arXiv:2211.02323v1 [math.DG] 4 Nov 2022

CANONICAL NILPOTENT STRUCTURE UNDER BOUNDED RICCI CURVATURE AND REIFENBERG LOCAL COVERING GEOMETRY OVER REGULAR LIMITS

ZUOHAI JIANG, LINGLING KONG, AND SHICHENG XU

Abstract. It is known that a closed collapsed Riemannian n-manifold (M, g) of bounded Ricci curvature and Reifenberg local covering geometry admits a nilpotent structure in the sense of Cheeger-Fukaya-Gromov with respect to a smoothed metric g(t). We prove that a canonical nilpotent structure over a regular limit space that describes the collapsing of original metric g can be defined and uniquely determined up to a conjugation, and prove that the nilpotent structures arising from nearby metrics g_ϵ with respect to g_ϵ ’s sectional curvature bound are equivalent to the canonical one.

0. Introduction

A Riemannian manifold (M, g) with a normalized curvature bound is called ϵcollapsed, if the volume of any unit ball B_1(x) on M is less than ϵ. Collapsed Riemannian manifolds with bounded sectional curvature were extensively studied by [16, 17, 18], [8, 9] and [7]. A nilpotent structure, which totally characterizes “collapsing implies symmetry” phenomena under bounded sectional curvature, is constructed by Cheeger-Fukaya-Gromov [7] (cf. Cheeger-Gromov [8, 9], and Fukaya [16, 17, 18] ). The existence of such a structure has found many applications in Riemannian geometry (e.g.,[14],[35],[36], etc. and survey papers [19] and [38]).

In general, such structures do not exist on collapsed manifolds of bounded Ricci curvature. Counterexamples were constructed by Anderson [3]. It is well-known that many collapsed Ricci-flat manifolds admit no nilpotent structures [21],[24],[30]. Finding natural conditions for the existence of a nilpotent structure has been a natural problem in the study of collapsed manifolds under bounded Ricci curvature, around which many useful tools have been established, such as the ϵ-regularity theorem [11] for Einstein 4-manifolds, smoothing methods under weak harmonic norms [13],[34] applicable for points where the conjugate radius has a definite positive lower bound, and ϵ-regularity for points in a collapsed Einstein n-manifold where the local fundamental group admits a full rank over a regular space [31]. Recently, it was known by [25] and [26] that nilpotent structures exist around points in an n-manifold of Ricci curvature Ric ≥ −(n − 1) where the following

Date: November 7, 2022.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 53C23, 53C21, 53C20. Key words and phrases. Nilpotent structure; Ricci curvature; Smoothing; Stability. L.K. would like to thank Capital Normal University for a warm hospitality during his visit. 1

(δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering geometry condition is satisfied for a small constant δ = δ(n) depending only on the dimension.

A point x in an n-manifold (M, g) of Ric(M, g) ≥ −(n − 1) is said to admit (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering geometry, if the Gromov-Hausdorff distance,

d_{GH} � B_r(x̃), B^n_r (0) � ≤ δ · r, 0 < r ≤ ρ, (0.1)

where x̃ (called a (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg point) lies in the preimage of x in the (incomplete) Riemannian universal cover π : ( ~B_ρ(x), x̃) → (B_ρ(x), x) and B^n_r (0) denotes an r-ball in the n-dimensional Euclidean space R^n.

Conversely, it was proved by [7] that if (M, g) is a complete Riemannian nmanifold with sectional curvature bound | sec(M, g)| ≤ 1, then there are positive constants δ = δ(n) > 0 and ρ = ρ(n) > 0 such that (M, g) has (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering geometry, i.e., (0.1) holds for any point x ∈ M. For a simple proof, see [39, 40].

As already mentioned above, a closed collapsed Riemannnian n-manifold (M, g) with | Ric(M, g)| ≤ n − 1 and (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering geometry admits nilpotent structures. That is, for δ = δ(n), (M, g) can be smoothed to a collapsed metric g(t) with bounded sectional curvature K(t) ([13], [34], [25], cf. [23], [33]) and hence a nilpotent Killing structure associated with the smoothed metric g(t) exists in the sense of Cheeger-Fukaya-Gromov [7].

In this paper we consider the uniqueness of those nilpotent structures with respect to the original metric. Compared with the situation of bounded sectional curvature [7], where the nilpotent structure are known to be canonical, according to [13], [34] g(t) generally may be not C^1-close to the original metric g, and the sectional curvature bound K(t) of g(t) may blow up as g(t) approaches g. It is natural to ask:

Problem 0.1. Let (M_i, g_i) be a sequence of Riemannian n-manifolds of | Ric(M_i, g_i)| ≤ n−1 with (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering geometry for some ρ > 0 and small δ > 0 depending on n. Assume that (M_i, g_i) collapse to a compact metric space,

(M_i, g_i)^{GH}−→ X.

Is there a canonical nilpotent structure on (M_i, g_i) over X that is uniquely determined by g_i for any fixed large i?

The purpose of the paper is to answer Problem 0.1 affirmatively in the case that X is regular, i.e., every tangent cone of X is isometric to the Euclidean space R^m with m < n. Hereafter, we call such limit space X an m-regular (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering Ricci limit space.

In [27, Theorem 0.1], we proved that any regular limit space X in Problem 0.1 is a C^{1,α}-Riemannian manifold (X, h), i.e., X is a C^∞-smooth manifold with a C^{1,α}- Riemannian metric h, whose C^{1,α}-harmonic radius depends on the volume of local balls. Then a nilpotent structure on (M_i, g_i) consists of two ingredients. One is the underlying fibration whose fibers are infra-nilmanifolds. The other is the symmetry arising from an action by a simply connected nilpotent Lie group on the Riemannian universal cover ~U of a neighborhood U around each point in M_i, which extends the deck-transformation on ~U and is isometric with respect to a nearby metric.

In [27, Theorem 0.9], we have constructed a smooth fibration from (M_i, g_i) to (X, h) with the same regularities (i.e., (0.2.1) and (0.2.3) below) as the fibrations under bounded sectional curvature constructed in [16],[7] for each i large.

Theorem 0.2 ([27]). Given ρ, v > 0, and positive integers n, m(≤ n), there exist positive constants δ(n), ϵ_0 = ϵ_0(n, ρ, v) and C(n, ρ, v) such that for δ = δ(n) and any 0 < ϵ ≤ ϵ_0, the following holds.

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian n-manifold with | Ric(M, g)| ≤ n−1 and (δ, ρ)- Reifenberg local covering geometry. Assume that (X, h) is a compact m-regular (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering Ricci limit space where every 1-ball’s volume ≥ v > 0. If d_{GH} ((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ, then there is a C^∞-smooth fibration f : M → X satisfying (0.2.1) f is a κ(ϵ | n)-almost Riemannian submersion, i.e., for any vector ξ perpendicular to an f -fiber, e^{−κ(ϵ | n)}|ξ|_g ≤ |d f (ξ)|_h ≤ e^{κ(ϵ | n)}|ξ|_g, where after fixing n, κ(ϵ | n) → 0 as ϵ → 0.

(0.2.2) The intrinsic diameter of any f -fiber F_p = f^{−1}(p) over p ∈ X satisfies diam_g(F_p) ≤ C(n, ρ, v)ϵ.

(0.2.3) The second fundamental form of f satisfies � �∇^2 f � � ≤ C(n, ρ, v).

(0.2.4) F_p is diffeomorphic to an infra-nilmanifold.

The fibration in Theorem 0.2 is construced via gluing Cheeger-Colding’s δsplitting maps [5, 6] together; see [27]. According to [7], (0.2.1)-(0.2.4) are crucial in describing the geometric relation between (M, g) and (X, h).

On the other hand, by the smoothing methods (e.g., Hamilton’s Ricci flow [23] in [13] and embedding to Hilbert spaces by PDEs [1] in [34]), there is t_0 = t_0(n, ρ) > 0 and a positive function K(t) (depending on the smoothing methods) such that for any 0 < t ≤ t_0, there are nearby metrics g(t) on (M, g) in Theorem 0.3 that are e^t-bi-Lipschitz equivalent to g and admit a uniformly bounded sectional curvature K(t) depending on t, where K(t) → +∞ as t → 0. By blowing up the metric K(t)g(t) and by the fibration theorems under | sec | ≤ 1 in [16],[7], one derives fibrations f_t from (M, K(t)g(t)) to X with the regularities (0.2.1)-(0.2.4) satisfied by K(t)g(t) and a new metric on X, provided that (M, g) is sufficiently Gromov-Hausdorff close to (X, h) (depending on K(t)).

It should be pointed out that, due to the lack of a global and uniform C^1-control between g and g(t) via those smoothing methods above, it cannot be expected that fibrations constructed with respect to the smoothed metrics g(t) still satisfies similar regularities (0.2.1) and (0.2.3) with respect to the original metric g; see §3.1 and §3.2.

The first part of this paper is to show that all fibrations above constructed by different methods are isomorphic to each other, and hence are canonically determined by the original metric. Recall that two fibrations f_i : (M_i, g_i) → (X_i, h_i) (i = 1, 2) (denoted as (M_i, X_i, f_i) for convenience) are isomorphic if there are diffeomorphisms Φ : M_1 → M_2 and Ψ : X_1 → X_2 such that Ψ ∘ f_1 = f_2 ∘ Φ.

We first show that fibrations satisfying regularities in Theorem 0.2 are isomorphic to each other.

Theorem 0.3. Given ρ, v > 0, and positive integers n, m(≤ n), there exist constants δ(n) > 0 and ϵ_0 = ϵ_0(n, ρ, v) > 0 such that for any 0 < ϵ ≤ ϵ_0, the following holds.

Let (M, g) and (X, h) be as in Theorem 0.2. Then any two fibrations (M, X, f_j) ( j = 1, 2) with the regularities (0.2.1)-(0.2.3) are isomorphic.

Furthermore, by Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 4.1 below, once a fibration over X is constructed for a nearby Lipschitz equivalent metric g(t) with a bounded sectional curvature K(t), including those in [13] and [34], it is also isomorphic to that of Theorem 0.2. A sufficient condition for the existence of fibrations with respect to a smoothed metric is as follows.

Theorem 0.4. Let (M, g) and (X, h) be as in Theorem 0.2. Let g(t), t ∈ (0, 1] be a family of smooth metrics on M provided by some smoothing method such that

e^{−t}g ≤ g(t) ≤ e^tg, and | sec(M, g(t))| ≤ K(t). (0.2)

There is t_0(n, ρ, v) > 0 such that if K(t)^{1/2}d_{GH}((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ t_0(n, ρ, v) and 0 < t ≤ t_0(n, ρ, v), then a fibration f_t : (M, g(t)) → X_t with respect to bounded sectional curvature K(t) exists and is isomorphic to (M, X, f ).

For the two concrete smoothing methods via Ricci flow [13] and embedding (M, g) into L^2(M, g) [34], we prove that if both fibrations in Theorem 0.2 and for smoothed metrics g(t) exist, where g(t) may be definite away from (M, g), then they are also isomorphic to each other; see §3.1 and §3.2 below.

The main goal of the second part of this paper is to prove there is a canonical nilpotent structure with respect to the original metric (M, g) in Problem 0.1. Let us recall that Cheeger-Fukaya-Gromov [7] constructed a canonical nilpotent structure (n, g_ϵ ) on (M, g) with | sec(M, g)| ≤ 1, such that n is a sheaf of nilpotent Lie algebra generated by vector fields, which is Killing for a C^1-nearby metric g_ϵ . Moreover, the infinitesimal actions of (n, g_ϵ ) can be lifted to g_ϵ -isometric actions by a simply connected nilpotent Lie group N on the universal cover of some neighborhood at any point, whose orbit space is e^ϵ -bi-Lipschitz equivalent to X. Each orbit of n, which is defined to be the union of points along integral curves of local vector fields in n, coincides with the projection of N’s orbit from the local universal cover.

For (M, g) in Problem 0.1, let g(t) be the smoothed metric on M via Ricci flow (see Theorem 3.2). Then | Ric(M, g(t))| ≤ 2(n − 1). Following Cheeger-Fukaya- Gromov [7], we will construct a niloptent Killing structure (n_{t0} , ḡ_{t0} ) from g(t_0) for some t_0 = t_0(n, ρ, v) > 0, whose underlying fibration is exactly that of (M, g(t_0)) provided by Theorem 0.2. Moreover, for any (M, g) close enough to (X, h), ḡ_{t0} also admits | Ric(M, ḡ_{t0} )| ≤ 3(n − 1) and a uniform Reifenberg local covering geometry.

Theorem 0.5. There are 0 < t_0(n, ρ, v), ϵ_0(n, ρ, v) ≤ 1 and ρ_1(n, ρ) > 0 such that for (M, g) and (X, h) in Theorem 0.2, if d_{GH}((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ ≤ ϵ_0, then there is a nilpotent Killing structures (n_{t0} , ḡ_{t0} ) on (M, g) from g(t_0), whose underlying fibration coincides with that provided by Theorem 0.2, where g(t) is the solution of Ricci flow equation with initial value g. Moreover, there is ϵ_1(t_0, n, ρ, v) > 0 such that if d_{GH}((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ_1, then | Ric(M, ḡ_{t0} )| ≤ 3(n − 1) and (M, ḡ_{t0} ) has (3δ, ρ_1)-Reifenberg local covering geometry.

Next, we will prove in the last main result (Theorem 0.6 below) that all nearby metrics g_η on M, if it arises a nilpotent Killing structure (n_η, g_η) under a sectional curvature bound, whose quotient space is almost isometric to (X, h), then (n_η, g_η) is isomorphic to the nilpotent structure (n_{t0} , ḡ_{t0} ) in Theorem 0.5.

We say that two nilpotent Killing structures (n_i, ḡ_i), i = 1, 2, on M with regular quotient spaces X_i = (M, ḡ_i)/n_i are equivalent if there exists a bundle isomorphism (Φ, Ψ) between their underlying fibrations (M, X_i, f_i) that also preserves n_i. It is equivalent to that, for any x ∈ M, there exists a neighborhood U_x such that the two actions induced by n_i are conjugate by the lifting of Φ on the universal cover of U_x.

Theorem 0.6. There exist 0 < η_0(n, ρ, v), ϵ_0(n, ρ, v) ≤ 1 such that the following holds.

Let (M, g) and (X, h) be as in Theorem 0.2 such that d_{GH}((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ ≤ ϵ_0. Let (n_η, g_η) be a nilpotent Killing structure on M with respect to the sectional curvature bound of g_η, whose quotient space by n_η is (X, h_η), such that for 0 < η ≤ η_0, e^{−η}g ≤ g_η ≤ e^ηg, e^{−η}h ≤ h_η ≤ e^ηh, (0.3) and after rescaling g_η to admit | sec | ≤ 1, the diameter of each n_η’s orbit ≤ ϵ_0. Then (n_η, g_η) is equivalent to the nilpotent Killing structure (n_{t0} , ḡ_{t0} ) constructed in Theorem 0.5.

By Theorem 0.6, an interesting corollary is that, the nilpotent structure via a smoothed metric g_η does not depend on the explicit sectional curvature bound of g_η. In particular, it shows that the nilpotent Killing structure (n_{t0} , ḡ_{t0} ) constructed in Theorem 0.5 is uniquely determined by the original metric g, hence “canonical”.

Compared with the local compatibility of nilpotent structures in [7], Theorem 0.6 deals with the case that, after rescaling to | sec | ≤ 1, the diameter of (M, K_ηg_η) admits no uniform upper bound, where K_η = max{max | sec(M, g_η)|, 1}. Here, the local Gromov-Hausdorff approximation (see Lemma 4.1 and paragraph before Lemma 3.3 below) introduced from [25] plays an essential role.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Sections 1 and 2 are devoted to the proof of Theorem 0.3, where the main technical results are two stability Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In Section 2, we establish the closeness of vertical distributions which is required in the proofs of stability theorems. In Section 3 we study the fibrations via smoothing methods and prove Theorem 0.4. Theorems 0.5 and 0.6 are proved in Section 4, where canonical nilpotent Killing structures are constructed and proved to be locally stable under nearby perturbation on the metric.

The following notations will be used later in this paper.

• A map between two length metric spaces, f : X → Y, is called an ϵ-Gromov- Hausdorff approximation, briefly an ϵ-GHA, if f is an ϵ-isometry and f (X) is ϵdense in Y. A sequence of Riemannian n-manifolds M_i converges to a metric space

X in the Gromov-Hausdorff topology, M_i^{dGH}−→ X, if and only if there is a sequence of ϵ_i-GHA from M_i to X, ϵ_i → 0 as i → ∞.

• κ(ϵ | a, b, c, . . . ) denotes a positive function depending on ϵ, a, b, c, . . . such that after fixing a, b, c, . . . , κ(ϵ | a, b, c, . . . ) → 0 as ϵ → 0.

• B_r(x, g) denotes the geodesic r-ball centered at x with respect to metric g. • diam_g f^{−1}(p) denotes the intrinsic diameter of f^{−1}(p) under metric g. • V_f (resp. H_f ) denotes the vertical (resp. horizontal) distribution associated to a (not necessarily Riemannian) submersion f : (M, g) → (N, h). V_f (x) (resp. H_f (x)) denotes the vertical (resp. horizontal) subspace at x ∈ M. |∇^2 f |_{g,h} denotes the C^0-norm of the second fundamental form of map f measured in metrics g and h. • The second fundamental form II_f of f -fibers and integrability tensor A_f of f are defined, respectively, to be the following tensors

II_f : V_f (x) × V_f (x) → H_f (x), II_f (T, T) = (∇_T T)^h|_x ∈ H_f (x), A_f : H_f (x) × H_f (x) → V_f (x), A_f (X, Y) = [X, Y]^v|_x ∈ V_f (x).

And |II|_f −1_{(p),g}, |A|_f −1_{(p),g} denote the norm of the tensors II_f and A_f restricted on f^{−1}(p) measured in g.

Acknowledgment. Z. J. is supported partially by China Postdoctoral Science Foundation Grant No. 8206300494. S. X. is supported in part by Beijing Natural Science Foundation Grant No. Z190003 and National Natural Science Foundation of China Grant No. 11871349.

1. Stability of almost Riemannian submersions

In this section we prove stability results on fibrations (M, X_i, f_i) (i = 1, 2) that are almost Riemannian submersions satisfying certain regularities (see below) with respect to two C^0-nearby or Lipschitz equivalent metrics g_i. Since we are dealing with different metrics g_i on M, it is natural and also useful for applications to consider the case that base spaces X_i may be different.

Theorem 1.1. Given any ρ, v > 0 and positive integers n, m(≤ n), there are constants δ(n) > 0, ϵ_0 = ϵ_0(n, ρ, v) > 0 and η_0 = η_0(n, ρ, v) > 0 such that for any 0 < ϵ ≤ ϵ_0 and 0 ≤ η ≤ η_0, the following holds.

Let (M, g_i) and (X_i, h_i) be as in Theorem 0.2 and let f_i : (M, g_i) → (X_i, h_i) be two fibrations satisfying the following regularities. (1.1.1) f_i is an ϵ-almost Riemannian submersion;

(1.1.2) diam_{gi} (F_{pi} ) ≤ ϵ for any f_i-fiber F_{pi} = f^{−1}_i (p_i) over p_i ∈ X_i; (1.1.3) |II|_{Fpi ,gi} · diam_{gi} (F_{pi} ) ≤ ϵ, and |A|_{Fpi ,gi} · diam_{gi} (F_{pi} ) ≤ ϵ. If g_1 and g_2 are e^η-Lipschitz equivalent, i.e.,

e^{−η}g_2 ≤ g_1 ≤ e^ηg_2, (1.1)

then (M, X_1, f_1) is isomorphic to (M, X_2, f_2) by a pair (Φ, Ψ) of diffeomorphisms

(M, g_1)^Φ−−−−−→ (M, g_2)

f_1 � �_{f2} � � (X_1, h_1)^Ψ−−−−−→ (X_2, h_2) such that Ψ is 4e^η-bi-Lipschitz and Φ is e^{κ(ϵ | n,ρ,v)+η}-bi-Lipschitz.

In the case of Theorem 0.3, (0.2.1)-(0.2.3) imply (1.1.1)-(1.1.3). Compared with (0.2.3), the weaker condition (1.1.3) is rescaling invariant and independent of the base space’s metric tensor h. Hence, assuming the Theorem 1.1, Theorem 0.3 holds as a special case. Proof of Theorem 0.3.

Let (M, X, f_i), i = 1, 2 be any two fibrations as in Theorem 0.3. Taking η = 0, (X_1, h_1) = (X_2, h_2) = (X, h). For sufficiently small ϵ, the maximal one of κ(ϵ | n), ϵ and C(n, ρ, v)ϵ in regularities (0.2.1) and (0.2.2) respectively is smaller than the ϵ_0 in Theorem 1.1. Therefore (M, X, f_1) is isomorphic to (M, X, f_2) by Theorem 1.1. □

Theorem 1.1 is a natural extension of the stability results in [7] and [35]. Recall that the stability theorem for fibrations under bounded sectional curvature is proved in [7, Appendix 2], where the second fundamental form of fibrations are uniformly bounded and with respect to one metric. It play an important role in the construction of nilpotent Killing structure. The stability of fibrations arising from a continuous family of metrics with bounded sectional curvature is established and applied in [35]. Compared with the earlier known stability results under bounded sectional curvature, other differences here are that the second fundamental form of maps in Theorem 1.1 may blow up, and the base spaces is weaken from smooth Riemannian manifolds to C^{1,α}-Ricci limit spaces.

In the study of Theorem 0.4, one also encounters the case that two metrics are not C^0-close enough to each other. Then we need another version of the stability for almost Riemannian submersions associated to two Lipschitz equivalent metrics (cf. [28]).

Theorem 1.2. Given any L_0 ≥ 1, ρ, v > 0 and positive integers n, m(≤ n), there are constants δ(n) > 0 and ϵ_0 = ϵ_0(L_0, n, ρ, v) > 0 such that for any 0 < ϵ ≤ ϵ_0, the following holds.

Let (M, g_i) and (X_i, h_i) be as in Theorem 0.2 and let f_i : (M, g_i) → (X_i, h_i) be two fibrations with the regularities (1.1.1)-(1.1.3). If the metrics g_i and their Levi- Civita connections satisfy

L^{−1}_0 g_2 ≤ g_1 ≤ L_0g_2, |∇^{g1} − ∇^{g2} |_{g1} ≤ L_0, (1.2)

then (M, X_1, f_1) is isomorphic to (M, X_2, f_2) by a pair (Φ, Ψ) of diffeomorphisms such that Ψ is 4L_0-bi-Lipschitz and Φ is e^{κ(ϵ | L0,n,ρ,v)}L_0-bi-Lipschitz.

But up to a suitable rescaling, the condition (1.2) can be replaced by

L^{−1}_0 g_2 ≤ g_1 ≤ L_0g_2, |∇^{g1} − ∇^{g2} |_{g1} ≤ ϵ. (1.3)

The rest of this section is to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. Though the condition (1.2) can be reduced to (1.3), we will do this only when they are necessarily required.

We first prove Theorem 1.2 under the assumption that L^{−1}_0 g_2 ≤ g_1 ≤ L_0g_2, most of whose arguments are also suitable for Theorem 1.1.

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian n-manifold with | Ric_M | ≤ n − 1 and (δ, ρ)- Reifenberg local covering geometry for some δ = δ(n) > 0. Via Dai-Wei-Ye [13], there is uniform flow time for Ricci flow equation with initial value g (see Theorem 3.2 below). The following smoothing result on the limit space will be applied.

Theorem 1.3 ([27, Corollary 0.2]). Let (M_i, g_i) be a sequence of closed Riemannian n-manifolds with | Ric_{Mi} | ≤ n − 1 and (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering geometry for some δ = δ(n) such that (M_i, g_i)^{GH}−→ (X, h), where (X, h) is an mregular Ricci limit space where B_1(p) has volume ≥ v > 0 for any p ∈ X. Let g_i(t), 0 < t ≤ T(n, ρ) be the solutions of Ricci flow equation with initial value g_i(0) = g_i. Then passing to a subsequence (M_i, g_i(t))^{GH}−→ (X, h(t)), where {h(t), 0 < t ≤ T(n, ρ)} is a smooth family of Riemannian metrics on X satisfying (a) h(t) converge to h in the C^{1,α}-topology as t → 0 for any 1 > α > 0. (b) the sectional curvature of h(t) satisfies | sec(X, h(t))| ≤ C(n, ρ, v)t^{− 1}2 , (c) e^{−2t}d_h(p, q) ≤ d_{h(t)}(p, q) ≤ e^{2t}d_h(p, q) for any p, q ∈ X, where d_h (resp. d_{h(t)}) is the distance function induced by h (resp. h(t)) and the constants T(n, . . . ), C(n, . . . ) depend only on the given parameters.

Proof of Theorem 1.2.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 can be divided into two steps.

Step 1. To reduce the Theorem 1.2 to the case that the base space (X_i, h_i) admits | sec(X_i, h_i)| ≤ 1 and inj. rad(X_i, h_i) ≥ i_0 for some i_0 > 0 by Theorem 1.3.

Let f_i : (M, g_i) → (X_i, h_i)(i = 1, 2) be two fibrations as in Theorem 1.2. By Theorem 1.3, there are nearby smooth metrics h_i(t), t ∈ (0, T(n, ρ)] satisfying | sec(X_i, h_i(t))| ≤ C(n, ρ, v)t^{−1/2} for some constant C(n, ρ, v). For any 0 < ϵ ≤ T(n, ρ), let h̄_i = ϵ^{−1}h_i(ϵ) and ḡ_i = ϵ^{−1}g_i. Then

| Ric(M, ḡ_i)| ≤ (n − 1)ϵ, | sec(X_i, h̄_i)| ≤ C(n, ρ, v)ϵ^{1/2}. (1.4)

Since h(ϵ) is C^{1,α}-close to h, we have vol(B_1(p_i, h̄_i)) ≥ v_0(n, v) > 0, ∀p_i ∈ X_i. By the injectivity radius estimate [10, Theorem 4.3]) under bounded sectional curvature, one has inj. rad(X_i, h̄_i) ≥ i_0(n, ρ, v) > 0.

Simultaneously, f_i : (M, ḡ_i) → (X_i, h̄_i) has regularities as follows: f_i is κ(ϵ | n)- almost Riemannian submersion and the intrinsic diameter of f_i-fiber measured by the metric ḡ_i satisfies diam_{ḡi} f^{−1}_i (p_i) ≤ ϵ^{1/2} for any p_i ∈ X_i. By the scaling invariance, f_i : (M, ḡ_i) → (X_i, h̄_i) satisfies (1.1.3) and ḡ_i (i = 1, 2) are L_0-equivalent to each other. Without loss of generality, we still assume that f_i has regularities (1.1.1)-(1.1.3). Therefore, Step 1 holds.

Step 2. Assuming (X_i, h_i) satisfies | sec(X_i, h_i)| ≤ 1 and inj. rad(X_i, h_i) ≥ i_0 > 0, to construct diffeomorphisms Ψ : X_1 → X_2 and Φ : M → M such that Ψ ∘ f_1 = f_2 ∘ Φ.

The constructions of Φ and Ψ are similar to that in [28]. In the following, we sketch out the constructions by pointing out the key points and refer to [28] for the detailed arguments.

• To construct a 4L_0-bi-Lipschitz diffeomorphism Ψ : X_1 → X_2 such that f_1 and Ψ^{−1} ∘ f_2 are fiberwisely close.

For any p ∈ X_1, let F_{1,p} = f^{−1}_1 (p). Via the regularities (1.1.1), (1.1.2) and (1.2), one has diam_{h2} ( f_2(F_{1,p})) ≤ L^{1/2}_0 e^ϵ ϵ. Since (X_2, h_2) satisfies | sec(X_2, h_2)| ≤ 1 and inj. rad(X_2, h_2) ≥ i_0 > 0, we define Ψ(p) to be the center of mass of f_2(F_{1,p}) ⊂ (X_2, h_2). For any v ∈ H_{f1} , by calculating dΨ(d f_1(v)) is represented by the integral of d f_2(v) subtract an item determined by H_{F1,p} · diam_{g1} (F_{1,p}) (see [28, (5.1.6)]), where H_{F1,p} is the mean curvature of fiber F_{1,p}. Observe that if for any unit vector v ∈ H_{f1} , d f_2(v) is definitely away from zero and |II|_{F1,p,g1} · diam_{g1} (F_{1,p}) is sufficient small, then dΨ is non-degenerate, thus, Ψ is a diffeomorphism, and by a calculation, it is 4L_0-bi-Lipschitz.

• To construct a diffeomorphism Φ_1 : M → M such that f_1 ∘ Φ_1 = Ψ^{−1} ∘ f_2, and Φ_1 is e^{κ(ϵ | L0,n,ρ,v)}L_0-bi-Lipschitz. Taking Φ = Φ^{−1}_1 , we have Ψ ∘ f_1 = f_2 ∘ Φ.

For any x ∈ M, denote p = f_1(x), Ψ(q) = f_2(x). Let γ_x : [0, 1] → X_1 be the unique minimal geodesic with γ_x(0) = p, γ_x(1) = q and γ̃_x : [0, 1] → M its unique f_1-horizontal lifting at x. Define Φ_1(x) = γ̃_x(1). Then Φ_1 depends smoothly on x and lies in F_{1,q}. Thus Φ_1 is a bundle map from (M, X_1, f̂_2 = Ψ^{−1} ∘ f_2) to (M, X_1, f_1), i.e., f_1 ∘ Φ_1 = Ψ^{−1} ∘ f_2.

Since the kernel of dΦ_1 is contained in V_{f̂2} (x), in order to show the non-degeneration of dΦ_1, it is sufficient to check for any g_1-unit vector v ∈ V_{f̂2} (x), dΦ_1(v) � 0. Let ϕ : f^{−1}_1 (B_{i0} (p, h_1)) → B_{i0} (p, h_1) × F_{1,q}, ϕ(x) = ( f_1(x), ϕ_2(x) = γ̃_x(1)) be the local trivialization via f_1-horizontal lifting geodesics. Then dΦ_1(v) = dϕ_2(v). Let v^⊤ be the orthogonal projection of v on V_{f1} (x) with respect to g_1. An explicit estimation by variation of horizontal curves shows � �dϕ_2(v) � �_{g1} is no less than that

e^{−eϵ |II|F1,γ,g1 ·diamg1 (F1,γ )} � �v^⊤ � �_{g1} subtract an item determined by |II|_{F1,γ ,g1} · diam_{g1} (F_{1,γ}) and |A|_{F1,γ ,g1} · diam_{g1} (F_{1,γ}) (see [28, (6.2.2)]). Observe that if V_{f1} and V_{f2} are close to each other, and |II|_{F1,γ ,g1} · diam_{g1} (F_{1,γ}) and |A|_{F1,γ,g1} · diam_{g1} (F_{1,γ}) are sufficiently small, then dΦ_1 is non-degenerate, and the restriction of Φ_1 on each f_2-fiber is e^{κ(ϵ | L0,n,ρ,v)}L_0-bi-Lipschitz. Moreover, for any g_1-unit vector w in the horizontal subspace of f_1, one has dΨ∘d f_1(w) = d f_2 ∘dΦ_1(w). Since f_i : (M, g_i) → (X_i, h_i) are e^{κ(ϵ|n)}-almost Riemannian submersions, |dΦ_1(w)|_{g2} ≥ e^{−κ(ϵ|n)} L^{−1}_0 . By considering the inverse map of Φ_1, which is constructed similar as Φ_1, we have |dΦ_1(w)|_{g2} ≤ e^{κ(ϵ|n)}L_0. Hence, Φ_1 is an e^{κ(ϵ|L0,n,ρ,v)}L_0-bi-Lipschitz diffeomorphism.

A much easier case (e.g., Theorem 0.3) is that � �∇^2 f_i � �_{gi} is bounded by a universal constant C < +∞, g_i are C^1-close to each other, and the intrinsic diameters of fibers are small, which by considering the lifting of f_i to local universal covers ~B_ρ(x) will imply that f_i (i = 1, 2) are C^1-close with each other. Then by the observations above, dΦ_1 and dΨ are non-degenerate. Hence Φ_1 and Ψ will be diffeomorphisms.

Under the weaker conditions (1.1.3) and (1.2), more efforts are required. The motivation for us to consider (1.1.3) is that, it is independent of h_i and by the observations above, it is more natural than (0.2.3) for non-degeneration of dΦ_1 and dΨ. Instead of closeness between d f_i, we will prove only for the vertical distributions of f_i. We will prove that

(1.3.4) For any x ∈ M, the dihedral angle measured in g_2 between the subspaces V_{f1} (x) and V_{f2} (x) is no more than κ(ϵ | L_0, n, ρ, v).

By the observation on dΦ_1 above, (1.3.4) together with (1.1.3) imply that dΦ_1 is not degenerated.

In order to show that dΨ is non-degenerate, a definite deviation control between H_{fi} is necessary. In fact, by the L_0-Lipschitz equivalence between g_i and (1.3.4), it is easy to check (1.3.5) There exists a constant θ_0 = θ_0(L_0, n, ρ, v) satisfying 0 ≤ θ_0 <^π_2 such that the dihedral angle measured in g_2 between the subspaces H_{f1} (x) and H_{f2} (x) is no more than θ_0.

Then for any f_1-horizontal vector w ∈ T_x M with |w|_{g1} = 1, its orthogonal projection w_2 on H_{f2} satisfies |w_2|_{g2} ≥ |w_1|_{g2} cos θ_0 ≥ L^{−1/2}_0 cos θ_0. Then by the definition of almost Riemannian submersions,

e^ϵ L^{1/2}_0 ≥ |d f_2(w_2)|_{h2} ≥ e^{−ϵ} |w_2|_{g2} ≥ e^{−ϵ} L^{−1/2}_0 cos θ_0.

By the observation in the construction of Ψ, dΨ is also non-degenerate.

We now prove that (1.3.4) together with the L_0-Lipschitz equivalence between g_i implies (1.3.5).

Indeed, for any W ∈ H_{f1} (x) with a unit g_2-norm |W|_{g2} = 1, let W = W_i + W^′_i be the orthogonal decomposition of W under g_2 such that W_i ∈ V_{fi} (x), W^′_2 ∈ H_{f2} (x). Because V_{fi} (x) are close to each other, |W_1 −W_2|_{g2} = |W^′_2 −W^′_1|_{g2} = κ(ϵ | L_0, n, ρ, v). In order to show (1.3.5), it suffices to show a positive lower bound on the g_2-norm of W^′_2, which can be see from the calculation below:

L^{−1}_0 ≤ g_1(W, W) = g_1(W, W^′_1) ≤ g_1(W, W^′_2) + κ(ϵ | L_0, n, ρ, v)

≤ |W|_{g1} · |W^′_2|_{g1} + κ(ϵ | L_0, n, ρ, v) ≤ L_0|W^′_2|_{g2} + κ(ϵ | L_0, n, ρ, v).

The verification of (1.3.4) is left to the next section; see (2.1.2). □ Proof of Theorem 1.1.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 goes through for Theorem 1.1 if the closeness (1.3.4) of vertical distributions V_{fi} still holds under (1.1). It will be verified together with (1.3.4) in the next section; see (2.1.1). □

2. Closeness of vertical distributions

In this section, we will prove (1.3.4), which is restated as the following.

Proposition 2.1 (Closeness of vertical distributions). Given any L_0 ≥ 1, ρ, v > 0 and positive integers n ≤ m, there are δ(n) > 0, η_0(n, ρ, v), ϵ_1(n, ρ, v) > 0 and ϵ_2(L_0, n, ρ, v) > 0 such that the following holds.

Let (M, g_i) and (X_i, h_i) (i = 1, 2) be as in Theorem 0.2. Suppose that f_i : (M, g_i) → (X_i, h_i) are two fibrations with the regularities (1.1.1), (1.1.2) and

|II|_{Fi,pi ,gi} · diam_{gi} (F_{i,pi} ) ≤ ϵ, (2.1)

for any p_i ∈ X_i and f_i-fiber F_{i,pi} = f^{−1}_i (p_i).

(2.1.1) If 0 < ϵ ≤ ϵ_1 and g_i (i = 1, 2) satisfy (1.1), then (1.3.4) holds for κ(ϵ | n, ρ, v).

(2.1.2) If 0 < ϵ ≤ ϵ_2 and g_i (i = 1, 2) satisfy (1.2), then (1.3.4) holds.

Before giving the proof of Proposition 2.1, we make some preparation. For any x ∈ M, by the (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering geometry of g_i at x, a lift point of x in the universal cover ~B_ρ(x, g_i) admits a uniform C^{1,α}-harmonic radius ≥ r_0(n, ρ, α, Q) > 0, where 0 < α < 1 and Q ≥ 1 are fixed constants in the definition of harmonic radius. Since g_i are L_0-Lipschitz equivalent, U = B_ρ(x, g_1) ∩ B_ρ(x, g_2) contains B_L−1_{0 ρ}(x, g_i). Let π : ( ~U, x̃, g̃_i) → (U, x, g_i) is the Riemannian universal cover of U = B_ρ(x, g_1) ∩ B_ρ(x, g_2) ⊂ (M, g_i). Then By Anderson’s C^{1,α}-convergence [2] the C^{1,α}-harmonic radius of x̃ in ( ~U, g̃_i)

r_{h;α,Q}(x̃, g̃_i) ≥ min � L^{−1}_0 ρ, r_0(n, ρ, α, Q) � > 0. (2.2)

Since the dihedral angle between two linear spaces is rescaling invariant, after blowing up the metric by ϵ̂ → 0 (will be explicitly chosen later), it follows from (2.2) that � ~U, ϵ̂^{−1}g̃_i, x̃

�_C1,α −→ � R^n, g_{i,∞}, 0^n_i � as ϵ → 0, (2.3) where g_{i,∞} are Euclidean metrics.

Note that the C^{1,α}-convergence of g̃_i is realized by its harmonic coordinates local chart α_i : ( ~U, g̃_i, x̃) → (R^n, g_{i,∞}, 0^n_i ), which generally is different for i = 1, 2. In order to deal with them at the same time, we consider the following subconvergence of identity map Id_j : ~U_j → ~U_j as ϵ_j → 0:

( ~U_j, ϵ̂^{−1}_j g̃_{1, j}, x̃_j)_{α1, j}^{C1,α} //

Id_j fflffl (R^n, g_{1,∞}, 0^n_1)

I_∞ fflffl ( ~U_j, ϵ̂^{−1}_j g̃_{2, j}, x̃_j)_{α2, j}^{C1,α} // (R^n, g_{2,∞}, 0^n_2)

, (2.4)

Lemma 2.2. Under either (2.1.1) for η_j → 0 or (2.1.2), any partial limit I_∞ is a linear isomorphism, and α_{2, j} ∘ Id_j ∘α^{−1}_{1, j} (at least) C^1-converges to I_∞ as ϵ_j → 0.

Proof. For (2.1.1), (1.1) with η_j → 0 implies that I_∞ is isometric, and the harmonic coordinates charts α_{1, j} and α_{2, j} are κ(η | n)-C^{2,α}-close to each other.

For (2.1.2), (1.3) implies that in the coordinates chart α_{1, j}, the partial derivative ∂_s(α^{−1}_{1, j})^∗(ϵ̂^{−1}g̃_{2, j})_{kl} → 0 as ϵ_j → 0. Hence (α^{−1}_{1, j})^∗(ϵ̂^{−1}_j g̃_{2, j}) converges to an inner product space with a constant metric tensor, and thus I_∞ is a linear isomorphism.

To see that the differential d(α_{2, j} ∘Id_j ∘α^{−1}_{1, j}) converges, let us consider a minimal ϵ̂^{−1}_j g̃_{1, j} geodesic γ_j. By (1.3), γ_j is almost an ϵ̂^{−1}_j g̃_{2, j}-geodesic, in the sense that its 2nd derivative of each component function in the coordinates α_{2, j} goes to 0 as ϵ_j → 0. Hence γ_j C^1-converges to a γ_∞ in (R^n, g_{1,∞}, 0^n_1), and also C^1-converges to I_∞(γ_∞) in (R^n, g_{2,∞}, 0^n_2). Hence d(α_{2, j} ∘ Id_j ∘α^{−1}_{1, j}) also converges to dI_∞. □

Next, let us establish the relationship between f_i : (M, g_i) → (X_i, h_i). Recall that by the construction of Ψ : X_1 → X_2, for any p ∈ X_1, Ψ(p) is defined to be the center of mass of f_2( f^{−1}_1 (p)). Let us consider ψ : X_1 → X_2, which is defined by the axiom of choice ψ(p) ∈ f_2( f^{−1}_1 (p)). It can be directly checked that

Lemma 2.3 ([28, §4]). If g_1 and g_2 are L_0-Lipschitz equivalent, then for any y ∈ M, d_{h2} (ψ( f_1(y)), f_2(y)) ≤ e^ϵ diam_{g2} ( f^{−1}_1 ( f_1(y))) ≤ e^ϵ L_0 diam_{g1} ( f^{−1}_1 ( f_1(y))), and for any p, q ∈ X_1,

d_{h2} (ψ(p), ψ(q)) ≤ e^{2ϵ} L_0d_{h1} (p, q) + e^ϵ L_0 min � diam_{g1} ( f^{−1}_1 (p)), diam_{g1} ( f^{−1}_1 (q)) � . Now let us specify ϵ̂ = ϵ̂(x) for a point x ∈ M. After a permutation on i = 1, 2, we assume that

ϵ̂(x) = min � 1, |II|^{−1}_{f −11 ( f1(x)),g1} � · diam_{g1} ( f^{−1}_1 ( f_1(x))) (2.5)

≤ min � 1, |II|^{−1}_{f −12 ( f2(x)),g2} � · diam_{g2} ( f^{−1}_2 ( f_2(x))).

Then by (1.1.2) and (1.1.3), after blowing up we have |II|_f −1_{i ( fi(x)),ϵ̂}−1_{gi} ≤ ϵ^{1/2}, (i = 1, 2) (2.6) and diam_{ϵ̂}−1_{g1} ( f^{−1}_1 ( f_1(x))) ≤ ϵ^{1/2}. (2.7) Moreover, for any fixed R > 0 and q ∈ B_R( f_1(x), ϵ̂^{−1}h_1), let γ : [0, c] → � X_1, ϵ̂^{−1}h_1 � be a unit speed minimal geodesic from f_1(x) to q. By a standard variation on the f_1-horizontal lifting curves of γ(t) (cf. [29, Lemma 1]) and (2.1), d dt (diam_{ϵ̂}−1_{g1} f^{−1}_1 (γ(t))) ≤ e^ϵ |II|_f −1_{1 (γ(t)),ϵ̂}−1_{g1} · diam_{ϵ̂}−1_{g1} f^{−1}_1 (γ(t)) ≤ e^ϵ ϵ,

which implies � �diam_{ϵ̂−1g1} ( f^{−1}_1 (q)) − diam_{ϵ̂−1g1} ( f^{−1}_1 ( f_1(x))) � � ≤ e^ϵ ϵR. (2.8)

Combing (2.7), (2.8) and Lemma 2.3, we derive

Lemma 2.4. If g_1 and g_2 are L_0-Lipschitz equivalent, then for any y ∈ B_R(x, ϵ̂^{−1}g_1), d_{h2} (ψ( f_1(y)), f_2(y)) ≤ e^ϵ L_0(e^ϵ ϵR + ϵ^{1/2}), (2.9) and for any p, q ∈ B_R( f_1(x), ϵ̂^{−1}h_1),

d_{ϵ̂}−1_{h2} (ψ(p), ψ(q)) ≤ e^{2ϵ} L_0d_{ϵ̂}−1_{h1} (p, q) + e^ϵ L_0(e^ϵ ϵR + ϵ^{1/2}), (2.10)

We now ready to prove Proposition 2.1. Proof of Proposition 2.1.

Let us argue by contradiction. Assume that there exist θ > 0, and contradicting fibrations f_{i, j} : (M_j, g_{i, j}) → (X_{i, j}, h_{i, j}), i = 1, 2, j = 1, 2, . . . satisfying the regularities (1.1.1), (1.1.2) and (2.1) for ϵ_j → 0, such that either (1.1) holds for η_j → 0 as j → ∞, or (1.2) holds, but the dihedral angle between the vertical subspaces V_{fi, j} (x_j) of f_{i, j} at some x_j ∈ M_j is no less than a fixed angle θ > 0.

Let U_j = B_ρ(x_j, g_{1, j}) ∩ B_ρ(x_j, g_{2, j}) and let π_j : ( ~U_j, g̃_{i, j}, x̃_j) → (U_j, g_{i, j}, x_j) be the Riemannian universal cover. Let ϵ̂_j be defined by (2.5) for x_j. After blowing up by ϵ̂^{−1}_j , one has � ~U_j, ϵ̂^{−1}_j g̃_{i, j}, x̃_j

�_C1,α −→ � R^n, g_{i,∞}, 0^n_i � as j → ∞, (2.11)

and since the C^{1,α}-harmonic radius of (X_{i, j}, h_{i, j}) have a uniform positive lower bound by r_0(n, ρ, v, α, Q) via [27, Theorem 0.4], � X_{i, j}, ϵ̂^{−1}_j h_{i, j}, f_{i, j}(x_j)

�_C1,α −→ � R^m, h_{i,∞}, 0^m_i � as j → ∞. (2.12)

Let f̃_{i, j} = f_{i, j} ∘ π_j : ( ~U_j, ϵ̂^{−1}_j g̃_{i, j}, x̃_j) → (X_{i, j}, ϵ̂^{−1}_j h_{i, j}, f_{i, j}(x_j)) be the lifting maps from U_j. By passing to a subsequence, as j → ∞ for each i = 1, 2 f̃_{i, j} converge to a submetry, which is a canonical projection between Euclidean spaces f̃_{i,∞} : � R^n, g_{i,∞}, 0^n_i � → � R^m, h_{i,∞}, 0^m_i � , i = 1, 2.

At the same time, by (2.10) and Arzela-Ascoli theorem,

ψ_j : � X_{1, j}, ϵ̂^{−1}_j h_{1, j}, f_{1, j}(x_j) � → � X_{2, j}, ϵ̂^{−1}_j h_{2, j}, f_{2, j}(x_j) � defined before Lemma 2.3 converges to a 1-Lipschitz map (resp. L_0-Lipschitz map) for (2.1.1) (resp. for (2.1.2))

ψ_∞ : (R^m, h_{1,∞}, 0^m_1 ) → (R^m, h_{2,∞}, 0^m_2 ),

which by (2.9) satisfies ψ_∞ ∘ f̃_{1,∞} = f̃_{2,∞} ∘ I_∞. (2.13) We claim that Claim: For each i = 1, 2, after identifying ( ~U_j, x̃_j, ϵ̂^{−1}_j g̃_{i, j}) with (R^n, (α^{−1}_{i, j} )^∗ϵ̂^{−1}_j g̃_{i, j}) via harmonic coordinates chart α_{i, j} in the graph (2.4), the vertical distributions V~_{fi, j} (x̃_j) converge to V~_{fi,∞} (0^n_1) in the sense that the dihedral angles between them goes to 0 as j → ∞.

By Lemma 2.2, f̃_{2,∞} ∘ I_∞ is also a linear projection. Then (2.13) implies that the fibers of f̃_{1,∞} coincides with that of f̃_{2,∞} ∘ I_∞. Hence, by Lemma 2.2 and the Claim, V~_{f1, j} (x̃_j)) converges to the same limit as V~_{f2, j} (x̃_j), a contradiction to the assumption that V~_{f1, j} (x̃_j) and V~_{f2, j} (x̃_j) are definite away from each other by θ > 0.

The Claim easily follows from the C^{1,α}-convergence (2.11) and the fact by (2.6) that each f̃_{i, j}-fiber is almost totally geodesic in ( ~U_j, x̃_j, ϵ̂^{−1}_j g̃_{i, j}).

Indeed, let σ_j : [−1, 1] → f̃^{−1}_{1, j} ( f_{1, j}(x_j)) be any unit speed geodesic in f̃^{−1}_{1, j} ( f_{1, j}(x_j)) equipped with the induced metric from ϵ̂^{−1}_j g̃_{1, j} such that σ_j(0) = x̃_j and σ^′_j(0) = v_j ∈ V~_{f1, j} (x̃_j) → v as j → ∞. By (2.6) and (2.11), it is almost a geodesic in the ambient space ( ~U_j, g̃_{1, j}) such that the 2nd derivative of its coordinate functions in the harmonic coordinates chart α_{1, j} converges to 0 uniformly. Hence σ_j C^1-converges to a line along v, which lies in the fiber of f̃_{1,∞} at 0^n_1. Similarly, V~_{f2, j} (x̃_j) converge to V~_{f2,∞} (0^n_2) as j → ∞. □

3. Fibrations via smoothing methods

This section is devoted to establish the relation between fibrations arising from the original metric in Theorem 0.2 and those from nearby metrics with a sectional curvature bound by various smoothing methods.

As two concrete examples, we first consider the methods in [13] and [34] developed via Ricci flow [23] and embedding (M, g) to the Hilbert space L^2(M, g) [1] respectively, and then consider the general case consisting of all nearby metrics.

The following lemma describes the convergence of nearby metrics and their limit spaces.

Lemma 3.1. Let (M, g) be a closed n-manifold with | Ric_M | ≤ n − 1 and (δ, ρ)- Reifenberg local covering geometry such that d_{GH} ((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ, where δ = δ(n) > 0 is a small constant and (X, h) is a regular (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering Ricci limit space (X, h), every 1-ball on (X, h) has volume ≥ v > 0, and diam(X, h) ≤ D. Let g(t) be a metric on M for t ∈ (0, T] with T < ln 2 such that

e^{−t}g ≤ g(t) ≤ e^tg, | sec(g(t))| ≤ K(t), and |∇^k Rm(g(t))|_{g(t)} ≤ C(t, k) (k ≥ 1) (3.1)

where K(t) is a monotone decreasing function on t. Then

d_{GH}((M, g(t)), (X, h(t)) ≤ κ(ϵ | T, D, ρ, v, n), ∀t ∈ (0, T]

where h(t) is a smooth metric on X whose sectional curvature | sec(h(t))| ≤ K_1(K(t), v) (does not depend on the high k-th order bound C(t, k)).

Note that, in general K(t) → ∞ as t → 0. A consequence of Lemma 3.1 is that, if the original limit space is regular, then any new limit space after a definite smoothing is also regular.

Proof. Let us argue by contradiction. Assume that there is a sequence (M_i, g_i) satisfying the conditions in Lemma 3.1 such that d_{GH}((M_i, g_i), (X_i, h_i)) ≤ ϵ_i → 0, where (X_i, h_i) are regular (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering Ricci limit spaces and every 1-ball on (X_i, h_i) has volume ≥ v > 0.

By [27, Theorem 0.4], the C^{1,α}-radius of (X_i, h_i) admits a uniform lower bound r_0(n, v, ρ) > 0. Hence by passing to a subsequence, we may assume that (X_i, h_i) C^{1,α}-converges to (X, h).

Let g_i(t_i) be smoothed metrics on M_i satisfying (3.1). If t_i → 0, then there is nothing to prove. Assume that t_i → t_0 > 0. Suppose (M_i, g_i(t_i)) is ϵ_0-definite away from (X, h(t)) for any Riemannian metric h(t) with | sec(h(t))| ≤ K_1(t_0, ρ, v).

By passing to a subsequence, (M_i, g_i(t_i))^{GH}−→ X_{t0} . Since g_i(t_i) is e^{ti} -bi-Lipschitz equivalent to g, X_{t0} is e^{t0} -bi-Lipschitz equivalent to (X, h). By the regularity of limit spaces under bounded sectional curvature by Fukaya [17, Theorem 0.6], the tangent cone of such limit spaces is the quotient of an Euclidean space by an isometric torus action. Hence X_{t0} either is regular, or admits a tangent cone π/2-definite away from any Euclidean space (cf. [27, Lemma 4.2]). Because e^{t0} ≤ e^T < 2, X_{t0} is regular.

Moreover, by the high k-th order bound on Rm(g(t)), X_{t0} is the quotient of a smooth Riemannian manifold ([17, Theorem 0.6]). Hence X_{t0} is also a smooth Riemannian manifold (X, h(t_0)). By the regularity of limit spaces under bounded sectional curvature by Fukaya [17, Theorem 0.9] (cf. [27, Theorem 2.1]), the sectional curvature bound of (X, h(t_0)) depends only on how much it is non-collapsing, i.e., | sec(h(t_0))| ≤ K_1(K(t_0), v). We meets a contradiction. □ 3.1. Smoothing via Ricci flow. Let us consider the following sequence in Problem 0.1 (M_i, g_i)^{GH}−→ (X, h), (3.2) where (X, h) is regular and every 1-ball on (X, h) has volume ≥ v > 0.

By [13] (cf. [13, Remark 1]), we have

Theorem 3.2 ([13], cf. [12]). Given n, ρ > 0, there exist constants δ = δ(n), T(n, ρ) > 0 and C(n, ρ) > 0 such that if (M, g) is a closed n-manifold with | Ric_M | ≤ n − 1 and (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering geometry, then the Ricci flow equation ∂ ∂t g(t) = −2 Ric(g(t)), g(0) = g (3.3)

has a unique smooth solution g(t) for 0 < t ≤ T(n, ρ) satisfying � � � � � � � � �

� �g(t) − g � �_g ≤ 4t; � �Rm(g(t)) � �_{g(t)} ≤ C(n, ρ)t^{− 1}2 ; � �∇^k Rm(g(t)) � �_{g(t)} ≤ C(n, ρ, k, t); � �Ric(g(t)) � �_{g(t)} ≤ 2(n − 1),

(3.4)

where Rm(g(t)) denotes the curvature tensor of g(t), ∇^k Rm(g(t)) the k^{th}-convariant derivative of Rm(g(t)) with respect to g(t), whose norm is measured in g(t).

Let (M_i, g_i) and (X, h) be as in (3.2) and assume that d_{GH}((M_i, g_i), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ_i for each i > 0, where ϵ_i → 0 as i → ∞. Let g_i(t), t ∈ (0, T(n, ρ)] be the solution of Ricci flow equation with initial metric g_i(0) = g_i by Theorem 3.2. By (3.4), g_i(t) is e^{2t}-bi-Lipschitz equivalent to g_i, and | Ric(g_i(t))| ≤ 2(n − 1). Hence (M_i, g_i(t)) also admits (δ, ρ_1)-Reifenberg local covering geometry, for some ρ_1 that depends on ρ and T(n, ρ).

By Lemma 3.1, (M_i, g_i(t)) converges to a (δ, ρ_1)-Reifenberg local covering Ricci limit space X_t, which is a smooth Riemaniann manifold (X, h(t)) and e^{2t}-bi-Lipschitz homeomorphic to (X, h) with

| sec(X, h(t))| ≤ C(n, ρ, v)t^{−1/2} (3.5)

(Theorem 1.4, cf. [17, Theorem 0.9]). Since h(t) is e^{2t}-bi-Lipschitz equivalence to h, every 1-ball on (X, h(t)) has volume ≥ e^{−2nT (n,ρ)}v > 0.

By Theorem 0.2, as i large, there is an almost Riemannian submersion f_{i,t} : (M_i, g_i(t)) → (X, h(t)) for any t ∈ [0, T(n, ρ)] satisfying (0.2.1)-(0.2.4) with ϵ = ϵ_i → 0. By the stability Theorem 1.1, all fibrations f_{i,t} for t ∈ [0, T(n, ρ)] are isomorphic to each other.

Let g̃_i(t) = C(n, ρ, v)t^{−1/2}g(t) and h̃(t) = C(n, ρ, v)t^{−1/2}h(t). Via (3.4) and (3.5), one has, � �sec � M_i, g̃_i(t) � � ≤ 1, � �sec � X, h̃(t) � � ≤ 1. (3.6)

By the volume lower bound of 1-balls in (X, h(t)), the injective radius of (X, h̃(t)) inj. rad(X, h̃(t)) ≥ r_1 = r_1(n, ρ, v) > 0, for any 0 < t ≤ T(n, ρ) ([10, Theorem 4.3]). Without loss of generality, we may assume that r_1 ≤ 1.

Now let us apply the refined fibration theorem [7, Theorem 2.6] under bounded sectional curvature, i.e., there exists a small constant λ(n) > 0 such that if

d_{GH}(M_i, g̃_i(t)), (X, h̃(t)) ≤ ϵ s.t. λ^2 = ϵ · r^{−1}_1 ≤ λ^2(n),

then there is a fibration f̃_{i,t} : � M_i, g̃_i(t) � → � X, h̃(t) � with the following regularities:

(a) f̃_{i,t} is a C(n)λ-almost Riemannian submersion. (b) diam_{g̃i(t)}( f̃^{−1}_{i,t} (p)) ≤ C(n)ϵ, ∀p ∈ X. (c) � �∇^2 f̃_{i,t} � �_{g̃i(t),h̃(t)} ≤ C(n)r^{−1}_1 .

By Lemma 3.1, d_{GH}((M_i, g_i(t)), (X, h(t))·r^{−1}_1 ·C(n, ρ, v)^{1/2}t^{−1/4} ≤ λ^2(n) as i sufficient large. Hence such f̃_{i,t} : (M_i, g̃_i(t)) → (X, h̃(t)) exists.

By Theorem 1.1, f̃_{i,t} is also isomorphic to f_{i,t}. Note that after rescaling back, f̃_{i,t} : (M_i, g_i(t)) → (X, h(t)) also satisfies (1.1.1)-(1.1.3), particularly the rescaling invariant control on II~_{fi,t} and A~_{fi,t} .

3.2. Smoothing via embedding method. By embedding (M, g) into the Hilbert space L^2(M, g) by solutions of certain geometric PDE, Petersen-Wei-Ye in [34] showed that for any given 0 < α < 1 and Q > 0, if the weak harmonic C^{0,α}-norm of a complete Riemannian n-manifold (M, g) on scale r > 0 is bounded above by Q(r) (cf. section 2 in [34]), where Q(r) is non-decreasing in r and Q(r) → 0 as r → 0, then (M, g) admits a smoothed metric g(t) for any t > 0 such that � � � � � � � e^{−t}g ≤ g(t) ≤ e^tg; � �sec(g(t)) � � ≤ K(t, n, α, Q(r)); � �∇^{g(t)} − ∇^g � �_g ≤ C(t, n, α, Q(r));

|∇^k Rm(g(t))|_{g(t)} ≤ C(t, n, α, Q(r), k) (k ≥ 1)

(3.7)

where ∇^g and ∇^{g(t)} are the Levi-Civita connections of g and g(t) respectively. The uniform control on the difference of Levi-Civita connections follows from the uniform bound on the 2nd fundamental form of the embedding ([34, §5]), and K, C in (3.7) blow up as t → 0.

Let (M_i, g_i) and (X, h) be as in (3.2) again. By (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering geomtry, the weak harmonic C^{1,α}-norm of (M_i, g_i) on scale r is bounded above by Q(r, n, ρ, α). Hence, by [34] there is a family of smooth metrics g_i(t), t > 0 on M_i for each i > 0 satisfying (3.7).

For any fixed t ∈ [0, T] with T < ln 2, by Lemma 3.1, (M_i, g_i(t))^{GH}−→ (X, h(t)). Hence by the refined fibration theorem [7, Theorem 2.6] under bounded sectional curvature, there are fibrations f_{i,t} : (M_i, g_i(t)) → (X, h(t)) satisfying (1.1.1)-(1.1.3) for any i ≥ N(t). By Theorem 1.2, all f_{i,t} are isomorphic to the fibration f : (M, g) → (X, h) in Theorem 0.2.

Note that, the existence of f_{i,t} depends on the curvature bound K(t, n, α, Q) and the Gromov-Hausdorff distance between (M, g_i(t)) and (X, h(t)), which relies on the lower bound of t and the diameter of (X, h).

3.3. Arbitrary smoothing. Now, let us consider the general case, i.e. Theorem 0.4.

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian n-manifold of | Ric_M | ≤ n − 1 with (δ, ρ)- Reifenberg local covering geometry for some δ = δ(n) and let (X, h) be an m-regular (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering Ricci limit space where every 1-ball’s volume ≥ v > 0.

Suppose that g(t) and h(t), t ∈ (0, 1] are any two Riemannian metrics on M and X respectively (maybe got by different smoothing methods, e.g. Theorem 1.3) satisfying | sec(M, g(t))| ≤ K(t), | sec(X, h(t))| ≤ K(t), (3.8)

and � e^{−t}d_g(x, y) ≤ d_{g(t)}(x, y) ≤ e^td_g(x, y), ∀x, y ∈ M, e^{−t}d_h(p, q) ≤ d_{h(t)}(p, q) ≤ e^td_h(p, q), ∀p, q ∈ X. (3.9)

Assume that d_{GH} ((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ. We will determine the relationship between ϵ, t and K(t) such that there exists a fibration f_t : (M, g(t)) → (X, h(t)) which is isomorphic to f : (M, g) → (X, h) provided by Theorem 0.2. In particular, we will remove the dependence on the diameter of (M, g) appearing in the above two special cases.

Note that, without a uniform upper bound on the diameter of (M, g), after blowing up, (M, K(t)g(t)) cannot not be globally close to (X, K(t)h(t)) in the Gromov- Hausdorff distance. We will apply a crucial observation from [25] that, there exists a (1, κ(ϵ, t | K(t)))-GHA, i.e., a map α : (M, K(t)g(t)) → (X, K(t)h(t)), which is κ(ϵ, t | K(t))-onto and restricting to every unit ball B_1(p, K(t)g(t)), α is a κ(ϵ, t | K(t))- isometry, and diam_{K(t)g(t)}(α^{−1}(x)) ≤ κ(ϵ, t | K(t)) for any x ∈ X (cf. [25]). Huang- Kong-Rong-Xu [25] observed that such local GHA is also enough for the construction in [7] and [15] of a fibration f_t : (M, g(t)) → (X, h(t)) as κ(ϵ, t | K(t)) is sufficiently small.

We first prove the first part of Theorem 0.4, i.e. the existence of f_t : (M, g(t)) → (X, h(t)) with suitable regularities.

Lemma 3.3. Let (M, g), (X, h) and g(t), h(t) be as above. There exists ϵ_1(n, ρ, v) > 0 such that if d_{GH}((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ and t + K^{1/2}(t)ϵ ≤ ϵ_1(n, ρ, v), then there is a fibration f_t : (M, g(t)) → (X, h(t)) satisfying the following properties: (3.3.1) f_t : � M, g(t) � → � X, h(t) � is a C(n)(t + K^{1/2}(t)ϵ)^{1/2}-almost Riemannian submersion;

(3.3.2) for any p ∈ X, diam_{g(t)}( f^{−1}_t (p)) ≤ C(n, ρ, v)ϵ, (3.3.3) � �∇^2 f_t � �_{g(t),h(t)} ≤ C(n, ρ, v)K^{1/2}(t), (3.3.4) every f_t-fiber is an infra-nilmanifold.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Let g̃(t) = K(t)g(t) and h̃(t) = K(t)h(t). From (3.8), one has � �sec � M, g̃(t) � � ≤ 1, � �sec � X, h̃(t) � � ≤ 1.

By the same discussion as before in §3.1, we have

inj. rad(X, h̃(t)) ≥ r_1 = r_1(n, ρ, v) > 0, for any 0 < t ≤ 1.

Let α : (M, g) → (X, h) be an ϵ-GHA. By (3.9), it is directly to check that α : (M, g̃(t)) → (X, h̃(t)) is a (1, 8t + K(t)^{1/2}ϵ)-GHA. By center of mass technique, we get a continuous (1, C_1(n)(t + K(t)^{1/2}ϵ))-GHA, still denoted by α.

Let λ(n) be the small constant in the refined fibration theorem [7, Theorem 2.6] (see also §3.1) and ϵ_1(n, ρ, v) =^{λ2(n)r1}_{C1} ≤ 1. For t + K^{1/2}(t)ϵ ≤ ϵ_1, by [7, Theorem 2.6] and via regularizing α one obtains a C_2(n)(t + K^{1/2}(t)ϵ)^{1/2}-almost Riemannian submersion f_t : � M, g̃(t) � → � X, h̃(t) � with regularities

(a) diam_{g̃(t)}( f^{−1}_t (p)) ≤ C(n, ρ, v)K(t)^{1/2}ϵ, ∀p ∈ X, (b) � �∇^2 f_t � �_{g̃(t),h̃(t)} ≤ C(n)r^{−1}_1

and (3.3.4). Indeed, the fact that f_t : � M, g̃(t) � → � X, h̃(t) � is a C_2(n)(t+K^{1/2}(t)ϵ)^{1/2}- almost Riemannian submersion, the regularities (b) and (3.3.4) are directly from [7, Theorem 2.6]. The proof of (a) follows from the same argument of (2.6.1) in [7, Theorem 2.6].

Note that the proof of (2.6.1) in [7, Theorem 2.6] depends on the underlying bundle map is an almost Riemannian submersion, regularity (b) and the existence of ϵ-GHA α : (M, g) → (X, h). Here the main difference is that f_t is a C_2(t + K^{1/2}(t)ϵ)^{1/2}-almost Riemannian submersion depending on t, while the fibration maps constructed in [7, Theorem 2.6] are κ(ϵ | n)-almost Riemannian submersions. However, such a difference will not change the order of intrinsic diameter of fibres of f_t. For the convenience of the readers, the verification of (a) is as follows.

Up to a rescaling, let us assume that the injectivity radius of (X, h̃(t)) equals to 1. Suppose for some p ∈ (X, h̃(t)), diam_{g̃(t)}( f^{−1}_t (p)) = μϵ, where d_{GH}((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ. By (b), the extrinsic diameter of other fibers over B_{1/2}(p, h̃(t)) are more than C_3(n, ρ, v)μϵ. The fact that f_t is a C_2(t + K^{1/2}(t)ϵ)^{1/2}-almost Riemannian submersion implies that at least e^{−mC2(t+K1/2(t)ϵ)1/2} C_4(n, ρ, v)μϵ^{−m} many ϵ-balls with respect to metric g̃(t) are required to cover f^{−1}(B_{1/2}(p, h̃(t))). However, by the existence of ϵ-GHA α : (M, g) → (X, h) and (3.9), at most C_5(n)K^{1/2}(t)ϵ^{−m} such balls are required. By the choice of t and ϵ, C_2(t + K^{1/2}(t)ϵ) ≤ λ^2(n). Hence μ ≤ C_6(n, ρ, v)K^{1/2}(t).

Let C(n, ρ, v) = max{C(n)r^{−1}_1 , C_6} and C(n) = C_2(n). After rescaling back the metrics, Lemma 3.3 holds. □

We are ready to prove Theorem 0.4. Proof of Theorem 0.4.

Let (M, g), (X, h) and g(t) be as in Theorem 0.4 and let’s choose h(t) as in Theorem 1.3. Put X_t = (X, h(t)). Via Lemma 3.3, there is t_0(n, ρ, v) =^1_2 ϵ_1(n, ρ, v) > 0 so that for each 0 < t ≤ t_0, if K(t)^{1/2} · d_{GH}((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ t_0, then there is a fibration f_t : (M, g(t)) → (X, h(t)) with regularities (3.3.1)-(3.3.4). Then by Theorem

1.1, f_t : (M, K(t)g(t)) → (X, K(t)h(t)) and f : (M, K(t)g) → (X, K(t)h) is isomorphic, as long as both d_{GH}((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ and t_0 are sufficiently small such that C(n)(t + K^{1/2}(t)ϵ)^{1/2} ≤ ϵ_0(n, ρ, v) and t_0 ≤ η_0(n, ρ, v) in Theorem 1.1. □

4. The existence and uniqueness of a canonical nilpotent structure

Let (M, g) be a closed Riemannian n-manifold with | Ric_M | ≤ n − 1 and (δ, ρ)- Reifenberg local covering geometry for some δ = δ(n). Let (X, h) be a compact m-regular (δ, ρ)-Reifenberg local covering Ricci limit space with the volume of every 1-ball on M is greater than v > 0. Assume that d_{GH}((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ, sufficiently small. Via Theorem 0.2, there exists a fibration f : (M, g) → (X, h) with the regularities (0.2.1)-(0.2.4). We will first construct a canonical nilpotent Killing structure on (M, g), whose underlying fibration coincides with (M, X, f ).

4.1. Construction of a canonical nilpotent Killing structure. Let g(t) with 0 < t ≤ T(n, ρ) be the smoothed metrics on M provided by Theorem 3.2 via Ricci flow. Note that g(t) also admits | Ric(M, g(t))| ≤ 2(n − 1) and (2δ, 2ρ_1)-Reifenberg local covering geometry for some constants δ = δ(n) > 0 and ρ_1 = ρ_1(n, ρ) > 0, provided 0 < t ≤ 1/2 ln(1 + δ). If diam(M, g) ≤ D, then by Lemma 3.1, there is a smoothed metric h(t) on X such that (X, h(t)) is also a (2δ, 2ρ_1)-Reifenberg local covering Ricci limit space, and d_{GH}((M, g(t)), (X, h(t))) ≤ κ(ϵ | T, D, ρ, v, n). By Theorem 0.2, there is a fibration f̃_t : (M, g(t)) → (X, h(t)) satisfying the regularities (0.2.1)- (0.2.4) with respect to g(t) and h(t). Via Theorem 1.1, the fibration (M, X, f̃_t) is isomorphic to (M, X, f ).

Note that for any fixed t, g(t) is A(t)-regular, i.e. |∇^k Rm(g(t))|_{g(t)} ≤ A(n, ρ, k, t) (k ≥ 1). Hence f̃_t also admits a uniform control on its higher derivatives for any fixed t. Since up to a blowing up, f̃_t : (M, g(t)) → (X, h(t)) satisfies the requirement for the construction of a nilpotent Killing structure on fibrations in [7], the same procedure as [7, §3-§4] yields a sheaf ñ_t of nilpotent Lie algebras of vector fields on M, an action of the associated sheaf ñ_t of simply connected nilpotent Lie groups, and an ñ_t-invariant metric g̃_t such that all elements in ñ_t are Killing fields of g̃_t. We define ñ_t to be a canonical nilpotent structure on (M, g) whose underlying fibration coincides with (M, X, f ).

Furthermore, without a uniform upper bound of (M, g)’s diameter. Since the metrics g(resp. h) and g(t)(resp. h(t)) are e^{2t}-bi-lipschitz, by a triangle inequality, there is a (1, 8t + ϵ)-GHA from (M, g(t)) to (X, h(t)). Hence for 8t + ϵ ≤ ϵ_0, the constant in Theorem 0.2, a fibration f_t : (M, g(t)) → (X, h(t)) can still be constructed by Theorem 0.2, which satisfies the regularities (0.2.1) for κ(ϵ + t | n), (0.2.3) and (0.2.4). Moreover by the proof of (3.3.2) of Lemma 3.3, (0.2.2) also holds for f_t. By the same discussion as above, there is a nilpotent structure n_t on M associated to f_t. By the stability Theorem 4.2 in the next subsection, we will see that if diam(M, g) ≤ D, then n_t is isomorphic to ñ_t, and thus it also gives a canonical nilpotent structure on (M, g).

To complete the proof of Theorem 0.5 and for the reader’s convenience let us briefly recall how a nilpotent Killing structure n_t and a nearby n_t-invariant metric ḡ_t are constructed in [7, §3-§4].

When the base space is regular, a nilpotent Killing structure (n, g̃_t) is equivalent to an affine bundle (M, X, f, N), which at the same time is a Riemannian submersion from (M, g̃_t) to its quotient space M/n = (X, h_t). Recall that a fiber bundle (M, X, f ) is called to be affine, if its fiber F_p is diffeomorphic to an infranilmanifold Γ \ N, and its structure group is contained in the affine transformation group of Γ \ N, where N is a simply connected nilpotent Lie group, Γ is a discrete subgroup of affine transformation group of (N, ∇^{can}) with index #(Γ∩N)\Γ ≤ k(n), and ∇^{can} is the canonical flat connection on the tangent bundle TN, which is, by definition, the unique connection that makes all the left invariant vector fields parallel.

In order to see the fibration, f : M → X, arising for g(t) from Theorem 0.2 is an affine bundle, it is equivalent to show that it is a parametrized bundle version of Gromov’s almost flat manifold, such that the structure group preserves the canonical flat connection on each fiber. Recall that by (0.2.4) any fiber admits a universal cover which is a nilpotent Lie group N. For Λ ⊂ Aff(N, ∇^{can}) be a discrete subgroup of affine groups that preserves the ∇^{can}, then it induces a connection, denoted also by ∇^{can}, on Λ \ N, which is diffeomorphic to a fiber.

By Ruh [41] for each point z in a fiber, there is a flat orthogonal connection ∇^z such that it is conjugate to ∇^{can} on Λ \ N by a gauge transformation. It was showed in [7, §4] that by suitable averaging ∇^z, there is a canonical gauge equivalent flat connection on each fiber associated to g(t), which is isomorphic to ∇^{can} on Λ \ N. Hence (M, X, f ) is an affine bundle, and n_t is the sheaf of nilpotent Lie algebra by vector fields descending from right invariant fields on Λ \ N.

Let h(t) be chosen as in Theorem 1.3 such that the C^{1,α}-harmonic radius of (X, h(t)) is greater than r_0(n, ρ, v, α, Q) > 0 for any t ∈ (0, T(n, ρ)]. For any p ∈ X, let ϕ : B_{r0} (p, h(t))× f^{−1}_t (p) → f^{−1}_t (B_{r0} (p, h(t))) be a local trivialization of the almost Riemannian submersion f_t : (M, g(t)) → (X, h(t)). Denote U = f^{−1}_t (B_{r0} (p, h(t))) and let π : (Ũ, g̃(t), x̃) → (U, g(t), x) be the Riemannian universal cover with π(x̃) = x ∈ U. By the affine structure defined as above, Ũ is canonically diffeomorphic to B_{r0} (p, h(t)) × N, where N is a simply connected nilpotent Lie group and the fiber f^{−1}_t (p) is diffeomorphic to Λ \ N, where Λ is isomorphic to the fundamental group of U. Thus N acts on Ũ globally, which is the left translation on each f̃_t = f_t ∘ πfiber, and induces the infinitesimal action on U by n_t.

Now ḡ_t is defined as follows. By [20] and [41] #(Λ � N) \ Λ ≤ k(n), up to a finite cover we assume that Λ ⊂ N. Let v be a tangent vector at y ∈ Ũ. Let h ∈ N and let hv denote the image of v under the differential of h. Then the function h → g̃(t)(hv, hv) is constant on the left cosets of Λ. Since N is a nilpotent Lie group, it is unimodular. Therefore, the space Λ \ N inherits a canonical invariant measure dμ, of total volume 1. Define

ĝ_t(v, v) = � Λ\N g̃(t)(hv, hv)dμ, (4.1)

which is invariant under N. Rescaling the metric g(t) by K(t) = C(n, ρ, v)t^{−1/2} (C(n, ρ, v) is the constant in Theorem 1.3 satisfying | sec(M, K(t)g(t))| ≤ 1 and

| sec(X, K(t)h(t))| ≤ 1) and using [7, Proposition 4.9] and the estimate of the intrinsic diameter of n_t’s orbits measured in g(t) (see (0.2.2)), one has

|ĝ_t − g̃(t)|_{g̃(t)} ≤ C(n)K(t)^{12} ϵl^{−1} (4.2) and |∇^i(ĝ_t − g̃(t))|_{g̃(t)} ≤ C(n, A(t), i)K(t)^{1+i2} ϵl^{−(1+i)}, i = 1, 2, . . . , (4.3)

where ∇^i denotes the i^{th}-convariant derivative with respect to g̃(t) and 0 < l = l(n, ρ, v) ≤ 1 is a constant such that inj. rad(X, K(t)h(t)) ≥ l (see the section 3.1).

Let ḡ_t be the pushes down metric to M of ĝ_t. Clearly, the construction of ḡ_t is independent of the choice of U and of the choice of base point used to define Ũ. Hence, ḡ_t is a well defined Riemannian metric on M and n_t-invariant. Obviously, ḡ_t and g(t) also satisfy the estimates (4.2) and (4.3).

In the following, let us prove Theorem 0.5. Proof of Theorem 0.5.

Let (M, g) and (X, h) be as in Theorem 0.2 and let g(t), t ∈ (0, T(n, ρ)] be the solution of Ricci flow equation with initial value g. By the discussion above, there are 0 < t_0(n, ρ, v), ϵ_0(n, ρ, v) ≤ 1 such that if d_{GH}((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ ≤ ϵ_0, then there is a nilpotent Killing structure (n_{t0} , ḡ_{t0} ) on (M, g) from g(t_0), whose underlying fibration coincides with (M, X, f ) provided by Theorem 0.2.

Moreover, if ϵ_0 is taken sufficiently small relative to t_0 and l^{−1} such that the right-hand side of (4.2) and (4.3) is small, then ḡ_{t0} and g(t_0) are C^2-close. Note that | Ric(M, g(t_0))| ≤ 2(n − 1), we have | Ric(M, ḡ_{t0} )| ≤ 3(n − 1). Furthermore, (M, ḡ_{t0} ) has (3δ, ρ_1)-Reifenberg local covering geometry because (M, g(t_0)) has (2δ, 2ρ_1)- Reifenberg local covering geometry. □

4.2. Stability of canonical nilpotent Killing structure. In this subsection, we will prove Theorem 0.6. Let (M, g) and (X, h) be as in Theorem 0.2 and assume that d_{GH}((M, g), (X, h)) ≤ ϵ. Let g_η be any nearby metric on M such that e^{−η}g ≤ g_η ≤ e^ηg and max{max | sec(M, g_η)|, 1} = K_η ≥ 1. Assume g_η admits a nilpotent Killing structure n_η, such that it’s quotient space is a smooth Riemannian manifold (X, h_η) satisfying e^{−η}h ≤ h_η ≤ e^ηh, and the diameter of n_η’s orbits measured in g_η are no more than K^{−1/2}_η ϵ_1(sufficiently small). Then (M, K_ηg_η) has sectional curvature absolutely bounded exactly by 1 and is still collapsed.

By (0.3), the quotient space (X, h_η) of (M, g_η) by n_η-action is a smooth Riemannian manifold. Hence the projection map f_η : (M, K_ηg_η) → (X, K_ηh_η) is a smooth Riemannian submersion and satisfies diam_{Kηgη} ( f^{−1}_η (p)) ≤ ϵ_1 for any p ∈ X. Via the construction of a nilpotent Killing structure under bounded sectional curvature in [7], the second fundamental form of f_η above a regular point of the quotient space X_η = (X, h_η) satisfies |∇^2 f_η|_{Kηgη,Kηhη} ≤ C_1(n, v) automatically, where generally the constant C_1(n, v) depends on the distance to the singular set of X_η (is empty in our case) and the volume of X_η. Note that vol(B_1(p, h)) ≥ v > 0 for any p ∈ X and h_η is e^η-bi-Lipschitz equivalent to h by the assumption, one has vol(B_1(p, h_η)) ≥ e^{−nη}v >^1_2 v if 0 ≤ η ≤ 1/n. Hence, by using O’Neill formula [32] there is C_2(n, v) > 0 such that | sec(X, K_ηh_η)| ≤ C_2(n, v). By the estimate on local injectivity radius in [10, Theorem 4.3], there is i_0(n, v) > 0 such that inj. rad(X, K_ηh_η) ≥ i_0.

Let (n_{t0} , ḡ_{t0} ) be the canonical nilpotent Killing structure defined in §4.1 above for the smoothed metric g(t_0) provided by Ricci flow, whose underlying fibration is f_{t0} : (M, ḡ(t_0)) → (X, h̄(t_0)). In order to show the underlying fibrations f_η and f_{t0} of the two nilpotent Killing structures n_η and n_{t0} are isomorphic, let us first observe that the diameter of f_{t0} -fibers is at the same scale of f_η.

Lemma 4.1. After the same rescaling on the metric ḡ_{t0} , f_{t0} ’s every fiber satisfies diam_{Kηḡt0} ( f^{−1}_{t0} (p)) ≤ C(n, ρ, v)(ϵ_1 + η).

Proof. Since there is a Riemannian submersion f_η : (M, K_ηg_η) → (X, K_ηh_η), whose fiber has diameter ≤ ϵ_1, by the bi-Lipschitz equivalence (0.3) it gives rise to a local (1, 2ϵ_1 + 4η)-GHA f_η : (M, K_ηg) → (X, K_ηh). By repeating the proof of (3.3.2) of Lemma 3.3 for f_{t0} : (M, K_ηg) → (X, K_ηh), we see that diam_{Kηgη} ( f^{−1}_{t0} (p)) ≤ C(n, ρ, v)(ϵ_1 + η) for any p ∈ X. □

By Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 1.1, for 0 < C(n, ρ, v) max{ϵ_1+η, ϵ} ≤ ϵ_0, there is an isomorphism (Φ_1, Ψ) between the two fibrations such that f_{t0} ∘ Φ_1 = Ψ ∘ f̃_η, where Ψ : (X, h) → (X, h_η) is 4e^{η+t0} -bi-Lipschitz and Φ_1 is e^{κ(ϵ+ϵ1+t0+η | n,ρ,v)}-bi-Lipschitz.

Let K = max{K_η, max{| sec(M, g(t_0))|}}. Then both Kg_η and Kg(t_0) admit | sec | ≤ 1. Note that at least one of the followings holds:

(1) diam_{Kgη} f^{−1}_η (p) ≤ ϵ_1, for any p ∈ X;

(2) diam_{Kg(t0)} f^{−1}_{t0} (p) ≤ ϵ_2, where ϵ_2 is the smallest diameter of f_{t0} measured in max{| sec(M, g(t_0))|}g(t_0).

Thus, by Lemma 4.1 again,

max_{p∈X} {diam_{Kgη} f^{−1}_η (p), diam_{Kg(t0)} f^{−1}_{t0} (p)} ≤ C(n, ρ, v) max{ϵ_1, ϵ_2}.

Now the equivalence between n_{t0} and n_η is reduced to the following stability theorem.

Theorem 4.2 (cf. [7], [28]). Given v > 0 and positive integers m ≤ n, there are η_0 = η_0(n, v) > 0 and ϵ_0 = ϵ_0(n, v) > 0 such that for any 0 ≤ η ≤ η_0 and 0 < ϵ ≤ ϵ_0, the following holds.

Assume (M, X_i, f_i, N_i) (i = 1, 2) are two affine bundle associated to nilpotent Killing structures (n_i, g_i) such that | sec(M, g_i)| ≤ 1, g_i are e^η-bi-Lipschitz equivalent to each other, and every 1-ball on the quotient spaces (X_i, h_i) by n_i has volume no less than v > 0. If f_i : (M_i, g_i) → (X_i, h_i) satisfies the following regularities: (4.2.1) for any p_i ∈ X_i, diam_{gi} ( f^{−1}_i (p_i)) ≤ ϵ;

(4.2.2) the second fundamental form of f_i satisfies |∇^2 f_i|_{gi,hi} ≤ 1. Then there is an affine bundle isomorphism (Φ, Ψ) such that Ψ ∘ f_1 = f_2 ∘ Φ and Φ preserve the affine structure.

The argument of Theorem 4.2 is similar as that of [28, Theorem 3.1] (cf. also [7, Section 7]). For completeness, we give a proof below. Before giving the proof, let us make some preparations.

Since n_i is a nilpotent Killing structure for g_i and h_i is the quotient metric of g_i on X_i by n_i-action, f_i : (M, g_i) → (X_i, h_i) is a Riemannian submersion. By (4.2.2) and O’Neill formula [32], one has | sec(X_i, h_i)| ≤ 4. Combine this with the assumption vol(B_1(p_i, h_i)) ≥ v > 0 for any p_i ∈ X_i and the estimate on local injectivity radius in [10, Theorem 4.3], we have inj. rad(X_i, h_i) ≥ i_1(n, v) for some constant i_1(n, v) > 0.

Via the assumption in Theorem 4.2, the discussion above and Theorem 1.1, there are η_0(n, v) > 0 and ϵ_0(n, v) > 0 such that if 0 ≤ η ≤ η_0 and 0 < ϵ ≤ ϵ_0, there is a bundle isomorphism (Φ_1, Ψ) between (M, X_i, f_i) such that Ψ ∘ f_1 = f_2 ∘ Φ_1. However, Φ_1 don’t preserve the affine structure in general. Hence, we need to improve Φ_1 to a diffeomorphism Φ : M → M such that Ψ ∘ f_1 = f_2 ∘ Φ and Φ preserve the affine structure, which is equivalent to that for any x ∈ M and the neighborhood U = f^{−1}_1 (B_{i1} ( f_1(x), h_1)) of x, the two actions induced by n_i are conjugate by the lifting of Φ on the universal cover π : (Ũ, x̃) → (U, x) of U.

Put f̃_1 = f_1 ∘ π and f̃_2 = f_2 ∘ Φ_1 ∘ π. Let (M, X_2, f^∗_2 , N_2) denote the pullback affine bundle of (M, X_2, f_2, N_2) by diffeomorphism Φ_1, where f^∗_2 = f_2 ∘ Φ_1. Let ρ_1(N_1)(resp. ρ_2(N_2)) be the free action of the simply connected nilpotent Lie group N_1(resp. N_2) on Ũ induced by n_1 (resp. n_2), which are left translation on f̃_1- fibres (resp. f̃_2-fibres). And let Λ denote the fundamental group of f^{−1}_1 (p) = (Ψ^{−1} ∘ f_2 ∘Φ)^{−1}(p). By Malcev’s rigidity theorem (see [37],[4] or [7, Theorem 3.7]), N_1 and N_2 can be identified to be the same group N by the natural isomorphism between their lattice Λ ∩ N_1 and Λ ∩ N_2. Moreover, the two actions ρ_1(N) and ρ_2(N) of N coincide on Λ.

Let g̃_1 (resp. g̃_2) be the pullback metric of g_1 (resp. Φ^∗_1g_2) to Ũ by π. Since g_i, i = 1, 2 are affine invariant with respect to f_i, the action ρ_i(N) is isometric with respect to g̃_i. Moreover, by [4, Proposition 4.6.3] (or [7, Lemma 7.13]),

inj. rad_{g̃i} (ỹ) ≥ min{i_1/2, i_2(n)} > 0 (4.4)

for any ỹ ∈ Ũ with d_{g̃i} (ỹ, ∂Ũ) > i_1/2, where i_2(n) > 0 is a constant.

Lemma 4.3. The two actions ρ_i(N), i = 1, 2 on Ũ are κ(ϵ, η | n, ρ, v)-C^1-close.

Proof. We argue it by contradiction. Assume that there exist (M_j, g_{i, j}) and (X_{i, j}, h_{i, j}) be as in Theorem 4.2, where i = 1, 2, j = 1, 2, . . . and a sequence of affine bundles (M_j, X_{i, j}, f_{i, j}, N_j) satisfying the regularities (0.2.1)-(0.2.4) (replacing ϵ by ϵ_j, where ϵ_j → 0 as j → ∞) such that g_{i, j}, i = 1, 2 are e^{η j} -bi-Lipschitz equivalent for each j > 0, where η_j → 0 as j → ∞ and affine invariant with respect to f_{i, j}. However, there are p_{1, j} ∈ X_{1, j}, U_j = f^{−1}_{1, j} (B_{i1} (p_{1, j})) and x_j ∈ U_j such that the two actions ρ_{i, j}(N_j) on the universal cover Ũ_j of U_j are θ_0 away from each other in the sense of C^1 at some point x̃_j ∈ π^{−1}_j (x_j) for all j > 0, where π_j : Ũ_j → U_j is the universal cover and θ_0 is a positive constant. Moreover, we can assume that the actions of ρ_{i, j}(N_j) coincide with on Λ_j, where Λ_j is the fundamental group of U_j.

By the discussion above and by passing to a subsequence we have the following equivalent convergence

(Ũ_j, g̃_{i, j}, x̃_j, ρ_j(N_j))^{C1,α}−→ (Ũ_{i,∞}, g̃_{i,∞}, x̃_{i,∞}, ρ_{i,∞}(N_{i,∞})), as j → ∞, (4.5) where g̃_{i, j} be the pull-back metrics defined as above. Since the diameter of both f_{1, j}-fibers and f_{2, j}-fibers go to 0 as j → ∞, the action of Λ_j becomes more and more dense. Thus, ρ_{i,∞}(N_{i,∞}) is also the limit action of Λ_j.

Let (Φ_{1, j}, Ψ_j) be the bundle isomorphisms between (M_j, X_{i, j}, f_{i, j}) as above. By Theorem 1.1, we have

e^{−κ(ϵ j ,η j | n,ρ,v)} ≤ |dΦ_{1, j}(w)|_{g2, j} ≤ e^{κ(ϵ j ,η j | n,ρ,v)},

where dΦ_{1, j} denotes the tangent map of Φ_{1, j}.

By the definition of g̃_{i, j} the identity maps I_j : (Ũ_j, g̃_{1, j}, x̃_j) → (Ũ_j, g̃_{2, j}, x̃_j) are e^{κ(ϵ j,η j | n,ρ,v)}-bi-Lipschitz diffeomorphisms, and so converge to an isometry I_∞ : (Ũ_{1,∞}, g̃_{1,∞}, x̃_{1,∞}) → (Ũ_{2,∞}, g̃_{2,∞}, x̃_{2,∞}) as j → ∞. Thus, the two limit actions ρ_{i,∞}(N_{i,∞}), i = 1, 2 can be identified by the isometry I_∞. Note that ρ_{i,∞}(N_{i,∞}) are all the limit action of Λ_j as j → ∞, ρ_{i, j}(N_j) are κ(ϵ_j, η_j | n, ρ, v)-C^0-close. Since g_{i, j} are affine invariant with respect to f_{i, j}, ρ_{i, j}(N_j) acts on (Ũ, g̃_{i, j}) isometrically. Hence, it follows from (4.5) that ρ_{i, j}(N_j) are κ(ϵ_j, η_j | n, ρ, v)-C^1-close, a contradiction with the assumption. □

In the following, similar as in [7, Section 7] (cf. also [28, Section 7]), we will construct a diffeomorphism Φ_2 : M → M by using Lemma 4.3 such that the lifting of Φ_2 to the universal covering space Ũ of U = f^{−1}_1 (B_{i1} (p, h_1)) communicate with the two actions ρ_i(N), i = 1, 2 of N for any p ∈ X_1. It shows that Φ_2 is an affine bundle isomorphism between (M, X_1, f_1, N_1) and (M, X_2, f^∗_2 = f_2 ∘ Φ_1, N_2). Hence, (Φ = Φ_1 ∘ Φ_2, Ψ) is the desired affine bundle isomorphism between (M, X_i, f_i, N_i), i = 1, 2. Proof of Theorem 4.2.

Let Ũ_1 = f̃^{−1}_1 (B_{i1/2}(p, h_1)) and let ρ_i(N), i = 1, 2 are the isometric actions of simply connect nilpotent Lie group N on Ũ induced by f̃_i. Let Λ be the fundamental group of U = f^{−1}_1 (B_{i1} (p, h_1)) and let ρ_i(Λ) denote the actions of Λ on Ũ. Then ρ_1(λ) = ρ_2(λ) for any λ ∈ Λ. Hence, for any [h] ∈ Λ \ N, ρ_1([h]^{−1})ρ_2([h]) is well defined and κ(ϵ, η | n, ρ, v)-C^1-close to identity by Lemma 4.3. By the assumption of curvature condition of (M, g_1) and (4.4), for any ỹ ∈ f̃^{−1}_1 (B_{r0/2}(p, h_1)) we can define Φ̃_1(ỹ) to be the center of mass of [h] → ρ_1([h]^{−1}) ∘ ρ_2([h]), [h] ∈ Λ \ N, i.e., the critical value of

z̃ → 1 2 � Λ\N d^2_{g̃1} (z̃, ρ_1([h]^{−1}) ∘ ρ_2([h])(ỹ))dμ,

where dμ is a measure on Λ\N of total volume 1. By [22], Φ̃_2 : Ũ_1 → Ṽ_1 = Φ̃_2(Ũ_1) is a diffeomorphism such that Φ̃_2 ∘ ρ_2(h) = ρ_1(h) ∘ Φ̃_2, for any h ∈ N.

By construction, the quotient Φ_2 : f^{−1}_1 (B_{i1/2}(p, h_1)) → f^{−1}_1 ( f̃_1(Ṽ_1)) is affine equivalent. Moreover, for any x ∈ B_{i1/2}(p, h_1), the definition of Φ_2(x) does not depend on the choice of p. Hence, it can be extended to a globally defined diffeomorphism Φ_2 : M → M, which is an affine bundle isomorphism between (M, X_1, f_1, N_1) and (M, X_2, f^∗_2 , N_2). Therefore, (Φ = Φ_1 ∘ Φ_2, Ψ) is an affine bundle isomorphism between (M, X_1, f_1, N_1) and (M, X_2, f_2, N_2) and Φ preserve the affine structure. □

Proof of Theorem 0.6.

It follows from Theorem 4.2 and the discussion above Theorem 4.2 immediately. □ References

[1] U. Abresch. Über das glatten Riemannisher metriken. PhD thesis, Habilitationsschrift, Reinischen Friedrich-Willhelms-Universität Bonn, 1988.

[2] M. T. Anderson. Convergence and rigidity of manifolds under Ricci curvature bounds. Invent.

Math., 102(1):429–445, 1990.

[3] M. T. Anderson. Hausdorff perturbations of Ricci-flat manifolds and the splitting theorem. Duke Math. J., 68(1):67–82, 10 1992.

[4] P. Buser and H. Karcher. Gromov’s almost flat manifolds. Astérisque, 81. Société mathématique de France, 1981.

[5] J. Cheeger and T. H. Colding. Lower bounds on Ricci curvature and the almost rigidity of warped products. Ann. of Math., 144(1):189–237, 1996.

[6] J. Cheeger and T. H. Colding. On the structure of spaces with Ricci curvature bounded below.

I. J. Differential Geom., 46(3):406–480, 1997.

[7] J. Cheeger, K. Fukaya, and M. Gromov. Nilpotent structures and invariant metrics on collapsed manifolds. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 5(2):327–372, 1992.

[8] J. Cheeger and M. Gromov. Collapsing Riemannian manifolds while keeping their curvature bounded. I. J. Differential Geom., 23(3):309–346, 1986.

[9] J. Cheeger and M. Gromov. Collapsing Riemannian manifolds while keeping their curvature bounded. II. J. Differential Geom., 32(1):269–298, 1990.

[10] J. Cheeger, M. Gromov, and M. Taylor. Finite propagation speed, kernel estimates for functions of the Laplace operator, and the geometry of complete Riemannian manifolds. J. Differential Geom., 17(1):15–53, 1982.

[11] J. Cheeger and G. Tian. Curvature and injectivity radius estimates for Einstein 4-manifolds. J.

Amer. Math. Soc., 19(2):487–525, 2006.

[12] L. Chen, X. Rong, and S. Xu. Quantitative volume space form rigidity under lower Ricci curvature bound II. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 370(6):4509–4523, 2018.

[13] X. Dai, G. Wei, and R. Ye. Smoothing Riemannian metrics with Ricci curvature bounds.

Manuscripta Math., 90(1):49–61, 1996.

[14] F. Fang and X. Rong. Positive pinching, volume and second Betti number. Geom. Funct. Anal., 9(4):641–674, 1999.

[15] K. Fukaya. On a compactification of the set of Riemannian manifolds with bounded curvatures and diameters. In Curvature and Topology of Riemannian manifold, Lecture Notes in Math., Vol. 1201, pages 89–107. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1986.

[16] K. Fukaya. Collapsing Riemannian manifolds to ones with lower dimensions. J. Differential Geom., 25:139–156, 1987.

[17] K. Fukaya. A boundary of the set of the Riemannian manifolds with bounded curvatures and diameters. J. Differential Geom., 28:1–21, 1988.

[18] K. Fukaya. Collapsing Riemannian manifolds to ones with lower dimension. II. J. Math. Soc.

Japan, 41(2):333–356, 1989.

[19] K. Fukaya. Metric Riemannian geometry. In Handbook of Differential Geometry, Volume 2, pages 189–313. Elsevier B.V., 2006.

[20] M. Gromov. Almost flat manifolds. J. Differential Geom., 13(2):231–241, 1978. [21] M. Gross and P. M. H. Wilson. Large complex structure limits of K3 surfaces. J. Differential Geom., 55(3):475–546, 2000.

[22] K. Grove and H. Karcher. How to conjugate C^1-close group actions. Math. Z., 132(1):11–20, 1973.

[23] Richard S. Hamilton. Three-manifolds with positive Ricci curvature. J. Differential Geom., 17(2):255–306, 1982.

[24] H. J. Hein, S. Sun, J. Viaclovsky, and R. Zhang. Nilpotent structures and collapsing Ricci-flat metrics on K3 surfaces. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 35(1):123–209, 2022.

[25] H. Huang, L. Kong, X. Rong, and S. Xu. Collapsed manifolds with Ricci bounded covering geometry. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 373(11):8039–8057, 2020.

[26] S. Huang and B. Wang. Ricci flow smoothing for locally collapsing manifolds. Calc. Var. Partial Differential Equations, 61(2):1–32, 2022.

[27] Z. Jiang, L. Kong, and S. Xu. Convergence of Ricci-limit spaces under bounded Ricci curvature and local covering geometry I. arXiv preprint arXiv:2205.00373, 2022.

[28] Z. Jiang and S. Xu. Stability of pure nilpotent structure on collapsed manifols. Int. Math. Res.

Not., 2020(24):10317–10345, 2020.

[29] X. Li and S. Xu. A parametrized compactness theorem under bounded Ricci curvature. Front.

Math. China, 13(1):67–85, 2018.

[30] Y. Li. SYZ geometry for Calabi-Yau 3-folds:Taub-NUT and Ooguri-Vafa type metrics. arXiv preprint arXiv:1902.08770, 2019.

[31] A. Naber and R. Zhang. Topology and ϵ-regularity theorems on collapsed manifolds with Ricci curvature bounds. Geom. Topol., 20(5):2575–2664, 2016.

[32] B. O’Neill. The fundamental equations of a submersion. Michigan Math. J., 13(4):459–469, 1966.

[33] G. Perelman. The entropy formula for Ricci flow and its geometric applications. arXiv preprint arXiv:math/0211159, 2002.

[34] P. Petersen, G. Wei, and R. Ye. Controlled geometry via smoothing. Comment. Math. Helv., 74(3):345–363, 1999.

[35] A. Petrunin, X. Rong, and W. Tuschmann. Collapsing vs. positive pinching. Geom. Funct.

Anal., 9(4):699–735, 1999.

[36] A. Petrunin and W. Tuschmann. Diffeomorphism finiteness, positive pinching, and second homotopy. Geom. Funct. Anal., 9(4):736–774, 1999.

[37] M. Raghunathan. Discrete subgroup of Lie groups. Springer, 1972.

[38] X. Rong. Collapsed manifolds with bounded sectional curvature and applications. In Surveys in Differential Geometry, volume XI, pages 1–23. International Press, Somerville, MA, 2007.

[39] X. Rong. Maximally collapsed manifolds with Ricci curvature and local rewinding volume bounded below. To appear, 2020.

[40] X. Rong. Collapsed manifolds with local Ricci bounded covering geometry. To appear, 2021. [41] E. A. Ruh. Almost flat manifolds. J. Differential Geom., 17(1):1–14, 1982.

(Zuohai Jiang) Beijing International Center for Mathematical Research, Peking University, Beijing, China

Email address: jiangzuohai08@pku.edu.cn

(Lingling Kong) School of Mathematical and statistical, Northeast Normal University, Changchun, China

Email address: kongll111@nenu.edu.cn

(Shicheng Xu) School of Mathematical Sciences, Capital Normal University, Beijing, China

(Shicheng Xu) Academy for Multidisciplinary Studies, Capital Normal University, Beijing, China

Email address: shichengxu@gmail.com