arXiv:2404.02390v1 [math.DG] 3 Apr 2024

Locally homogeneous RCD spaces

Shouhei Honda, Artem Nepechiy

Abstract The goal of this note is to demonstrate how existing results can be adapted to establish the following result: A locally metric measure homogeneous RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space is isometric to, after multiplying a positive constant to the reference measure, a smooth Riemannian manifold with the Riemannian volume measure.

1 Introduction

1.1 Results

Let us start by recalling the main result of [LN23] by Lebedeva and the second named author:

Theorem 1 ([LN23, Main Theorem]). Let (𝑀, 𝑔_0) be a locally homogeneous 𝐶^0- Riemannian manifold. Then (𝑀, d_{𝑔0} ) is isometric to a smooth Riemannian manifold as metric spaces (thus 𝑔_0 is actually smooth).

In the above a 𝐶^0-Riemannian manifold is a pair (𝑀, 𝑔_0) consisting of a 𝐶^1-manifold 𝑀 together with a continuous Riemannian metric 𝑔_0. The Riemannian metric 𝑔_0 induces a canonical length structure, which in turn induces an intrinsic distance function d_{𝑔0} on 𝑀.

We call a metric space (𝑋, d) locally (metric) homogeneous if for any two points of 𝑋 there is a local isometry taking one to the other (see Definition 1 for the precise one). Note that the local homogeneity does not imply the global one in general

Shouhei Honda Graduate School of Mathematical Sciences, The University of Tokyo, e-mail: shouhei@ms.u-tokyo.ac.jp Artem Nepechiy Institute for Algebra and Geometry, KIT, e-mail: artem.nepechiy@kit.edu

1

because of considering compact surfaces of constant negative curvature. A direct consequence of Theorem 1 is:

Corollary 1 ([LN23, Corollary]). Any locally homogeneous Alexandrov space of finite dimension is isometric to a smooth Riemannian manifold.

An Alexandrov space is, by definition, a metric space with a lower bound of sectional curvature in a synthetic sense. In connection with Corollary 1, it is natural to ask whether an analogous result is satisfied or not, in the case of Ricci curvature (instead of sectional curvature)?

The aim of this note is to provide a positive answer to this question. The precise statement is as follows. See section 2 for the preliminary on RCD spaces.

Theorem 2 (Locally metric measure homogeneous RCD(𝐾, 𝑁)-spaces are smooth). Let (𝑋, d, 𝔪) be a locally metric measure homogeneous (see Defintion 3) RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space of essential dimension 𝑛 for some 𝐾 ∈ R and some 𝑁 ∈ [1, ∞). Then (𝑋, d) is isometric to a smooth Riemannian manifold and 𝔪 coincides with the Hausdorff measure ℋ^𝑛 of dimension 𝑛, up to multiplying a positive constant to the measure, namely ℋ^𝑛 = 𝑐𝔪 for some 𝑐 > 0.

Theorem 2 is justified along with analogous ideas in the proof of Theorem 1, combining with the recent developments on RCD spaces. It is worth mentioning that a priori Theorem 1 does not imply Theorem 2 because it is unclear whether the metric structure of a locally metric measure homogeneous RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space is isometric to a 𝐶^0-Riemannian manifold. A detailed inspection of the proof yields that one can circumvent the requirement for the space to be a 𝐶^1-manifold in order for the argument to go through.

Finally let us provide an application of Theorem 2.

Corollary 2. For all 𝑛 ∈ N, 𝐾 ∈ R, 𝑑, 𝑟, 𝑣 ∈ (0, ∞) there exists 𝜖 = 𝜖 (𝑛, 𝐾, 𝑑, 𝑟, 𝑣) > 0 such that the following hold: Let M := M(𝑛, 𝐾, 𝑑, 𝑟, 𝑣) be the set of all isometry classes of non-collapsed RCD(𝐾, 𝑛) spaces (𝑋, d, ℋ^𝑛) with diam𝑋 ≤ 𝑑, ℋ^𝑛 (𝑋) ≥ 𝑣 and

d_{pGH} ((𝐵_𝑠 (𝑥), 𝑥), (𝐵_𝑠 (𝑦), 𝑦)) ≤ 𝜖𝑠, for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 and 0 < 𝑠 ≤ 𝑟,

where d_{pGH} denotes the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff distance and 𝐵_𝑠 (𝑥) denotes the open ball of radius 𝑠 centered at 𝑥. Then:

1. any non-collapsed RCD(𝐾, 𝑛) space (𝑋, d, ℋ^𝑛) belonging to M is homeomorphic to a locally homogeneous compact Riemannian manifold. Moreover if (𝑋, d) is smooth, then the homeomorphism can be improved to be a diffeomorphism:

2. M has only finitely many members up to homeomorphism:

3. denoting by M_𝐶∞ the set of all smooth elements in M, M_𝐶∞ has only finitely many members up to diffeomorphism.

We refer [H23] for similar results.

1.2 How to prove the main result

1.2.1 Lie group structure

In [LN23, Lemma 3.5] the smooth structure and the Riemannian metric was used to establish that the group of isometries of a ball 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝) fixing the point 𝑝 is a Lie group. We intend to prove this result directly for RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) spaces. In the context of RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) spaces, the statements in this direction are known. For example the isometry group of an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space is a Lie group (see [GSR19, Theorem A] and [S18, Corollary 1.2]). In general a ball 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝) in an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space needs not to be an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁)-space itself. Therefore the mentioned results do not imply that the isometry group of 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝) is a Lie group. However, we will obtain the following localization result:

Proposition 1 (Isometry group of a ball in an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space is a Lie group). Let (𝑋, d, 𝔪) be an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space for some 𝐾 ∈ R and some 𝑁 ∈ [1, ∞). Then for any 𝑝 ∈ 𝑋 and all 𝑟 > 0 the groups

Iso(𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝)) = { 𝑓 : 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝) → 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝)| 𝑓 isometry between metric spaces} ,

Iso_𝑝 (𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝)) = { 𝑓 : 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝) → 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝)| 𝑓 (𝑝) = 𝑝, 𝑓 isometry between metric spaces}

are Lie groups.

1.2.2 Constructing an isometry

Using Proposition 1 the proof in [LN23] can be carried out verbatim until the very last step right after [LN23, Corollary 4.5]. At this point one has a homeomorphism

ℎ : 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝) ⊂ (𝑋, d) → 𝑈 ⊂ 𝑈_𝐺/𝑈_𝐻

between neighborhoods around a point 𝑝 ∈ 𝑋 and a neighborhood 𝑈 in a local Lie group 𝑈_𝐺 /𝑈_𝐻 , on which 𝑈_𝐺 acts by left multiplication 𝐿_𝑓 .

At this point one would need to construct a local isometry between the RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space (𝑋, d, 𝔪) and the local smooth model space𝑈_𝐺/𝑈_𝐻 with a yet to be determined left invariant Riemannian metric 𝑔. In [LN23] one could make ℎ into a Lipschitz map and pull back the continuous Riemannian metric onto 𝑈_𝐺/𝑈_𝐻 . In the case when (𝑋, d, 𝔪) is an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space it is a priori not clear, whether the distance d on 𝑋 is induced by some Riemannian metric. However, any RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space admits a canonical almost everywhere defined Riemannian metric. Thus our task is to describe a way on how to construct a suitable pullback metric and to show that the induced metric makes our map ℎ into an isometry.

2 Preliminaries on metric measure spaces

In this section we collect the basic notions, definitions and known results about RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) spaces. We start with the definitions of local homogeneity.

2.1 Local homogeneity

The following is a fundamental notion in the paper.

Definition 1 (Local homogeneity as metric space). A metric space (𝑋, d) is called locally (metric) homogeneous if for every 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 there exists 𝑟 > 0 and an isometry 𝑓 : 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑥) → 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑦) satisfying 𝑓 (𝑥) = 𝑦. We call such a map 𝑓 a pointed isometry.

We now introduce the notions necessary for RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) spaces and its local homogeneity.

Definition 2 (Metric measure space). We call a triple (𝑋, d, 𝔪) a metric measure space if the pair (𝑋, d) is a complete separable metric space and the measure 𝔪 is a Borel measure on 𝑋 with full support and finite on each bounded set.

Definition 3 (Locally homogeneity as metric measure space). We say that a metric measure space (𝑋, d, 𝔪) is locally metric measure homogeneous if for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 there exist 𝑟 > 0 and an isometry Φ : 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑥) → 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑦) as metric spaces with Φ(𝑥) = 𝑦 such that Φ_♯ (𝔪_{𝐵𝑟 (𝑥)} ) = 𝔪_{𝐵𝑟 (𝑦)} holds, where Φ_♯ denotes the pushforward measure.

For a metric measure space, the local metric measure homogeneity, by definition, implies the metric one, but it is trivial that the converse implication is not true in general. However the converse one is true if the reference measure is a Hausdorff measure, see for instance (11).

2.2 RCD spaces

Fix a metric measure space (𝑋, d, 𝔪).

Definition 4 (Sobolev space). The Cheeger energy Ch : 𝐿^2 (𝑋, 𝔪) → [0, ∞] is defined by

Ch( 𝑓 ) = inf_{{ 𝑓𝑖 }𝑖} � lim inf 𝑖→∞ 1 2 ∫ 𝑋 (Lip 𝑓_𝑖 (𝑥))^2 d𝔪(𝑥) � , (1)

where the infimum { 𝑓_𝑖 }_𝑖 runs over all bounded Lipschitz 𝐿^2-functions with ‖ 𝑓_𝑖 − 𝑓 ‖_𝐿2 → 0 as 𝑖 → ∞, and Lip 𝑓 (𝑥) denotes the local slope of 𝑓 at 𝑥 defined by:

Lip 𝑓 (𝑥) := lim sup_{𝑦→𝑥}

| 𝑓 (𝑥) − 𝑓 (𝑦)| d(𝑥, 𝑦) . The Sobolev space 𝐻^{1,2} = 𝐻^{1,2} (𝑋, d, 𝔪) is defined by the finiteness domain of Ch and then it is a Banach space equipped with the norm ‖ 𝑓 ‖_𝐻1,2 := (‖ 𝑓 ‖^2_{𝐿2} +2Ch( 𝑓 ))^{12} .

For any 𝑓 ∈ 𝐻^{1,2}, considering the collection 𝑅( 𝑓 ) of all functions in 𝐿^2 (𝑋, 𝔪) larger than or equal to a weak 𝐿^2-limit of Lip 𝑓_𝑖 (𝑥) appeared in (1), we know that 𝑅( 𝑓 ) is a closed convex non-empty subset in 𝐿^2 (𝑋, 𝔪). Denoting by |∇ 𝑓 | the unique element of 𝑅( 𝑓 ) with the smallest 𝐿^2-norm, called the minimal relaxed slope of 𝑓 , we have

Ch( 𝑓 ) = 1 2 ∫ 𝑋 |∇ 𝑓 |^2 d𝔪.

The following notion allows us to discuss a canonical Riemannian metric in a weak sense.

Definition 5 (Infinitesimally Hilbertianity). (𝑋, d, 𝔪) is called infinitesimally Hilbertian (IH) if the Sobolev space 𝐻^{1,2} is a Hilbert space. If it is IH, then for all 𝑓 , ℎ ∈ 𝐻^{1,2}, ⟨∇ 𝑓 , ∇ℎ⟩ := lim_{𝑡→0}

|∇( 𝑓 + 𝑡ℎ)|^2 − |∇ 𝑓 |^2 2𝑡 determines an 𝐿^1-function on 𝑋.

Then we can define the Laplacian on (𝑋, d, 𝔪) from the point of view of Dirichlet form theory as follows.

Definition 6 (Laplacian). Assume that (𝑋, d, 𝔪) is IH. We denote by 𝐷(Δ) the domain of the Laplacian, namely, 𝑓 ∈ 𝐷(Δ) holds if and only if 𝑓 ∈ 𝐻^{1,2} and there exists a unique 𝜙 ∈ 𝐿^2 (𝑋, 𝔪), denoted by Δ 𝑓 , such that ∫ 𝑋 ⟨∇ 𝑓 , ∇ℎ⟩ d𝔪 = − ∫ 𝑋 𝜙ℎ d𝔪, for any ℎ ∈ 𝐻^{1,2}.

We are now in a good position to define RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) spaces.

Definition 7 (RCD space). (𝑋, d, 𝔪) is said to be an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space (or RCD space, for short) for some 𝐾 ∈ R and some 𝑁 ∈ [1, ∞) if the following four conditions are satisfied: 1. it is IH:

2. there exist a positive constant 𝐶 > 1 and a point 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 such that

𝔪(𝐵_𝑟 (𝑥)) ≤ 𝐶 exp(𝐶𝑟^2), for any 𝑟 > 1:

3. if a Sobolev function 𝑓 ∈ 𝐻^{1,2} satisfies |∇ 𝑓 |(𝑥) ≤ 1 for 𝔪.a.e. 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋, then 𝑓 has a 1-Lipschitz representative:

4. we have the Bochner inequality: 1 2 ∫ 𝑋 |∇ 𝑓 |^2 · Δ𝜙 d𝔪 ≥ ∫ 𝑋 𝜙 � (Δ 𝑓 )^2 𝑁 + ⟨∇Δ 𝑓 , ∇ 𝑓 ⟩ + 𝐾|∇ 𝑓 |^2 � d𝔪 (2)

for all 𝜙 ∈ 𝐿^∞ (𝑋, 𝔪) ∩ 𝐷(Δ) with 𝜙 ≥ 0 and Δ𝜙 ∈ 𝐿^∞ (𝑋, 𝔪), and 𝑓 ∈ 𝐷(Δ) with Δ 𝑓 ∈ 𝐻^{1,2}.

See [A19, S23] for nice surveys about RCD spaces, including the history.

Let us end this subsection by giving a special subclass of RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) spaces introduced in [DPG18].

Definition 8 (Non-collapsed RCD space). An RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space (𝑋, d, 𝔪) for some 𝐾 ∈ R and some finite 𝑁 ∈ [1, ∞) is said to be non-collapsed if 𝔪 coincides with the Hausdorff measure ℋ^𝑁 of dimension 𝑁.

2.3 Fine structure on RCD space

Let us fix an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space (𝑋, d, 𝔪) for some 𝐾 ∈ R and some 𝑁 ∈ [1, ∞). Theorem 3 ([GRS16, Corollary 1.4]). (𝑋, d) is a geodesic space. Moreover for every 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 the following holds: for 𝔪-a.e. 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋 there is only one geodesic connecting 𝑦 to 𝑥.

In the sequel, we assume that 𝑋 is not a single point.

Definition 9 (Tangent cone). A pointed metric measure space (𝑌, d_𝑌 , 𝔪_𝑌 , 𝑦) is said to be a tangent cone at 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 of (𝑋, d, 𝔪) if there exists a sequence 𝑟_𝑖 → 0^+ such that � 𝑋, 1 𝑟_𝑖 d, 1 𝔪(𝐵_{𝑟𝑖} (𝑥)) 𝔪, 𝑥

�_{pmGH} → (𝑌, d_𝑌 , 𝔪_𝑌 , 𝑦),

where “pmGH” stands for the pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff convergence. Denote by Tan(𝑋, d, 𝔪, 𝑥) the set of all isometry classes of tangent cones at 𝑥 of (𝑋, d, 𝔪).

Let us recall a fundamental notion to study RCD spaces, regular sets. Definition 10 (Regular set). A point 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 is said to be 𝑘-dimensional regular if

Tan(𝑋, d, 𝔪, 𝑥) = � R^𝑘 , d_{Euc}, 1 𝜔_𝑘

ℋ^𝑘, 0_𝑘 � , where d_{Euc} denotes the standard Euclidean distance, and 𝜔_𝑘 is the volume of a ball of radius 1 in R^𝑘 . Denote by R_𝑘 the set of all 𝑘-dimensional regular points of (𝑋, d, 𝔪). We will also use the following results (see also [D20, Theorem 6.2]). Theorem 4 ([BS19, Theorem 0.1]). There exists a unique 𝑛 ∈ N with 1 ≤ 𝑛 ≤ 𝑁 such that 𝔪(𝑋 \ R_𝑛) = 0. We call 𝑛 the essential dimension of (𝑋, d, 𝔪).

In the sequel, denote by 𝑛 the essential dimension of (𝑋, d, 𝔪). Combining Theorem 4 with (the proof of) the rectifiability result in [MN19, Theorem 1.1] and [BPS22, Propositions 3.7 and 3.9] (see also [BPS21]), we obtain the following (see also [AHT18, Theorem 4.1]).

Theorem 5. We have the following.

1. Let us denote by R^∗_𝑛 the set of all points 𝑥 ∈ R_𝑛 satisfying that the finite positive limit lim_{𝑟→0+} 𝔪(𝐵_𝑟 (𝑥))

𝜔_𝑛𝑟^𝑛

∈ (0, ∞) (3)

exists. Then

a. we have 𝔪(𝑋 \ R^∗_𝑛) = 0:

b. 𝔪_R∗_𝑛 and ℋ^𝑛_R∗_𝑛 are mutually absolutely continuous: c. the limit in (3) coincides with the Radon-Nikodym derivative:

d𝔪_R∗_𝑛 dℋ^𝑛_{R𝑛} (𝑥) for 𝔪-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ R^∗_𝑛.

2. For 𝔪-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ R^∗_𝑛, it holds that for any 𝜖 > 0 there exist 𝑟 > 0 and a harmonic map Φ = (𝜙_1, 𝜙_2, . . . , 𝜙_𝑛) : 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑥) → R^𝑛

such that ∫ –_{𝐵𝑟 (𝑥)} � �⟨∇𝜙_𝑖, ∇𝜙_𝑗⟩ − 𝛿_{𝑖 𝑗} � � d𝔪 < 𝜖, for all 𝑖, 𝑗,

where ∫ –_𝐴 :=^1_{𝔪( 𝐴)} ∫ 𝐴. 3. For any 𝜖 > 0 there exists a family {(𝐴_𝑖, Φ_𝑖)}_{𝑖∈N} of (1 ± 𝜖)-bi-Lipschitz embeddings Φ_𝑖 : 𝐴_𝑖 ↩→ R^𝑛

of Borel subsets 𝐴_𝑖 of 𝑋 such that each Φ_𝑖 can be obtained as a restriction of a harmonic map defined on a neighborhood of 𝐴_𝑖 and that 𝔪(𝑋 \

�_𝑖 𝐴_𝑖) = 0.

See also [BMS23, Proposition 4.3].

In order to introduce a geometric property on R_𝑛, Theorem 6, let us recall the following notions.

Definition 11 (𝜖-geodesic). A unit speed, piecewise geodesic curve 𝛾 between 𝑝 ∈ 𝑋 and 𝑞 ∈ 𝑋 is called an 𝜖-geodesic if 𝐿(𝛾) −d(𝑝, 𝑞) ≤^𝜖_2 d(𝑝, 𝑞), where 𝐿(𝛾) denotes the length of 𝛾.

Definition 12 (Weak convexity). A subset 𝑆 ⊂ 𝑋 is called weakly convex if for all (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝑆 × 𝑆 and 𝜖 > 0, there exists an 𝜖-geodesic 𝛾 ⊂ 𝑆 connecting 𝑥 and 𝑦.

The following result will play a key role to prove Proposition 1. Theorem 6 ([D20, Theorem 6.5]). R_𝑛 is weakly convex. In particular, R_𝑛 is pathconnected.

2.4 Functional analysis with respect to pmGH convergence

The following stability result for harmonic functions will play a key role to construct an isometry explained in subsection 1.2.2. See [AH18, Theorem 4.4 or Corollary 4.5] for the proof and see [J14, Theorem 3.1] for the Lipschitz regularity of harmonic functions.

Theorem 7 (Stability of harmonic functions). Let

(𝑋_𝑖, d_𝑖, 𝔪_𝑖, 𝑥_𝑖)^{pmGH}→ (𝑋, d, 𝔪, 𝑥) .

be a pmGH convergent sequece of pointed RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) spaces for some 𝐾 ∈ R and some 𝑁 ∈ [1, ∞). Take 𝑅 > 0 and let 𝑓_𝑖 : 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥_𝑖) → R be a harmonic function for any 𝑖 < ∞ with sup_𝑖 ‖ 𝑓_𝑖 ‖_𝐿1_{(𝐵𝑅 (𝑥𝑖 ) )} < ∞. Then after passing to a subsequence there exists a harmonic function 𝑓 : 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥) → R such that 𝑓_𝑖 locally uniformly converge to 𝑓 on 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥) and that they also 𝐻^{1,2}-strongly converge to 𝑓 on 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑥) for any 𝑟 < 𝑅.

See [GMS13, AH17, AH18] for the definition of 𝐻^{1,2}-strong convergence and more general results (see also [G23] for a nice survey).

Let us end this subsection by giving the harmonicity of any blow-up limit of a Sobolev function. The proof is based on [C99, Theorem 3.7]. See [AHPT21, Theorem 5.4] for the details.

Theorem 8 (Rademacher type differentiability). Let (𝑋, d, 𝔪) be an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space for some 𝐾 ∈ R and some 𝑁 ∈ [1, ∞), let 𝑅 > 0, let 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 and let 𝑓 : 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥) → R be a 𝐻^{1,2}-Sobolev function. Then for 𝔪-a.e. 𝑧 ∈ 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥) ∩ R_𝑛 we have the following: for any 𝑟 > 0, let

𝑓_{𝑟,𝑧} := 1 𝑟 � 𝑓 − ∫ –_{𝐵𝑟 (𝑧)} 𝑓 d𝔪 � . (4)

Then for any convergent sequence 𝑟_𝑖 → 0^+, after passing to a subsequence, 𝑓_{𝑟𝑖 ,𝑧} 𝐻^{1,2}_{loc} -strongly converge to a linear function on R^𝑛 with respect to the pmGH convergence: � 𝑋, 1 𝑟_𝑖 d, 1 𝔪(𝐵_{𝑟𝑖} (𝑧)) 𝔪, 𝑧

�_{pmGH} → � R^𝑛, d_{Euc}, 1 𝜔_𝑛

ℋ^𝑛, 0_𝑛 � . Remark 1. In Theorem 8, if 𝑓 is locally Lipschitz, then the normalization (4) can be replaced by 1 𝑟 ( 𝑓 − 𝑓 (𝑧))

in order to get the same conclusion.

3 Proof of Proposition 1 and alternative proof of the global result

In this section let us prove Proposition 1. For this, we slightly modify the proof of [CC20, Theorem 4.5] with the the use of Theorems 4 and 6. Let us first recover the statements in [GSR19, Theorem A] and [S18, Corollary 1.2]. For the readability we restate the result.

Theorem 9 (Isometry group of RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space is a Lie group). Let (𝑋, d, 𝔪) be an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space for some 𝐾 ∈ R and some 𝑁 ∈ [1, ∞). Then the isometry group Isom(𝑋) of (𝑋, d) is a Lie group.

Proof. Firstly let us introduce some notation: for a metric space (𝑍, d) and a closed subgroup 𝐻 < Isom(𝑍) of the isometry group, set

𝜌_𝐻 (𝑧) := sup_{ℎ∈𝐻} d(𝑧, ℎ(𝑧)), 𝐷_{𝐻,𝑟} (𝑧) := sup_{𝑤∈𝐵 𝑟} 2 (𝑧) 𝜌_𝐻 (𝑤).

In order to prove that Isom(𝑋) is a Lie group, it is sufficient to show that it contains no small closed subgroups [T14][Corollary 1.5.8]. Assume the contrary that is there exits a sequence (𝐻_𝑖)_{𝑖∈N} of non-trivial closed subgroups, which satisfy

lim_{𝑖→∞} 𝐷_{𝐻𝑖 ,𝑟} (𝑝) = 0 for all 𝑟 > 0 and 𝑝 ∈ 𝑋.

Recall that (𝑋, d) is proper because of [S06, Corollary 2.4]. Denoting by 𝑛 the essential dimension of (𝑋, d, 𝔪), we can obtain a contradiction if we can find sequences of points (𝑝_𝑖)_{𝑖∈N} ⊂ 𝑋 and of positive numbers 𝑟_𝑖 → 0^+ such that

𝐷_{𝐻𝑖 ,𝑟𝑖} (𝑝_𝑖) = 1 20 𝑟_𝑖, d_{pGH} ((𝐵_{𝑟𝑖} (𝑝_𝑖), 𝑝_𝑖), (𝐵_{𝑟𝑖} (0_𝑛), 0_𝑛)) < 𝜖_𝑖 · 𝑟_𝑖 with 𝜖_𝑖 → 0,

because of the following reason: thanks to [FY94, Proposiion 3.6], after taking a convergent subsequence we have � 𝑋, 1 𝑟_𝑖

· d, 𝑝_𝑖, 𝐻_𝑖

�_{peGH} → (R^𝑛, d_{Euc}, 0_𝑛, 𝐻) ,

for some closed subgroup 𝐻 < Isom(R^𝑛), where “peGH” stands for the pointed equivalent Gromov-Hausdorff convergence. We have since the quantity 𝐷_{𝐻,1} is defined in purely metric terms and thus carries over by GH-convergence (with the rescaled metric) 𝐷_{𝐻𝑖 ,1} (𝑝_𝑖) =^1_{20} = 𝐷_{𝐻,1} (0). But it is well known that there exists no non-trivial closed subgroup 𝐻 < Isom(R^𝑛) with 𝐷_{𝐻,1} (0) ≤^1_{20} .

Therefore, in order to find 𝑝_𝑖 and 𝑟_𝑖 as above, fix an arbitrary 𝑝 ∈ R_𝑛. Let us construct the desired sequence 𝑝_𝑖, 𝑟_𝑖 . Fix some sequence 𝜖_𝑖 → 0. Since 𝐻_𝑖 is nontrivial by assumption there exists 𝑞_𝑖 ∈ 𝑋 such that d(ℎ_𝑖 (𝑞_𝑖), 𝑞_𝑖 ) = 𝐶_𝑖 > 0 for some ℎ_𝑖 ∈ 𝐻_𝑖. By Theorem 4, the set R_𝑛 is dense. Therefore there exists an 𝑝_𝑖 ∈ 𝑋 such that d(𝑝_𝑖, 𝑞_𝑖) ≤^{𝐶𝑖}_{100} . Since ℎ_𝑖 is an isometry we have d(ℎ_𝑖 (𝑝_𝑖), 𝑝_𝑖) ≥^{𝐶𝑖}_2 .

Consider for 𝜖_𝑖 the function

GHR_{𝜖𝑖} : R_𝑛 → R, 𝑝 ↦→ sup{𝑟 > 0| d_{pGH} ((𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝), 𝑝), (𝐵_𝑟 (0_𝑛), 0_𝑛)) < 𝜖_𝑖 · 𝑟}.

This function is continuous on R_𝑛. Therefore it takes its minimum > 0 on every continuous path connecting 𝑝 and 𝑝_𝑖, which exists since R_𝑛 is path connected by Theorem 6. Denote by 𝑟_𝑖 > 0 this minimum on some path 𝛾_𝑖 between 𝑝 and 𝑝_𝑖, then we have d_{pGH} ((𝐵_{𝑟𝑖} (𝑝_𝑖), 𝑝_𝑖), (𝐵_{𝑟𝑖} (0_𝑛), 0_𝑛)) < 𝜖_𝑖 · 𝑟_𝑖 .

Fix such an 𝑟_𝑖 and assume without loss of generality that 𝑟_𝑖 < 𝑟_{𝑖−1}. If 𝑟_𝑖 is small enough we clearly have 𝐷_{𝐻𝑖 ,𝑟𝑖} (𝑝_𝑖) ≥^{𝑟𝑖}_{20} .

Observe that the function 𝐷_{𝐻𝑖 ,𝑟} (𝑝) for fixed 𝐻_𝑖 is continuous in 𝑝, 𝑟 if the closure of an open ball coincides with the closed ball. This condition is true in inner metric spaces. However by completeness of 𝑋 and Theorem 3 finite dimensional RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) spaces are intrinsic.

We have for large enough 𝑖 on one hand 𝐷_{𝐻𝑖 ,𝑟𝑖} (𝑝_𝑖) ≤^{𝑟𝑖}_{20} and on the other hand 𝐷_{𝐻𝑖 ,𝑟𝑖} (𝑝) ≥^{𝑟𝑖}_{20} . Restrict the function 𝐷_{𝐻𝑖 ,𝑟𝑖} to the path 𝛾_𝑖 (𝑡) chosen above. Then by continuity we can apply the intermediate value theorem and obtain some point 𝑝^′ ∈ R_𝑛 such that 𝐷_{𝐻𝑖 ,𝑟𝑖} =^{𝑟𝑖}_{20} . By construction 𝑟_𝑖 we also have

d_{pGH} ((𝐵_{𝑟𝑖} (𝑝^′_𝑖), 𝑝^′_𝑖), (𝐵_{𝑟𝑖} (0_𝑛), 0_𝑛)) < 𝜖_𝑖 · 𝑟_𝑖 .

With a minor modification we obtain Proposition 1 as a corollary.

Proof (Proof of Proposition 1). We can apply the same proof as above with the following modification: Assume Iso(𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝)) is not a Lie group. As above we construct a sequences 𝐻_𝑖, 𝑝_𝑖 ∈ 𝐵_𝑟 (𝑝) and 𝑟_𝑖 > 0. The set of regular points R_𝑘 ∩ 𝐵_{2𝑟} (𝑝) is still dense in 𝐵_{2𝑟} (𝑝) and by Theorem 6 the set R_𝑘 is weakly convex. By this, if we fix 𝜀 > 0 small enough we can assume that all paths 𝛾_𝑖 are contained in 𝐵_{2𝑟} (𝑝) and arrive at the same contradiction.

4 Locally homogeneity implies the non-collapsed condition

Let (𝑋, d, 𝔪) be an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space for some 𝐾 ∈ R and some 𝑁 ∈ [1, ∞) and let us denote by 𝑛 the essential dimension in the sense of Theorem 4.

In the sequel, we assume that (𝑋, d, 𝔪) is locally metric measure homogeneous. The goal of this section to prove a partial result, Lemma 2, to prove Theorem 2.

Lemma 1. We see that 𝔪 = 𝑐ℋ^𝑛 holds for some 𝑐 > 0 and that any point of 𝑋 is an 𝑛-dimensional regular point.

Proof. Applying the local homogeneity, we have 𝑋 = R^∗_𝑛 (recall Theorem 5 for the definition of R^∗_𝑛). Moreover the limit

lim_{𝑟→0+} 𝔪(𝐵_𝑟 (𝑥)) 𝜔_𝑛𝑟^𝑛 (5) does not depend on 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋, thus we denote by 𝑐 the limit. Then it follows from Theorem 5 that 𝔪 = 𝑐ℋ^𝑛 holds.

Next let us check the non-collapsed condition in the sense of [DPG18].

Lemma 2. (𝑋, d, ℋ^𝑛) is a non-collapsed RCD(𝐾, 𝑛) space. In particular 𝑋 is bi- Hölder homeomorphic to a Riemannian manifold of dimension 𝑛.

Proof. Thanks to Lemma 1 and [BGHZ23, Theorem 1.5] (after [H20, Corollary 1.3]), it is enough to prove that for any compact subset 𝐴 ⊂ 𝑋 there exist 𝑟 > 0 and 𝐶 > 1 such that

𝐶^{−1} ≤

ℋ^𝑛 (𝐵_𝑠 (𝑥)) 𝑠^𝑛

≤ 𝐶, for all 𝑥 ∈ 𝐴 and 0 < 𝑠 ≤ 𝑟. (6)

However this is an easy consequence of the compactness of 𝐴 with the proof of Lemma 1. Thus we conclude the first statement. The last statement is a direct consequence of the Reifenberg flatness around any regular point obtained in [CC97, Theorem A.1.1] (see also [KM21, Theorem 3.1]).

Remark 2. One needs to take make sure that the topological assumptions are satisfied to run the same arguments as in [LN23], compare Lemma 3.16 therein. However, these conditions are satisfied in view of Lemma 2 and the existence of 𝜀-GH approximations, which can be taken to be homeomorphisms.

5 Lebesgue point

In this section we prepare auxiliary results, related to the subharmonicity, which are already observed in [BPS23, Remark 2.10]. Though they are avoidable to realize Theorem 2, they give us better understanding in the discussions below. Note that 𝐷(Δ, 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥)) denotes the domain of (local) Laplacian defined on a ball 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥) of 𝑋, see for instance [AH18, Definition 2.19] for the precise definition.

Lemma 3. Let (𝑋, d, 𝔪) be an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space and let 𝑓 ∈ 𝐷(Δ, 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥)). If Δ 𝑓 is locally Lipschitz on 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥), then the limit

lim_{𝑟→0+} ∫ –_{𝐵𝑟 (𝑦)} |∇ 𝑓 |^2 d𝔪

exists for any 𝑦 ∈ 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥). Moreover, denoting by |∇ 𝑓 |^∗ (𝑦) (or |∇ 𝑓 |(𝑦) for short) the square root of the limit, we have for all 𝑦 ∈ 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥) and 𝑝 ∈ (0, ∞)

lim_{𝑟→0+} ∫ –_{𝐵𝑟 (𝑦)} ||∇ 𝑓 |^𝑝 − |∇ 𝑓 |^∗(𝑦)^𝑝 | d𝔪 = 0.

Proof. The Bochner inequality (2) with the Lipschitz regularity result obtained in [J14, Theorem 3.1] shows

𝚫|∇ 𝑓 |^2 ≥ −𝐶

for some 𝐶 > 0, where the Laplacian in the left-hand-side of the above is taken as a measure (c.f. [G18]). Then finding 𝜙 with Δ𝜙 = 𝐶 on a ball contained in 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥), we know that |∇ 𝑓 |^2 + 𝜙 is subharmonic on the ball. Then applying [BB11, Proposition 8.24] for |∇𝜙|^2 + 𝜙 (with the Lipschitz continuity of 𝜙 by [J14, Theorem 3.1]) completes the proof.

Corollary 3. Let (𝑋, d, 𝔪) be an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space and let 𝑓_𝑖 ∈ 𝐷(Δ, 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥))(𝑖 = 1, 2). If each Δ 𝑓_𝑖 is locally Lipschitz on 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥), then the limit

lim_{𝑟→0+} ∫ –_{𝐵𝑟 (𝑦)} ⟨∇ 𝑓_1, ∇ 𝑓_2⟩ d𝔪

exists for any 𝑦 ∈ 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥). Moreover, denoting by ⟨∇ 𝑓_1, ∇ 𝑓_2⟩^∗ (𝑦) (or ⟨∇ 𝑓_1, ∇ 𝑓_2⟩(𝑦) for short) the limit, we have for any 𝑦 ∈ 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥)

lim_{𝑟→0+} ∫ –_{𝐵𝑟 (𝑦)} |⟨∇ 𝑓_1, ∇ 𝑓_2⟩ − ⟨∇ 𝑓_1, ∇ 𝑓_2⟩^∗ (𝑦)| d𝔪 = 0.

Proof. It is a direct consequence of Lemma 3 with the following identity in 𝐿^1:

⟨∇ 𝑓_1, ∇ 𝑓_2⟩ = 1 2 � |∇( 𝑓_1 + 𝑓_2)|^2 − |∇ 𝑓_1 |^2 − |∇ 𝑓_2|^2 � .

6 Derivative

Let (𝑋, d, 𝔪) be an RCD(𝐾, 𝑁) space whose essential dimension is equal to 𝑛, let 𝑀 be a smooth (not necessarily Riemannian) manifold of dimension 𝑛 and let ℎ : 𝑋 → 𝑀 be a map. Assume that ℎ is locally Lipschitz with respect to some (thus equivalently any) Riemannian metric on 𝑀.

The main purpose of this section is to show that the derivative

(𝐷ℎ)_𝑥 : R^𝑛 → 𝑇_𝑥 𝑀

is canonically well-defined in some sense for 𝔪-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ R_𝑛. Moreover if (𝐷ℎ)_𝑥 is bijective for such a point, 𝑥 ∈ R_𝑛, then we will see that the push-forward scalar product 𝑔^ℎ_𝑥 = ((𝐷ℎ)_𝑥)_♯𝑔

on 𝑇_{ℎ(𝑥)} 𝑀 makes sense.

Before starting the precise discussion, we define the following.

Definition 13 (Differentiability). Let 𝐴 be a Borel subset of R^𝑛 with ℋ^𝑛 (𝐴) > 0, let 𝑥 ∈ Leb(𝐴), namely 𝑥 ∈ 𝐴 with

ℋ^𝑛 (𝐵_𝑟 (𝑥) ∩ 𝐴)

ℋ^𝑛 (𝐵_𝑟 (𝑥)) → 1 as 𝑟 → 0^+, and let 𝐹 : 𝐴 → R^𝑘 be a Lipschitz map. We say that 𝐹 is differentiable at 𝑥 if there exists a Lipschitz map 𝐹̃ : R^𝑛 → R^𝑙 such that 𝐹̃|_𝐴 = 𝐹 and that 𝐹̃ is differentiable at 𝑥.

Note that this definition and the Jacobi matrix 𝐽(𝐹̃)_𝑥 of 𝐹̃ at 𝑥 do not depend on the choice of 𝐹̃ (thus we shall use the notation 𝐽(𝐹)_𝑥 = 𝐽(𝐹̃)_𝑥).

6.1 The case when 𝑴 is an open subset 𝑼 of R^𝒏; 𝑴 = 𝑼.

For any 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋 and any small 𝑟 > 0, let

ℎ_𝑟 := ℎ − ℎ(𝑥) 𝑟 .

Lemma 4. For 𝔪-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ R_𝑛, we have the following: under the pmGH-convergenve as 𝑟 → 0^+: � 𝑋, 1 𝑟 d, ℋ^𝑛_{1𝑟 d}, 𝑥 � → (R^𝑛, d_{Euc}, ℋ^𝑛, 0_𝑛) , (7)

for all two blow-up limit maps:

ℎ_0 = lim_{𝑟𝑖 →0+} ℎ_{𝑟𝑖} : R^𝑛 → R^𝑛 and ℎ̃_0 = lim_{𝑠𝑖 →0+} ℎ_{𝑠𝑖} : R^𝑛 → R^𝑛,

we see that both ℎ_0 and ℎ̃_0 are linear bijective maps and that they coincide, up to an action by an element of 𝑂(𝑛) in the domain. In particular if some ℎ_0 is bijective, then we can define the push-forward scalar product 𝑔_{ℎ(𝑥)} = ⟨·, ·⟩_{ℎ(𝑥)} on 𝑇_{ℎ(𝑥)} 𝑀^𝑛 by

⟨𝑣, 𝑤⟩_{ℎ(𝑥)} := ℎ^{−1}_0 (𝑣) · ℎ^{−1}_0 (𝑤)

which is independent of the choice of 𝑟_𝑖 → 0^+.

Proof. By Theorem 5, for 𝔪-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ R_𝑛, we see that for any small 𝜖 > 0 there exist 𝑟 > 0 and a harmonic map

Φ = (𝜙_1, . . . , 𝜙_𝑛) : 𝐵_{2𝑟} (𝑥) → R^𝑛

with Φ(𝑥) = 0_𝑛 such that ∫ –_{𝐵𝑠 (𝑥)} � �⟨∇𝜙_𝑖, ∇𝜙_𝑗 ⟩ − 𝛿_{𝑖 𝑗} � � d𝔪 < 𝜖.

holds for all 0 < 𝑠 ≤ 𝑟 and 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑛. Thus after multiplying a matrix of size 𝑛 (which is close to the identity matrix 𝐸_𝑛) to Φ, with no loss of generality, we can assume, by Corollary 3, that

lim_{𝑠→0+} ∫ –_{𝐵𝑠 (𝑥)} � �⟨∇𝜙_𝑖, ∇𝜙_𝑗⟩ − 𝛿_{𝑖 𝑗} � � d𝔪 = 0.

Fix 𝑥 and Φ as above. Denote by

Φ_0 = (𝜙_{0,1}, . . . , 𝜙_{0,𝑛}) : R^𝑛 → R^𝑛, Φ̃_0 = (𝜙̃_{0,1}, . . . , 𝜙̃_{0,𝑛}) : R^𝑛 → R^𝑛

the blow-up limits of^Φ_{𝑟𝑖} ,^Φ_{𝑠𝑖} , respectively, with respect to (7) (after passing to a subsequence if necessary). Then it follows from Theorem 7 that both Φ_0 and Φ̃_0 are isometries fixing the origin 0_𝑛.

Thanks to Theorem 8 with Remark 1, with no loss of generality we can also assume that both ℎ_0 and ℎ̃_0 are linear. Thus denoting by ℎ = (ℎ_1, . . . , ℎ_𝑛),

ℎ_0 =

�_𝑛 � 𝑖=1 𝑎_{1,𝑖} 𝜙_{0,𝑖}, . . . , 𝑛� 𝑖=1 𝑎_{𝑛,𝑖} 𝜙_{0,𝑖} � , ℎ̃_0 =

�_𝑛 � 𝑖=1 𝑎̃_{1,𝑖}𝜙̃_{0,𝑖}, . . . , 𝑛� 𝑖=1 𝑎̃_{𝑛,𝑖} 𝜙̃_{0,𝑖} � , we have 𝑎_{𝑙,𝑖} = lim_{𝑠→0+} ∫ –_{𝐵𝑠 (𝑥)} ⟨∇ℎ_𝑙, ∇𝜙_𝑖⟩ d𝔪 = 𝑎̃_{𝑙,𝑖}.

The above observation allows us to conclude.

Lemma 5. Under the same setting as in Lemma 4, for any 𝐶^2-map 𝐹 = ( 𝑓_1, . . . , 𝑓_𝑛) : R^𝑛 → R^𝑛, we have (𝐹 ∘ ℎ)_0 = (𝐷𝐹)_{ℎ(𝑥)} ∘ ℎ_0, where 𝐷(𝐹)_𝑦 denotes the derivative of 𝐹 at 𝑦.

Proof. Recalling

𝐹(𝑤) = 𝐹(𝑧) + (𝑤 − 𝑧)𝐽(𝐹)_𝑧 + 𝑜(|𝑤 − 𝑧|),

we have

𝐹 ∘ ℎ(𝑦) − 𝐹 ∘ ℎ(𝑥) 𝑟 = ℎ(𝑦) − ℎ(𝑥) 𝑟 · 𝐽(𝐹)_{ℎ(𝑥)} + 1 𝑟 · 𝑜(|ℎ(𝑦) − ℎ(𝑥)|) = ℎ(𝑦) − ℎ(𝑥) 𝑟 · 𝐽(𝐹)_{ℎ(𝑥)} + 1 𝑟 · 𝑜(|𝑦 − 𝑥|). (8)

Therefore taking the limit 𝑟 → 0 in (8), we conclude.

Corollary 4. Under the same setting as in Lemma 4, fixing 𝑥 as in the lemma, assume that some ℎ_0 is bijective. Denoting by | · |_{ℎ(𝑥)} the norm induced by the scalar product ⟨·, ·⟩_{ℎ(𝑥)} introduced in the lemma, we have

|ℎ(𝑦) − ℎ(𝑥)|_{ℎ(𝑥)} d(𝑦, 𝑥)

→ 1, for any 𝑦 → 𝑥. (9)

Proof. Fix a sequence 𝑦_𝑖 → 𝑥 with 𝑦_𝑖 ≠ 𝑥 and let 𝑟_𝑖 = d(𝑥, 𝑦_𝑖). Then (the proof of) Lemma 4 shows, after passing to a subsequence, under the same notations, |ℎ(𝑦_𝑖) − ℎ(𝑥)|_{ℎ(𝑥)} d(𝑦_𝑖 , 𝑥) = |ℎ(𝑦_𝑖) − ℎ(𝑥)|_{ℎ(𝑥)} 𝑟_𝑖

→ |ℎ_0(𝑦)|_{ℎ(𝑥)} (10)

for some ℎ_0 and some 𝑦 ∈ 𝜕𝐵_1(0_𝑛) with respect to (7). Recalling the definition of | · |_{ℎ(𝑥)} , |ℎ_0 (𝑦)|_{ℎ(𝑥)} must be equal to |𝑦| = 1. This completes the proof of (9). Finally let us give the following sufficient condition for the surjectivity of ℎ_0. In the proof, we will use an well-known fact; for any 𝐿-Lipschitz map 𝑓 : 𝑍 → 𝑊 between metric spaces, ℋ^𝛼 ( 𝑓 (𝐴)) ≤ 𝐿^𝛼ℋ^𝛼 (𝐴) (11) holds for all 𝛼 ≥ 0 and subset 𝐴 of 𝑍.

Proposition 2. Under the same setting as in Lemma 4, if (𝑋, d, 𝔪) is a non-collapsed RCD(𝐾, 𝑛) space and ℋ^𝑛 (ℎ(𝐴)) > 0 holds for some Borel subset 𝐴 ⊂ 𝑋 with ℋ^𝑛 (𝐴) > 0, then for ℋ^𝑛-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ 𝐴 ∩ R_𝑛, any ℎ_0 is bijiective. Proof. Let us fix a small 𝜖 > 0 and find {(𝐴_𝑖 , Φ_𝑖)}_{𝑖∈N} as in Theorem 5. The local Lipschitz continuity of ℎ implies

ℋ^𝑛 � ℎ(𝐴) \ ℎ � � 𝑖 𝐴 ∩ 𝐴_𝑖 � ≤ ℋ^𝑛 � ℎ � 𝐴 \ � 𝑖 𝐴_𝑖 � = 0.

Thus ℋ^𝑛 � ℎ � � 𝑖 𝐴 ∩ 𝐴_𝑖 � > 0,

in particular, we have ℋ^𝑛 (ℎ(𝐴 ∩ 𝐴_𝑖)) > 0 for some 𝑖 (thus ℋ^𝑛 (𝐴_𝑖 ∩ 𝐴) > 0). Applying a similar argument as in [LN23] to the map Φ_𝑖 (𝐴 ∩ 𝐴_𝑖 )^Φ −1 𝑖→ 𝐴 ∩ 𝐴_𝑖^ℎ→ R^𝑛 with the area formula in the Euclidean setting, we obtain the desired conclusion. More precisely, denoting Φ̃_𝑖 := ℎ ∘ Φ^{−1}_𝑖 = (𝜙̃_{𝑖,1}, . . . , 𝜙̃_{𝑖,𝑛}), we have ∫ Φ_𝑖 ( 𝐴∩𝐴_𝑖 ) � det(⟨∇𝜙̃_{𝑖, 𝑗} , ∇𝜙̃_{𝑖,𝑙}⟩)_{𝑗𝑙} dℋ^𝑛 = ℋ^𝑛 (ℎ(𝐴 ∩ 𝐴_𝑖)) > 0.

Find 𝑥 ∈ Leb(Φ_𝑖 (𝐴∩ 𝐴_𝑖 )) such that Φ̃_𝑖 is differentiable at 𝑥 in the sense of Definition 13 and that det(⟨∇𝜙̃_{𝑖, 𝑗} , ∇𝜙̃_{𝑖,𝑙}⟩)_{𝑗𝑙} (𝑥) > 0. Thus for any 𝑦 ∈ Φ_𝑖 (𝐴 ∩ 𝐴_𝑖)

Φ̃_𝑖 (𝑦) = Φ̃_𝑖 (𝑥) + 𝐽(Φ̃_𝑖)_𝑥 (𝑦 − 𝑥) + 𝑜(|𝑦 − 𝑥|).

Denoting 𝑥 = Φ_𝑖 (𝑧), 𝑦 = Φ_𝑖 (𝑤), we have

ℎ(𝑤) = ℎ(𝑧) + 𝐽(Φ̃_𝑖 )_𝑥 (Φ_𝑖 (𝑤) − Φ_𝑖 (𝑧)) + 𝑜(|Φ_𝑖 (𝑤) − Φ_𝑖 (𝑧)|).

Thus dividing by d(𝑤, 𝑧) in both sides above and then letting 𝑤 → 𝑧, we see that any ℎ_0 is equal to 𝐽(Φ̃_𝑖 )_𝑥, up to an action by an element of 𝑂(𝑛) in the domain, whenever ⟨∇𝜙_{𝑖, 𝑗} , ∇𝜙_{𝑖,𝑙}⟩(𝑧) = 𝛿_{𝑗𝑙} holds which is valid after multiplying a matrix of size 𝑛 to Φ in the domain (see the proof of Lemma 4). Since 𝐽(Φ̃_𝑖 )_𝑥 is invertible, we see that ℎ_0 is bijective.

6.2 The case when 𝑴^𝒏 is a smooth manifold

We are now in a position to introduce the main result of Section 6.

Corollary 5. For 𝔪-a.e. 𝑥 ∈ R_𝑛 = 𝑋, there exists a unique linear map

(𝐷ℎ)_𝑥 : R^𝑛 → 𝑇_𝑥 𝑀,

up to an action of an element in 𝑂(𝑛) in the domain, such that fixing a chart (𝑈, Φ) around ℎ(𝑥), for all blow-up limit maps

(Φ ∘ ℎ)_0 = lim_{𝑟𝑖 →0+} (Φ ∘ ℎ)_{𝑟𝑖} : R^𝑛 → R^𝑛 and ~(Φ ∘ ℎ)_0 = lim_𝑠

𝑖 →0^+

(Φ ∘ ℎ)_{𝑠𝑖} : R^𝑛 → R^𝑛

under (7), we see that all (Φ ∘ ℎ)_0, ~(Φ ∘ ℎ)_0 and 𝐷(Φ)_{ℎ(𝑥)} ∘ (𝐷ℎ)_𝑥 coincide, up to actions by elements of 𝑂(𝑛). In particular if some (𝐷ℎ)_𝑥 is bijective, then we can define the push-forward scalar product 𝑔_{ℎ(𝑥)} = ⟨·, ·⟩_{ℎ(𝑥)} on 𝑇_{ℎ(𝑥)} 𝑀^𝑛 by

⟨𝑣, 𝑤⟩_{ℎ(𝑥)} := (𝐷ℎ)^{−1}_𝑥 (𝑣) · (𝐷ℎ)^{−1}_𝑥 (𝑤).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of Lemmas 4 and 5.

7 Proof of Theorem 2

Let (𝑋, d, ℋ^𝑛) be a locally homogeneous non-collapsed RCD(𝐾, 𝑛) space and let ℎ : 𝑈 ⊂ 𝑋 → 𝑀 be a canonical homeomorphism discussed in [LN23]. We need to make use of some additional structure of 𝑀 described in the aforementioned reference. By construction 𝑀 is a local quotient 𝑈_𝐺/𝑈_𝐻 of local Lie groups 𝑈_𝐺, 𝑈_𝐻 . That means that 𝑈_𝐺 acts by isometries on 𝑋 and by smooth maps on 𝑀. We endow

𝑀 with a left invariant Riemannian metric. For this fix some point 𝑥_0 (we assume without loss of generality that ℎ(𝑥_0) = 𝑒𝐻 ∈ 𝑈_𝐺/𝑈_𝐻 = 𝑀 and push forward the metric onto 𝑇_{ℎ(𝑥)} 𝑀 as in Corollary 5. Then using the smooth action of 𝑈_𝐺 on 𝑀 we can define a left invariant (and hence smooth) Riemannian metric 𝑔 on the whole of 𝑀 by 𝑔_{𝑓 𝐻} (𝑣, 𝑤) := 𝑔_{𝑒𝐻} ((𝐷𝐿)_𝑓 −1 (𝑣), (𝐷𝐿)_𝑓 −1 (𝑤)),

where 𝑓 denotes an element in 𝑈_𝐺 and 𝑓 𝐻 ∈ 𝑀 = 𝑈_𝐺/𝑈_𝐻 . With the induced metric d_𝑔 the local group 𝑈_𝐺 acts by isometries on 𝑀. Now the map ℎ : 𝑈 → 𝑀 being canonical means that we have 𝑓 ∘ ℎ ∘ 𝑓^{−1} = ℎ.

As mentioned in the introduction the map ℎ : (𝑈, d) → (𝑀, d_𝑔) is locally Lipschitz (since we could construct an auxiliary Riemannian metric 𝑔^′ such that ℎ : (𝑈, d) → (𝑀, d_𝑔′ ) is Lipschitz, compare [LN23]) and hence preserves the length of absolute continuous paths 𝛾 : 𝐼 → 𝑈 ⊂ 𝑋.

Lemma 6. Let ℎ : 𝑈 ⊂ 𝑋 → 𝑀 be the canonical map described above and 𝛾 : 𝐼 → 𝑈 be an absolutely continuous curve. Then we have ∫ 𝐼 |𝛾^′ (𝑡)| d𝑡 = 𝐿(𝛾) = 𝐿(ℎ ∘ 𝛾) = ∫ 𝐼 |(ℎ ∘ 𝛾)^′ (𝑡)| d𝑡,

where in the above equation under the integrals we consider the metric derivative (see [AGS05]), which exists for L^1-a.e. 𝑡 ∈ 𝐼 for absolutely continuous curves.

Proof. In [LN23] one could find some Riemannian metric 𝑔^′ such that the map ℎ : (𝑈, d) → (𝑀, 𝑔^′) is locally Lipschitz. Therefore ℎ takes absolutely continuous curves 𝛾 to absolutely continous curves ℎ ∘ 𝛾. Consider 𝑡 ∈ 𝐼 such that the metric derivatives |𝛾^′ (𝑡)|, |(ℎ ∘ 𝛾)^′ (𝑡)| exist. Denote by 𝑓 ∈ 𝑈_𝐺 an element such that 𝑓 (𝛾(𝑡)) = 𝑥_0 and 𝑓^{−1} ∘ ℎ ∘ 𝑓 ∘ 𝛾(𝑡) = ℎ(𝛾(𝑡)), which is possible due to the canonicallity of ℎ. Then we have

|𝛾^′ (𝑡)| = |( 𝑓 ∘ 𝛾)^′ (𝑡)| = |(ℎ ∘ 𝑓 ∘ 𝛾)^′ (𝑡)| = |( 𝑓^{−1} ∘ ℎ ∘ 𝑓 ∘ 𝛾)^′ (𝑡)|.

Here the middle equations follows from the fact that |(ℎ∘ 𝑓 ∘𝛾)^′ (𝑡)| = |(ℎ∘ 𝑓 ∘𝛾)^′ (𝑡)|_𝑔 if the metric is induced by a Riemannian metric and by definition of the pushforward at the point 𝑥_0. The other equalities follow from the fact, that local isometries preserve the metric derivative. Since the arguments above is justified for L^1-a.e. 𝑡 ∈ 𝐼, the conclusion follows.

Corollary 6. For all 𝑥 ∈ 𝑋, 𝑅 > 0 and 𝜖 > 0, there exists 𝑟_0 > 0 such that � � � d^𝑔 (ℎ(𝑦), ℎ(𝑥)) d(𝑥, 𝑦) − 1 � � � < 𝜖

for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝐵_𝑅 (𝑥) with d(𝑥, 𝑦) ≤ 𝑟_0. In particular ℎ^{−1} is locally Lipschitz.

Proof. By (9) we have for 𝑥_0 ∈ 𝑈 ⊂ 𝑋

d_𝑔 (ℎ(𝑦), ℎ(𝑥_0)) d(𝑦, 𝑥_0)

→ 1, for any 𝑦 → 𝑥_0.

Now, since ℎ is canoncial the claim follows.

Corollary 7. We see that ℎ is an isometry.

Proof. Lemma 6 shows that ℎ is a 1-Lipschitz map. From Corollary 6 we see that ℎ^{−1} is locally Lipschitz and thus takes absolutely continuous paths to absolutely continuous paths. The same argument as in Lemma 6 implies that ℎ preserves the distances, namely

d(𝑥, 𝑦) = d_𝑔 (ℎ(𝑥), ℎ(𝑦)), for all 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ 𝑋.

8 Proof of Corollary 2

Though the proof is quite standard, we give a proof for readers’ convenience. Proof (Proof of Corollary 2). We provide proofs of (1) and (3) only because a very similar argument allows us to get (2).

Firstly let us prove (1) by a contradiction. If it is not the case, then there exists a sequence of non-collapsed RCD(𝐾, 𝑛) spaces (𝑋_𝑖, d_𝑖, ℋ^𝑛) with diam𝑋_𝑖 ≤ 𝑑 and ℋ^𝑛 (𝑋_𝑖) ≥ 𝑣 such that

d_{pGH} ((𝐵_𝑠 (𝑥_𝑖), 𝑥_𝑖 ), (𝐵_𝑠 (𝑦_𝑖), 𝑦_𝑖)) ≤ 𝜖_𝑖 𝑠 (12)

for all 𝑥_𝑖 , 𝑦_𝑖 ∈ 𝑋_𝑖 and 𝑠 ∈ (0, 𝑟], and that (𝑋_𝑖, d_𝑖 , ℋ^𝑛) is uniformly far from any locally homogeneous compact Riemannian manifold. After passing to a subsequence, the sequence mGH-converges to a non-collapsed compact RCD(𝐾, 𝑛) space (𝑋, d, ℋ^𝑛). Thanks to (12), we know that (𝑋, d, ℋ^𝑛) is locally homogeneous. Thus by Theorem 2, it is smooth. Therefore applying [CC97, Theorem A.1.2] proves that 𝑋_𝑖 is homeomorphic to 𝑋 for any sufficiently large 𝑖 (see also [HP23, Theorem 1.2]). This is a contradiction.

Finally let us prove (3). The proof is also done by a contradiction. Assume that the assertion is not satisfied. Then there exist 𝑟 > 0, a sequence 𝜖_𝑖 → 0^+ and a sequence of Riemannian manifolds (𝑀_𝑖, 𝑔_𝑖) of dimension 𝑛 with Ric_{𝑔𝑖} ≥ 𝐾, diam_{𝑔𝑖} 𝑀_𝑖 ≤ 𝑑 and vol_{𝑔𝑖} 𝑀_𝑖 ≥ 𝑣 such that 𝑀_𝑖 is not diffeomorphic to 𝑀_𝑗 for all 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗, and that

d_{pGH} ((𝐵_𝑠 (𝑥_𝑖), 𝑥_𝑖), (𝐵_𝑠 (𝑦_𝑖 ), 𝑦_𝑖)) ≤ 𝜖_𝑖 𝑠.

holds for all 𝑥_𝑖, 𝑦_𝑖 ∈ 𝑀_𝑖 and 𝑠 ∈ (0, 𝑟]. Then as in the case of (1), after passing to a subsequence, (𝑀_𝑖, d_{𝑔𝑖} , ℋ^𝑛) mGH-converge to a locally homogeneous Riemannian manifold (𝑋, d, ℋ^𝑛). Therefore applying [CC97, Theorem A.1.12], we see that 𝑀_𝑖 is diffeomorphic to 𝑋 for any sufficiently large 𝑖. This, in particular, implies that 𝑀_𝑖 is diffeomorphic to 𝑀_𝑗 for all sufficiently large 𝑖, 𝑗. Thus we have a contradiction.

Acknowledgements We would like to thank Christian Ketterer and Alexander Lytchak for helpful discussions. This note has been written for the special volume collecting the Proceedings of the meetings “Analysis, Geometry and Stochastics on Metric Spaces” and “Metrics and Measures” that were held in RIMS and Tohoku on September 25-29, 2023. The second named author is grateful to the Organizers of the meetings, for the kind invitation and the generous hospitality. The second named author was partially supported by the DFG grant SPP 2026 project 24 and project 52. The first named author acknowledges supports of the Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (B) of 20H01799, the Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (B) of 21H00977 and Grant-in-Aid for Transformative Research Areas (A) of 22H05105.

References

A19. L. Ambrosio: Calculus, heat flow and curvature-dimension bounds in metric measure spaces, Proceedings of the ICM 2018, Vol. 1, World Scientific, Singapore, (2019), 301–340.

AGS05. L. Ambrosio, N. Gigli, G. Savaré: Gradient Flows; In Metric Spaces and in the Space of Probability Measures, Lectures in Mathematics. ETH Zürich, (2005).

AH17. L. Ambrosio, S. Honda: New stability results for sequences of metric measure spaces with uniform Ricci bounds from below. Measure theory in non-smooth spaces, 1–51, Partial Differ. Equ. Meas. Theory, De Gruyter Open, Warsaw, 2017.

AH18. L. Ambrosio, S. Honda: Local spectral convergence in RCD^∗ (𝐾, 𝑁 ) spaces, Nonlinear Anal. 177 (2018), 1–23.

AHPT21. L. Ambrosio, S. Honda, J. W. Portegies, D. Tewodrose: Embedding of RCD^∗ (𝐾, 𝑁 )- spaces in 𝐿^2 via eigenfunctions, J. Funct. Anal. 280 (2021), no. 10, Paper No. 108968, 72 pp.

AHT18. L. Ambrosio, S. Honda, D. Tewodrose: Short-time behavior of the heat kernel and Weyl’s law on RCD^∗ (𝐾, 𝑁 )-spaces, Ann. Glob. Anal. Geom. 53(1) (2018), 97-119.

BB11. A. Björn, J. Björn: Nonlinear Potential theory on metric measure spaces, European Mathematical Society, 2011.

BGHZ23. C. Brena, N. Gigli, S. Honda, X. Zhu: Weakly non-collapsed RCD spaces are strongly non-collapsed, J. Reine Angew. Math. 794 (2023), 215–252.

BMS23. E. Bruè, A. Mondino, D. Semola: The metric measure boundary of spaces with Ricci curvature bounded below. Geom. Funct. Anal. 33 (2023), no. 3, 593–636.

BNS22. E. Bruè, A. Naber, D. Semola: Boundary regularity and stability for spaces with Ricci bounded below. Invent. Math. (2022), Doi: 10.1007/s00222-021-01092-8 BPS21. E. Bruè, E. Pasqualetto, D. Semola: Rectifiability of RCD(𝐾, 𝑁 ) spaces via 𝛿splitting maps. Ann. Fenn. Math. 46 (2021), no. 1, 465–482.

BPS22. E. Bruè, E. Pasqualetto, D. Semola: Rectifiability of the reduced boundary for sets of finite perimeter over RCD(𝐾, 𝑁 ) spaces. J. Eur. Math. Soc. 25 (2022), no. 2, 413–465.

BPS23. E. Bruè, E. Pasqualetto, D. Semola: Constancy of the dimension in codimension one and locality of the unit normal on RCD(𝐾, 𝑁 ) spaces. Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. (5) 24 (2023), no. 3, 1765–1816.

BS19. E. Bruè, D. Semola: Constancy of dimension for RCD^∗ (𝐾, 𝑁 ) spaces via regularity of Lagrangian flows. Comm. Pure and Appl. Math. 73 (2019), 1141-1204.

C99. J. Cheeger: Differentiability of Lipschitz functions on metric measure spaces. Geom.

Funct. Anal. 9 (1999), no. 3, 428–517.

CC97. J. Cheeger, T. H. Colding: On the structure of spaces with Ricci curvature bounded below. I., J. Differential Geom. 46 (1997), 406–480.

CC20. J. Cheeger, T. H. Colding: On the structure of spaces with Ricci curvature bounded below. II. J. Differential Geom. 54 (2000), 13-35.

D20. Q. Deng: Holder continuity of tangent cones in RCD(𝐾, 𝑁 ) space and application to non-branching, arXiv:2009.07956v2, (2020).

DPG18. G. De Philippis, N. Gigli: Non-collapsed spaces with Ricci curvature bounded below, Journal de l’École polytechnique, 5 (2018), 613–650.

FY94. K. Fukaya, T. Yamaguchi: The Fundamental Groups of Almost Nonnegatively Curved Manifolds, Ann. of Math. 136 (1992), 253–333.

G18. N. Gigli: Nonsmooth differential geometry – An approach tailored for spaces with Ricci curvature bounded from below. Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 251 (2018), no. 1196.

G23. N. Gigli: De Giorgi and Gromov working together. ArXiv preprint: 2306.14604 GMS13. N. Gigli, A. Mondino, G. Savaré: Convergence of pointed non-compact metric measure spaces and stability of Ricci curvature bounds and heat flows, Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society 111 (2015), 1071–1129.

GRS16. N. Gigli, T. Rajala, K.-T. Sturm: Optimal maps and exponentiation on finite- dimensional spaces with Ricci curvature bounded from below. J. Geom. Anal.. 25 (2016), 2914-2929.

GSR19. L. Guijarro, J. Santos-Rodriguez: On the isometry group of RCD^∗ (𝐾, 𝑁 )- spaces.

Manuscripta Math. 158 (2019), 441-461..

H11. S. Honda: Ricci curvature and convergence of Lipschitz functions , Comm. Anal. Geom.

19 (2011), 79–158.

H20. S. Honda: New differential operators and RCD spaces. Geom. Topol. 24 (2020), no. 4, 2127–2148.

HP23. S. Honda, Y. Peng: A note on the topological stability theorem from RCD spaces to Riemannian manifolds. Manuscripta Math. 172 (2023), 971–1007 H23. Z. Huang: Isometric immersions of RCD(𝐾, 𝑁 ) spaces cia heat kernels Calc. Var.

PDEs. 62, 121, (2023), https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-023-02460-3 J14. R. Jiang: Cheeger-harmonic functions in metric measure spaces revisited. J. Funct. Anal.

266 (2014), 1373–1394.

KM21. V. Kapovitch, A. Mondino: On the topology and the boundary of 𝑁-dimensional RCD(𝐾, 𝑁 ) spaces, Geom. Topol. 25 (2021), no. 1, 445–495.

S18. G. Sosa: The isometry group of anl RCD^∗ space is Lie, Potent. Anal.. 49 (2018), 67–286, LN23. N. Lebedeva, A. Nepechiy: Locally homogeneous 𝐶^0-Riemannian manifolds, Transformation Groups, (2013) https://doi.org/10.1007/s00031-023-09811-6 MN19. A. Mondino, A. Naber: Structure theory of metric measure spaces with lower Ricci curvature bounds, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 21 (2019), 1809—1854.

S06. K.-T. Sturm: On the geometry of metric measure spaces, II. Acta Math. 196 (2006), 133–177.

S23. K.-T. Sturm: Metric measure spaces and synthetic Ricci bounds: fundamental concepts and recent developments. EMS Press, Berlin, (2023), 125-–159. @ T14. T. Tao: Hilbert’s fifth problem and related topics. Providence, RI: American Mathematical Society (AMS), (2014), ISBN 978-1-4704-1564-8.