(0))-complementable at any point of Uy \ S;

(4) (f,h) is (c(g, 5(0))-noncritical in the generalized sense at any point x € Uy
such that | f(x) f(S)] < $6°h(x).

Proof. The proof is completely the same as the original one. Let R > 0 be so small
that U; is contained in the neighborhood V' of Setting 5.8 Let M = c(¢) be the
constant of Lemma [5.9(2) and define a compact set S by
o(x) —o(y) > M|zy| for all y € Uy
S:=Rzel; P
satisfying | f(z) f(y)] < dlay]

Then, f is (c(g), 2(d))-complementable at any point of U; \ S by Lemma 5.9 In
particular, p € S by the assumption. Furthermore, the ¢(¢)-openness of f implies
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that |f(x)f(y)| > Mi|zy| for any z,y € S, where M; = c(¢). (Indeed, assume
f is Ms-open, where My = c(e), and let M; < M M,. Suppose that there exist
z,y € S such that |f(z)f(y)| < Mi|ry|. Then, we can find 1 € f~1(f(z)) such
that |z1y| < M|zy|. Together with the definition of S, this implies o(z) > o(y).
Similarly o(xz) < o(y), a contradiction.) In particular, f is injective on S and
S c B(p, M *6°R).

Let us define the function h. Choose a sequence S; of finite subsets of S such
that

* So:={pk;
e S; D S;_1 and f(S;) is a maximal 6775 R-discrete net in f(95).

Then, we define h(z) := inf{h,(z) | py € U; S;} by

hy (@) = @si+1 r(IPy2]) +Z Ifz ) = fi(p4)|

for p, € S;\ Sj—1 (j > 1) and

N)I)—l

hy (z) —mln{%R(m| +Z—|fz z) — filp)|,

=1

o (Ipal) + %}

for p, = p, where

cpr(a):{ a, a<lr

20 —r, a>r.
Note that the above definition of h is exactly the same as in the original proof and
that it has the same form as the function g; in Definition BI(1).
Then, it easily follows that h=1(0) = S, h(U1) = [0,R] and h(z) = |pz| if
|pz| > R/2. To verify the conclusion (4), we need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.12 ([8 3.5 Assertion 3|). Forxz € Ui\ S, setT'(z) :== {7 | hy(z) = h(z)}.
Suppose | f(x)f(S)| < $6°h(x). Then, there exists s € S such that

[f(2)f(s)] < &®|as],  |pys| < d]as]
for all v € T(x). Moreover, we have #I'(z) < c¢™1(¢).

We omit the proof since it is based only on the definition of h and the M;-co-
Lipschitzness of f on S, and does not depend on the definition of noncriticality (see
the original proof).

Let us show the conclusion (4). Let z € U; \ S and s € S be as above. Then,
by Lemma [5.10, there exists o such that Zwaxs > /2 + c(e). Together with the
second inequality in the above lemma, this implies ZwagcpV > w/2 4+ ¢(e) for all
v € T'(z). Furthermore, the two inequalities in the above lemma together with
Remark [5.6(2) imply that ZA;sazp, > 7/2 — 2(5) for all B € Ti(z) and v € T(x).
Thus, all the conditions of Definition 5] are satisfied for (f, h) at x. O

The last proposition is a refinement of the previous one on each fiber.

Proposition 5.13 (cf. [8, 3.6]). Let f : U — R* be (g, 8)-noncritical in the gen-
eralized sense at p € U and assume vol,_1X, > . Let R > 0 be so small that
Ui = f~YI*(f(p),6°R)) N B(p, R) is contained in the neighborhood V of Setting
[2.8 Suppose that
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o for any x € Uy such that 6R < |px| < R, we have o(p) — o(z) > M|px|,
where M = c(e) is the constant of LemmalZ 9(2) (in particular, this is weaker than
the condition that f is not (c(), »#(9))-complementable at p). Then, for any v €
I*(f(p),0°R), there exists a function h, : Uy — [0, R] and a point 0, € U1 N f~1(v)
such that

(1) for x € Uy N f~1(v), we have hy(z) = R < |pz| = R and hy(z) =0 & x =
Op;
(2) (f, ho) is (c(€), (5))-noncritical in the generalized sense on Uy N f~1(v) \

{Ov}-

Proof. The proof is completely the same as the original one. Let o0, be a maximum
point of |y, ng-1(»)- Then, by the assumption and the c(¢)-openness of f, we have
|[poy| < dR. (Indeed, suppose the contrary; then we have o(p) > o(0,) + M|po,|.
On the other hand, we can find ¢ € f~!(v) such that |pg| < |po,|. Thus, we have
o(q) > o(oy), a contradiction.) Define

. 1 R
mula) = win { n(louel). g0y (oel) + 5 }.

where ¢, (a) = max{a,2a — r} as before. Then, (1) is clear. Let us show (2). Let
x € Uinf~ (v)\{oy}. Then, (f,|0,-]) is (c(), 5¢(8))-noncritical at x by Lemmal[5.10]
and Remark [5.6/(2). Similarly, (f, |p-]) is (¢(¢), 5(d))-noncritical at x if |[pz| > 6 R by
the assumption and Lemma [3.9 On the other hand, ¢sr(Joyz|) < %cpg (Ipz|) + &
if |pz| < dR since |po,| < 0R. Thus, (f, hy) is (c(e), 2(d))-noncritical at . O

T

We have now shown all the propositions in [§, §3] for generalized noncritical
maps. Finally, we define the term “noncritical (in the generalized sense)” (not
“(e, d)-noncritical”) as follows:

Definition 5.14 (cf. [8, 3.7]). Let U be a domain in an n-dimensional Alexandrov
space M such that 9 = infpeyy volp,—1 2, > 0. Amap f:U — RF(0<k<n+1)
is said to be noncritical (in the generalized sense) at p if it is (¢, §)-noncritical in the
generalized sense at p for some € < gg and § < A, x(g), where A, ;(¢) is defined
by reverse induction on k in such a way that (e, §)-noncritical maps f : U — R
with € < eg and § < A, x(e) satisfy all the propositions above (including lemmas)
and the pairs (c(e), #(9)) appearing in them satisfy 5(0) < A, g+1(c(€)).

Then, all the properties of noncritical maps listed in [8, 1.3] are also true for
this definition. As pointed out at the beginning of this discussion, the remaining
topological part [8, 1.4-1.5] of the proof of the fibration theorem is based only on
those properties. Thus, the generalized fibration theorem follows in exactly the
same way. This completes the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem .2 and Corollary [I.3. Theorem follows from Theorem AT
and Theorem Indeed, the map ¢ o f in Theorem [£1]is (¢, 2(d))-noncritical in
the generalized sense on B(p, £6%) (we can find w of Definition [5.1(4) by Proposition
B.5). Note that (po f)~1(B(¢(p),£5%/2)) has a compact closure in B(p, £62), since
f is Cu-close to the u-approximation g, where u < (6% (we use the standard
Euclidean metric here). Therefore, by Theorem [52] it is homeomorphic to the
product f~1(p) x B(p(p),£5%/2), where the second component is given by ¢ o f.
Moreover, Corollary [I.3] follows from Lemma and Remark 3.4l Indeed, if k =
n—1, then vol,_1 3, > ¢ for any p € M. It easily follows from Proposition [5.7] and
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the topological part [8, 1.4-1.5] of the proof of the fibration theorem that the fiber
is homeomorphic to a circle or a closed interval. (|

Problem 5.15. Is it possible to prove the fibration theorem for noncritical maps
without the assumption on the volume of spaces of directions? If possible, then
probably the map f of Theorem [£1lis a locally trivial fibration.

Remark 5.16. A similar modification does not work for Perelman’s another proof
of the fibration theorem in [9], which requires no assumptions on the volume of
spaces of directions. This is because the regularity of maps defined in [9] is stronger
than the above noncriticality in that it does not include an error § as in Definition
5.1 For example, a map f = (|[A; -|,...,|Ax - |) : M — R¥, where A; are compact
subsets of M, is called e-regular at p € M if it satisfies

(1) Z((Ai)y, (Aj),) > /2 +¢€ for all i # j;

(2) there e;ists a direction § € X, such that Z((A;),,,§) > /2 + ¢ for all 4.

In addition, f is simply called regular at p if it is e-regular at p for some € > 0.
Then, the fibration theorem in [9] states that every proper regular map defined on
a domain of an Alexandrov space is a locally trivial fibration. However, we cannot
weaken the condition (1) to Z((4:);, (A;),) > 7/2—¢ for any § < e. The reason is
as follows. There is a counterpart [9, 1.3] of Propositions5.1T] asserting that if
g : M — R¥ is regular and incomplementable at p, then there exists a nonpositive
function gxy1 defined on a neighborhood of p such that (g, gx+1) is regular on the
complement of 91;:1(0)- Nevertheless, unlike Propositions .11l B3] even if the
given map g is e-regular at p, the new map (g, gr+1) is not uniformly ¢(g)-regular.
Thus, if we modify the condition (1) as above, the given error § may be too big
compared with the regularity of the new map (g, gx+1). The same problem occurs
if we try to generalize the definition of regularity by using inequality (@I]) like
Definition 511

We conclude this section with the following stability theorem for fibrations. Note
that the stability theorem [8, 4.3] for framed subsets can be generalized like the
fibration theorem just by replacing “noncritical map” with “noncritical map in the
generalized sense.” Indeed, the proof of the stability theorem is based only on the
properties of noncritical maps established in [8] §3] like the topological part of the
proof of the fibration theorem.

Corollary 5.17. Let X, M be Alexandrov spaces as in Theorem [I.2 and suppose
in addition that they are compact. Let M be an n-dimensional Alezandrov space
sufficiently close to M (in particular, M also satisfies the assumption of Theorem
[I.2; see |2, 7.14]). Let f : M — X and f : M — X be the fibrations constructed
in Theorem [{.1] (where the approzimation § : M — X is assumed to be obtained
from the approxzimations g : M — X and ¥V : M — M} Then, there exists a
homeomorphism ® : M — M close to W respecting f, that is, f = fo .

Proof. We give only an outline. Let ¢ : X — R¥ be the distance coordinate around
p € X as in Theorem [l Then, p o f and ¢ o f are noncritical maps in the
generalized sense on some neighborhoods of lifts of p in M and M, respectively.
By the generalized fibration theorem, (¢ o f)~1(I*((p), p)) is homeomorphic to
f~1(p) x I*(p(p),p) for sufficiently small p > 0, where the second component
is given by ¢ o f and the fiber f~!(p) is an MCS-space in the sense of [8 1.1].
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Furthermore, by the generalized stability theorem mentioned above, there exists
a homeomorphism @, : (o f)"(I*(4(p), p)) — (0 )" (I*((p), p)) close to

U respecting ¢ o f, provided that M is sufficiently close to M. Take a finite
cover of M by such product neighborhoods with respect to f. Then, the desired
homeomorphism is constructed by the same gluing argument as in the proof of

Complement to Theorem B in [8] §1]. O

6. PROPERTIES OF THE FIBERS

In this section, we study the properties of the fibers of the map f of Theorem
41l Note that the assumption on the volume of spaces of directions as in Theorem
is not required here. We first remark that the diameters of the fibers of f are
very small:

Remark 6.1. Let f : M — X be the map of Theorem [£1] and p € X. Since
f is Cp-close to the p-approximation g, the fiber f~!(p) is contained in the Cpu-
neighborhood of a lift p € M of p. Note that u < c(£5?) < £52.

In view of the inequality (£1]), we mainly deal with the following class of maps
in this section:

Definition 6.2. Let M be an Alexandrov space and p € M. Let {(a;,b;)}*_; be
a (k,d)-strainer at p with length > ¢ and g : M — R* its distance coordinate.
Suppose a map f : B(p,{) — R” satisfies

(6.1) |(f(2) = F()) = (9(=) — 9(y))] < bly]

for any x,y € B(p,£). Then, we call f a §-almost regular map associated with the
strainer {(a;,b;)}_,.

While the domain of f may seem to be too large, it is useful for simplicity and
is sufficient for our applications.

Remark 6.3. The above definition of an almost regular map is different from that
in [2, 11.7] (the original definition generalizes the distance coordinate of a strainer
from a different point of view). However, as in the case of noncritical maps, all the
claims about almost regular maps in [2] hold for the above ones. This is why we
use the same term.

Remark 6.4. Let f: M — X be the map of Theorem [£1] and let p, p, p, @ be as
in Theorem [l Then, by the inequality (@I]), ¢ o f is a »(d)-almost regular map
on B(p, £5?%) associated with a (k, 5¢(8))-strainer at p with length > £52.

The following proposition is a generalization of Proposition

Proposition 6.5. Let M be an n-dimensional Alexandrov space and p € M. Let
f: B(p,£) = RF be a §-almost regular map associated with a (k,d)-strainer at p
with length > €. Then,

(1) if k =n, then f is a 3(5)-almost isometry from B(p,£d) to an open subset
Of RTL 7.

(2) if E < n, then f is a (1 + 3(0))-Lipschitz and (1 — (5))-open map on
B(p, £3).
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The proof is an easy application of the inequality (6I) (the (1 — 5(d))-openness
follows from [3], 3.1] since the distance coordinate g satisfies the assumption of [3]
3.1] on B(p,£d) and so does f).

In particular, by Remark[6.4] the map f of Theorem[dTlis a s(d)-almost isometry
onto X when k = n, and is a (1 4 s(4))-Lipschitz and (1 — (d))-open map when
k < n (note that f is Cu-close to the u-approximation g globally, where p < £52).

6.1. Intrinsic metric of the fibers. In this section, we prove Theorem [L[.4[(1).
We first show that an almost regular map is an almost Lipschitz submersion near
the strained point. Recall that for a subset A of an Alexandrov space and p € A,
the space of directions of A at p is defined as the subset of ¥, consisting of all limit
points limiﬁm(pi);, where p; € A converges to p.

Proposition 6.6 (cf. [I7]). Let M be an n-dimensional Alezandrov space, p € M
and k < n. Let f : B(p,t) — RF be a 6-almost regqular map associated with a
(k,8)-strainer {(a;, b;)}e_, at p with length > €. Then, f is a 3(8)-almost Lipschitz
submersion on B(p, £d) in the following sense:

|yl
for any x,y € B(p,£5) and any direction y,, where V,, denotes the space of directions

of f~Y(f(z)) at x (and is nonempty).
In particular, by Remark [6.4] the map f of Theorem HT] is locally (indeed,
globally) a s(d)-almost Lipschitz submersion when k < n.

Remark 6.7. The above definition of an almost Lipschitz submersion is slightly
stronger than that in [I7] (see Theorem [LT]).

Proof of Proposition[6.6l Let x,y € B(p,¢5). Then, by Lemma and the in-
equality (G.I]), we have

k
M — Zcos2 Zaxy| < x#(9).

2
|y —

By Lemma B3] there exists a s(d)-approximation from ¥, to a k-fold spherical
suspension S*(X), where ¥ has curvature > 1 and is nonempty (see Remark [3.4)).
Let ¥ C ¥, be a subset corresponding to ¥ C S*(X) via this approximation. Then,

we have
k

Z cos? Zagry — sin® Z(y, %)
i=1

Thus, it suffices to show that the Hausdorff distance between Y and V, is less
than »(d). The above inequalities immediately imply that V. is contained in the
s¢(0)-neighborhood of 3. On the other hand, let £ € 3. Choose a point z near
x such that z/ is sufficiently close to £&. Then, the above inequalities imply that
|f(z)f(2)] < 3(8)|zz|. By the (1 — (5))-openness of f, we can find w € f~(f(z))
such that (1—(9))|wz| < |f(x)f(z)|. In particular, we have |wz| < »(d)|zz|. Since
z can be chosen arbitrarily close to x, we obtain Zzxw < 3¢(d). This completes the
proof. O

Now, we prove Theorem [[L4(1). By Remarks and [6.4] it suffices to show the
following:

< #(9).
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Corollary 6.8 (cf. [2, 11.11]). Let M be an n-dimensional Alexandrov space, p € M
and k <n. Let f : B(p,£) — R* be a §-almost reqular map associated with a (k,)-
strainer at p with length > £. Then, for any z,y € f=1(f(p))NB(p, £s), there exists
a curve in f=X(f(p)) connecting x and y of length < (1 + 5(8))|xyl.

Proof. By Proposition [6.6, for any z,y € f~1(f(p)) N B(p, £s), there exists z €
f71(f(p)) arbitrarily close to x such that Zyzz < 3(§). In particular, the first
variation formula implies that |yz| < |yz| — (1 — 5(d))|z2z|. Thus, the desired curve
is obtained by taking a limit of broken geodesics. ]

6.2. Lower bound for the volume of the fibers. In this section, we prove the
left inequality of Theorem [[L4(2). By Remark [6.4] it suffices to show the following:

Proposition 6.9. Let M be an n-dimensional Alexandrov space, p € M and k < n.
Let f : B(p,f) — Rk be a 6-almost regular map associated with a (k,J)-strainer
{(ai,b;)}r_, at p with length > (. Suppose vol,,(B(p, D)) > v. Then, we have

vol, 1, fH(f(p)) > ¢(D, v, ).

Remark 6.10. Since f is (1 — 5(8))-open on B(p, £5), we have vol,_ f~1(u) >
¢(D,v,?) for any u € B(f(p),£5/2)

From now, we fix sufficiently small § depending only on n and & (we determine
it later). We first give a lower bound for the diameter of the fiber:

Lemma 6.11. Under the same assumption as Proposition[6.9, there exists a point
q € f~1(f(p)) such that p < |pq| < €5, where p = c¢(D, v, ).

Proof. We argue by contradiction. Suppose that there exists a sequence of n-
dimensional Alexandrov spaces (M, p;) with vol,, B(p;, D) > v and J-almost reg-
ular maps f; : B(pj,f) — R* associated with (k,d)-strainers {(ag,b{) k| at p;
with lengths > ¢ such that diam fj_l(fj (p;)) N B(p;,£5) — 0. For simplicity, we
assume that |p;jal|, |p;b!| are uniformly bounded above. Since vol, B(p;, D) > v,
we may assume that (M;,p;) converges to an Alexandrov space (M, p) of dimen-
sion n (note that it is different from (M, p) in the statement of Lemma B.IT} so
is ¢ below). Furthermore, since lengths > ¢, we may assume that {(az ,b{ I
converges to a (k,26)-strainer {(a;,b;)}¥_; at p. Then, by Lemma B3] %, is »(d)-
close to a k-fold spherical suspension S*(X), where ¥ is a space of curvature > 1.
Notice that ¥ is nonempty since k < n = dim M (see Remark B4). Therefore,
there exists ¢ € M near p such that |g(p)g(q)| < »(6)|pq|, where g denotes the
distance coordinate associated with the strainer {(a;, b;)}¥_;. Let ¢; € M; be a
sequence converging to q. Then |g;(p;)g;(q;)| < 3¢(0)|p,;q;| for large j, where g;
denotes the distance coordinate associated with the strainer {(a?,b?)}%_ . By the
inequality (6.1), we have |f;(p;)/f;(g;)| < 2(6)lp;jq;|. Hence, by the (1 — »(4))-
openness, we can find §; € fj_l(fj (pj)) such that |G;q;] < »(d)|p;q;|. In particular,
we have |p;d;| > |pg|/2 if § is small enough. This contradicts the assumption that
diam f;71(f(p;)) N B(p;, £5) = 0. O

Proof of Proposition[6.9. Let q be as in Lemma and let 7 be the midpoint of
a shortest path connecting p and ¢q. Put ax4+1 := p and bgy1 := ¢q. Then, by the
inequality (6.I) and Lemma [3:2] we see that {(a;, b;)}0} is a (k + 1, 5(8))-strainer
at r with length > p/2. Furthermore, we have |f(p)f(r)| < 3(d)|pr|. Thus, by
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the (1 — »(J))-openness, we can find s € f~(f(p)) such that |ps| < 3(8)|pr|.
Then, {(a;,b;)}*! is also a (k + 1, »(6))-strainer for s with length > p/3. Hence,
(f,lag+1 - ]) is a 3¢(d)-almost regular map around s. Repeating this argument
(n — k)-times, we get p € f~1(f(p)) and h = (|ars1-|,-.-,|an - |) such that (f,h)
is a »(d)-almost regular map associated with a (n, s¢(J))-strainer at p with length
> { = ¢(D,v,£). Thus, by Proposition B5(2), (f, h) is a s(6)-almost isometry from
B(p, £8) to an open subset of R”™. Therefore, the restriction of h to f~1(f(p)) gives
a (8)-almost isometry from a neighborhood of f in f~1(f(p)) to an (£§/2)-ball in
R™~*. This completes the proof (fix small § such that the last »(J) is less than
1/2). O

Remark 6.12. Let f: B(p,¢) — R* be a §-almost regular map associated with a
(k,8)-strainer at p with length > ¢. Set F := f~1(f(p)) N B(p, £5). Suppose that
x € F has an (n — k, §)-strainer { (a4, bk+i)}?;1k such that ag4i, bk+; € F. Then,
the same argument as above shows that the restriction of the distance coordinate
of this strainer to F' gives a »(d)-almost isometry from a neighborhood of = in F
to an open subset in R”~*. We can also prove that the complement of the set of all
such points z in F' has Hausdorff dimension at most n —k — 1. The proof is similar
to that of [2, 10,6]. See also Lemma [6.25

6.3. Upper bound for the volume of the fibers. In this section, we prove the
right inequality of Theorem [[.4)2). The proof is based on the theory of noncritical
maps by Perelman [8] and the rescaling technique for collapsing sequences by Ya-
maguchi [I8]. We always assume that ¢ is much smaller than € and ¢(g) and that
so is s(0) (see §2)).

We consider the following regularity of maps in this section:

Definition 6.13. Let f : M — R* be a map defined on an Alexandrov space M.
For positive numbers ¢, § and p, we say that f is (g, 0, p)-noncritical at p € M if
there exists a map g = (|a1 - |, ..., |ak - |) : M — R*, where a; € M, such that

(1) |(f(z) = f(y)) = (9(x) = g(y))| < d|zy| for any z,y € B(p, p);
(2) |aip| > p and Za;pay > w/2 —§ for all i #£ i';
(3) there exists w € M such that |wp| > p and Za;pw > m/2 + € for all 7.

Remark 6.14. This definition is a special case of Definition 1] (except for the
existence of p). In particular, if f is (e, d, p)-noncritical at p, then k < n and it is
c¢(e)-open on B(p, pd) (see Proposition [54)).

Remark 6.15. Let f : B(p,/) — R* be a §-almost regular map associated with
a (k,d)-strainer {(a;,b;)}¥_; at p with length > £. Then, it is (¢, §, cf)-noncritical
at p. Indeed, we can find w € M such that |wp| > ¢/ and Za;pw > 7/2 + ¢ by
Proposition 3.5

For a (compact) metric space X, we denote by (,(X) the maximal possible
number of v-discrete points in X. Furthermore, for simplicity, we introduce a
notation

v (X) = Oiugl V"B, (X)

for m > 0. Clearly, vol,,(X) < C(m) - v, (X), where vol,, denotes the m-
dimensional Hausdorff measure and C(m) is a constant depending only on m.
We prove the following proposition in this section:
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Proposition 6.16. Let M be an n-dimensional Alexandrov space and k < n. For
amap f: M — RF and p € M, set F := f~Y(f(p)). Let F(e,d,p) be the set
of all (e, 9, p)-noncritical points of f in F'. Then, for any sufficiently small 6 > 0
(depending only on n, k, D, € and p), we have

Unfk(F(Evisa p) n B(va)) < C(D,é‘,p).

In particular,
vol,_,(F(e,6,p) N B(p, D)) < C(D,e, p).

Proof of the right inequality of Theorem[I.4)(2). Let f : M — X be the map of
Theorem AT and let p, p, ¢, ¢ be as in Theorem A1l Then, by the inequality (@1
and Remark [6.15, ¢ o f is (¢, 5(6), c£§? /2)-noncritical on B(p, £5/2). Furthermore,
the diameter of the fiber f~1(p) is less than Cu, where u < £5% (see Remark
[61). In particular, every point of f~1(p) is a (c, 3¢(§), cf6?/2)-noncritical point of
@ o f. Thus, rescaling M by the reciprocal of the diameter of f~!(p) and applying
Proposition [6.168] we obtain the desired estimate. O

Proof of Proposition[6.10. We prove it by reverse induction on k. First, consider
the base case k = n. The following argument is the same as the second half of the
proof of Proposition 5.4l Let = € F(e,4,p) and let a;,w € M be as in Definition
Suppose there exists y € B(x,pd) such that f(z) = f(y) and = # y. If
|wz| > |wyl, then by the definition of (e, d, p)-noncriticality, we have

Zagyay > )2 — %(8), Zagyw > )2+ c(e),
Zayyx > )2 — #(8), Jwyx >7m)2 — #(5)

for all 1 < i # ¢ < n. This contradicts Lemma for 3,. We also get a
contradiction when |wz| < |wy|. Therefore, the set F(e,d,p) is pd-discrete. In
particular, the cardinality of F(g, d, p) N B(p, D) is bounded above by some constant
C(D,e,p) (note that we can take § = ¢(¢) so that Lemma holds in the above
argument).

Next, consider the case k < n. We argue by contradiction. Thus, it is sufficient
to prove the following:

Proposition 6.17. Suppose a sequence (M, p;) of n-dimensional Alexandrov spaces
converges to an l-dimensional Alexandrov space (X,p) in the pointed Gromov-
Hausdorff topology. Let f; : M; — RF and F; := f;l(fj(pj)). Then, for any
positive numbers D, e, p and §; — 0, we have

hminf’()n,k(Fj(E,(Sj,p) N B(pj,D)) < o0,
j—o0

where Fj(e,0;,p) denotes the set of all (¢, 05, p)-noncritical points of f; in Fj.

We prove it by reverse induction on [, the dimension of the limit space. Note
that k <1 < n (the left inequality follows from Lemma B.Gt in particular, I > 1).
By the compactness of the limit set of Fj(e,d;, p) N B(p;, D), the proof is reduced
to the following local version:

Lemma 6.18. Suppose x; € F(g,8;,p)NB(p;, D) converges to x € B(p, D). Then,
there exists d > 0 (independent of j) such that

lim inf v, (F; (e, 05, p) N B(z;,d)) < co.
j—o0
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Let z; and x be as above. Since it is sufficient to prove Proposition [6.17] for
smaller €, we may assume vol;_1 X, > €. By the (¢, §;, p)-noncriticality of f; at x;,
there exist g; = (Ja) |, ..., |ai -|) : M — R¥ and w; € M; satisfying the conditions
of Definition Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that w; converges
to w € X. The following argument is similar to Setting Let 0 < w < 4,
where 6 < ¢ is different from §;. Since vol;_; ¥; > ¢, there exists an w-discrete
set {£,}), in the £/100-neighborhood of w/, € ¥, such that N > L/w'~!, where
L = c(g). Let w, € M be a point near z in the direction &, and w’, € M; a lift of
we (i-e. w) — w,). Then, we have

VW TWeyr > w, hjnﬁlgjlf Zangwg >m/2+¢/2

foralll < a# o < N and 1< <k (note that |a{:1:j| may go to infinity in the
second inequality). Let 0 < r < dminy{p, |rws|} be sufficiently small. Then, for
any y € B(x,2r) and y; € B(xj,2r), we have
Zwaywo/ > w, liminf Za{ijé >m/2+¢/3
j—oo

foralll<a#a <Nand1<i<k. Definecs: X — R by

| N
U::N2|wa-|.
a=1

The maps f; are uniformly Lipschitz on B(z;, p) by Definition [6.13(1). Hence,
we may assume that the normalized map f;(-) — fj(x;) converges to some f :
B(z,p) — R¥. Note that g;(-) — g;(x;) also converges to f by Definition B.I3(1)
since d; — 0. Set

F*={ye€Bx,p) | ['(y) = f'(x) =0, 1 <i <k},
where f? denotes the i-th component of f.

Claim 6.19 (cf. [8, 3.4 Assertion 1]). One of the following holds:
(1) There exist a; € X and py > 0 such that (fj,|al - |) is (c(€), #(d), ps)-
noncritical at z; for sufficiently large j, where al, € M; is a lift of a,.
(2) The restriction of o to F*NB(x,r) has a strict mazimum value at x. More
precisely, we have

a(z) > a(y) + cle)|zy|

for any y € F* N B(x,r).

Proof. The proof is the same as that of [8, 3.4 Assertion 1] (see Lemma [B.3]).
Take a = ¢(e) and b = ¢(e) such that ¢« < b < L. Suppose that (2) does not
hold for this a. Let y € F+ N B(x,r) be such that o(x) < o(y) + alry|. Then,
we have 3 Zgzl cos Lwaxy < 2a (where Zwyxy is the minimum angle between
Tw, and zy). On the other hand, N > L/w!~! and the number of o such that
| Zwary — /2| < bis less than Cb/w!~! by Lemma 3.8l Hence, there exists o such
that Zwaxy > 7/24b; otherwise, Eivzl cos Zwaxy > ¢(b) > 2a, a contradiction.
Choose a point w, on a shortest path xw, so close to = that szxy > /24 b.
Take a lift w? of w, on a shortest path z;w’ (we may assume x;wJ, converges to
Twe). Set a, :=y and let aJ € M; be a lift of a,. Then, we have

Zalziad > m)2 = x(0), Zdlzjwl >m/24Db
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for all 1 <4 < k and sufficiently large j (the first inequality follows from a, € F'T).
The other conditions of noncriticality of (f}, |a-|) at z; are obviously satisfied. O

We first prove Lemma 618 in the case of Claim [6.19(1). Recall that Proposition
for k + 1 holds by the induction hypothesis. Let 0 < d < p, 6. Then, (f;,|a? -
|) is (c(e), 2(0), pz/2)-noncritical on B(x;,2d). In particular, it is c¢(¢)-open on
B(z;,2d). Given a v-discrete set in F; N B(x;,d), split it into 2d/Jdv classes so that
the difference of the distances from aJ to any two points in the same class is no
more than dv. Then, for each class, we can take a corresponding v/2-discrete set
in a fiber of (f;,|aZ - |) by the c(¢)-openness. Proposition for k + 1 implies
that the number of such v/2-discrete points is less than C(g)v~("~*=1) (we have to
apply Proposition [6.16] to the rescaled space p, ' M; so that the choice of § depends
only on € because p, depends on §). Thus, Lemma [6I8 follows.

From now on, we consider the case of Claim [6.19(2).

Subclaim 6.20 (cf. [8, 3.4 Assertion 2]). In the case of Claim [619(2), for any
y € FT N B(z,r) \ {z}, there exists o such that Zwayz > 7/2 + c(e).

Proof. Take a = ¢(e) < L. Tt suffices to show that Zwyazy < 7/2 — a for some «
(where Zwqzy is the minimum angle). Suppose that Zwazy > 7/2 — a for all a.
Then, by Lemma [B.8 the number of o such that Zw,zy < 7/2 + a is less than
Ca/w'='. Since N > L/w'~! and a < L, we have
N
o (yl) > N D o Lwgzy > c(a).
a=1
Recall that f is the limit of g;(-) — g;(x;). Since g%, the i-th component of g;,
are uniformly A-concave near x;, so is f near x (where A > 0 depends only on x
and p). Hence, for any point z (close to x) on a shortest path zy, we have

) ) A X A1
Ji(2) 2 fi(e) - Slazllye) 2 fita) - 5l

since y € F*. Furthermore, f is ¢(¢)-open near z since it is a limit of ¢(¢)-maps.
Therefore, we can find a point 2 € F* N B(x,r) such that c(e)|2z] < (Ar/2)]zz].
Since z is the maximum point of ¢ on F* N B(z,r), we have

o(x) > o0(2) > 0(z) — 22| 2 0(2) — c(a)_1¥|xz|.

Since z is arbitrary on zy, we obtain o/ (y’,) < c¢(¢) "' A\r/2. This contradicts o’ (y’,) >
¢(a) because r < pd < ¢(g). O

Define o; : M; — R by

1 on
9= N z:l |wf, - |
and set
Fy" = {y; € B(xj,p) | £ (w;) = fi(x;), 1 <i <k},
where f; denotes the i-th component of f;. Let £; be a maximum point of o; on
F;r N B(zj,7). Then, Claim EI9%(2) implies that #; converges to z.

Subclaim 6.21 (cf. [9, 3.9]). Indeed, &; € F; for large j.
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Proof. Fix large j and suppose the contrary. Then, f;o (&) > f;o (x;) for some 1.
Let A/ (resp. W’) be the set of all directions of shortest paths from &; to a (resp.

w?, for all a). Then, by Lemma B.7(1), there exists £ € X5, such that
L(EA]) <m/2—cle), ZL(&A)=m/2, Z(EW')>n/2+c(e)
for all @ # i9. Let y € M, be a point near Z; in the direction £ such that

o) > f2(x),  19i(y) — gb(@;)| < Slydsl,  oi(y) > o(5) + c(e)|yi;|
for all i # ig. In particular, the middle inequality above and the inequality of
Definition [6I3(1) imply that

Fiy) = £i(@5) = (6 + 85)lyi;| > fi(x;) — 20]yd;|

for all ¢ # 4p. Therefore, by the c(¢)-openness of f;, we can find a point § €
FjJr N B(xzj,r) such that c(e)|gy| < 26|y#;|. Then, we have

0;(9) > 05(y) = gyl = 0;(&;) + (c(e) — 20c(e) ™)y,
This contradicts the choice of &; because § < ¢(e). O

The above observation is important, but actually will not be used below. Now,
we prove the following rescaling theorem (compare Subclaim 6.20]):

Claim 6.22 (cf. [I8 3.2]). In the above situation, one of the following holds:
(1) There exists a subsequence of {j} such that for anyy, € Fj‘ﬂB(ﬁcj, r\{&;},
there is o such that Zwly;z; > 7/2 + c(e).
(2) There exists a sequence d; — 0 of positive numbers such that
(i) for anyy; € F;rﬁB(:i:j, m\B(&;,d;), there is o such that Zwl,y;&; >
/24 c(e);
(ii) for any limit (X, &) of the rescaled spaces (diij, i), we have dim X >
L+ 1, wherel =dim X.
In particular, if | = n, then (1) holds. Note that when (1) (resp. (2)) holds,
(fi,1&5 - 1) is (c(e), #(6), s/2)-noncritical on F; NOB(&;,s) for any s € (0,1) (resp.
s€(d;,r)).

Proof. Let a; = c¢(g) be the constant in Subclaim Take a = ¢(e) such that
a < L and a < a;1. Suppose that (1) does not hold for this a. Then, for any large
J, there exists y; € FjJr N B(#;,7) \ {&;} such that Zwly;i; < n/2 + a for all a.
Let g, be a farthest point from #; among such y; and set d; := |#;9,|. Then, (2)(i)
is trivial. Moreover, Subclaim implies that d; — 0 since a < a4.

Now, we prove (2)(ii). Suppose (diij,;ﬁj) converges to an Alexandrov space

(X ,Z) of nonnegative curvature. Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that
7; converges to § € X. We may further assume that shortest paths £;¢; and &;w?,
converge to a shortest path 2y and a ray 7, starting from Z, respectively. Let

vj, vl € ¥z, and v,v, € ¥z denote the directions of them, respectively. Then, by
the monotonicity of angles, we have

L(Va, V) > lim Zw)ijw!, > w,
j‘)OO

L(v,0q) > lim Zg;@0) =7 — lim Zégwl, > 71/2 —a
j—00 j—00
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for all 1 < o # o/ < N. Suppose (2)(ii) does not hold, i.e. dim X = I. Then, an
argument similar to the first paragraph of the proof of Subclaim [6.20] implies that

1N
(6.2) N Z —cos Z(v,vq) > c(a).
a=1

On the other hand, by an argument similar to the second paragraph of the proof
of Subclaim [6.20] we show that

(6.3) o(v;) < c(e)™" (% + 25j> ,

where A > 0 is a constant depending only on x and p such that gé- are uniformly
A-concave near x;. Fix large j and let z be an arbitrary point on a shortest path
Z;9;. Then, by the A-concavity of g;, we have

yizl, i(a Tiz|, i A s
2] g302) ~ i) + 2 i) — 040 = 1ol

Moreover, since Z;,y; € F J7L, by the inequality of Definition [6.13(1), we have

£ — Sy = {1~ H@) 2 (0) — 6)(05)) = 62,
fi(2) = fi(95) = (95(2) — g5(9;)) — 6,192
Combining the three inequalities above, we obtain

: i Mg allg |252]195%]
fi(z) = fi(z;) = _§|Ij2’||yj2’| — 2@%
J

Ad;
Z - (TJ + 25J> |:sz|
Furthermore, since f; is ¢(¢)-open near z;, we can find a point 2z € F;L N B(z;,7)
such that c(e)|2z| < (Ad;/2 + 26;)|Z;2|. Since Z; is the maximum point of ¢; on
FjJr N B(zj,7), we have

oi(d;) > 0(2) > o0(2) — 22| > 0(2) — c(e) ! (% + 25j) | z].

Since z is arbitrary on Z;7;, we obtain the desired inequality (G.3]).
Therefore, applying the first variation formula to the left-hand side of the in-
equality (@3] and passing to the limit, we obtain

| N
NZ—COSZ(U,UQ) <0

a=1

by the lower semicontinuity of angles (choose v/ to be closest to v; among all

directions from #; to w?, so that the first variation formula holds). This contradicts
the inequality (62)). O

Now, we give the proof of Lemma in the case of Claim [6.19(2). Recall that
Proposition for k + 1 and Proposition for k and I’ > [ + 1 hold by the
induction hypothesis. The proof is divided into the two cases of Claim

First, suppose Claim[6:22(1) holds. In this case, Lemma[6.I8 follows from Propo-
sition for k + 1 as in the case of Claim [6.19(1). Consider a v-discrete set in
F;NB(&j,r)\ B(Z;,v/2). Note that (f;,|Z;-|) is (c(e), »(5), v/3)-noncritical (and



A FIBRATION THEOREM FOR COLLAPSING SEQUENCES 27

hence ¢(g)-open) on a small neighborhood of F; N B(&;,7) \ B(Z;,v/2). Split the
v-discrete set into r/dv classes so that the difference of the distances from &; to
any two points in the same class is no more than dv. Then, for each class, we can
take a corresponding v/2-discrete set of F; N 9B(&;,s) for some s € (v/2,7) by
the c¢(e)-openness. Proposition [6I6 for k£ + 1 implies that the number of such v/2-
discrete points is less than C(g)v~("=*=1) (apply Proposition to the rescaled
space s~1M). Thus, Lemma [6.I8 follows. In particular, Proposition B.17 for I = n
holds (the base case of the reverse induction on ).

Next, suppose Claim [6.22(2) holds. Then, the same argument as in the previ-
ous case shows that v,_x(F; N B(&;,7) \ B(&;,d;)) is uniformly bounded above.
On the other hand, Proposition [6.17] for I’ > | + 1 applied to dlej implies that
vn—k(Fj(g,8;,d;) N B(2,d;)) is uniformly bounded above for some subsequence.
This completes the proof. ([

6.4. Almost continuity of the volume of the fibers. In this section, we prove
Theorem [[4Y3). The proof is similar to that of the continuity of the volume of
Alexandrov spaces under the Gromov-Hausdorff convergence ([2, 10.8], [12] 3.5],
[1I7, 0.6]). By Remarks [6.1] and [6.4], it suffices to prove the following;:

Proposition 6.23. Let M be an n-dimensional Alexandrov space, p € M and k <
n. Let f: B(p,£) — R¥ be a 6-almost regular map associated with a (k,§)-strainer
{(ai,b;)YE_, at p with length > £. For simplicity, assume that f~(B(f(p),r)) is
contained in B(p,£5) for some 0 < r < €5. Set F, := f~1(v) for v € B(f(p),r).
Then, for any sufficiently close u,v € B(f(p),r), we have

VOln,k Fu

— 1] < 5(0).
Vol Fy ‘ #(0)

Let F, be as above. Let m be a positive integer and 6, p positive numbers.
We denote by F,(m,0,p) the set of all points in F, having an (m,0)-strainer
{(ak+i, br+s) }%y with length > p such that akyi,bky; € F,. The above propo-
sition immediately follows from the following two lemmas:

Lemma 6.24. For any small p > 0, if u,v € B(f(p),r) are sufficiently close, then
there exists a »(d)-almost isometry from F,(n — k,d,p) to an open subset of F,,.

Proof. Since the proof is similar to that of Theorem [£] in the noncollapsing case,
we only outline it. Assume p < |f~1(B(f(p),r)),0B(p, )| and |uv| < ps. Fix
x € Fy(n—Fk,d, p) and let {(ag1s,brri)}'=" be an (n—k, §)-strainer at & with length
> p such that agts,bgt+i € Fyy. Then, the inequality (GI)) implies that {(a;, b;)}i,
is an (n, »(J))-strainer at = with length > p. Hence, by Proposition [65(1), there
exists a s(d)-almost isometry from B(z, pd) to an open subset of R™ whose first
k components coincide with f. Therefore, a translation with respect to the f-
coordinate gives a s(d)-almost isometry from B(x, pd/2) N F, to an open subset of
F,, provided |uv| < pd. Gluing such local maps as in the proof of Theorem 1] we
obtain a global almost isometry. O

Lemma 6.25 (cf. 2| 10.9]). Let 1 < m < n—Fk and 0,p > 0. Then, for any
0 <v < p, we have

Vn_kﬂu(Fv \ Fiu(m, 0,p)) < 55(p),
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where 39(p) is a positive function depending only onn, k and 0 such that »9(p) — 0
as p — 0. In particular,

vol,—k(Ey \ Fu(n —k, 6, p)) < 25(p).

Proof. The proof is carried out by the induction on m as in [2, 10.9]. Let p1 > p
and 01 = c(§) < 6. Take a maximal (p16;)-discrete net {z,})_; of F,(m —
1,61,p1). Then, we have N < C(p16;)~ %) by Proposition Fix a and
let {(ag+i, bkﬂ-)};’;_ll be an (m — 1, 60;)-strainer at z, with length > p; such that
Ak+i,bkti € F,. Divide B(zq,p101) N F, into (2p1/p)™ ! classes {Das}s so that
if 2, y belong to the same class, then we have ||agiiz| — |agriy|| < pfy for all
1 < i < m—1. By the argument in [2] 10.5], if there exist sufficiently many
p-discrete points (depending on €) in D,g, then we can choose three of them so
that they form a (1, 0)-strainer (and a strained point) with length > p. Therefore,
the number of p-discrete points in Dag \ F,,(m, 6, p) is less than C(6). Hence, we
can cover F,(m —1,01,p1) \ Fy,(m, 0, p) by at most C(H)p;(nfk) (p1/p)™~ 1 balls of
radius p (recall 81 = ¢(0)). By Proposition again, the number of v-discrete
points in each p-ball is less than C(p/v)"~* for any 0 < v < p. Thus, we have

n—k—m-+1
V"R B, (Fy(m — 1,601, p1) \ Fy(m, 6, p)) < C(6) (ﬁ)

for any 0 < v < p. Together with the induction hypothesis and a suitable choice of
p1, this yields the desired estimate. (I

Proof of Proposition[6.23. By Proposition and Remark [6.10, we may assume
vol,_ F,, > ¢(p) for any v € B(f(p),r). Let p > 0 be so small that s;5(p) < c(p).
Then, by the above two lemmas, for sufficiently close u,v € B(f(p),r), we have

(1+ 5(9)) voly—g Fyy > vol,—x Fy(n — k, 0, p)
> vol,— Fy — 55(p) > (1 — 3(6)) vol,—i Fy.
This completes the proof. (|
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