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ABSTRACT. We study RCD-spaces (X, d, m) with group actions by isometries preserving
the reference measure m and whose orbit space has dimension one, i.e. cohomogeneity
one actions. To this end we prove a Slice Theorem asserting that each slice at a point
is homeomorphic to a non-negatively curved RCD-space. Under the assumption that X
is non-collapsed we further show that the slices are homeomorphic to metric cones over
homogeneous spaces with Ric > 0. As a consequence we obtain complete topological
structural results and a principal orbit representation theorem. Conversely, we show
how to construct new RCD-spaces from a cohomogeneity one group diagram, giving a
complete description of RCD-spaces of cohomogeneity one. As an application of these
results we obtain the classification of cohomogeneity one, non-collapsed RCD-spaces of
essential dimension at most 4.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of RCD-spaces has emerged from, and is still largely motivated, by the
extensive and deep work of Cheeger and Colding on Gromov-Hausdorff limit spaces of
sequences consisting of Riemannian manifolds with Ricci curvature bounded from below
[18, 19, 20]. Cheeger and Colding themselves asked whether a synthetic treatment of Ricci
curvature bounds was possible, the most natural answer being the now well developed
theory of spaces with the curvature-dimension condition, initiated by Lott, Sturm and
Villani [56, 73, 74] and refined to exclude Finslerian spaces by Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré
[2, 32]. Thus, the study of RCD-spaces carries intrinsic theoretical value; however it has
also produced several non-trivial applications to the study of Riemannian manifolds which
are beyond the scope of the classical standpoint, i.e. only using smooth tools (see [33,
Section 7] for some examples of these results).

Therefore it is compelling to understand the geometries and topologies of non-smooth
spaces with curvature bounded below. As these spaces admit topological and metric
singularities, which may have a complicated arrangement, it is necessary to look for
systematic ways to study them. In particular, the topological structure of RCD-spaces is
complicated and, as of now, there are only a few results describing it (see for example
[59, 69, 77] and references therein).

An approach to produce such a systematic method for the study of RCD-spaces is
the so called extended symmetry program. Grove originally proposed in [38] that in the
search of new examples or obstructions to the existence of Riemannian metrics with
positive sectional curvature we should first study the manifolds with a high degree of
symmetry. This approach has been extended to the study of Riemannian manifolds with
other lower curvature bounds, and has also been successfully extrapolated to the study of
Alexandrov spaces, i.e. length spaces with a synthetic lower curvature bound (see [28, 44|
and references therein).

Since the group of measure preserving isometries of an RCD-space is a Lie group [40, 71],
we can try to follow the symmetry program philosophy for RCD-spaces. In this article we
do this by considering cohomogeneity one RCD-spaces, that is RCD-spaces admitting an
isometric and measure-preserving action of a compact Lie group in such a way that the
orbit space is of Hausdorff dimension one. Our main results are the following.

Theorem A. Let (X,d, m) be an RCD(K, N)-space. Let G be a compact Lie group acting
on X by measure preserving isometries and cohomogeneity one. Denote by X™ the quotient
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space w: X — X/G equipped with the quotient metric d*(m(x),n(y)) := d(G(x),G(y)).

Then the following hold:

(a) When X* is homeomorphic to [0,1], then X is equivariantly homeomorphic to the
unton of two cone bundles.

(b) When X* is homeomorphic to [0, 00), then X is equivariantly homeomorphic to a cone
bundle.

(c) When X* is homeomorphic to S', then X is the total space of a fiber bundle with
homogeneous fiber G/H and structure group Ng(H)/H.

(d) When X* is homeomorphic to R, then X is equivariantly homeomorphic to R x G/H.

Moreover the cone fibers in items (a) and (b) are cones over homogeneous spaces.

If the tangent cones of X at some points in the singular orbits G(x), G(x_) have a
metric cone structure, then the cone fibers are cones over RCD(N — ky — 2, N — ky — 1)-
spaces, where ky = dim(G(x4)).

This result gives the full description of RCD-spaces of cohomogeneity 1, completing the
rigidity results of Galaz-Garcia, Kell, Mondino and Sosa in [27, Corollary 1.4]. Also, from
the proof it is clear that in the case when we have two spaces X, X5 with the same orbit
space, and same orbit types, then they are equivariantly homeomorphic. We also show
that to obtain the conclusions about the homeomorphism type in Theorem A we only
need the geodesic space structure (see Section 3 and Theorem 4.9).

Moreover, in the case of Theorem A (a) we get three subgroups H, G_, G, that
up to conjugation are all the possible isotropy groups of the action. By Theorem 3.11
it follows that H < G4, and thus we have a tuple (G, H,G_,G,) associated to the
action. We show that the converse is true: for each cohomogeneity one group diagram
(G,H,G_,G,), that is a collection of subgroups where H is a Lie subgroup of K., and
in turn K4 are Lie subgroups of G and such that K, /H are homogeneous spaces with
positive Ricci curvature, determines a cohomogeneity one RCD-space.

Theorem B. Let G be a compact Lie group and K., K_, H Lie subgroups of G such that
(G,H,K.,K_) is a cohomogeneity one group diagram. Then, there exists an RCD-space
(X,d,m) admitting a cohomogeneity one action of G by measure preserving isometries
such that the associated group diagram is (G, H, K., K_).

These two results give a complete description of RCD-spaces of cohomogeneity 1, which
is analogous to the descriptions of topological and Riemannian manifolds of cohomogeneity
1, and Alexandrov spaces of cohomogeneity 1 (see [61], [60], [29], and [28]).

A crucial ingredient in the proof of the classification Theorem A is the Slice Theorem.
This is used in general in the Grove symmetry program as a recognition tool for the local
topology around a fixed orbit.

All known proofs of the Slice Theorem, be it in the smooth or Alexandrov setting,
require a notion of “space of directions” and exponential map (see [44]). In the RCD-
setting, while a notion of space of directions can be defined a.e. (see [42]), the infinitesimal-
to-local relation (in the spirit of Perelman’s conical neighborhood theorem) is a priori not
known to hold. That is, it is not yet fully understood how the mGH-tangent space and
L*-tangent module (which are equivalent by work of Gigli and Pasqualetto [37]) determine
the space locally (see however the recent work of Honda and Peng [49] in this direction).
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We instead work in the setting of optimal transport theory, namely using ideas from
needle-decomposition [15], and also exploit the low-dimensionality of the orbit space to
circumvent this obstacle.

Theorem C. Let (X,d) be a geodesic space and G a compact Lie group acting on X by
isometries such that X* is isometric to [—1,1], [0,00), R, or S'. Then for any zy € X,
there exists 6y > 0 such that for any 0 < § < &y we have Bs(xo) C T and

Sxo = (F;(ZL'Q) N B(s(l’o)) U {ZL’Q}
15 a slice through xg.

Here we used the customary definitions as follows. Denoting u(z) := d(z, G(zo)), we
set I', () ={y € X | (x,y) € I', }, where as usual, I', = {(z,y) | u(y) —u(x) = d(x,y)}.
We also denote the so-called non-branching transport set by 7,"*. It is worth pointing out
that we do not assume the RCD-condition (or any other bounded curvature condition)
in this result and thus in particular it does not depend on any specific bound of the
curvature. It depends only on the dimension of the orbit space and properties of the
metric structure.

Once this description of the slices at each point has been established we move to show
that in general the slices admit a non-negatively curved RCD-structure (that is, each
slice is homeomorphic to an RCD(0, M )-space, for the appropiate dimension bound M as
stated below). When specializing to the case where X is non-collapsed we further show
that slices are homeomorphic to metric cones over homogeneous spaces with adequate
RCD-structures.

Theorem D. Let (X,d, mx) be an RCD(K, N)-space with N > 2. Assume that G is a
compact Lie group acting effectively by measure preserving isometries on X, such that
(X*, d*, m%) has essential dimension equal to 1. Then the following hold:

(i) For any xy € X the slice Sy, admits an RCD(0,N — k) structure, where k =
dim(G(xp)).

(i1) Moreover, when (X,d,mx) = (X, d, H") is non-collapsed, then S,, is homeomor-
phic to a metric cone over a homogeneous smooth Riemannian manifold with Ricci
curvature greater or equal to N — k — 2.

We point out that by the work of Palais [65] the existence of slices is well understood
for compact group actions by isometries. Nonetheless, in the Riemannian and Alexandrov
setting the metric structure determines a canonical choice of a slice, which inherits geo-
metric properties of the global space. In this way, for the local topological recognition we
may apply a reduction on the dimension being considered while still considering spaces in
the appropriate setting. This key point is beyond the conclusions of Palais’ Slice Theorem
[65], and it is the point being proven in Theorem C' and Theorem D.

The slice in Theorem D is the fiber of the cone bundles in Theorem A. In the non-
collapsed case, the homogeneous spaces are determined by the slice.

Finally, we use our previous results to obtain a topological classification of non-collapsed
RCD-spaces of essential dimensions at most 4, in the spirit of the corresponding classifi-
cation in the smooth and Alexandrov cases. In fact, we obtain that all the RCD-spaces
considered with these restrictions are homeomorphic to Alexandrov spaces. This solves



COHOMOGENEITY ONE RCD-SPACES 5

a particular case (that of spaces admitting cohomogeneity one actions) of a conjecture
by Mondino asserting that RCD-spaces with essential dimension 3 are homeomorphic to
orbifolds (see Question 9 in Section 2 of [22]).

Theorem E. Let G be a compact Lie group acting almost effectively by measure preserving
isometries and cohomogeneity one on a closed non-collapsed RCD(K, N)-space (X,d, m)
with N < 4. Then X is homeomorphic to an Alexandrov space.

Combining the characterization in [6] of homogeneous spaces admitting positive Ricci
curvature with the cone construction in [51]. it is easy to construct RCD(K, N)-spaces
of cohomogeneity one for some K > 0. This construction allow us to show that that
the dimension bound in Theorem £ is optimal (see Theorem 7.1). Namely the following
example shows that in dimension 5 there are non-collapsed RCD-spaces of cohomogeneity
one which are not Alexandrov spaces of cohomogeneity one:

Theorem F. The suspension Susp(S?xS?) of S?xS? admits an non-collapsed RCD(K,, 5)-
structure for any K > 0 such that the suspension of the SO(3) x SO(3)-action on S* x
S? is by measure preserving isometries and by cohomogeneity one, with group diagram
(SO(3) x SO(3),S0(2) x SO(2),SO(3) x SO(3),S0(3) x SO(3)). Moreover, Susp(S? x S?)
with this action of SO(3) x SO(3) is not an Alexandrov space of cohomogeneity one, i.e.

it does mot admit a metric making it an Alexandrov space and such that the action of
SO(3) x SO(3) is by isometries.

We observe that in the previous example we obtain RCD-spaces of cohomogeneity one
that are not non-collapsed, and the same holds true for spherical suspensions of homo-
geneous spaces with sufficient curvature, see Theorem 7.1. Nonetheless, we observe that
since these examples are RCD-spaces of cohomogeneity one, the stronger conclusions of
Theorem D hold by construction. Thus we ask the following question:

Question 1.1. Does there exist an RCD-space X equipped with a measure preserving
isometric action of cohomogeneity one by a compact Lie group G, which is not non-
collapsed, and such that the slice at any orbit does not admit an metric cone structure
over a homogeneous space?

In other words, given an RCD-space X equipped with a measure preserving isometric action
of cohomogeneity one by a compact Lie group G, does it always admit an non-collapsed
invariant RCD-structure?

We also observe that the spaces in Theorem A (c), and (d) admit an RCD(0, N)-
structure of cohomogeneity one, given by a smooth Riemannian metric on the smooth
representatives of the homoeomrphism types. Moreover, due to Gigli’s Splitting Theorem
[31] the spaces in Theorem A (d) do not admit an RCD(K, N)-structure with K > 0. For
spaces in Theorem A (c), since they have infinite fundamental group, by Myers Theorem
(see [59, Theorem 3.5] toghether with [77, Main Theorem]|) it follows that they also do
not admit an RCD(K, N)-structure with K > 0. For spaces in Theorem A (b), we give in
Theorem [ sufficient conditions to guarantee that they also admit an RCD(0, V)-structure
of cohomogeneity one. Thus it natural to ask if this also holds for the remaining cases:

Question 1.2. Let X be an RCD-space as in Theorem A (a) or (b). Does it admit a
(possibly different) new RCD(0, N)-structure of cohomogeneity one?
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This question was answered in the positive by Grove and Ziller in [39, Theorem B|
when X is smooth Riemannian manifold. Moreover, in [39, Theorem A], they showed
that a smooth compact Riemannian manifold with an action of cohomogeneity one admits
a Riemannian metric of positive Ricci curvature if and only if it has finite fundamental
group. Due to the fact that Myers Theorem holds for RCD-spaces, we ask if the cardinality
of the fundamental group is the unique obstruction to “synthetic positive Ricci curvature”
in the case of compact RCD-spaces of cohomogeneity one.

Question 1.3. Let X be an RCD-space as in Theorem A (a). If X has finite fundamental
group, does it admit an RCD(K, N)-structure with K > 07

We present a simple presentation of the fundamental group of an RCD-space for the
form Theorem A (a) in Theorem 4.10.

The organization of the article is the following. In Section 2 we collect the defini-
tions and results from the theory of non-smooth differential geometry and transformation
groups that we will need in the sequel. In Section 3 we prove Theorem C. We also prove
two results showing that our construction using the transport set is a slice without the
cohomogeneity one restriction, albeit in the case that the orbit space happens to be iso-
metric to an Alexandrov space, which are of independent interest. In Section 4 we prove
Theorem D obtaining along the way a version of the orbit representation theorem. We
also establish the topological rigidity result contained in Theorem A. We continue in
Section 5 proving that one can construct RCD-spaces from any given cohomogeneity one
group diagram, as expressed in Theorem B. Finally, we address the low-dimensional clas-
sification of Theorem E in Section 6.

Acknowledgements The authors wish to thank Fernando Galaz-Garcia, Nicola Gigli,
John Harvey, Alexander Lytchak, Marco Radeschi and Masoumeh Zarei for very useful
discussions and communications and for commenting on a first draft of this manuscript.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Calculus on metric measure spaces. Here we introduce the differential structure
that we need in order to define the appropriate curvature notions that we use later. For a
more detailed exposition, the reader may consult the book by Gigli and Pasqualetto [36].

By a metric measure space we mean a triple (X, d, m), where (X, d) is a complete and
separable metric space, and the reference measure m is a non-negative Borel measure on
X which is finite on balls.

Let f: X — R be a Lipschitz function. We define its local Lipschitz constant Lipf: X —
R as:

Lipf(x) := hI;lj;lp W

We denote the space of Lipschitz functions by LIP(X).



COHOMOGENEITY ONE RCD-SPACES 7

Definition 2.1 (Cheeger energy). Let (X, d,m) be a metric measure space. Given a
function f € L*(m), we define its Cheeger energy as:

Ch(f) := inf{lirginf%/|Lipfn|2dm| fn € LIP(X), f, = fin L2(m)} .

Definition 2.2 (Sobolev space). Let (X, d, m) be a metric measure space. We define the
Sobolev space W'2(X) := {f € L*(m)| Ch(f) < oo}, equipped with the norm || f||3,.2 :=
|12 + Ch?(f). In the case that this norm comes from an inner product, we say that
(X, d,m) is infinitesimally Hilbertian.

Given a function f € W12?(X), there exists a distinguished function |V f| € L*(m)
called the minimal weak upper gradient of f, which satisfies Ch(f) = [ |V f]?dm (see
Proposition 2.2.8 in [36]).

Remark 2.3. It should be noted that we can define Sobolev spaces, equivalently, via test
plans as in Chapter 2 of [36]. However, for our purpose we find more convenient to make
use of approximations by Lipschitz functions.

Definition 2.4 (Pointwise inner product). Given f,g € W12(X) we define

(V£.96) = 5 (90 + 9)f = IV(F ~ g)?) € L' (m).

Let us recall the following characterization of infinitesimal Hilbertianity (see Theorem
4.3.3. in [36]).

Proposition 2.5. The space WY2(X) with the pointwise inner product is a Hilbert space
if and only if the parallelogram rule

(1) 2(IVfIP+1Vgl") = IV(f +9)* + IV(f - 9)”
holds m-a.e. for all f,g € W12(X).
Definition 2.6 (Laplacian). Let (X, d, m) be an infinitesimally Hilbertian space. A func-

tion f € W'?(X) is defined to be in the domain of the Laplacian, D(A), if there exists
some g € L?(m) such that:

/hg dm = — /(Vf, Vh)dm, Vhe W(X).

We denote the function g (which if exists, is unique) by A f and refer to it as the Laplacian
of f.

In case that the underlying space is infinitesimally Hilbertian we have at our disposal
the following good properties of the Laplacian and of the pointwise inner product (see
Theorem 4.3.3 part v), Remark 5.2.2, and Proposition 5.2.3 in [36]).

Proposition 2.7. Let (X,d, m) be an infinitesimally Hilbertian space. Then we have the
following properties:

D(A) is a vector space.

The Laplacian A s linear.

The operator A(+) is closed.

The pointwise inner product (V- V+) is continuous.
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2.2. Bakry-Emery condition. Instead of giving the usual definition of an RCD—space,
we present the Bakry-Emery condition, originally introduced in [3] by Ambrosio, Gigli
and Savaré; the reason being that this formulation enables us to prove that the gluing of
cohomogeneity one RCD—spaces is again an RCD—space in Section 5.

Definition 2.8 (Bakry-Emery condition). Let (X,d, m) be a metric measure space. We
say that it satisfies the BE(K, N)-condition for some K € R, N > 1, if for all f € D(A)
with Af € W12(X) and for all ¢ € D(A) non-negative, bounded with Ag € L>(m) we
have

(2) /Ag|Vf|2dm / V(AS), Vf)dm>K/g|Vf|2dm+ N/ (Af)%d

Satisfying the BE(/K, N) condition is equivalent to the space satisfying the CD*(K, N)
for infinitesimally Hilbertian metric measure spaces (X, d, m), under the under the follow-
ing assumptions:

(1) The Sobolev-to-Lipschitz property is satisfied, that is, Vf € W?(X) with |[Vf| < 1
there exists a Lipschitz representative of f.
(2) For any 2y € X and ¢ > 0 we have

/exp(—cdz(:vo,:v))dm(x) < 0.

This fact was shown by Ambrosio, Gigli and Savaré for N = oo (under equivalent technical
assumptions) in [3, Theorem 1.1] and for N < oo by Erbar, Kuwada and Sturm in [24,
Theorem 7]. Note also the equivalence between the CD*(K, N)- and CD(K, N)- conditions
due to Cavalletti and Milman, [17, Corollary 13.7]

Since we only consider compact spaces with a Borel measure, it is clear that condition
(2) above is automatically fulfilled.

From these considerations, we point out that we do not need to make use of the optimal
transport formulation of the curvature-dimension condition, for example as stated in [40],
so instead we settle on the following:

Definition 2.9 (RCD-spaces). Let K € R, N > 1, we say that a metric measure space
(X,d,m) is an RCD(K, N)-space if it satisfies the BE(K, N) condition, is infinitesimally
Hilbertian, satisfies Sobolev-to-Lipschitz (1), and the volume growth condition (2).

One important thing to mention is that in general the Bakry—Emery condition is strictly
weaker than the RCD-condition. In [47] Honda gives examples of spaces that satisfy a
BE(K, N) condition but that are not RCD-spaces. The reason being that they do not
satisfy the Sobolev-to-Lipschitz property. Moreover, the Sobolev-to-Lipschitz property is
essential as the BE(K, V)-condition alone cannot imply anything about the geometry of
the space as was pointed out to us by Gigli with the following examples. Any metric space
equipped with an atomic measure satisfies BE(K, N) for any K and N as the Cheeger
energy is identically 0. A more geometric example is the following: For a given compact
smooth embedded submanifold M in R™ one can consider the induced Riemannian metric
g from R” (and in turn the Riemannian distance d,) and Riemannian volume dvol,.
Then by compactness, the metric measure space (M, d,, dvoly) is an RCD(K, N)-space
for adequate K and N. Now, M can be endowed with the restriction of the Euclidean
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distance as well, i.e., d(z,y) = ||z —y|| (and the same measure dvol,). It is clear that
this distance in general does not make M a geodesic space and thus, this metric measure
structure cannot satisfy the RCD-condition in general. However, the Cheeger energies
associated to both distances agree as can be seen directly from the definition above since
the Lipschitz constants of functions almost agree for both distances since they almost
coincide at small scales.

Often, if there is no room for confusion, we simply refer to metric measure spaces satis-
fying Definition 2.9 as RCD-spaces without making any explicit mention of the parameters
K and N.

Denote by X the class of metric measure spaces (X, d, m) satisfying:

(i) (X,d) is complete and separable.
(ii) m is a Borel measure (i.e. defined on the Borel o-algebra of open sets of X) with
supp(m) = X, satisfying for all » > 0 and z € X:

m(B,(z)) < ce™”,

for appropriate constants A, ¢ > 0.
(iii) (X, d, m) is infinitesimally Hilbertian.
Then, we have the following global-to-local and local-to-global results.

Theorem 2.10 (Global-to-Local for RCD(K, N), Proposition 7.7 in [4]). Let (X,d, m) €
X be an RCD(K, N)-space, and let U C X be open. If m(OU) =0 and (U, d) is geodesic,
then (U,d, m.U) is an RCD(K, N)-space.

Theorem 2.11 (Local-to-Global for RCD(K, N), Theorem 7.8 in [4]). Let (X,d,m) € X
be a length space and assume that there exists a covering {U,;}ier of X by non-empty open
subsets such that m(U;) < oo if K <0, and (U;,d, m U;) € X satisfy RCD(K, N). Then
(X,d,m) is a RCD(K, N) space.

Let us describe some features on RCD-spaces that will be useful to us. Proofs of them
can be found for example in [24]. We remark that the tensorization property in item (2)
below was originally shown to hold for the BE-condition in [3].

Proposition 2.12. Let (X, dx,my), (Y, dy, my) be RCD-spaces that satisfy the curvature-
dimension bounds (Kx, Nx), (Ky, Ny) respectively then:
(1) (X,dx,myx) is also an RCD(L, M) for all L < Kx, M > Nx.
(2) The product (X X Y,dxxy, mxy @ my) is an RCD(Kx + Ky, Nx + Ny)—space.
(3) If a, B > 0 then the metric measure space (X, adx, fmyx) is an RCD(a™2Kx, Nx).

One important feature of the class of RCD(K, N)-spaces is that it is compact with
respect to measured Gromov-Hausdorff convergence (see [2], [30], [32], [35], [56], [73],
[74]).

Definition 2.13. Let (X, d, x), (Y, dy,y) be complete and separable pointed metric spa-
ces. Given € > 0. We say that a map f.: By (x) = Bi/(y) is an e-Gromov-Hausdorff
approximation if:

(1) fe(x) =y.

(2) For all w,v € By (x) |d(u,v) — dy(fc(u), fe(v))| <e.
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(3) for all y € By/c(y) there exists some x € By/.(x) such that dy (fc(z),y) <e.

Definition 2.14. Let {(X,,d,, z,)}nen be a sequence of complete separable pointed
metric spaces. We say that the sequence converges in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff
sense to a complete separable pointed metric space (Y, dy,y) if there exists a sequence
{€n}nen C R such that €, — 0 as n — oo, and €,-Gromov-Hausdorff approximations from
Bi/e, (2) C (Xn, dn, ) to Bije, (y) C (Y, dy,y).

If in addition our spaces are equipped with non-negative Borel reference measures which
are finite on balls we define:

Definition 2.15. A sequence {(X,,,d,, m,, x,)},en of complete pointed metric measure
spaces converges in the pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff sense to a complete pointed
metric measure space (Y, dy, my, y) if it converges in the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff sense
with the extra assumption that the €,-Gromov-Hausdorff approximations are measurable
and satisfy:

f e#Mn — my.
We abbreviate this by:

(Xn7 dn7 my, xn) M (Yv dY7 my, y)

Let (X, d,m) be an RCD-space, x € X, and some r € (0, 1). Consider now the pointed,
rescaled, and normalized metric measure space (X, 'd, m*, x), where

Using this notation we define:

Definition 2.16 (Tangent space). Let (X,d,m) be an RCD(K, N)-space for K € R
and N € [1,00). Given a point zy € X, we say that a pointed metric measure space
(Y, dy, my,y) is a tangent of X at zy if there exists a sequence {r;};eny C (0, 1) such that
r; — 0, and the sequence

(X, Ti_ld, mff,{l?o) M (Y7 dYamY7y)‘

We denote the set of all tangents of X at xy by Tan(X,d, m, xg).

Remark 2.17. We recall that if a space (X, d, m) is an RCD(K, N)-space, then for r, A > 0
the space (X, d/r, \m) is an RCD(r?K, N)-space. Since the RCD-condition is stable under
Gromov-Hausdorff limits, we have that tangents of RCD(K, N)-spaces are RCD(0, V)-
spaces.

Remark 2.18. Given an RCD-space (X,d,m) and xy € X, the set Tan(X,d, m,xg) is
non-empty (see Proposition 2.2 in [58]), but it may contain several spaces which may not
even be metric cones (see Examples 8.41, 8.80,8.95 in [18]).

Given m € NN[1, N], let R,, denote the set of points € X such that Tan(X,d, m,z) =
{(R™,dg, £™,0)}. Using regular Lagrangian flows, Brué and Semola in [12] proved that
there is precisely a unique m such that the set R,, has full measure:
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Theorem 2.19 (Essential dimension). Let (X, d, m) be an RCD(K, N)—space with K € R
and N € [1,00). Then there exists a unique m € NN[1, N| such that m(X —R,,,) = 0. We
define such m to be the essential dimension of (X, d,m), and we denote it by dimeg(X).
The set R,, is the set of regular points of X.

2.3. Non-collapsed spaces. Here we distinguish a particular class of RCD-spaces: the
so called non-collapsed spaces. These spaces were studied by De Philippis and Gigli in
(23], and were further characterized in terms of properties of the N-dimensional Bishop-
Gromov density by Brena, Gigli, Honda, and Zhu in [11].

Definition 2.20 (Non-collapsed RCD-space). Let (X, d, m) be an RCD(K, N)-space. We
say that it is non-collapsed if m = H".

Thanks to the structure of RCD-spaces, we can check that for non-collapsed spaces
we have necessarily that N € N (see Theorem 1.12 in [23]). Non-collapsed RCD-spaces
also enjoy good structural properties which are stronger than those of more general RCD-
spaces. For example, we have the following result about the tangents (see Proposition 2.8
in [23]):

Proposition 2.21. Let (X,d, HY) be a non-collapsed RCD(K, N)-space. Then the tan-
gent spaces at every point are metric cones.

Regarding the essential dimension, we have the following result by Brena, Gigli, Honda,
and Zhu [11, Theorem 1.7] which lets us identify non-collapsed spaces.

Theorem 2.22. Let (X, d, m) be an RCD(K, N)-space. Suppose that the essential dimen-
sion of some tangent space (Y,dy,my,y) at some v € X is equal to N, then m = ¢HY
for some ¢ > 0.

Finally, we recall that the essential dimension of a non-collapsed RCD(K, N)-space is
N (see the last paragraph in Page 3 of [11]).

2.4. Warped products. Recall that given (X,dx) a complete and separable metric
space, a curve 7v: [0,1] — X is absolutely continuous (AC), if there exists a map f €
L[0,1] such that for every 0 < s <t < 1 we have

t
) I < [ Fdr
Given an AC curve 7v: [0,1] — X, for a.e. ¢y € [0, 1] fixed the following limit exits

. e dx(y(to + h), (o)

Moreover the function ¢ — |§(t)| called metric speed of v is in L'(0, 1), and is the minimal
function satisfying (3).

Let (B,dg) and (F,dr, mp) be complete, locally compact geodesic metric spaces. Con-
sider f: B — Rsq a locally Lipschitz function. A curve v = («a, ): [0,1] — B x F'is
admissible if o and f are absolutely continuous in B and F' respectively. For an admissible
curve v: [0,1] — B x F' we define the length with respect to f as

Ly(y) = / VIGWPR + (f 0 a)2(0)5(0) 2 .
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For convenience we define the length of a curve that is not as admissible simply as +o0.
Ly is a length-structure on the class of admissible curves. We define a pseudo-metric dy
on B x F, between (p,z) and (q,y) by setting

ds((p, ), (q,y)) :== inf{Ls(7) | 7 admisible and connects (p,z) to (q,y)}.

Then we have an induced equivalence relation ~, where (p,z) ~ (q,y) if and only if
Jf((p, z),(¢,y)) = 0. We define the warped product of B and F' via f as B Xy F =
B x F/ ~ with the distance d;([p,z], ¢, y]) := ds((p,z), (¢,y)). By definition B x; F is
an intrinsic metric space, and since B and F' are complete and locally compact, then the
warped product is complete and locally compact. As pointed out in [51, Remark 2.4}, the
warped product B x ¢ F'is geodesic.

Moreover, as pointed out in [1] we have the following description of geodesics

Proposition 2.23 (Propsition 4.5 (2)). Let v = («a, 5) be a geodesic in B X F' such that
foa > 0. Then B is a pregodesic in F. That is, up to a reparametrization 3 is a geodesic
n F.

Lemma 2.24. Let F' be a compact Riemannian manifold. Consider two functions
f,9:10,00) = F

such that f(0) = 0 = ¢(0), and for t > 0 we have f(t),g(t) > 0. Consider 0 < s; < s,
and p,q € F are such that there exists a unique geodesic between them. Then the trace
of the geodesic vy from (s1,p) to (s2,q) in [0,00) X; F' is the same as the trace of the
geodesic v, from (s1,p) to (s2,q) in [0,00) x, F.

Proof. We write the geodesic v; = (o, ), and observe that by Proposition 2.23 §; is
a pregeodesic in F. The same holds for the geodesic v, = (ay, f,) in [0,00) x, F. Thus
Bf and B, are two pregeodesics in [ joining p to ¢. Since p and ¢ are not conjugate this
implies that the trace of 3y is the same as the trace of f,. O

We consider (X, dx,my) and (Y, dy, my) two complete separable length spaces, and
my and my Radon measures. We also assume that my(X) < oco. We consider continuous
functions wg, wy: Y — [0,00). For w = (w4, wy) define the w-warped product Y x, X as
the metric space Y x,,, X, and set the measure

m, = . ((wamy ) @ my),

where 7: Y x X — (Y x,, X) is the quotient map.

When wy = f, and wy, = fY for f: Y — [0, 00) a continuous function, we set ijeVX =
Y x(s vy X. The space Y X}V X is referred to as the N-warped product of Y, X and f
(see [51]).

We also define here the (K, N)-cones for K € R, N € (0,00): Given a metric measure
space (F,dp, mp), the (K, N)-cone of F, denoted by Con’ (F') is the metric measure space
(Cong (F), doons, Moy, ) defined by

F x [0,7/VEK]/(F x {0,7/VK}) if K >0,

Conx (F) = {F % [0,00)/(F x {0}) it K <0.
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dConK([ >t]> [Q> S])
cosy (cosK(t) cos () + K sing (s) sing (t) cosg (dp(p, q) A w)) it K #0,
\/s2+t2—2$tcos (dp(p,q) A1) if K =0,

and
MYy, = sing (t)dt @ mp.

Here, for I = [0,7/vK] for K > 0 and [0, 00) for K < 0, we have cosg: Ix — [0, 00)

given by
cos (\/Et) if K >0,
cosk (t) :=
cosh (\/ —Kt) it K <0.
and sing : I — [0, 00) given by
\/% sin <\/?t) if K >0,
sing () := ('t K =0,
1 . .
A sinh ( \K\t) it K < 0.
Remark 2.25. If diam(F) < 7 and F is a length space, then the (K, N)-cone Cony(F)
coincides with the N-warped product Ix x% F.

sing

2.5. Transformation groups. In order to set the notation, let us recall the basic facts
of the theory of transformation groups that we use throughout the manuscript.

Let (X,d,m) be a metric measure space, and G a topological group. A continuous
(left) action of G on X is a continuous map «: G x X — X such that for any g, h € G
and z € X we have a(g,a(h,z)) = a(gh,x), and for e € G the identity element and
any ¢ € X we have a(e,x) = x. The isotropy group at x € X is the closed subgroup
G, = {9 € G| gr=ux}. We say the action « is effective if the only element of G that
fixes all the points in X is the identity element, i.e. N,exG, = {e}. The action is proper
if the map A: G x X — X x X given by A(g,z) = (gz,z) is a proper map (that is, the
preimage A~1(K) C G x X of a compact subset K C X x X is compact. The orbit of a
point x € X is the subset of X given by G(z) = {gx € X | g € G}. The orbit type of an
orbit G(x) is the set (G,) := {gG.g~ ' | g € G} of the conjugation class of the isotropy.

The orbit space is denoted by X/G and m: X — X/G is the natural projection. We
equip X/G with the quotient topology. We also use the notation U* := 7(U), for any
U C X. In particular, X* = X/G and 7(z) = 2* for each z € X.

When we have that d(a(g, z),a(g,y)) = d(x,y) for any ¢ € G and any z,y € X we
say that the action « is by isometries. Given g € G fixed we have a homeomorpshism
ay: X — X given as o,(r) = a(g,z). In the case when the action is by isometries and
(ag)pm = m for any g € G, we say that the action is by measure-preserving isometries,
and that the metric d is G-invariant. For simplicity, unless otherwise stated, we denote
the action as gz := a(g, z). In the case the orbits are compact, the orbit space is equipped
with the orbital metric

d*(z7,y") := d(G(x), G(y))
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and the push-forward measure m* = mym.

The following theorem shows that a sufficient condition for the orbits to be compact is
that the action is proper. Moreover, properness gives us the description of each orbit as
a homogeneous space.

Theorem 2.26. Let G be a Hausdorff topological group acting properly on a metric space
(X,d), where d is G-invariant. Fizx € X, and consider a,: G — X given by a,(g) = gx.
Let p: G — G /G, be the quotient map. Then there ezists a G-equivariant homeomorphism
a,: G/G, — G(x) onto the orbit through x such that &, o p = a,,. Furthermore, the orbit
G(x) is a closed subspace of X.

Remark 2.27. In the case when G is a compact Lie group, an action of G on a metric
space X is proper (see for example [21, Theorem 2.2]). Thus from now on, we only
consider compact Lie groups.

We recall from [27, Theorem 1.3] that given an RCD-space (X, d, m) with an action by
measure preserving isometries by a compact Lie group G, there exist (up to conjugation)
a unique subgroup G, < G, such that the orbit G(y) of m-a.e y € M is homeomorphic
to the quotient G/Gin. We call points y € M such that G, is conjugate to Gy in G
points with principal orbit type. The orbit of a point of principal orbit type is referred to
as a principal orbit.

The following notion of regularity for the action was introduced in [27] and will also be
useful to us.

Definition 2.28. We say G acts Lipschitz and co-Lipschitz continuously on a metric
space (X, d), if for a bi-invariant metric on G, and every y € M with principal orbit type
we have constants C, R > 0 such that for all 0 < r < R it holds

B,c(y)NG(y) C {9y | g € B,(e) C G} C Ber(y) NG(y)

In other words, the map a,: G — G(y) mapping g to gy is locally Lipschitz and co-
Lipschitz continuous.

For an action of G on X, given x € X fixed, a slice through x is a subset S, C X that
satisfies:
(i) gS: C S, Vg € G,.
(i) If ¢S, NS, # &, then g € G,.
(iii) Setting H = G, there exists an open neighborhood U C G/H around eH, and a
cross-section y: U — G such that the function F': U x S, — X given by

F(gH, s) = x(gH)s,
is an homeomorphism onto its image.
We now state the main recognition tool in the theory of transformation groups, the so
called Slice Theorem (see [10, Definition 4.1, Theorem 4.2]).

Theorem 2.29 (Slice Theorem). Let a compact Lie group G act by isometries on a metric
space (X, d). For all x € X for which a slice S, exists, there is some ro > 0 such that for
all v < rg there is an equivariant homeomorphism

G xq, Sz = B.(G(2))
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Every point in a completely regular space has a slice (see [65]). This fact is also referred
to sometimes as the Slice Theorem. It follows then that every point on an RCD-space
admits a slice. However, given an Alexandrov space X and G a Lie group acting by
isometries, for each point x € X we can find slice containing x which is a metric cone over
a positively curved Alexandrov space (namely the space of normal directions at the point
in question; see the the Slice Theorem for Alexandrov spaces due to Harvey and Searle,
[44, Theorem B]). This implies that for any point in an Alexandrov space equipped with
a compact Lie group action by isometries, there is a slice through the given point which
in itself admits an Alexandrov structure.

Moreover, for the case when the space is a Riemannian manifold with a compact Lie
group action by isometries the same holds: for any point there exists a slice containing
the point, such that it admits a Riemannian space structure.

Thus in general, when considering a geometric space and a group action that preserve
the geometric structure, we are interested in finding in a well defined way a slice which
belongs to the same class of geometric objects as the global space.

2.6. Equivariant Gromov-Hausdorff convergence. We now define the notion of equi-
variant Gromov-Hausdorff convergence (see [25]). Given some r > 0 and G a group acting
by isometries on a pointed metric space (X, d, z) we define:

G(r):={g9 € G|gzr € B.(x)}.

Definition 2.30. Let (X,d,z,G), (Y,dy,y, H) be two pointed metric spaces with G, H
groups acting isometrically on X and Y respectively. An equivariant e-Gromov-Hausdorff
approzimation is a triple (fe, ¢, 1) which consists of maps

fe: Byje(z) = Buyey), »: G(1/e) = H(1/e), : H(1/e) = G(1/€)
such that:
(1) feis an e-Gromov-Hausdorff approximation.
(2) If g € G(1/€) and both p, gp € Byse(x), then
dy (fe(gp), #(9)fe(p))-
(3) If h € H(1/e) and both p,¢(h)p € By/c(z), then

dy (fe(v(h)p), hfe(p))-

Definition 2.31. A sequence {(X,, d,, Z,, Gy) }nen is be said to converge in the equivari-
ant pointed Gromov-Hausdorff sense to a pointed metric space (Y, dy,y, H) if there exist
equivariant €,-Gromov-Hausdorff approximations such that €, — 0 as n — oc.

3. SLICE THEOREM FOR COHOMOGENEITY ONE GEODESIC SPACES

In this Section we characterize the slices at each point of a compact, metric space (X, d)
admitting an action of a compact Lie group G by isometries, having [—1, 1], [0, 00), R, or
S! as orbit space, in terms of certain sets from the theory of optimal transport.

It is worth pointing out, however that we make no assumption of curvature conditions
in this Section. To proceed, we recall a few notions from the theory of optimal transport
(see for example the survey [16] for a brief account of the theory).
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For each Lipschitz function u: X — R, we consider the subsets of X x X given by
Ly = {2, y) | u(@) —uly) = d(z,y)},
L= Azy) | (y,2) €T}

From these, we also define

Tu=pry(Tu Az =y}) Upr (U N {z =y}),
where pr;: X x X — X is given by pr,(x,y) = x. Now, for each x € X we set
Pu(z) ={y € X | (z,y) € Tu},
Iy(e) ={y e X | (z,y) eI, },

and define an equivalence relation R, =1', UT',.
We now consider the sets

As(u) ={y €
A(u) ={y €
The non-branching transport set of u is defined as T,"* = T, \ (A4 (u) U A_(u)).

We now state the main result of this Section, containing the definition of our distin-
guished slices.

| 3z,w € Tu(y), (2,w0) & Ru},

Tu
To | Jz,w e T, (y), (z,w) & Ry}

Theorem C. Let (X, d) be a geodesic space and G a compact Lie group acting on X by
isometries such that X* is isometric to [—1,1], [0,00), R, or St. Then for any xzy € X,
there exists & > 0 such that for any 0 < § < § we have Bs(zo) C T,"* and

Sxo = (FL_L(.CL’()) N Bg(l‘o)) U {ZL’()}

15 a slice through xg.

To show the validity of Theorem C, we need to prove some results first. Assume
now that we have a compact Lie group G acting effectively by isometries on (X,d).
Let u: X — R be a Lipschitz function which is G-invariant, i.e. for x € X we have
u(gr) = u(x) for any g € G. Observe that we have a well defined Lipschitz function
u*: (X/G,d*) — R given by u*(z*) := u(z). Observe that u* is well defined, since for
g € G we have that u(gz) = u(x) by hypothesis. Thus u*(z*) does not depend on the
representative x of x*.

Lemma 3.1. Let oy € X be fired and u: X — R be the G-invariant Lipschitz function
giwen by u(y) = d(G(xo),y). Then

{(z*,y") | (z,y) € Ty} C Ty

Moreover, for every (z*,y*) € Ty, there exists g € G such that (gx,y) € Ty and
d*(z*,y*) = d(gz,y). In an analogous fashion, due to the symmetry in the definition
of I',,, the same holds for I';,.
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Proof. Consider (z,y) € I'y. Observe that d(G(zy),z) = d*(xf, z*), and thus
d*(2",y") < d(z,y) = u(z) — u(y)

= u*(z%) —u*(y")
= d" (2, 2") — d* (x5, 9")
< d*(ag,y%) + d*(y*,27) — d* (x5, 47)
=d" (%, y").
Thus we conclude that d*(z*, y*) = v*(2*) — u*(y*), and therefore (z*,y*) € I',«, proving

the first claim.

We now consider (z*,y*) € I',-. Then we have that for any g, h € G it holds that
d*(2",y") = u’(2") — w’(y") = u(gz) — u(hy).

Also observe that there exists g € G such that d*(z*,y*) = d(gx,y). Thus by setting
g =g and h = e we have

d(gz,y) = d" (2", y") = u(gz) — u(y).
This implies that (gz,y) € T'y. O

Lemma 3.2. Let ¢ € X be fized and u: X — R the G-invariant Lipschitz function given
by u(y) = d(G(zo),y). Then the following hold,

(1> 7;* = 7;*)
(i) Ty (z*) = Fu(x)* and T (z*) =T (z)* for every x € X
(iii) Ay(u)* = Ay (u*) and A_(u)* = A_(u*).

(iv) (T3")* = TJib-
Moreover, if X* is isometric to [—1,1], [0,00), R, or S, then T** is equal to X* in the
first three cases or S* \ {—x}} respectively, where —x}, denotes the antipodal orbit to xj.

Proof. First we prove that 7, C T,~. Consider x* € T, for some x € 7,. Then there
exists y € X with z # y and (z,y) € ', UT',. We then have two cases depending on
whether (z,y) € I', or (z,y) € I',.

Assume first that (z,y) € T'y. Then, by Lemma 3.1, (z*,y*) € I',». Now, suppose, by
contradiction, that * = y*, that is, y = g for some g € G. Then we have that

d(x,y) = d(x, gr) = d(G(x0), ) — d(G(x0), g2) = 0.

Thus y = x, which is a contradiction. Hence y ¢ G(x), and therefore x* # y*. Thus we
have that z* € T,-. The proof in the case that (x,y) € I, is analogous. Thus, we have
shown that 7. C T,-.

To prove the opposite inclusion, now consider z* € T,«. Then there is y* € X* such that
y* # " and (z*,y*) € I'y» Ul .. Then by Lemma 3.1, for some representatives & € G(z)
of z* and § € G(y) of y*, we have (Z,7) € R,: We assume first that (z*,y*) € I',«. Then
it follows that for some g € G we have (gz,y) € I'y. In the case where (z*,y*) € I',. we
have then that there exists ¢’ € G such that (z,¢'y) € I';,. Observe that if = § we have
that G(z) N G(y) # @, which is a contradiction. Thus we conclude that & € T,, whence
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T O Tu+. Thus we have that 7, = T,«, as claimed.

We now show that I',«(z*) C I'y(z)*. Consider y* € I'y«(z*). This implies that there
exist representatives & € G(x) of z* and § € G(y) of y* such that (z,9) € I',. In
particular ¢ € T',(Z). Now assume that & = gz for some g € G, then g~'y € T',(z). Thus
we conclude that y* € I',(x)*. This shows that I',«(2*) C I',(2)*.

For the other inclusion, given y € I',(z), we have that (z,y) € I',. Thus (2*,y*) € I,
by Lemma 3.1 and we conclude that y* € I'y«(2*). Thus the claim that 'y« (2*) = ', (2)*
for every x € X is proved. An analogous argument shows that I' . (z*) = I', (z)* for every
reX.

Now we show that A, (u)* = A, (u*) and A_(u)* = A_(u*). We prove this for A, (u)
since the argument for A_(u) is analogous.

Consider y* € A, (u*). Then there exists z*, w* € I',«(y*) such that (z*, w*) & R,-. Fix
a representative § € G(y) of y*. Then there exist representatives Z € G(z) of z* and @ €
G(w) of w* with Z,w € T',(y). If we assume that (2,w) € R, it would follow from Lemma
3.1 that (z*,w*) € R+, which is a contradiction. Thus we have that zZ,w € T',(7) and
(Z,W) &€ Ry, i.e. § € Ap(u). This implies that y* € Ay (u)*, whence, A, (u*) C Ay (u)*.

To prove the opposite inclusion, given y* € A, (u)* for some y € A, (u), we have that
there exists z,w € I',(y) with (z,w) ¢ R,. Then z*, w* € I';«(y*) and by Lemma 3.1 we
obtain (z*,w*) € Ry«, i.e. y* € A, (u*). Thus we have shown that A, (u)* C A, (u*), and
in turn that A, (u)* = Ay (u*).

Now it readily follows from the definition of the non-branching transport set and the
previous paragraphs that

To = Tor \ (A (') UA- (1) = T\ (A ()" UA-(u)") = (T)",

obtaining the desired conclusion.

For the final claim of the Lemma we only explain the case when X* is isometric to
[—1,1] and z{; = —1 as all other cases are very similar. Let us observe that when (X*, d")
is isometric to [—1, 1] we have that if 2§ = —1, then u*(z*) — u*(y*) = d*(z*,y*) if and
only if y* < z*. Thus we conclude that,

Ly = {(Sut) < [_17 1] X [_17 1] ‘ t< 8}7
F;* = {(Sut) S [_171] X [_17 1] ‘ s < t}7

It is straightforward to verify that 7, = [—1,1]. From this it follows that A (u*) =
@ = A_(u*), and finally that 7,2 = [-1,1].
The case of X* = S! follows similarly and directly applying [16, Lemma 3.4.2]. O

We state the following straightforward lemma without proof.

Lemma 3.3. Let u: X — R be the G-invariant Lipschitz function given by
u(y) = d(G(zo),y). The sets I'y, Ty, Tu, Ar(u), A_(u), I'y(z), and ', (z) are G-
invariant. That is if a point is contained in any of these sets, then their orbit is contained
in the set.
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We now obtain the following corollary from Lemma 3.2.

Corollary 3.4. Let G be a compact Lie group acting by isometries on a metric space
(X,d) so that X* is isometric to [—1,1], [0,00), R, or S*. Let u: X — R the G-invariant
Lipschitz function given by u(y) = d(G(zo),y). Then the transport set T,** is open.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2 we have that (7,"°)* is [—1,1], [0,00) or R, if X* is isometric to
[—1,1] [0, 00) or R respectively, and (7,%*)* is ST\ {—z;} if X* is isometric to S'. Moreover,
(T =T,

In all cases, y € 7,"* we can find ¢ > 0 small enough so that B.(y*) C T,2. We
observe that for every z* € B.(y*) there exists z € 71 (B.(y*)) with z € 7,"*. Thus we
we have 7~ 1(z*) = G(x) C T, and G(z) = 7~ *(z*) C 7 Y(B.(y*)). This implies that
7Y B.(y*)) C T,"*. But since we have that the topology of the metric d* agrees with the
quotient topology, we have that m=!(B.(y*)) C X is open. This implies that there exists

§ > 0 such that Bs(y) C 7~ }(B.(y*)) C T,". Thus we conclude that 7" is open. O
With these results established we are in position to prove Theorem C.

Proof of Theorem C. Without loss of generality, we may assume that X* = [—1,1]. Fix
1o € X and take § > 0, such that Bs(zo) C T™ (see Corollary 3.4),and Bs(G(x))\ G (z0)
consists of only principal orbits, that is, 7(Bs(G(zo)) \ G(x¢)) is homeomorphic to (0, )
or (—4,0) U (0,9). We claim that

(Slice) Sz = (', (z0) N Bs(xo)) U{xo}.

is a slice through xy. In order to prove so, we check each item in the definition of Slice
as recalled in Section 2.

Point (i). Take g € G,,, and y € S,,. Since u(xy) = 0 we conclude that (xg,y) € I';,
and in turn that (y,zo) € I',. That is, d(G(x¢),y) = u(y) = d(x¢,y). This implies that

d(zo, gy) = d(g~ ' wo, y) = d(wo,y) = d(G(x0),y) = d(G(x0), gy)-

Therefore, (gy,x¢) € I', which gives (zo,gy) € I',, so that gy € I' (xg). Moreover,
d(xg, gy) = d(zo,y) < d. Finally, observe that all the sets T,, A, and A_ are G-invariant.

Thus 7" is G-invariant, and therefore, gy € S,,.

Point (ii). We begin by observing that under R, the equivalence class of y € S, is
the unique geodesic ray v, starting at x, realizing the distance d(G(x¢),y) = d(zo,y), i-e.
realizing the distance from y to G(x).

Now assume that for some g € G we have ¢gS,,NS,, # (0. That is, there exist x,y € S,,
such that gr = y. Then we let 7, and 7, be the unique geodesic segments starting
at xp, with end points x and y, and realizing the distances d(G(x),z) = d(zo, ) and
d(G(xg),y) = d(xo,y) respectively. Observe that g, is also a geodesic segment start-
ing at gro with endpoint gr = y and realizing the distance d(gxo,y) = d(gzo, gx) =
d(G(xg), gr) = d(G(x0),y) = d(zo,y). Thus, as the equivalence class of y in 7,** under
R, is the unique geodesic joining y to G(x), realizing the distance d(G(zy),y), this im-
plies that g, = 7, and in particular has to also start at zo. Whence gzg = x, and thus
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g € Gg,.

Point (iii). Observe that we have a principal bundle p: G — G/G,,, where we con-
sider the right action of G,, on G. Set H = G,,. This implies the existence of an open
neighborhood U C G/H containing eH, such that p~1(U) is equivarantly homeomorphic
to H x U. This further implies the existence of a continuous cross-section y: U — G.
We now define a map F: U x S, — X by F(gH,s) = x(gH)s. We claim that F' is a
homeomorphism onto its image.

To prove the injectivity of F, consider (g1H,s1), (goH,s2) € U x S,,, such that
x(g1H)s1 = x(g2H)so. This implies x(g2H) 'x(91H)s1 = s9 € S,,. By Point (ii), this
implies that x(g2H) 'x(91H) € H, and thus for some g € H, we have gx(g2H) = x(g1 H).
Thus goH = p(gx(92H)) = p(x(g1H)) = g1 H. This last part implies that s; = s5. There-
fore F' is injective.

We now show that F'is onto and open. Take V' C U open, and consider the homeo-
morphism &,,: G/H — G(xg) guaranteed by Theorem 2.26.

Consider y € Bs(a,(V)) C X. Then there exists an gH € V such that for gzg € G(x)
we get § > d(G(xzg),y) = d(gzo,y). Observe that we have x(gH)zo = g, (x(gH)) =
Gy (p(X(gH))) = Guy(9H) = gxo. Denote by 7, the minimizing geodesic realizing the
distance between gz and y. Then the geodesic x(gH) 'v, joining x(gH) 'y to xo has
length d(x(gH) Yy, z0) = d(y, gzo) = d(G(x0),y) = d(G(x0), x(gH ) y). Thus x(gH) 'y
is a point in T',(zo) and in Bjs(xg). Therefore x(gH) 'y is a point in S,,. Thus we
have that (¢H,x(gH)'y) € V x S,, with F(gH,x(¢9H) 'y) = y. This implies that
Bs(a,,(V)) C F(U x Sy,). That is F' is an open bijective continuous map onto its image,
and thus it is an homeomorphism onto its image. 0

One can drop the assumption on the dimension of the orbit space in Corollary 3.4 and
Theorem C to obtain the same conclusions if the orbit space is isometric to an Alexandrov

space, as we now show. Note however that we are still not assuming any curvature bound
on X.

Theorem 3.5. Let G act by isometries on (X, d) a metric space, and assume that (X*,d*)
1s isometric to an Alexandrov space. Moreover, assume that there exists M C X* an open
subset such that for xf € M the distance of the cut locus C(xj) to xf is positive. Then
the set T)¥ is open, where u*: X* — R is defined as u*(z*) = d(xf,z*). Moreover, for
any point x € w1 (xg) we have a slice.

Proof. We fix z§ € M, and consider v*: X* — R given by u*(y*) = d*(z§, y*). We observe
that given y* € Ay (u*), there exists two distinct geodesics 77 and 5 of (X*,d*) starting
at x;, passing through y*, such that there exist points w* € 77 and v* € ~; for which the
shortest geodesic 5 between them does not contain xj. This implies that y* is a critical
point of u* by [78, p. 378]. Then our hypothesis guarantee that there is a sufficiently
small ball B centered at xj such that BN Ay (u*) = @. From this our conclusion follows.

The existence of the slice is proven in an analogous way to the proof of Theorem C' by
considering § > 0 small enough so that 7(Bs(G(z0))) C B*. O
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Remark 3.6. The condition asking zj; to be isolated from its cut locus C(zf) is a not
necessary for the existence of the slice. For example if D C R? is a convex domain, then
we consider X to be its double which is an Alexandrov space with curvature > 0. For
x € 0D C X, we have that the cut locus is C(x) = 9D \ {x} (see [70, Section 1, Example
2]). Thus x is not isolated from its cut locus. Considering G any compact Lie group with
a left-invariant metric, the space Y := G x X with the product metric is an Alexandrov
space, whose orbit space is X, and for any point (¢,2) € G x X, Sy = {9} x X is a
slice.

3.1. Kleiner’s Lemma. Here we show that a result analogous to Kleiner’s Lemma for
Riemannian manifolds [54, Lemma 2.2.2] and Alexandrov spaces [26, Lemma 2.1] holds
for cohomogeneity one geodesic spaces:

Lemma 3.7 (Kleiner’s Lemma). Let (X,d) be a geodesic space, and G a compact Lie
group acting by isometries, such that (X*,d*) is isometric to [—1,1], [0,00), R, S'. Then
for a minimal geodesic v: [0,d] — X such that d(v(0),v(d)) = d*(v(0)*,v(d)*), we have
that for t € (0,d) the isotropy group Gy is a subgroup of Gy and G.q).

Proof. We point out that for any t € [0, d| there exists a subinterval (t —e,t+¢) C [0, d]
such that the geodesic (¢ 4. is contained in the slice S, ) given by Theorem C'. Thus
we can apply an analogous argument to the one given in the proof of [26, Lemma 2.1]:
Without loss of generality, assume that there exists ¢y € (0,d) such that there exits
g € Gy With g € G(). The case of assuming that g € G(o) is analogous. Then, there
exists possibly a new ¢ and a subinterval [t —d,#;+6] such that the geodesic |y 51 44 i3
in the slice S,y and gy(ty+09) # v(t;+0). But this gives a branching geodesic contained
in the slice S,y which is a contradiction. O

With this we prove that the isotropy group is constant in the interior of the orbit space:

Lemma 3.8 (Principal Isotropy Lemma). Let (X, d) be a geodesic space, and G a compact
Lie group acting by isometries, such that (X*,d*) is isometric to [—1,1], [0,00), R, S.
All the orbits corresponding to the interior of X* have constant isotropy subgroup.

Proof. Consider x € X, such that z* € int(X™*). Then there exists y* € int(X*), such
that z is in the slice S, for some y € 7~ *(y*) for 7: X — X*. In particular x is in the
interior of a minimizing geodesic starting at y realizing the distance between the orbits.
Then by Lemma 3.7, it follows that G, C G,. But we can apply the same idea to y, now
taking the slice through x. Thus we get that G, = G, and this is true for all points in
7 (int(X*). O

3.2. Group Diagram. We now show a relation between the isotropy subgroups for an
action of a compact Lie group G on a geodesic space (X,d) by isometries. From this
relation we obtain a group diagram for actions of cohomogeneity one by isometries on
geodesic spaces.

Lemma 3.9. Let G be a compact Lie group, acting by isometries on a geodesic space
(X,d), such that X* is isometric to [—1,1]. Given ty € (—1,1) there exists ¢ > 0 and a
geodesic y: (—e + to, e + to) — X with y(ty) € 7 '(ty) realizing the distance between the
orbits. That is, for any t,s € (—e+1to,e+to) we have d(G(v(s)), G(v(t))) = d(y(s),v(t)).
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Proof. We fix 2y € 7 1(ty) = G(xy), and choose € > 0 small enough so that for the slice
Sz, through xy we have (—e + tg,e + tg) C 7(Sz,). We consider the minimal geodesic
v i (—e+to,e+1o) — [—1,1] with v*(tg) = to, and fix tg—e < tg—s <ty < to+t < to+e¢.
Then there exist points y, 2 € S,, such that y € S,, N7~ (to—s) and z € S,, N7~ (to+1).
Moreover, by construction of S,,, there exist minimizing geodesics 7;: [—s,0] — X and
A1:10,t] — X such that 4;(r) € Sy, for r € [=s,0] if i = 1 and r € [0,¢] if ¢ = 2. This
implies that for the concatenation of 4, and 4; we have by construction m(q, * 31) =
Y lito—s,t0+4, and moreover d(y,(—r + to), o) = r = d*(v*(to — 7),t) for r € [0, 5], and
d(A2(0 + to),x0) = € = d*(v*(to + £), 1) for £ € [0,¢]. From this we have for tj — s <
to—’l“ﬁto<to+€§to+t:

d(F1(to — 1), 32(to + €)) < d(1(to — 1), x0) + d(z0, Y2(to + £))
d*(v*(to — ), to) + d(to, 15 (to + 1))

=d" (v (to — 1), 13 (to + 0))

= d(G(N(to — 1)), G(a(to + £)))

< d(H1(to — 1), Falto + £)).

Thus we conclude that for the concatenation 7 := 45 % 31 : [ty — s, %o + t] we have for all
r, 0 € [to — s,to + t] that

dist(1(r), 1(0)) = |r — €]
Therefore, it follows that ~ is a geodesic realizing the distance between the orbits. U

Lemma 3.10. Let G be a compact Lie group acting by isometries on a geodesic space
(X,d), such that the orbit space X* is isometric to [—1,1]. Then there exists a minimal
geodesic v: [—1,1] — X realizing the distance between the orbits. That is, for any t,s €

[=1,1] we have d(G(y(s)), G(7(t))) = d(v(s), (%))

Proof. We fix v*: (—1,1) — (—1,1) the minimal geodesic with v*(0) = 0 consider a cover
{U;}ien of (—1,1) by sets satisfying the hypothesis of Lemma 3.9. Now fix zy € 771(0),
and assume that 0 € U, and U;, NU;, # &, Uy, NU;, # &. We consider the lift 7,
of 7*\% through z( given by Lemma 3.9. We observe that we can extend this geodesic
to Uj, and Uy, since the end points of v;, determine points in 7~ *(Uj,) and 7~ (Uy,),
and we can apply again Lemma 3.9. Continuing in this fashion we obtain a geodesic
v: (=1,1) = (X, d) which is a lift of v*. Moreover, by construction for s,t € (—1,1) we
have

To finish we observe that by [75, Theorem 1] (see also [7, Theorem 1A], [8]) we can
extend v to a continuous curve «: [—1,1] — (X,d). Moreover, by continuity of the
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quotient map 7, and the distances d* and d we have

d(G(v(=1)), G(v(1))) = d"(v"(=1),7"(1))
= d*(x(7)(=1),7(7)(1))
= lim d*(x(7)(s), 7(7)(#))

s——1
t—1

= lim d(G(7(s)), G(v(1)))

s——1
t—1

= lim d(7(s),(t))

s——1
t—1

= d(y(=1),7(1)).

This proves our claim. O
With this we can relate the isotropy groups as follows.

Theorem 3.11. Let (X,d) be a geodesic space, and G a compact Lie group acting by
isometries, such that (X*,d*) is isometric to [—1,1]. Then we have three isotropy sub-
groups H, G_, and G, corresponding to orbits in the interior (—1,1), and the end points
{=1} and {41} respectively. Moreover, H is a subgroup of both G_ and G .

Proof. We fix v: [-1,1] = X a geodesic realizing the distance between the orbits, guar-
anteed to exist by Lemma 3.10. Then by Lemma 3.7 the conclusions follow, by taking
H = G«/(O), and Gi = G«,(i). U

The tuple (G, H,G,,G_) obtained in Theorem 3.11 depends a priori on a choice of a
curve. In the following lemma we show how two tuples associated to two different actions
relate to each other.

Lemma 3.12. Let (X,d) be a geodesic space, and G a compact Lie group acting by
isometries, such that (X*,d*) is isometric to [—1,1]. Let v and 5 be two geodesics
realizing the distance between the orbits, and (G, H', K}, K') and (G, H?, K%, K?) their
associated tuples. Then for some gy € G and ax € N(H')y we have

(Ga H2> K—%—? KE) = (G> gOngO_1> g()a-l-K-%-a}}-gO_la goa'—Kga'l—gO_l)‘
Here N(H)o denotes the connected component of the identity in the normalizer of H*

Proof. We consider {z}} = 771(0)Ny;([—1,1]) and {z{} = 771 (0)Ny2([—1,1]). Then there
exists go € G, such that gzg = x5. Then G,z = gon(l)go_l. Moreover, ¥, 1= gy 172 is also
a geodesic with 42(0) = z}. Moreover, there exists a: [—1,1] — G such that a(t)y,(t) =
Yo(t). Observe that a(0) = e, and thus we have that G5, = a(t)G,, ¢ (a(t))~!. But by
Lemma 3.7 we have that G, ) = I'y,0) = I'yy = I'5,0) = Gory- Writing H :=I';y we
conclude that a(t) € N(H) for all t € [—1,1]. Thus by setting a+ := a(£1) we have that

Ki = G’yz(:l:l) = aiGM(il)a;l =a* Kia;l.
Since F5(£) = gy '72(%£), we have
K3 = Gaye) = 9o ' Gra(ar90 = 90 K2 g0-
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Thus we conclude that
(G7 sz K-?—v K%) = (Gv gOHI.gO_lv gOa-l-K—?-a}',-gO_l? gOQ—Kzal—go_l)‘
O

Recall that given two continuous actions of G' by homeomorphism on two topological
spaces X7 and X, the spaces X; and Xy are equivariantly homeomorphic if there exists
¢: X1 — X5 an homeomorphism such that for any x € X7, y € X5 and g € G we have

d(gz) = go(z), and ¢ '(gy) = g0 ' (y).

Theorem 3.13. Let G be a compact Lie group acting on two geodesic spaces (X1, dy) and
(Xa,ds) by isometries and X| and X} are isometric to [—1,1]. Moreover, assume that
we have associated the tuples (G, H', K}, K!) and (G, H* K2, K?) respectively. If the
spaces are equivariantly homeomorphic then there exists go € G and ax € N(H')y such
that H* = goH'gy' and either K3 = goarKiai'gy' or K3 = goas Ktai'gy'

Proof. We consider the metricg*(ds): X7 X X; given by ¢*(d2)(z,y) = do(o(2), d(y)).
Then the geodesic v, associated to the tuple (G, H?, K%, K?) induces a curve 3, on X;
with same tuple (G, H?, K2, K?2), if ¢! preserves the orientation of 75, or tuple tuple
(G,H* K*,K i), if »~! reversed the orientation of ;. Following the proof of Lemma 3.12
we obtain our desired conclusions. 0

Theorem 3.14. Let (X,d) be a geodesic space, and assume that a compact Lie group
G acts by isometries in such a way that X* is isometric to [—1,1]. Moreover, assume
that we have a tuple (G, H, G4, G_) associated to the action (see Section 3.2). Then by
considering a new tuple (G, H, Ky, K_) with Hy = goHgo, K+ = goa+G1al'gy or K =
goa+G=ai'go for go € G and ax € N(H)y, we obtain a space Xy which is equivariantly
homeomorphic to X.

Proof. We fix the end points x4 € X of the geodesic associated to the diagram. Thus we
have Gy = G,,. The fiber bundles G X, S,, — G(r1) = G/G4 are associated to the
principal bundles G — G — G/G+.

Without loss of generality we assume that K. = goaiG¢a;1g0. Then the principal
bundles G+ — G — G/G+ are equivalent to the principal bundles Ky — G — G/K.
Thus the associated fiber bundles G x g, S,, == G/K are equivalent to G x¢g, Sy, —
G/K.. Also recall that X is the union of G x¢_ S, and G x¢, S, via their boundary.
Thus we obtain that X is equivariantly homeomorphic to Y the union of G xx_ S,  and
G Xk, Sy, via the boundary. By pushing the metric we can find a geodesic in Y realizing
the distance between the orbits and with associated tuple (G, Hy, K, K_). U

4. GEOMETRY OF THE SLICE

In this section we show that for a compact RCD-space (X, d, mx) with an isometric and
measure preserving action of cohomogeneity 1 by a compact Lie group G, the slice S,
through x € X we presented in Section 3 admits an RCD-structure. Moreover in the case
when X is non-collapsed, we show that this structure on S, is given by taking the cone
over a homogeneous space. We end the section by collecting all the results and combining
them with the conclusions in [27] to obtain a topological structural result.
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4.1. Infinitesimal action. Here we consider the infinitesimal geometry of X together
with the information of the group action. We being by showing that for the directions
tangent to the orbit we obtain a line in a tangent cone of X.

Lemma 4.1. Let (X,d,my) be an RCD-space, and G a Lie group acting effectively by
measure-preserving isometries. For xy € X fized, we consider K = G, the isotropy group
of xo, and consider g = L@t a splitting of the Lie algebra of G, where £ is the Lie algebra
of K. Let (Y,dy,my,0y) € Tan(X, d, mx, xo). Then forv € [ we have a line v, in (Y, dy)
passing through Oy .

Proof. Consider {r,}n,en € R with r, — 0 as n — oo, and let (Y, dy,0y) be the pm-
Gromov-Hausdorff limit of the sequence X,, = (X, %d, xg). For v € [and s > 0 fixed, we
consider for sufficiently large n € N a real number 2 > 0 such that d(xg, exp(t5v) - o) =
sr,. For n sufficiently large we have an isometry i,(s): X, — X, with i,(s)(z) =
exp(t2v)-x, and at the limit we get an isometry i(s): (Y, dy) — (Y, dy). Abusing notation,
we set sV = i(s)(0y) and observe that dy (Oy,sV) = s.

We consider ¢ € N large enough, and take %/ ? the minimizing geodesic joining x, to

exp(ts/"v)zo. Let an/? = exp(t/%). Then for ¢ € N we have that the curve

Ty = 71/q U ai/quyll/q U---U (ai/q)(ﬁ—l)%i/q

n

has length equal to ¢/q with respect to (1/7,)d(-,-), and is joining o to the point (a,l/q)é:co
in the curve L, = {exp(sv) - 7y | s € R}. Since for n sufficiently large exp(tf/ )z is the

point on L, at distance ¢/q from o, it follows that exp(tyw)ze = exp(ty/®v)‘z,. This

implies that i(1/¢)*(0y) = (¢/q)(0y).
We now consider ¢, ¢ € N. Then, since we have isometries we have that

o (i(S) oni () on) = ay ( G) (Or), G) (oy>>
—dy <oy,z‘ G)H/ (oy)>
o (o () ) -

Now consider ¢/t € R fixed, and take sequences {¢,,/qm}men and {€ /Gm}men such
that ¢,,/qm — t and ¢, /q,, — t'. Then we have:

v l,, l, U
dy (Z (_m) (Oy),’l (—) (Oy)) =|— -] — |t — t/|.
dm dm dm Qm | M0
But observe that
1 m 1
—d (xo,exp(sﬁm/qmv)xo) =" — t=—d (0, exp(s,v)xg) -
Tn Qm M0 n
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Thus we have that exp(sf[”/ ™ v)xg — exp(stv)zg as m — oo by continuity of the metric.

From this we conclude that i(¢,,/qx)(0y) — i(t)(0y) as m — oo. Thus we obtain that

v (1 () 00 (2) 00) = v () 00,10 00,

dm qm m—00

and we obtain that dy (i(t)(0y ), (t')(0y)) = |t —t|. This implies that the curve {i(s)(0y) |
s € R} is alinein Y. O

With the previous lemma, we show that we can split a Euclidean space as metric factor
from any tangent cone of X.

Lemma 4.2. Let (X,d,m) be an RCD(K, N)-space, and G a Lie group of dimension
m acting effectively by measure-preserving isometries. For xqg € X fized, we consider
K = Ggy. Let (Y,dy,my,0y) € Tan(X,d, mx,zo). Taking k = dim(G(xy)) = dim(G) —
dim(K), we have (Y,dy,my,0y) is isometric to R¥ x (Z, dgz,mz,04), where Z is an
RCD(0, N — k)-space.

Proof. Observe that (Y, dy, my) is an RCD(0, NV)-space. We consider [ a complement of
the Lie algebra of K, i.e. g = [&® €. Then for each element in a basis of [, by the previous
Lemma we get a different line in Y. Thus by Gigli’s Splitting Theorem [31] the conclusion
follows. O

In the following Lemma we extend results in [43], [67] about the existence of a nice
group action on the limit of a convergent sequence of non-collapsed RCD-spaces equipped
with isometric measure preserving group actions.

Lemma 4.3. Let G act on (X,,d,,m,) effectively by measure preserving isometries,
where (X,,d,,m,) are RCD(K, N)-spaces. Let (Y,dy,my) be a metric measure space
such that
(Xna dn> my, xn) — (Y> dy, my, OY)

in the pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Then there exists a Lie group Gy
acting effectively by measure preserving isometries on Y, such that for large enough n
there exist Lie group homomorphisms ¢,: G — Gy which demonstrate the equivariant
pointed Gromov-Hausdorff convergence. Furthermore, if the G-action is both Lipschitz
and co-Lipschitz continuous, and the X,, are non-collapsed RCD-spaces or the base points
T, are reqular points then the morphisms ¢, are injective.

Proof. In [67, Theorem 5.6] we have the proof of this statement for the case of pointed
Gromov Hausdorff convergence when (X, d, m) is an RCD-space, X,, := X, d,, := r,d for a

sequence 1, — 0, and x,, := x is a regular point. Hence we only consider the remaining
n—o0

case here.

We recall that since (X,,,d,,x,) converges to (Y, dy,0y) with respect to the pointed
Gromov-Hausdorff topology then [25, Proposition 3.6] guarantees the existence of Gy such
that (X,,d,,G,z,) converge to (Y,dy,Gy,0y) with respect to the equivariant pointed
Gromov-Hausdorff topology. In this setting, [43, Theorem 3.1] guarantees the existence
of the required Lie group homomorphisms ¢, : G — Gy.

Now assume that the spaces X,, are non-collapsed (and thus that their Hausdorff di-
mension is N). Then by [11, Theorem 2.18] it follows that Y is non-collapsed, and thus
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has Hausdorff dimension N. Let K,, = Ker(¢,) C G. Then [27, Theorem 1.1] implies
that X, /K, are RCD(K, N)-spaces. Moreover the hypothesis of [27, Theorem 6.3 are
satisfied. Thus we have we have that for k, = dim.(X,,/K,) and N = dim(X,,) the
following relation holds
N =k, +dim(K,/H,),

where H, is the principal isotropy of the K,-action. Since the sequence (X,,d,, K,)
converges to (Y, dy, {e}) in the equivariant Gromov-Hausdorff topology by construction,
we have that (X,,/K,,, d’, (m/")*, x§) converges to (Y, dy, my, Oy ) in the pointed-measured
Gromov-Hausdorff topology. Since the essential dimension is lower semicontinuous we
have

N = dime(Y) < liminf dimegs (X, /K,) = k, < N.
n—oo

From this we conclude that for large enough n, the K, are discrete and thus ¢, is injective.
O

With this we can show the existence of an “infinitesimal action” on the tangent cones
of a non-collapsed RCD-space

Theorem G. Let (X, d, H") be a non-collapsed RCD-space, G be a Lie group of dimension
m acting effectively by measure preserving isometries, and both Lipschitz and co-Lipschitz
continuously. For o € X fized, we consider K = G, and let k = dim(K). Then each
(Y,dy, my,0y) € Tan(X, d, mx, xo) is isometric to R™" % x (Z dz, my,04), for some space
Z which is an RCD(0, N —m+k)-space. Moreover K acts effectively by measure preserving
isometries on (Z,dz,my), and fizes 0.

Proof. Observe that K leaves the orbit G(zy) invariant and acts trivially on it by con-
struction. Moreover for the sequence of rescalings X,, of X approximating Y we have an
action of K by measure preserving isometries. Thus by Lemma 4.3, since X,, — Y in the
pm-Gromov-Hausdorff topology, there exists GGy a Lie group acting by measure preserv-
ing isometries on Y, and for sufficiently large n, Lie group homomorphisms ¢,,: K — Gy
which are injective and demonstrate the convergence.

Let [ be a complement of £ the Lie algebra of K, ie. g =1[1&® €. Then for v € [, by
Lemma 4.1, the curve exp(tv) - xy goes to a line in Y. This implies that for each n, the
image of ¢, (K) leaves invariant the line corresponding to v, and acts trivially on it. Also
observe that since K fixes x¢, then ¢, (K) fixes Oy.

Since Y isomorphic to R™~*x Z, we conclude that we have an ¢, (K)-action on R™*x Z
by measure preserving isometries. By the above observation ¢, (K) acts trivially on R™*.
Thus ¢,(K) acts effectively by measure preserving isometries on Z. Since ¢, (K) fixes
Oy, then ¢, (K) fixes 0.

Last, since ¢, is injective, we have that ¢, (K) is isomorphic as a Lie group to K. O

Observe that in Lemma 4.3 when z is regular we obtain actions of G, on the tangent
cone (Y, dy,0,) = (R",dg,0) of X at z5. Then by the same proof of Theorem G we obtain
the following theorem.

Theorem H (Principal orbit representation). Let (X, d, m) be an RCD-space of essential
dimension n, G be a Lie group of dimension m acting effectively by measure preserving
isometries, and both Lipschitz and co-Lipschitz continuously. For xo € X a fized reqular
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point, we consider K = G,,. Then the action of G induces a linear representation of K
into O(n*), where n* is the essential dimension of X*.

Remark 4.4. In the case when X is either a Riemannian manifold, or an Alexandrov
space, the isotropy action of the principal isotropy group in Theorem H on the slice is
trivial. In the case of RCD-spaces we are unsure if also the isotropy action of the isotropy
group on the slice is trivial.

4.2. Geometry of the slice. In this subsection we show that the slice S, at x can be
identified with a subset of any tangent cone, which admits an RCD(0, N — k) structure,
where k is the dimension of the orbit through .

Lemma 4.5. Let (X,d, mx) be an RCD(K, N)-space. Assume that G is a compact Lie
group acting effectively by measure preserving isometries on X, such that (X*, d*,m%) has
essential dimension equal to 1. For xg € X fized we set K = Gy, k = dim(G(zy)), and
consider (Y, dy,0y) = (R* dg,0) x (Z,dz,07) € Tan(X, d, zy). Then Z is homeomorphic
to Sy,, and both are homeomorphic to an open cone over a homogeneous space.

Proof. We consider {r,} the sequence such that (X, T,%Ld, xo) converges to (Y, dy,0y), and
observe that for each n € N, the closed Lie group K acts by isometries. Thus by [25,
Proposition 3.6] implies that there exists a closed Lie group K acting by isometries on
(Y> dY) :

We take U C G(xg) sufficiently small open neighborhood of zg, and S,, the slice at
xo. Then by construction, we have an homeomorphism F': U x S,, — X onto an open
neighborhood W of xg in X. We observe that for all n € N sufficiently large we can assume
that the open balls B,, (zo) are contained in W. From this it follows that (Y, dy,0y) is
also a tangent cone of U x S,, with the restricted metric.

Now we consider £ C g the Lie subalgebra of K, and [ a Lie subalgebra such that
g =@t Then, as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, we can see that for each direction in [ we
obtain a line in (Y, dy).

Moreover, the action of K on U is trivial by construction. Thus we have that (U x
Sz)/ K = U x (Sz,/K). Since (X, T,ind, K, xg) converge with respect to the pointed-
equivariant ~ Gromov-Hausdorff ~ topology to (Y,dy,K,0y), we have that

((U X Sy)/ K, %d*, xé)) converges with respect to the pointed Gromov-Hausdorff topol-

ogy to (Y/K,d;,0%). Thus, (Y/K,d%,03) is a tangent cone of ((U X Syo)/ K, d*,xé)).
But we have that for each tangent direction to U, in the limit of the blow up we
obtain a line. Thus as in Lemma 4.2, we conclude that (Y/K,d}) is isometric to
(R* dg,0) x (Z,dz,0y) for some space Z that is an RCD(0, N — k)-space.

Now we observe that by construction, setting 6 > 0 small enough and considering
the open tubular neighborhood Tub’(G(z)) C X of the orbit G(zy) we have that
(Tub’(G(x0))/ K, d*) is isometric to ([0,8),dg). But also ((Sy, N Bs(xo))/K,d*) is iso-
metric to ([0,9),dg), since S,, consists of the union of geodesics realizing the distance
between orbits to the orbit G(zy). Thus we conclude that (Y/K,d3) is isometric to
(R¥, d) x ([0,00),dg). Thus Z/K is homeomorphic to a ray [0,00), i.e the action of K
on Z is of cohomogeneity one.
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Now we consider v: [0,1] — S,, € X a minimizing geodesic of X, starting at z,
and realizing the distance between G(z() and G(7y(1)). Then the ray (v([0, 1)),%(1)
converges to a minimizing ray 7: [0,00) — (Y,dy). Observe that under the submetry
mx: (X,d) — (X/K,d"), we have that mx () is a minimizing geodesic between any of
its points. Thus we conclude that for the submetry my: (Y, dy) — (Y/K,d} ), the curve
Ty (7) is a minimizing geodesic between its endpoints. Moreover, my (¥) is the limit of the
curves 7y (y) under the blow up. Thus we conclude that 7y () is contained in Z/K.

From this it follows that the 7 is a geodesic in Z, and realizes the distance between the
K-orbit of the vertex 0z and the K-orbits. Thus for each radial geodesic 7 in S,, starting
at xg, we obtain a limit radial geodesic 7 in Z starting at 0z. Since we can uniquely
identify each radial geodesic in S,, and Z, starting at zy and 0z respectively, with their
unique intersection point with the boundary of a closed ball B.(z¢) and B.(0z), then we
have an homeomorphism between B.(z¢) and B.(0y).

Last we observe that K acts transitively on dB.(xg), and K acts transitively on
OB.(0z). This is due to the fact that mx(B.(z¢)) is the boundary of a closed ball around
xy in (Sy,,d*); but such a ball is homeomorphic to [0,e]. Thus mx(B.(zo)) consists of
only one point, and this implies that the a K-orbit is equal to dB.(z), i.e. the action
of K on dB.(w) is transitive. An analogous reasoning holds for Z, K, and 9B.(0z).
Moreover, S,, is homeomorphic to the topological cone over dB. (), and analogously Z

is homeomorphic to the topological cone over dB.(0z). From this the claim follows. [

Remark 4.6. Consider (X,d,my) an RCD(K, N)-space and G a compact Lie group
acting effectively by measure preserving isometries on X, such that (X*, d*,m%) has
essential dimension equal to 1, as in Lemma 4.5. Then for xq € X fixed and § > 0 small
enough, if we take K = G,, and H = G, for y € Tub’(G,,), then we have that S,, is
homeomorphic to the cone over K/H. This is due to the conclusions of Lemma 4.5 the
fact that H is the largest subgroup in K that fixes the boundary of Tub®(G(z)), and
thus it fixes Bs(10) C Sy

Theorem D. Let (X,d,mx) be an RCD(K, N)-space with N > 2. Assume that G is a
compact Lie group acting effectively by measure preserving isometries on X, such that
(X*,d*, m%) has essential dimension equal to 1. Then the following hold:

(i) For any xy € X the slice Sy, admits an RCD(0,N — k) structure, where k =
dim(G(xp)).

(i1) Moreover, when (X,d,mx) = (X, d, H") is non-collapsed, then S,, is homeomor-
phic to a metric cone over a homogeneous smooth Riemannian manifold with Ricci
curvature greater or equal to N — k — 2.

Proof. From our hypothesis it follows from Lemma 4.2, that given 2, € X and a fixed tan-
gent cone (Y, dy, my) € Tan(X,d, my, z¢) then Y is isometric to (R¥, dg, £¥) % (Z,dz, my),
where (Z,dz, myz) is an RCD(0, N —k)-space. From Lemma 4.5 it follows that S,, is home-
omorphic to Z, and the first conclusion follows.

In the case when (X, d, my) is a non-collapsed RCD(K, N)-space, then by [23, Corollary
2.14 and Proposition 2.8] we have that given xy € X and a tangent cone (Y, dy, my,0y) €
Tan(X,d, mx,0x), then Y is a metric cone. From this it follows that Z has to be locally
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isometric to a metric cone with vertex 0z, over an RCD(N — k — 2, N — k — 1)-space
(F,dp,mp) by [52, Theorem 1.4].

Moreover, there is a closed Lie group K acting on (Z,dz, my) by measure preserving
isometries. As seen in the proof of Lemma 4.5, the K-orbits are the boundary of closed
balls centered at 0. This implies that the boundary of closed balls centered at 05 are
homogeneous spaces K /H. This fact, together with the local isometry with the cone over
(F,dp, mp), imply that F' is homeomorphic to the homogeneous manifold K /H, and that
K acts by measure preserving isometries over (F,dr, mg). By [68, Proposition 5.14] it
follows that (F,dg, mp) is homeomorphic to a homogeneous smooth Riemannian manifold
(M, gar). Moreover, we have that (M, d,,,, m,,,) equipped with the Riemannian distance
and volume is also an RCD(N — k —2, N — k — 1)-space. By [72, Theorem 2 (i)] it follows
that Ric(gy) > N — k — 2 as claimed. O

Remark 4.7. For a non collapsed space (X, d, m) satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem D,
by Remark 4.6 we have an action of G, on the base of the cone F := K /H the RCD(N —
k —2 N — k — 1)-space by homeomorphisms, and for z5 not in an orbit of principal
type, the space F' is homeomorphic to G,,/H. However, it is not known a priory if

the the transitive action of GG, is by measure preserving isometries with respect to the
RCD(N — k — 2, N — k — 1)-structure.

4.3. Topological Rigidity.

Combining Theorem C' with Theorem 2.29 and Theorem D we obtain the following corol-
lary:

Theorem A. Let (X,d, m) be an RCD(K, N)-space. Let G be a compact Lie group acting
on X by measure preserving isometries and cohomogeneity one. Then the following hold:

(a) When X* is homeomorphic to [0, 1], then X is homeomorphic to the union of two
cones bundles.

(b) When X* is homeomorphic to [0,00), then X is homeomorphic to a cone bundle.

(c) When X* is homeomorphic to S', then X is the total space of a fiber bundle with
homogeneous fiber G/H and structure group Ng(H)/H.

(d) When X* is homeomorphic to R, then X is homeomorphic to R x G/H.

Moreover the cone fibers in items (a) and (b) are cones over homogeneous spaces.

If the tangent cones of X at some points in the singular orbits G(z), G(z_) have a
metric cone structure, then the cone fibers are cones over RCD(N — ky — 2, N — ky — 1)-
spaces, where ky = dim(G(x4)).

This completes the structural topological results in [27, Corollary 1.4]

Remark 4.8. Assume we are in the case that X* is closed interval. Let us denote by G4
the isotropy groups of the singular orbits corresponding to the end point of the interval,
and by H the principal isotropy corresponding to the orbits in the interior of the interval.
We point out that in the case of Theorem A (a) together with Sections 3.1 and 3.2, the
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space X and the group action are determined by a group diagram:

/\
\/

together with two RCD-spaces S, that have a cohomogeneity one action by G4 by mea-
sure preserving isometries. Moreover, in the case when X is non-collapsed, Sy is the cone
over a homogeneous space Z4 = G4 / H with effective an transitive action of G, respec-
tively. This is in contrast to context of Riemannian manifolds and Alexandrov spaces,
where the homogeneous spaces Z1 are determined by the subgroups G+ and H. Namely
for Riemannian manifolds and Alexandrov spaces we have Sy = G./H.

We point out that the topological description in Theorem A does not depend on the
measure, only on the metric structure:

Theorem 4.9. Let (X, d) be a geodesic space, and G compact acting by isometries on X .
Assume that the orbit space (X*,d*) is homeomorphic to [—1,1], [0,00), R, or S'. Then:

(a) When X* is homeomorphic to [0,1], then X is homeomorphic to the union of two
cones bundles.

(b) When X* is homeomorphic to [0,00), then X is homeomorphic to a cone bundle.

(c) When X* is homeomorphic to S', then X is the total space of a fiber bundle with
homogeneous fiber G/H, and structure group Ng(H)/H.

(d) When X* is homeomorphic to R, then X is homeomorphic to R x G/H.

Proof. We begin by proving (c), and (d). By Lemma 3.8 it follows that for any point
x € X, the isotropy G, equals a fix subgroup H < G. Moreover, by Theorem 2.26
we conclude that for any z € X, the orbit through x is equivariantly homeomorphic to
G/H, ie. G(r) = G/H. Then, as pointed out in the proof of [27, Corollary 4.9], any
lift v*: I — X of any short enough geodesic v*: I — S' = X* gives a trivalization. In
the case (c), since any two points in X have conjugated isotropy subgroups, we get the
conclusion on the structure group of the bundle. The case (d) follows from the fact that
R is contractible.

The cases (a) and (b) follow from Theorem 2.29, and the observation that the spaces

~1([-1,0]) and 7=*(]0, 1]) are equivariantly homeomorphic to the cone bundles G xg_
CI(S-) and G x¢, CI(S;) respectively. Here m: X — X* is the orbit quotient map,
G4 are the isotropy groups of the orbits 7=!({£1}), and Sy are slices through points in
T ({£1}). O

With this we can compute the fundamental group of the geodesic spaces of cohomo-
geneity one, following [45].

Theorem 4.10. Let (X,d) be a geodesic space, and G a compact Lie group acting by
isometries, such that X* is isometric to [—1,1]. We also consider a tuple (G, H,G,G_)



32 D. CORRO, J. NUNEZ-ZIMBRON, AND J. SANTOS-RODRIGUEZ

given by Theorem 3.11 and assume that the orbits Ki/H are connected. Then the funda-
mental group of X 1is isomorphic to

((m1(G/H)/Ny) # (m1(G/H)/N-)) /N (span{ (p )« (@) (p4)+(w) ™ | w € mi(G/H)}),
where Ny = ker{(p+)«: m(G/H) — m(G/H)} for the orbit projection maps py.: G/H —
G /Gy give by p+(gH) = gK.

Proof. We recall that the group tuple (G,H,G,,G_) is associated to a geodesic
v: [—1,1] — X realizing the distance between the orbits. Set x4 := v(£1) and zy = v(0).
Then z4 € 7 1(£1) and zo € 7 (0).

We consider U;,U* C [—1,1] with U NU* = (—¢,¢), and apply van Kampen’s Theo-
rem to the decomposition of X by the open subsets U_ := 7~ }(U*), U, := 7 *(U}), and
base point xg.

We point out that the slices S, are contractible, and thus the tubular neighborhoods
Tub(m~!(£1) 2 G x¢g, S,, onto the orbits G(x1). Moreover, the point xy goes to the
points z+ under this deformation retract. Thus we have that UL ~ Tub(r (1) ~
7 (+1) 2 G/Ky, and U_ NU; ~ 7 40) = G/H. Under this homotopy equivalences
we have that xy is mapped to the classes Ky € G/Ky and H € G/H. Thus we have the
following commutative diagram:

(U+ N U_,I‘()) > (U:t,l‘0>

=| |=

(G/H, H) —— (G/Ky, Ky),

where ji: (Uy NU_,z9) — (Ux, ) is the inclusion map, and (G/H,H) — (G/Kx, K1)

is the map given by gH +— ¢gK.. Thus, instead of the induced maps (j+)+: m (Uy N

U_,x9) = (Us,xp) we can consider the maps (py).: m(G/H, H) — m(G/Ky, K1)
Using the fibration long exact sequence of homotopy groups:

o (GJH H) Y m/(G Ky Ky) — mo(KaJH, H) — - -
we conclude that m(G/Ky, Ky) = m(G/H,H)/kerm(G/H, H).
Putting all together, we obtain by van Kampen’s Theorem that
™ (X, 20) 2 (m(Uy, o) * m(U-, 0)) /N (span{ (j1 )u(w) (7 )u(w) ™ | wem (Uy NU-, 20)})
= ((m(G/H)/Ny) * (m(G/H)/N-)) /No,
where Ny = N(span{(py).(w)(ps)s(w)™' | w € m(G/H)}), i.e. the normalizer of the
subgroup generated by (p).(w)(py).(w)L. O

From Theorem 4.10 we obtain the following sufficient conditions for a compact geodesic
cohomogeneity one space to be simply connected.

Corollary 4.11. Let (X,d) be a geodesic space, and G a compact Lie group acting by
isometries, such that X* is isometric to [—1,1]. We also consider a tuple (G, H,G,G_)
given by Theorem 3.11 and assume that the orbits and Ki/H are connected. If the
inclusions

(ii)*I 7T1(K:|:/H) — 7T1(G/H)
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are surjective then X is simply-connected.

Proof. By the fibration long exact sequence of homotopy groups:

(K H H) 5 n(G/H, H) S 7Ky, Ky) — mo(Ka JH, H) — - -

we have that ker(ps), = img(i4),. Then the conclusion follows from Theorem 4.10. [

5. CONSTRUCTION OF COHOMOGENEITY ONE RCD-SPACES

In this Section we show how to construct a cohomogeneity one RCD space from a given
cohomogeneity one group diagram, which we define next:

Definition 5.1. [Cohomogeneity one diagram| Given a compact Lie group G, and Lie
subgroups H, G of G satisfying the following diagram

N
NS

we say that it is a cohomogeneity one group diagram if the homogeneous spaces G+ /H
admit Gy-invariant Riemannian metrics with positive Ricci curvature.

Remark 5.2. We recall that by the characterization in [6], a homogeneous space G/H
admits a G-invariant metric of positive Ricci curvature if and only if it has finite funda-
mental group.

We now state our construction theorem.

Theorem B. Let G be a compact Lie group and G., G_, H Lie subgroups of G such that
(G,H,G+,G_) is a cohomogeneity one group diagram. Then, there exists an RCD(K, N)-
space (X,dist,m) admitting a cohomogeneity one action of G by measure preserving
isometries, such that the associated group diagram is (G, H,G,,G_). Moreover, we have
K <0, and N = max{n_ + 1+ D,ny + 1+ D,ng + 1}, where ny = dim(Gy/H),
ny = dim(G/H) and D = dim(G).

5.1. Cone-like warped products. In this section we will work with certain warped
products over compact Riemannian manifolds. The distances of the warped products
that we will be considering will always be defined on [0, 00) x X/ ~, where (t,z) ~ (s,y)
if and only if £ = s = 0. The warping function f that we consider only vanish at ¢ = 0.

The next result tells us that under appropriate assumptions on the warping function we
can obtain convexity of the closed balls around a particular point, namely, the “vertex”
of the warped product.

Proposition 5.3. Let (X, d) be a compact geodesic space and take f: [0,00) — [0,00) a
continuous non-decreasing function such that f(0) = 0. Then for every R > 0 we have
that Br(0) = [0, R] x; X C [0,00] x ¢ X is convez.
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Proof. Let R > 0, and consider ~: [0,1] — [0,00) X X an admissible curve such that
Y0, 71 € [0, R] X s X but that ([0, 1]) ¢ [0, R] x f X. The goal is to find a curve 4 contained
in [0, R] x; X with length less than or equal to that of v. We have v = (a, ), where
a € AC([0,1],]0,00]). Recall that the absolute value of an absolutely continuous function
is still an absolutely continuous function. We define the admissible curve 4 = (&, 8) where
a(t) :== max{0, R — |a(t) — R|}. Observe that f%o a(t) < f?oaf(t) for all t € [0,1] and
that |&;| < |&y| on a set of full measure. Therefore

1 - 1 -
f(%)z/g \/I&tl2+f20d(t)lﬁtl2dt§/0 \/Idt|2+f20a(t)|ﬁt|2dt:€(7)

and so we have the admissible curve we were looking for in [0, R] x X. Hence we have
the result. 0

For our purposes we will consider the warping function f4: [0,00) — [0, 00) given by
fa(z) := min{l, Az} for A > 0. Observe that f4 is continuous but not smooth at z = 1/A.
Then, given € > 0 we define smooth functions f4 . to approximate f4, by setting:

1
fac@) =3 ((A:c +1)—VAr— 12+ —(1-VI+ 62)) .
The following lemma is straightforward to prove.

Lemma 5.4. We have for all x € [0,00) that fa(x) >0, fae(z) < (1+V1+€2)/2. It
also holds that for x € [0,2/A], fa(z) < fa(x). Moreover

|fae(x) = fa(z)] <e— (1 —-V1—-¢€2)/2.

Thus fa. converges uniformly to fa as e — 0.

We consider now warped products using the function f4 . as warping function, with the
objective of showing pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff convergence of these warped
spaces to the warped space with respect to fs. In view of the convexity granted by
Proposition 5.3, and because of the specific properties of the f4 ., henceforward we restrict
ourselves to [0,2/A] x, X and [0,2/A] x;, X. Let [t,z],[s,y] € [0,2/A] x X/ ~ and
consider the set

A= {y:10,1] = [0,2/4] x X/ ~|7 = (o, B), a € AC([0,1],[0,2/A]),
ﬁ € AC([O, 1]7X)7 Yo = [tvx]771 = [Svy]}

We set A to be the closure of A with respect to the compact-open topology. Clearly
A = A([t,z], [s,y]) (that is, A depends on the points in question), but unless necessary
we omit this in the notation. For simplicity, in the following we drop the dependence on
the parameter A from the notation, and simply write f and f, instead of f4 and fa..

Similarly to what happens with f., f we have the following result.

Lemma 5.5. The length functionals £, and { of the warped products [0,2/A] x;, X and
0,2/A] x ¢ X, respectively, satisfy the following for all curves v € A:

(1) Le(y) < L(y), for all e > 0;

(2) b, () < ley(7y), for all 0 < €3 < €.



COHOMOGENEITY ONE RCD-SPACES 35

Proof. We first prove (1). Fix e > 0 and v = (o, 5) € A. We know from the fact that
fe < f for all z € [0,2/A] that

Vi + 20 a(®)|Bf2 < \/laul? + f2 0 a(®)] 42

on the set of full measure where both |dy| and |3;] are defined. On the remaining null set
the functions are arbitrarily defined so they pose no problem. Now, integrating we get

1 1
/0 VIal2 + 120 )2t < / VIal + 20 at) fufd.

Which implies that ¢, < ¢. The proof of (2) is carried out by a similar argument. 0

We now establish pointwise convergence of the length functionals /¢, to ¢ as € — 0.
Proposition 5.6. The length functionals {. converge pointwise to £ when € — 0.
Proof. Take v € A and notice that for all € > 0 the functions
teosflaul? + f2 0 alt)|if
are non-negative and measurable. Furthermore we have that for all €; < €
0< \/\o'th + f2oa(t)|B)? < \/\o'th + f2 0a(t)|Bi]? < oo And that due to the uni-
form convergence of the f., the pointwise limit is

VIal + £20 a(lff = limy/lacl? + f2 0 a(t) A2

Then, by Beppo Levi’s Lemma (exchanging integration with supremum) we obtain:

1 1
lim/0 \/|dt|2 + f2o0 a(t)|6t|2dt = /0 \/|dt|2 + f2o a(t)|ﬁt|2dt.

e—0

Which is just what we wanted. O

In order to prove the pointed measured Gromov-Hasudorff convergence, we show that
the induced distances converge pointwise; thus we need to check the convergence of the
infima of the lengths ¢, on A to the infimum of the length ¢ on A. To do so we make use
of the notion of I'-convergence. The interested reader may consult [9] for further details.

Proposition 5.7. The length functionals ¢. I'-converge to ¢ as € — 0.

Proof. Recall that the length functionals are lower semi-continuous. Now, from Lemma
5.5 we know that /. are non-decreasing with respect to e. Then using [9, Remark 2.12 ii)]
we get that

I-lim/, =lim/, = /(.
e—0 e—0

O

The next ingredient we need is the equicoercivity of the family {/.} (see [9, Definition
2.9]), which we now prove.

Proposition 5.8. The sequence {{.}o<c<1 1S equicoercive.
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Proof. Let A > 0 and consider the set Ky := {7y | {1(7) < 2A}. As we are dealing only
with curves in compact spaces, [13, Theorem 2.5.14] tells us that K is compact. We will
only work with 0 < e < 1. Take v = (o, 8) € {7 | le(7) < A}. It is immediate to see that

1 1
/ Guldt < A, / £ oalt)|Bldt < \
0 0
Since f; < f. for all z € [0,2/A], it follows that

1 . 1 )
/floa<t>|ﬁt|dtg/ F o a(t)|fldt < A
0 0

So then

1 - 1 1 .
0 0 0

Hence we have equicoercivity for 0 < e < 1. O

We now have all the ingredients needed to prove the convergence of the distances. Before
moving on to the next result, let us point out that so far we have only considered a fixed
topology on A. However in order to apply the Fundamental Theorem of I'-convergence
we need to fix a metric on A that induces the open-compact topology.

Note that for all € > 0 we have that f < 2f.. This is useful because it implies that the
f-length ¢ is bounded from above by the 2f.-length, that is, £ < f54,. This will in turn
yield that d < dys.. Now, if  is an admissible curve then it has small f.-length if and
only if its 2f.-length is also small. Then, the induced distances d., d are equivalent. All
this allows us to put on A the sup norm induced by d without any problem.

Proposition 5.9. The distances d. induced by the lengths (. converge uniformly to the
distance d induced by £.

Proof. Let [t,x],[s,y] € [0,1] x X/ ~. Then from Proposition 5.7 we have that the func-
tionals /.: A — [0, oo] I'-converge to the functional £: A — [0, 0c0]. Now Proposition 5.8
tells us that for 0 < € < 1 we have equicoercivity, so then we can apply the Fundamental
Theorem of I'-convergence (see [9, Theorem 2.10]) and obtain that:

inf / = lim inf /.,

A e—=0 A
or equivalently that d.([¢, z], [s,y]) — d([t,z],[s,y]) as € = 0. Since the points in [0, 1] X
X/ ~ were chosen arbitrarily we have pointwise convergence of the distance functions.
Now, it is easy to convince oneself that the following properties hold:

o d. <dfor all e > 0.
o d., <d, forall 0 < ¢ <e.

To conclude just observe that d., d are continuous functions on a compact space so then
by Dini’s Theorem we have that the convergence must be uniform. 0

We are now able to show the measured Gromov-Hausdorff convergence of the warped
product spaces.
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Proposition 5.10. The warped products ([0,2/A] xy. X,d.) equipped with the reference
measures m, = fNdt @ mx for N > 1 converge in the measured Gromov-Hausdorff
topology to the warped product ([0,2/A]x ; X, d) equipped with the measure m := fNdt@dm.

Proof. We show that the identity map Id: [0,2/A] x; X — [0,2/A] x; X is a Gromov-
Hausdorff-approximation. Define

2/4
T Y dtdm

[ S pNdtdm T

By the Dominated Convergence Theorem it is clear that as ¢ — 0, then C. — 1. With
these constants we have that the measures C. fNdt @ dm and fVdt @ dm have the same
mass.

Let 6 > 0, then for all € sufficiently small we have that

Ce—1 <o, |70 = £ ()] <o, and |d([t, ], [s,y]) — de([t, 2], [s,y])] <0

hold for all [¢, z], [s,y] € [0,1] x X/ ~ . Observe that this last condition tells us that Id is
a 0-Gromov-Hausdorff approximation for sufficiently small e.

We now show the weak convergence of measures. Take ¢ € C,([0,2/A] x s X) and note
that, since over [0,2/A] we have 0 < f.(t) <1 then

/(fN(t) — C ()t 2) dtdm' S/IfN(t) — CefEWlel(t, ) dt dm

€

< / () — POl 2) de dm

+ [1£5 0l = Cleldedm
< (1770 = ¥ Ollol(e2) deam
+/\C’e—1||go|dtdm

§25/ lo|(t, ) dt dm.

So we also have the convergence of the measures. Hence we have the sought measured
Gromov-Hausdorff convergence. O

We now prove that when we require X to have small diameter, then near the boundary
the metric on [0,2/A] x; X is the product metric.

Proposition 5.11. Let (X, dx) be a compact geodesic metric space with diam(X) < 1/A.
Then there exists 6 > 0 such that the metric of the warped product [0,2/A] x ; X restricted
to [2/A —0,2/A] x; X is the product metric.
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Proof. First we prove that for ¢ sufficiently close to 2/A the geodesics joining points in
the set {t} x X are always contained in [1/A,2/A] x X. Since the warping function f
equals 1 for all t € [1/A,2/A] this will yield that {t} x X is actually totally geodesic.
Proceeding by contradiction we assume that for all 6 > 0 there exists t € [2/A—§,2/A]
such that there are points [t, z], [t,y] € {t} x X such that a minimal geodesic «y joining
them is not contained in [1/A,2/A]x X. First observe that this means that d([t, z], [t,y]) <
diam(X) < 1/A with the diameter in terms of the distance in X. Define the points

to :=min{t |y, € {1/A} x X} < t; :=max{t|y € {1/A} x X}.
It is clear that

d([t7 LL’], [tv y]) = d([t7 LL’], fYto) + d(%ﬁov th) + d(%ﬁl? [tv y])
Now, since v, € {1/A} x X we have that
d([t, =], o) = d([t, 2], {1/A} x X) = d([t, ], [1/A, z]) = [1/A = 1] > 1/A =,

where the last inequality follows from recalling that t € [2/A — §,2/A]. Analogously, we
obtain the same lower bound for d(v,, [t,y]). Thus for all 6 > 0 we have that

1/A > d([t>$]> [t>y]) Z 2/A - 25+ d(7t0a7t1)'

This implies that 1/A > 2/A 4+ d(vs,, 1, ), which is a contradiction. Hence we must have
that there exists some § > 0 such that for all ¢t € [2/A —¢,2/A] the set {t} x X is totally
geodesic.

We will now prove that geodesics joining points in [2/A — §,2/A] x X must lie there.
Again, we proceed by contradiction: take two points [r, z|, [s,y| with r < s, and a minimal
geodesic v with vy = [r, ], 71 = [s,y] such that it is not contained in [2/A — §,2/A] x X.
Now consider ¢y := max{t |y € {r} x X}. Notice that then v([ty,1]) C [2/A—0,2/A] x X.
The restriction of v to the interval [0,%y] can be reparametrized to obtain a geodesic
between [r,x] and 7;,. However, the previous argument implies then that ~([0,#]) C
[2/A —6,2/A] x X, giving the contradiction.

Finally, as we have proved that geodesics between points in [2/A — §,2/A] x X must
lie in there, it follows that the metric must be the product one. U

We are now tasked with looking at the structure of the Sobolev space W12 of the
warped product we have considered. We use the tools developed in [34] where Gigli and
Han give conditions to ensure that the minimal weak upper gradient of a Sobolev function
g in the warped product [0, 00) X X can be described in terms on the minimal weak upper
gradients of the functions ¢ := g(t,-) and ¢ := g(-, z).

Proposition 5.12. Let (X,d,m) be an infinitessimally Hilbertian space, and consider
f:]0,00) — [0,00) to be a warping function such that {f = 0} is discrete and f decays at
least near its zeroes (see equations 3.14, 3.151in [34]). Then the warped product [0, 00) x f X
1s infinitessimally Hilbertian.

Proof. Take h,g € W42([0,1] x; X). Then by [34, Propositions 3.10 and 3.12], we have
that the minimal weak upper gradient of A is given by:

VA2t z) = £2(8) VRO |2 (2) + VA |2(), fNdt@m —ae.
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And similarly for g. [36, Theorem 4.3.3] states that W2([0,1] x; X) being a Hilbert
space is equivalent to a pointwise parallelogram law. So we just need to check that this
parallelogram law is satisfied from the hypothesis that both [0, 1] and X satisfy such a
parallelogram law:

2 (IVh*(t,2) + [VgP(t.x)) =2(f () VRO P(2) + [VAD (1)
+ VgV () + Vg (2)
=f72()2 (IVA P (2) + Vg2 ()
+2 (IVAOR () + [Vg W *(2))
=f72() (IV(h+ 9)"P(2) + [V (h — 9)V*(2))
+ (IV(h+g) @) + [V (h - 9) (1))
=|V(h+g)I*(t,2) +[V(h = g)I*(t,2)

U

We now turn our attention to the problem of finding a curvature-dimension bound
for the warped products ([0,2/A] x; X,d), when we assume that X satisfies a curvature
dimension bound.

Recall that given K € R and B a geodesic space, we say that a function f: B — [0, c0)
is F K -concave if for every geodesic 7 we have:

(4) (fo)"(t) + K(foy)(t) 0.

With this definition in hand we recall the following result of Ketterer (building upon
the work of Alexander and Bishop), regarding curvature bounds and F K-concavity.

Theorem 5.13 (Theorem A in [52]). Let B be a complete d-dimensional (local) Alezan-
drov space of curv > K, such that B\ OB is a smooth Riemannian manifold. Let
f: B — [0,00) be FK-concave and smooth over B\ OB. Assume that 0B C f~1(0).
Let (F,mp) be a weighted complete Finsler manifold. Let N > 1, and Kr € R. If
N =1 and Kr > 0, we assume that diam(F) < w//Kr. In any case, F satisfies the
CD*((N — 1)Kp, N)-condition. Moreover, we assume that

(1) if 0B = @, suppose Kp > K f?;
(2) if 0B # &, suppose Kp >0 and |V f|, < VKp for all p € 0B.

Then the N-warped product B x§ F satisfies the CD*((N 4+ d — 1)K, N + d)-condition.

As we apply this result in our context, we first show the F K-concavity of the approxi-
mating functions f4 . for K = 0.

Lemma 5.14. The functions fa. are FK-concave for K = 0.
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Proof. We compute the second derivatives of fy4 .

Ad®) Z% (% (A — A(Az — 1)((Az — 1)* + 62)—é))
= 2(AlAr 17+ &) — (A 1) (Ar — 1 + &) Fa(dr - 1)4)
- ‘f (((Aa: —1)% 4+ €2)77 — (Az — 1)*((Az — 1)> + 62)_g>
- ‘f (((A:z — 12+ )73 ((Az — 1)+ €?) — (Az — 1)*((Az —1)* + 62)—%)
_ A((Az 12 4 )i
e

\/((Ax —1)2+¢€2)3
O

Now we consider (F, dp, mp) to be a weighted Finsler (Riemannian) manifold satisfying
the CD*((N + 1)K, N)-condition (respectively, the RCD((N — 1) K, N)-condition). We
also consider B = [0, c0).

Theorem 5.15. Let (F,mpg) be a weighted Finsler manifold which satisfies the CD((N —
1)K, N)-condition for Kp > 0 such that, if N = 1 then diam(F) < n/\/Kp, and v/ Kp >
(A/2)(1+(1/v/1 4 €?)). Then the N-warped product [0, 00) xﬁcv F isan CD*(NK,N+1)-

space for K = 0. Moreover, if (F,mp) is infitesimally Hilbertian, then [0, c0) xﬁcv F is
an RCD(NK, N + 1)-space for K = 0.

Proof. The interval [0, 00) with the standard Euclidean metric is an Alexandrov space
of curv > 0. By Lemma 5.14 a we have that f4.is FK-concave for K = 0. Moreover
we have |f) .| < v/Kp. Thus the hypothesis of Theorem 5.13 are satisfied yielding the
first claim. Moreover, when (F,mp) is infinitesimally Hilbertian, we obtain the second
conclusion from Proposition 5.12. O

With this result, we are able to show that spaces in Theorem A (b) admit an RCD(0, NV)-
strucuture on which G acts by measure preservin isometrics of cohomogeneity one.

Theorem 1. Let (X,d,m) be an RCD(K, N)-space, and let G be a compact Lie group
acting on X by measure preserving isometries, such that the orbit space X/G is home-
omorphic to [0,00). Let Gy be the unique singular isotropy group, and H the prin-
cipal isotropy group. Under the assumption that Go/H is simply-connected, there ex-
ists a new metric d and measure @ on X making into an RCD(0, N')-space, where
N’ = dim(Gy/H) + 1 + dim(G). Moreover, G acts on (X,d, @) by measure preserving
1sometries with cohomogeneity one.

Proof. We consider on GG a bi-invariant Riemannian metric. By Lemma 4.5 and Theo-
rem D, we have that cone fibers which are homeomorphic to the space F' = Go/H. As
proven in [6], the restriction of the G-bi-inviariant Riemannian metric to Gy induces a Gy
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Riemannian metric of positive Ricci curvature on F'. Thus the space (F), dy, mg) with the
induced metric and measure is an RCD (K, Ny)-space with Ky > 0, and Ny = dim(F).
Thus there exists Kr > 0 such that Ky = (Ng — 1)Kp.

Observe that in the case when Ny = 1, then by taking A > diam(F)/(n//KF), we
have that by rescaling F' by A, the rescaled space (F, \dg, (A\)Nomg) is an RCD((Ny —
1)Kr /), No)-space which satisfies diam(F, Ady) < 7A\?/v/Kp. Thus without loss of gen-
erality, we may assume that when Ny = 1, we have diam(F) < 7//Kp.

We consider now A > 0 and ¢ > 0 appropriately such that Kr > (A/2)(1 + (1 +
V1+¢€%)). Then by Theorem 5.15 we have that the Ng-warped product [0,00) x, . F is
an RCD(0, Ny + 1)-space. Thus the product metric measure space G' x ([0,00) Xy, F)
is an RCD(0, Ny + 1 + D)-space, where D = dim(G), and Gy acts by measure preserving
isometries via the diagonal action A: G' x ([0,00) xy, . F') given by

A(QOv (97 [t,p]) = (990_17 [tv gOP])'

Thus by [27, Theorem 1.1] the quotient space (G x ([0,00) x, F))/A is an RCD(0, Ny +
1+ D) space. But by Theorem A this space is homeomorphic to X. O

We now consider N-warped products of the form [0, 2/A] xjc\; F:

Theorem 5.16. Let (F,dp,mp) be a weighted Finsler manifold which satisfies the
CD((N — 1)Kp, N)-condition for Kr > 0 such that, if N = 1 then diam(F) < 7/v/KF.
Assume that Kp > A*. Then the N-warped product [0,2/A]x ¥ F is a CD*(0, N+1)-space,
and an RCD(0, N + 1)-space if (F,dp, mp).

Proof. By the previous theorem, the N-warped products [0, 00) x}\;’é F are CD*(0, N +1)-
spaces (respectively RCD(0, N + 1)-spaces if I’ is infinitesimally Hilbertian).

We now consider the open subset [0,2/A4) x F/(0,p) ~ (0,q). This is the open ball
of radius 2/A centered at the vertex * of the cones, with respect to the metrics d4 or
d.. Moreover as we showed, it is totally geodesic, and by construction we have that
m.(0[0,2/A) x F/(0,p) ~ (0,q)) = 0 = ma(9[0,2/A) x F/(0,p) ~ (0,q)). Thus we
conclude that [0,2/A] x;, F are CD*(0, N +1)-spaces (respectively, RCD(0, N +1)-spaces
when F is infinitesimally Hilbertian).

Since the N-warped product [0,2/A] xﬁ F' is the pointed measured Gromov-Hausdorff
limit of the spaces [0,2/A] x} F as e — 0, and the CD*, RCD-conditions are stable under
this type of convergence, we obtain the desired result. O

We observe that for spaces with positive Ricci curvature and dimension at least 2 we
can also consider the the function f5 given by A = 2, due to the following result:

Theorem 5.17 ((9) in [58]). If (X,d, m) is CD*(K, N), then for A > 0 the space (X, Ad, m)
is CD*(A\"2K, N).

We consider an n-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold F' such that for 0 < kg
we have kp < Ric(F'), where Ric(F) = min{Ric(z) | x € TM ||z|| = 1}. Thus we
have that (F,dp,mg) is a CD*(kp, n)-space. By taking A\ = y/kr/4(n — 1) we have that
(F,Adp,mp) is an CD*((n—1)4, n)-space. Given that F'is a Riemannian manifold, we ob-
tain that (F, \dr, mp) is an RCD(0, n)-space, and also (F,mp) is a weighted Finsler man-
ifold. Thus we have that |f; (0)| <2, and by Theorem 5.15 that [0, 00) X, (F, \dp, mp)
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is an RCD(0,n + 1)-space. Since the balls of radius 1 are geodesic, then by taking the
limit as € — 0 we obtain that that [0, 1] X, (F, Adp, mp) is an RCD(0, n + 1)-space.

5.2. Gluing of RCD-cone-bundles. We now consider gluings along the boundary of
(certain quotients of ) the N-warped products we have considered so far using the functions
fa:[0,2/A] — [0,00). Consider the cone-like warped product C' = [0,2/A] x F/(0,p) ~
(0, ¢) with the distance d¢ = d4 and measure mg = 4 'dmp®dL, where (F, dp, mp) is an
(infinitesimally Hilbertian) weighted Finsler manifold satisfying the CD*((N — 1)K, N)-
condition for some Kp > 0. We consider G equipped with a bi-invariant metric dg and
the Haar measure mg. We take G x C' equipped with the product distance dg @ de and
measure mg ® me. Thus, taking D := dim(G), by Theorem 5.16 the space G x C'is an
RCD(0, N + 1 + D)-space.

We further assume that a Lie subgroup K C G acts by measure preserving isometries
on F', the fiber of the cone C'. Thus K also acts by measure preserving isometries on the
metric product G x C' by a diagonal action. That is, each h € K acts by

h(g, [t,2]) = (gh™".[t, hal),
where, hx represents the K-action on F. Thus the quotient space (G x C')/A equipped
with the quotient distance d* and quotient measure m* is an RCD(0, N + 1+ D)-space by
[27].
We collect this conclusion in the following lemma:

Lemma 5.18. Consider G an D-dimensional compact Lie group, K C G a Lie subgroup,
and (F,dp,mp) an infinitesimally Hilbertian weitghted Finsler manifold, which satisfies
the RCD((N — 1)Kp, N)-condition on which K acts transitively by measure preserving
isometries for some Kr > 0. Assume that diam(F) < 7/v/Kr, if N = 1. Consider
A > 0 such that Kr > A2, and the function fa(x) := min{1, Ax}. Consider the warped
product C := [0,2/A] x}, F, and denote by A the diagonal action of K on G x C. Then
the space G x C'/A is an RCD(0, N 4+ 1 + D)-space.

Moreover when we consider a homogeneous space X = G/ H, equipped with G-invariant
distance d and measure m making it an RCD-space, the measure m has to be (a multiple

of) the Hausdorff measure as we now show (this has also been independently proved by
[48, Theorem 2]).

Proposition 5.19. Let G be a compact Lie group acting transitively by measure pre-
serving isometries on an RCD(K, N)—space (X,d,m). Then m equals a multiple of the
n-dimensional Hausdorff measure of X, where n is the topological dimension of X.

Proof. By [67, Proposition 5.14] we have that X must be isometric to a Riemannian
manifold. So, in particular we have that all the tangent spaces must be isometric to R"
for some natural number n. Then, by [12, Theorem 1.12] we have then that m = pH",
where H" denotes the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure. We claim now that for all g € G.
pog=p. Let A€ B(X), g € G, and recall that gzH" = H". As the action is by measure
preserving isometries m(A) = gxm(A). This implies

/pd%":/ pd?-[":/pogd%".
A 914 A
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So the density p is G-invariant. By the Lebesgue differentiation theorem we have that for
H'-ae ve X (B.(2))
m(B,(z
p(xr) = hm (B
—0 H"(B,(x))
But notice that the limit on the RHS is the same if we put gz instead of x. So then
p(x) = p(gx) H"-a.e. This implies then that p must be constant. O

Theorem 5.20. Consider Gy compact Lie groups, (Py,dy, mL) be NE-dimensional Rie-
mannian manifolds with Ric(Py) > KT, and (Fy,d%, mY) be weighted Riemannian man-
ifolds which are RCD(KLY, NE) with KE > 0. Assume that Gy acts effectively on Ps
and Fy by measure preserving isometrties. Furthermore assume that the balanced product
P_ xq_ F_ is homeomorphic to P, xq,_ F,. Then the glued space

X = (P- x¢_ Cone(F.)) Uy (P- x¢, Cone(Fy))
admits an RCD(K, N)-structure. Here Cone(FLy) denotes the topological cone over Fy.

Proof. We choose K; > 0 so that (Fyi,d}, m{) are RCD((Nf — 1)Ky, NI), for exam-
ple by taking Ki < Kt /(Nf —1). Observe that in the case when either Nf = 1 or
N =1, then by taking A+ > diam(F.)/(7//K+), we have that by rescaling F\y by A,
the rescaled space (Fi, Axd?, (AL)MmE) is an RCD((NF — 1)K1 /Ay, NF)-space which
satisfies diam(Fy, \edl) < wA1/\/Ki. Thus without loss of generality, we may assume
that if either N =1 or N =1, we have diam(Fy) < 7//K5.

We now consider Ay > 0 such that Ky > A%. We now consider the following two
RCD(0, NI + 1 4+ NZI)-spaces:

((Pe > [0.2/A4] 2 i) /G (dF @ )", (mE @ dm, ). ).

where (da,,my4, ) is the distance and measure of the warped product [0,2/A4] x fi F..

The warping function fy is given by fi(t) = min{1, ALt}. We denote by d. the metric
(dY @ d4,)*, and by my the measure (mf @ dma,)..

We observe that the boundaries of the cone bundles Py x ¢, ([0,2/A4] %, Fy — Py /Gy
are homeomorphic to Py X, (F}) = (Py x F})/G4 = {2/A+} x ((Py x Fy)/G4) and
P xqg (F.)=(P_-xF_)/G- ={2/A_} x((P-x F_)/G_) respectively, and by hypothesis
both are homeomorphic to a space B.

We also recall that by construction B with the induced metric is geodesic in (Py X
0,2/AL]x s, Fy)/ K with respect to the the two RCD(0, NE+1+NT)-structures (d, my).
Moreover, over the open collars (Py x ((1 /Ai,Q/Ai] X F.))/G+ the metric structures

(d+,my) are the product structures (dg @ d¥ fiidﬁ ® dmf ® dmf). From this we
observe that induced metric structures on B are of the form ((d} @ df)*, (m” + @mi),)
and are given by a Riemannian metric gy on B: since Py X Fy with gp, ® gp, is a
Riemannian manifold inducing (df @ df, mf ®@mi), and the action of G4 over Py x F is
free, we obtain quotient Riemannian metrics g+ on B inducing ((df & d%)*, (mL @ m%),).

We consider [—1,1] x B, and consider ¢(t) a path in the set of Riemannian metrics on
B with g(t) = g— over [-1, —1+¢] and g(t) = g4 over [1 —¢,1]. Weset Cy := [—1,1] x B
and equip it with the metric dy and measure my induced by the Riemannian metric
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h = dt* @ g(t). We observe that since ([—1,1] x B, h) is a compact Riemannian manifold,
then there exists Ky € R, |Ky| < oo such that Ric(h) > Kj. This implies that (Cy, dy, mg)
is an RCD(Ky, dim(B) + 1)-space.

We identify (P- x[0,2/A_| x; F_)/G_ with C_ = (P_x([-1-2/A_, -1|x F/(—1—
2/A_,p)~ (=1—2/A_ q))/G_ and push the RCD(0, N¥ + 1+ N”)-structure (d_,m_) of
(P_x[0,2/A_] x; F_)/G_ to get an RCD(0, N¥ + 1 + N)-structure on C_, which we
also denote by (d_,m_) abusing notation. We also identify (P x [0,2/A,] x;, F.)/G4
with Cy = (Py x ([1,1 4+ 2/A4] x F/(1 +2/A.,p) ~ (1 +2/A.,q))/G+ and push
the RCD(0, Nf + 1 + NF)-structure (dy,my) of (Py x [0,2/AL] X, F)/G4 to get an
RCD(0,7n.1 + D)-structure on C, which we also denote by (d, m,).

We consider the glued space

Xl =C_ U CO.

Idp

On X, we define a metric d; given by

d_(z,y), z,y € C_\oC_ =C_\B,
dl(zay): do(l’,y), xuyec(]\({_l} XB)v
min{d_(z,a) + do((—1,a),y) |a € B}, z € C_ and y € Cy.

We also set the measure ny := (i_).(m_) + (ig)«(mp), where i_: C_ — X and ig: Cy —
X are the respective inclusions. Also observe that for K; = min{Ky,0} and N; =
max{NF + 1 + N dim(B) + 1}, we have that Cy, C_ are RCD(K,, N;)-spaces. We
consider ¢; < min{e,1/A_} as well as the open subsets U_ = C_ U ([-1,—-1+9) x B C
X, and Uy = (=1 — 4,1] x B, and observe that they are an open cover of X; due
to the fact that the metrics d_ and dy are the product metrics over the preimage of
[—1—(2/A_) — 4, —1 + 0] C X; under the quotient map 7: X; — X;. Moreover, since
the metric d; and measure m; are the product over [—1 — 0, —1 + 4], we have that the
spaces (U_, dy,my U_), (Uy, dy, my Up) are RCD(K, Ny )-spaces by construction. Thus by
Theorem 2.11, we conclude that X; is an RCD(K, N )-space.
In analogous fashion we can prove that the spaces

xX=xJc.
1dg
is an RCD(K, N)-space where K = K7 <0 and N = max{N;, NI + 1+ N} O

We now prove Theorem B.

Proof of Theorem B. We set F. to be the homogeneous Riemannian manifolds G./H
with the G-invariant Riemannian metrics of positive Ricci curvature. Then they are
RCD((n+ — 1)Ky, ny)-spaces, for ny = dim(FL) and some Ky > 0 fixed. Observe that
in the case when either n, = 1 or n_ = 1, then by taking Ay > diam(Fy)/(7/vK<),
we have that by rescaling F by Ay, the rescaled space (Fi, Aidp,, (Ay)"=mp,) is an
RCD((ny — 1)K+ /Ay, ny)-space which satisfies diam(Fy, Apdp,) < 7AL/\/Ki. Thus
without loss of generality, we may assume that if either n, = 1 or n_ = 1, we have

diam(Fy) < 7/v/Kx.
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We now consider Ay > 0 such that K1 > Ai. We now consider the following two
RCD(0,n+ + 1 + D)-spaces:

(G [0,2/A4] xp, Fi)/Ga,(de @ da, )", (me @ dma.). ),

where D = dim G, and (da,,my,) is the distance and measure of the warped product
0,2/A.] x?i F.. The warping function fy is given by fi(t) = min{1, ALt}. We denote

A4
by d+ the metric (dg ® da,)*, and by my the measure (mg ® dma, )..

We showed in Proposition 5.11 that over (1/AL,2/A.] x Fy C [0,2/A4] xp,. Fy we
have da, = dg @ dp,. Since the action of G4 on the [0,2/A=] factor is free, we see that
the image of G x [1/A4,2/A,] x Fy under the quotient map G x ([0,2/A4] X, Fy) —
(G x ([0,2/AL] x s, Fi))/A is isometric to

<[1/A:|:, Q/Ai] X ((G X Fi)/A),dR b (dG (29 dFi)*, fzidﬁ (29 (mG X dei)*)

We observe that the boundaries of the cone bundles G x¢, ([0,2/AL] X, Fr — G/G4
are G/H = G xq, (G4+/H) = (G x Fy)/G+ = {2/A} x ((G x F})/G4) and G/H =
Gxg_ (G_/H)=(GxF_.)/G_ ={2/A_} x((GX F_)/G_). Thus they are homeomorphic
to G/H. From now on we set B = G/H.

We also recall that by construction the space B with the induced metric is geodesic in
(G x [0,2/AL] xy, Fy)/Gy with respect to the the two RCD(0,ny + 1 + D)-structures
(ds,my ). Moreover, over the open collars (G((1/Ax,2/AL] x Fy))/G+ the metric struc-
tures (d4, my) are the product structures (dg ®dg B dp, , fr*dL@dme@dmg, ). From this
we observe that induced metric structures on B are of the form ((dg®dp, )*, (mg@mpg, ).)
and are given by a Riemannian metric g; on B: since G x Fy with go @ gp, is a Rie-
mannian manifold inducing (dg ® dp., mg ® mp, ), and the action of G4 over G x F. is
free, we obtain quotient Riemannian metrics g+ on B inducing ((dg @ dr.)*, (mg@mp),).

We consider [—1,1] x B, and consider g(t) a path in the set of Riemannian metrics on
B with g(t) = g_ over [—1, —1+4¢] and g(t) = g+ over [1 —¢,1]. We set Cp :=[—1,1] x B
and equip it with the metric dy and measure my induced by the Riemannian metric
h = dt? @ g(t). We observe that since ([—1,1] x B, h) is a compact Riemannian manifold,
then there exists Ky € R, |Ky| < oo such that Ric(h) > K. This implies that (Cy, dy, mg)
is an RCD(Kj, dim(B) + 1)-space.

We identify [0,2/A_] x; F_ with C_ := (G x ([-1—-2/A_, -1 x F/(-=1—2/A_,p) ~
(=1 —2/A_,q)))/G- and push the RCD(0,n_ + 1 4+ D)-structure (d_,m_) of (G x
0,2/A_]x; F_)/G_ to get an RCD(0, n_+ 1+ D)-structure on C_, which we also denote
by (d—,m_) abusing notation. We also identify G x ([0,2/A4] x, Fy)/G4 with Cy :=
(Gx([1,142/AL)x F/(142/A4,p) ~ (142/A4,q)))/G+ and push the RCD(0,n. 1+ D)-
structure (d4,my) of (G x [0,2/A4] x5, Fy)/Gy to get an RCD(0,n41+ D)-structure on
C', which we also denote by (d,,m,).

We consider the glued space

X1 = C_ U C(].

Idp
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We observe that it admits an action by G, and moreover by construction we have X| =
X/G=[-1-2/A_,1]. On X; we define a metric d; given by

d_(z,y), z,y € C_\oC_ =C_\B,

dl(zay): dO(xay)v x,yGCo\({—l} XB>7
min{d_(z,a) + do((—1,a),y) |a € B}, z € C_ and y € Cy.

We also set the measure ny := (i_).(m_) + (ip)«(mp), where i_: C_ — X and ig: Cy —
X are the respective inclusions. Also observe that for K; = min{K,,0} and N; =
max{n_+1+ D, dim(B)+1}, we have that Cy, C_ are RCD(/K;, N;)-spaces. We consider
91 < min{e, 1/A_} as well as the open subsets U_ = C_U([—1, —1+0)x B C X, and Uy =
(—1—46,1] x B, and observe that they are an open cover of X; due to the fact that the met-
rics d_ and dy are the product metrics over the preimage of [-1—(2/A_)—§, —1+494] C X}
under the quotient map 7: X; — X;. Moreover, since the metric d; and measure m; are
the product over [—1—6, —1+46], we have that the spaces (U_, dy, my U_), (Up, dy, myUp)
are RCD(K, N;)-spaces by construction. Thus by Theorem 2.11, we conclude that X is
an RCD(K, Ny)-space. Observe that since the action of G is transitive on B, we have
that

(5) min{d_(z,a) + do((—1,a),y) | a € B}
(6) =min{d_(z,¢"'a) + do((—=1,97"a),y) | ¢"'a € B}
(7) = min{d_(z,a)) + do((—1,a),y) | w € B}.

Thus G-acts by isometries on X;. Consider Z C X; measurable. Take Z_ = cl(cl(Z) N
C_) and set Zy = cl(Z) \ Z_. Then Z_ U Zy, = Cl(Z), and they are disjoint. Since G
preserves the measures (i_).(m_) and (ig).(mg) we get that G acts by measure preserving
isometries.

In analogous fashion we can prove that the spaces

xX=xJc.
Idp

is an RCD(K, N)-space where K = K; < 0 and N = max{Ny,n; + 1+ d}, and G acts
by measure preserving isometries on X. Moreover, we have that X/G is isometric to
([-1—=2/A_,1+2/A,],dt?, fL"), where

(fa (). te[-1-2/A_ 1]

f)=4q1 tel-1,1],
(fa @), te[l,1+2/A4].

Thus X is an RCD(K, N)-space of cohomogeneity one with group diagram (G, H,G_, G).
U

6. CLASSIFICATION OF NON-COLLAPSED COHOMOGENEITY ONE RCD-SPACES WITH
dimoss < 4

In this section we obtain the topological classification of non-collapsed RCD-spaces
admitting effective actions by a compact Lie group G via measure-preserving isometries of
with cohomogeneity one, and which have essential dimension less than or equal to 4. The
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classification for cohomogeneity one Alexandrov spaces up to dimension 4 was obtained
by Galaz-Garcia and Searle [28], which in turn extends the extensive work done in the
smooth manifold case by Mostert [61], [60], Neumann [64], Parker [66], and Hoelscher,
[46], and in the topological category by Galaz-Garcia and Zarei [29] (see also the thesis of
Muzzy [62] for a very nice account of the classification of low dimensional cohomogeneity
one manifolds in the simply-connected case).

In this section we obtain that non-collapsed RCD-spaces admitting effective actions by
a compact Lie group G via measure-preserving isometries of with cohomogeneity one with
dims < 4 are equivariantly homeomorphic to Alexandrov spaces. Thus the topological
classification follows from the one in [28].

6.1. Essential dimensions 1 and 2. Without any symmetry assumptions, the work of
Kitabeppu-Lakzian [53] and of Lytchak-Stadler [57] shows that non-collapsed RCD(K, 1)-
and RCD(K, 2)-spaces are homeomorphic to Alexandrov spaces.

6.2. Essential dimensions 3 and 4. We now analyze the case of non-collapsed spaces
with essential dimensions 3 and 4.

Let xy € X be contained in a principal orbit, and take & = dim(G(x¢)). Recall that
the orbit G(xy) is homeomorphic to the homogeneous space G/G,,. By [14, Chapter
ITI, Section IV 54|, there exists a G-invariant Riemannian metric go on G /G, such that
G C Isom(G/G,,, go). Hence, due to [63] and [55, Chapter II, Section 3, Theorem 3.1],
we have the following dimension estimate

k(k+1
(8) k< dim(G) < dim(Isom(G/Glay, go)) < %
We use this dimension estimate to limit the possible groups that can act by cohomo-
geneity one on a non-collapsed RCD-space of low essential-dimension.

Theorem J. Let G be a compact Lie group acting effectively by measure preserving isome-
tries and cohomogeneity one on a closed non-collapsed RCD(K, 3)-space (X,d,m). Then
G is one of SO(3) or T? and X is equivariantly homeomorphic to an Alexandrov 3-space.

Proof. We begin by pointing out that, if X* = S!, then X is homeomorphic to a 3-
manifold by item (c) of Theorem A, and therefore the statement holds true. Thus, in the
following we assume that X* = [—1, 1].

Consider g € X fixed, contained in a principal orbit. As the action is of cohomogeneity
one, we have that dim(G(xp)) = 2. Then the dimension estimate (8), implies that 2 <
dim(G) < 3. It now follows from the classification of low dimensional compact Lie groups
that G is either 7%, T% or SO(3).

Assume first that G = T3, and observe that all principal isotropy groups are the same
for this action, since they are conjugated to each other (see [27, Theorem 4.7 and proof
of Corollary 4.9]) and G is abelian. Moreover, as G acts by cohomogeneity one on X we
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have a group diagram of the form:
Gy
Gz G
G_

Thus we have that G,, C G4 and G,, C G_. This implies that the ineffective kernel
of the action NyecxG, contains G,,. But since the action is effective, we conclude that
G., = {e}. This implies that G(xq) is homeomorphic to T3 which is a contradiction.
Thus G is either T2 or SO(3), proving the first statement.

To proceed we observe on one hand that the possible isotropy groups when G = T2
are {e}, Zy, S', Z;, x S', and T?. When G = SO(3), since the orbits have dimension 2,
we conclude that SO(2) is a subgroup of any isotropy group, and thus from any isotropy
group. Thus the possible isotropy groups are SO(2) O(2), SO(3).

We recall from [27, Corollary 10] that 7—'(—1,1) is homeomorphic to (—1,1) x Gy,
where x € 771(—1,1).

Now from Theorem 2.22 we have that X is non-collapsed, and we consider z4 € X
such that 2%, = £1. We study the tubular neighborhoods of the orbit G(z.). We denote
by my = dim(G(z4)), and observe that by our hypothesis N = 3. Due to Theorem 2.29,
we have that a tubular neighborhood of the orbit G(z4) is homeomorphic to G X, Sq,
where S. is the slice through z..

By Theorem D and Lemma 4.5, the slice S. is homeomorphic to Cone) (F) where
(F,dp,mp) € RCD(3—m4 —2,3—my —1) = RCD(1 —m4,2—my), and (F,dp, mp) is a
smooth homogeneous space K. /H,. We analyse different cases based on the dimension
m4.

When m. = 2, then F is O-dimensional, and Z = Conel’(F) is an RCD(0, 1)-space.
By [53], it follows that Z is homeomorphic to one of R, [0,00), [0, 1], or S'. More over
by Lemma 4.5, we have that the tangent cone at z. is isometric to Y x Z = R? x Z.
Since X is non-collapsed we have that the tangent cone at z is isometric to R®. Thus
we conclude that 7 is isometric to R, and thus the slice S is homeomorphic to R.

Moreover, in this case the dimension of G+ is 0, and thus G4 is a discrete group acting
effectively on R by homeomorphisms, with S./G1 = [0,¢). Thus G+ = Z,. This implies
that G = T?, and thus we have that a tubular neighborhood of G(x4) is homeomorphic
to T? xz, R. From the classification in [28] we see that this space is homeomorphic to an
Alexandrov space.

When my = 1, then F' is an RCD(0, 1)-space, homogeneous, and of dimension 1. From
the characterization of low dimensional RCD-spaces [53] we have that (F,dp, mp) is one
of (R,dg, L), ([0,00),dg, hLY), ([0,1],dg, hLY), (S, dg1, hLY), where h is a (0, 1)-convex
function. We recall that the due to our non-collapse assumption, the tangent cone at x4 is
isometric to R®. Moreover, due to Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.5 we conclude that the slice is
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homeomorphic to R?, and a cone over F. Thus the cases cases when F' is homeomorphic to
[0,00) and [0, 1] are excluded. Moreover, the isotropy G+ acts smoothly by cohomogeneity
1 (see [29, Corollary EJ]). Thus we have that G is either S' when G = T2, or G4 = SO(2)
or O(2) when G = SO(3). Comparing to [28], we conclude that the tubular neighborhoods
are Alexandrov spaces.

In the case that my = 0, we have that F' is an RCD(1,2)-space. Moreover, since it
is a homogeneous metric space, the measure mg is up to a constant the Haar measure.
This implies that F' admits a new RCD(1, 2)-structure with respect to the 2-dimensional
Hausdorff measure. By [57] it follows that I is homeomorphic to an Alexandrov surface.
Thus we have that S. is homeomorphic to the tubular neighborhood of G(xy) = {1},
and to the cone over F', which admits an Alexandrov space structure.

Thus by [28], our conclusion follows, since X is equivariantly indistinguishable from a
cohomogeneity one Alexandrov space. O

As pointed out in [46, Section 1.6], every compact connected Lie group G has a finite
cover of the form G,s x T*, where G,, is semisimple and simply connected. If G acts
on (X,d,m) by measure-preserving isometries then every finite cover G of G also acts
on (X,d,m) by measure-preserving isometries in the obvious way, but the action of G
has non-trivial (but finite) ineffective kernel. Therefore, if we allow for a finite ineffective
kernel we can assume G to be of the form Gy, x T*.

The classification of semisimple and simply connected compact Lie groups in low di-
mensions is well known. For the readers convenience we reproduce the part of [46, Table
1.29] that we need below, namely, the list of these groups up to dimension 3 (there are no
semisimple and simply connected compact groups on dimensions > 3 up to dimension 8).

Group Dimension
ST~ U(1) 2 S0(2) 1
S? =~ SU(2) = Sp(1) = spin(3) | 3

Let us further observe that although our main topological recognition tool, Theorem
D is formulated for effective actions, one obtains the same result in the case of almost
effective actions. This follows immediately by observing that from an almost effective
action of a Lie group G one gets an effective action of G/K where K is the ineffective
kernel of the G-action by letting (¢K)x := gx for each z € X. The G/K action then
has the same orbits as the G-action; consequently the slices of both actions coincide and,
since K is finite, the dimensions of G and G/K agree.

In the following theorem we assume as is usual that the action is non-reducible (cf.
for example with [45, Definition 2.1.19]) and that the group is acting almost effectively
so that we can use the characterization of groups up to cover in the table above. It is
worth pointing out that in the list of groups appearing in the corresponding theorem for
Alexandrov spaces [28, Theorem C], the identification SO(4) = S3 x S? is used. As we
are primarily interested in the topological recognition of non-collapsed RCD(K, 4)-spaces
X we only assume that the action is almost effective, to deal with less possible groups
acting on X. Note however that, once the classification has been established in this case,
one can recover the full classification.
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Theorem K. Let G be a compact Lie group acting almost effectively by measure pre-
serving isometries and cohomogeneity one on a closed non-collapsed RCD(K,4)-space
(X,d,m). Then G is, up to finite cover, one of S3, S3 x S3, St x S3, T3, and X is
homeomorphic to an Alexandrov space.

Proof. As in the three-dimensional case, the topological and equivariant type of the space
is that of a cohomogeneity one manifold if X* = S!, and the theorem holds by [66].
Therefore we only need to analyze the case in which X* = [—1,1].

We fix a point xy on a principal orbit and note that dim(G(zy)) = 3. Now the bound of
the dimension (8) grants that 3 < dim(G) < 6. As we are allowing for a finite ineffective
kernel, the classification of low dimensional compact Lie groups grants that G is, up to
finite cover, one of S3, S3 x S3, S x S3, T? x 83, T3 x 83, T3, T, T° and T®. We
can immediately rule out the tori T* for k > 4, as in these cases the principal orbits
are homeomorphic to T%/H where H is finite, which is impossible as the space X is 4-
dimensional. Moreover, as we have assumed the action to be non-reducible we can also
rule out 72 x S? by noting that in such a case, we have a 2-dimensional subgroup H
of S* x {1}, which is a contradiction since S* has no 2-dimensional subgroups. Finally
T3 x S? is ruled out because the principal isotropy being 3-dimensional, contains a torus
as a proper normal subgroup acting trivially on any point of the space. This contradicts
the almost effectiveness of the action. Whence, the first claim is settled.

We consider now zy € X with 2}, = £1 and denote by my = dim(G(z4)) as in
the previous theorem. Observe now that by our hypothesis N = 4, and that by the
Slice Theorem 2.29 we have that small tubular neighborhoods of the orbits G(zy) are
homeomorphic to G X, Sy, where Sy is the slice through z,. Therefore, Theorem D
implies that the slice Sy is homeomorphic to Cone) (F') where (F,dr,mp) € RCD(4 —
my —2,4—my —1) = RCD(2 —m4,3 —my ), and (F,dp, mp) is a smooth homogeneous
space Ky /Hy. We now analyze different cases depending on the value of my.

In the case that my = 3, then F is O-dimensional. Hence, Z = Cone} (F) is an
RCD(0, 1)-space and, as in the previous theorem, due to [53], is one of R, [0,00), [0, 1]
or S!. Similarly to the proof of the previous theorem, using Lemma 4.5, we get that the
tangent cone at x4 is homeomorphic to Y x Z = R3x Z. By the non-collapsed assumption
on X we have that the tangent cone at x4 is homeomorphic to R*. Whence, the slice Sy
is homeomorphic to R.

Now again, in this case the dimension of G is zero and therefore G is a discrete group
acting effectively on R by homeomorphisms, with Sy /Gy = [0, ). This is only possible if
G+ = Zs, in turn forcing G to be either S* or T3. Thus, the small tubular neighborhoods
of G(x+) are equivariantly homeomorphic to either S xz, R or T xz, R, and it follows
from the classification [28] that X is then homeomorphic to an Alexandrov space.

Now we turn to the case in which my < 2. Under this assumption 2 — m4 > 0 and
by [76, Theorem 1|, F' has a Riemannian metric of positive Ricci curvature if mo < 1
and of non-negative Ricci curvature if my = 2. Hence, by using [41, Main Theorem]|, F
admits a metric of positive sectional curvature if m4 < 1 and of nonnegative sectional
curvature if my = 2. To conclude we only need to observe then that the possible choices
of F' already appear in the classification [28], and therefore X is homeomorphic to an
Alexandrov space. [
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7. NEw EXAMPLES OF RCD-SPACES OF COHOMOGENEITY ONE

In this section we use the characterization of homogeneous spaces with positive Ricci
curvature in [6] to present examples of non-collapsed RCD-spaces with an action of coho-
mogeneity one by measure preserving isometries. We also give an explicit example of a
non-collapsed RCD spaces of cohomogeneity one with essential dimension equal to 5 that
do not admit a metric making them an Alexandrov space, showing that the results in
Section 6 are optimal.

Theorem 7.1. Let F' = G/H be a homogeneous space of dimension n > 2 with fi-
nite fundamental group. Then there exists a G-invariant Riemannian metric g with
Ric(g) > (n — 1) > 0 and diam(g) < w. Moreover, for any K > 0, the (K,n)-cone
Con'y (F') is a non-collapsed RCD(Kn,n+ 1) with an action by measure preserving isome-
tries of G making it a cohomogeneity one RCD-space. In the case of K > 0, the space is
homeomorphic to the suspension of F and the orbit space is isometric to [0, 7 /v K] with
weighted measure sing (t)"dL' and we have the group diagram (G, H,G,G). In the case
when K =0, then the space is homeomorphic to the cone over F with the vertex the only
fized point, and the orbit space is isometric to [0, 00) with weighted measure t"dL".

Proof. By [6, Theorem 1] F' admits a G-invariant Riemannian metric § with Ric(g) >
a > 0. Consider A > 0 such that a/(n — 1) > A\? and 7/ diam(g) > X\. Then with respect
to the Riemannian metric ¢ = Ag, we have that (F,d,, vol(g)) = (F,Adg, A"vol(g)) is

an RCD(aA™2,n)-space. Since by construction aA\™2 > (n — 1), then (F,d,, vol(g)) is an
RCD(n—1,n)-space. By [72, Theorem 2 (i)] it follows that Ric(g) > (n—1). Moreover, by
construction we have that diam(g) = Adiam(g) < 7. Then by [51, Theorem 1.1] we obtain
that for K > 0 the (K,n)-cone Con(F') is RCD(Kn,n + 1). But by construction for
K > 0 the underlying topological space of Con(F) is F' x [0, 7/vVK]/(F x {0,7/VK}),
and thus homeomorphic to the suspension Susp(F) := F x [0,1]/(F x {0,7/vK}). And
for K = 0 the underling space of Con’, (F') is the topological cone F' x [0,00)/(F x {0}).

Recall that in both cases we can define an action of G on Cons (F') by setting

glz,t] == gz, 1].
In the case when K = 0 we refer to this action by the cone of the action of G on F', and
for K > 0 we refer to this action by suspension of the action of G on F'.

Recall from Section 2.4 that for K > 0 the distance function dcenn of Con'g (F) is given
by

dCon%([za 8]7 [ya t])
coSj (cosK(s) cosg (t) + K sing (s) sing (t) cos (dp(z,y) A w)) it K >0,
\/52+t2—stcos (dp(z,y) A ) if =0.

where dp(z,y) A m := min{dp(z,y), 7}, cosg: [0,7/VK] = [0,1] given by cosg(t) :=
cos(vVKt), and sing : [0, 7/VK] — [0,00) given by
{\/%sin(\/?t) if K >0,

t

sing (t) == d K =0
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From the description of dcenn. it easy to see that G acts by isometries on Con (F), with
respect to the cone and suspension of the action of G on F' depending on K.

The measure Mooy, of Con (F) is defined as mconr. = (sing (t))"dt ® mp. Thus for
g € G fixed, denoting by a,: F x [0,7/VK]/(F x {0,7/VK}) = F x [0,7/VK]/(F x
{0, 7/v/K}) the homeomorphism given by ay[r,t] := [gz,t], we have for A = A; x Ay C
F x [0,7/VK]/(F x {0,7/vVK}) that

(ag)s(Mcony, ) (A) = Meons (a, '(A))
= Mconn (Al X Oé;l(AQ))

_ / sing ()N dt ® dmy
Ay Xa;l(AQ)

:/ SmK(t))N/ dmp dt
Ay ag ' (A2)
= [ sine®) [ dtagmpde
Aq A2)
:/ sinK(t))N/ dwp dt
Ar A2)

— / sing (1)) dt ® dmp
A1><A2

= mcon}L{ (A)

Thus G acts by measure preserving isometries on Con’ (F'). Moreover, the vertexes of the
suspension and the vertex of the cone are fixed points, and the group H is the isotropy
group of any point [z,t] with 0 < ¢ < 7/v/K when K > 0, or with ¢ > 0 when K = 0.
Last we point out that the essential dimension of Con(F') is n + 1. Thus by [23,
Theorem 1.12] and [11, Theorem 1.3] we have that Con(F) is non-collapsed. O

Theorem F. The suspension Susp(S%x S?) of S? x S? admits a non-collapsed RCD(K, 5)-
structure for any K > 0 such that the suspension of the SO(3) x SO(3)-action on S? x
S? is by measure preserving isometries and by cohomogeneity one, with group diagram
(SO(3) x SO(3),S0(2) x SO(2),S0(3) x SO(3),S0(3) x SO(3)). Moreover, Susp(S? x S?)
with this action of SO(3) x SO(3) cannot be an Alexandrov space of cohomogeneity one.

Le., it does not admit a metric making it an Alexandrov space and such that the action
of SO(3) x SO(3) is by isometries.

Proof. We observe that S? x S? is the homogeneous space SO(3) x SO(3)/(SO(2) x
SO(2)) = (SO(3)/S0(2)) x (SO(3)/SO(2)). Thus by Theorem 7.1, there exists a SO(3) x
SO(3)-invariant Riemannian metric g on S? x S? such that for any K > 0 the (K, 5)-cone
Con%(S? x S?) is a non-collapsed RCD(K4, 5)-space with a cohomogeneity one action
by measure preserving isometries of SO(3) x SO(3). But for K > 0 the (K, 5)-cone is
homeomorphic to the suspension of S? x S2. This proves the first claim.

Assume that the suspension of S? x S? admits an Alexandrov metric with an action of
cohomogeneity one by isometries of SO(3) x SO(3) fixing the vertices of the suspension
and with principal isotropy SO(2) x SO(2). Consider X the space of directions at one of
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the vertexes of the suspension. This space is homeomorphic to 82 x 82, SO(3) x SO(3) acts
transitively on X, and it is a 4-dimensional Alexandrov space of curvature at least one.
Thus X is a homogeneous space, and by [5, Theorem 7 I] X is isometric to a homogeneous
Finsler manifold. Since X is an Alexandrov space of curvature at least 1, then it is also
an RCD(3, 4)-space, then X is isometric to a homogeneous Riemannian manifold (M, g).
Moreover we have that sec(g) > 1. Since we have non-trivial Killing vector fields by the
action of SO(3) x SO(3), by [50, Theorem 1] M is homeomorphic to S* or CP?, which is
a contradiction. Thus S? x S? is not an SO(3) x SO(3)-cohomogeneity one Alexandrov
space. Il

Remark 7.2. When considering G/H a homogeneous smooth manifold with finite fun-
damental group, using Theorem B for the group diagram (G, H,G,G) we also get an
RCD(K, N)-space. From the proof if follows that this case K =0 and N = dim(G/H) +
dim(G) + 1, and the orbit space is isometric to [-1 —2/A, 1 + 2/A] for an appropriate
choice of A and measure f4™(G/H) £ where f is a non-smooth function. Nonetheless, this
space is equivariantly homeomorphic to the suspension of G/H and thus to the space
given by Theorem 7.1. That is, for a group diagram (G, H,G, G) with G/H having fi-
nite fundamental group, by Theorem B and Theorem 7.1 we obtain two equivariantly
homeomorphic spaces, but each one with a different RCD-structure.
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