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Riemannian Ricci curvature lower bounds in metric
measure spaces with o-finite measure

Luigi Ambrosio * Nicola Gigli Andrea Mondino * Tapio Rajala

February 17, 2013

Abstract

In prior work [4] of the first two authors with Savaré, a new Riemannian notion
of lower bound for Ricci curvature in the class of metric measure spaces (X,d, m) was
introduced, and the corresponding class of spaces denoted by RCD(K,c0). This notion
relates the CD(K, N) theory of Sturm and Lott-Villani, in the case N = oo, to the
Bakry-Emery approach. In [4] the RCD(K, o) property is defined in three equivalent
ways and several properties of RC'D(K, 0co) spaces, including the regularization properties
of the heat flow, the connections with the theory of Dirichlet forms and the stability
under tensor products, are provided. In [4] only finite reference measures m have been
considered. The goal of this paper is twofold: on one side we extend these results to general
o-finite spaces, on the other we remove a technical assumption appeared in [4] concerning
a strengthening of the CD(K, c0) condition. This more general class of spaces includes
Euclidean spaces endowed with Lebesgue measure, complete noncompact Riemannian
manifolds with bounded geometry and the pointed metric measure limits of manifolds
with lower Ricci curvature bounds.
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1 Introduction

In a recent paper [4] written jointly with Savaré, the first and second author introduced a
notion of Riemannian Ricci lower bound for metric measure spaces (X, d, m), relying on the
calculus tools they had developed in [3]. This definition, in the spirit of the CD(K, N) theory
proposed by Lott-Villani [25] and Sturm [32, 33] relies on optimal transportation tools and
suitable convexity properties of the relative entropy functional Enty,. In the framework of
[4], these conditions are enforced adding the assumption that the so-called Cheeger energy
(playing here the role of the classical Dirichlet energy) is quadratic.

More precisely, the class of RCD(K, o0) spaces of [4] can be defined in 3 equivalent ways
thanks to this equivalence result (see §2.3 for the precise formulation of gradient flows involved
here, in the metric sense and in the EV Ik sense):

Theorem 1.1. [4] Let (X,d, m) be a metric measure space with (X,d) complete and separable,
m(X) € (0,00) and suppm = X. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) (X,d,m) is a strict CD(K,o0) space and the Wy-gradient flow 74 of Enty on P2(X)
is additive.

(i) (X,d, m) is a strict CD(K,o0o) space and Ch is a quadratic form on L*(X, m).

(iii) (X,d, m) is a length space and any p € P5(X) is the starting point of an EV Ik gradient
flow of Enty,.

This equivalence is crucial for the study of the spaces RCD(K, c0): for instance the fine
properties of the heat flow and the Bakry-Emery condition obtained in [4] need (ii), while
stability of RCD(K,co) spaces under Sturm’s convergence [33] of metric measure spaces (a
variant of measured Gromov-Hausdorff convergence) depends in a crucial way on (iii) and on
the stability properties of EV Ik flows of [2].

The aim of this paper is the extension of the theory of RCD(K, o) spaces to a class of
o-finite metric measure spaces. This extension includes fundamental examples such as the
Lebesgue measure in R™, noncompact Riemannian manifolds with bounded geometry and
the pointed metric measure limits of manifolds with lower Ricci curvature bounds studied by
Cheeger and Colding [11, 12, 13]. In our class of spaces we obtain the perfect analogue of
Theorem 1.1 (see Theorem 6.1). Actually, even in the finite case we improve Theorem 1.1,
replacing strict C D (K, 00) with CD(K, 00) in (i) and (ii): this is possible mainly thanks to
the fine results of Section 4.



Let us now briefly and informally explain the terminology implicit in Theorem 1.1 and
the technical difficulties arising when one considers o-finite reference measures m. Cheeger’s
energy Ch can be defined in L?(X, m) by a relaxation procedure

1
Ch(f) := 2inf{1iggf/x |Dfn|?dm : f), Lipschitz, f, — f in L2(X,m)},

where | D f| is the slope, see (2.6). Instead of this direct construction, we shall exclusively work
in this paper with another equivalent one (equivalence follows by Theorem 6.2 of [3]), based
on the notion of weak upper gradient |Df|,, see Definition 3.2. The weak upper gradient
provides integral representation for Ch, namely

Ch(f) = ;/X |IDf|? dm whenever Ch(f) < oc.

Since Ch is convex and lower semicontinuous on L?(X,m), its gradient flow h; f is well defined
starting from any initial condition. One of the main results of [3] is the coincidence of hy
with the quadratic optimal transport distance semigroup .7 (the W gradient flow of Enty,)
under the CD(K, 00) assumption: more precisely, if f € L*(X,m) and [ f(z)d*(z,z¢) dm(z)
is finite, then 4 (fm) = (h;f)m, see Theorem 6.2. This explains the connection between (i)
and (ii), where finiteness of m does not play any role. Passing to the EV I condition, deeply
studied by the first two authors and Savaré in [2] and by Daneri and Savaré in [15], it amounts
(see Definition 2.5) to a family of differential inequalities indexed by o € P5(X):
d1

K
&gwg(,u,t, 0) < Enty (o) — Entm(ue) — EWQQ(W,U) for a.e. t € (0,00). (1.1)

Set ¢ = (hyf)m and let ¢, be Kantorovich potentials from p; to o. The analysis in [4] shows

that d1 Ch(f, — er) — Ch(f)
al. o <1 t —EPt) — t 1.2
a2 () < lim 6 (1.2)
on the one hand, and that the CD(K, 00) condition gives
Ch(py — —Ch K
hﬁ)l (¢ 6{;) (1) < Enty (o) — Ent(p) — EWQQ(M, o) (1.3)

on the other hand. If Ch is quadratic, then we can formally write that both the right hand
side in (1.2) and the left hand side in (1.3) coincide with — [ D f; - Dy, dm, thus providing
the connection from (ii) to (iii). However, in the derivation of (1.3) a key role is played
by the Sobolev regularity of log f;, that can be easily achieved if f; > ¢ > 0. But, this
assumption is not compatible with the o-finite case, since f; is a probability density, and
even local space-time lower bounds on f; can hardly be obtained in our framework, where no
finite dimensionality assumption on (X, d, m) is made. It turns out that this derivation is still
possible, but only working in a time-dependent weighted Sobolev space: formally we write

/ Dfi- Dpydm = / Dlog f; - Dy d( fym)
X X

and, thanks to the energy dissipation estimate

T 2
Enty (frm) + /0 /X |D£|w dmdt < Enty(fm),

3



we know that log f; belongs for a.e. t to the Sobolev space with weight f;. Then we prove
that for a.e. ¢ > 0 the first inequality (1.2) holds, when written in terms of weighted Sobolev
spaces, for any choice of the Kantorovich potential ¢, while the second inequality (1.3) holds
for at least one. This suffices for the derivation of (1.1).

Besides the application to o-finite RC' D (K, 00) spaces, several results of this paper have an
independent interest and do not rely on curvature assumptions: see, for instance, Lemma 2.3
which provides compactness properties of Kantorovich potentials and Theorem 3.6, which
analyzes the weighted Cheeger energies. Also, it is worthwhile to mention that existence of
geodesics with L>° bounds of Section 4 applies to o-finite CD(K, 00) spaces, i.e. no quadratic
assumption on Ch is needed for the results of the section. Also, since finiteness of m was used
in [4] essentially only for the equivalence of Theorem 1.1, we describe in the last section the
properties of RC D (K, co) spaces proved in [4], whose proof extends with no additional effort
to the o-finite case: among them we just mention the Bakry-Emery condition

ID(hef)?, <e2KYDf|2  meae. in X.

Further analysis of the Bakry-Emery condition will appear in the forthcoming paper [6].
The extension of the stability of the RCD(K,c0) condition under Sturm’s metric measure
convergence to the o-finite case is far from being trivial. We refer to [19] for the positive
answer to this question.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we gather a few facts on relative entropy
and optimal transportation, mostly stated without proofs (standard references are [1], [2],
[34]); the only original contribution is a compactness result for Kantorovich potentials via De
Giorgi’s I'-convergence stated in Lemma 2.3.

In Section 3 we recall the main results of the theory of weak gradients as developed by the

first two authors with Savaré in [3], emphasizing also the connections with the points of view
developed by Cheeger in [10], Koskela-MacManus in [23] and Shanmugalingam in [30]. The
main result of the section is Theorem 3.6 which states that, for probability densities p = gm
with g € L>(X, m) and Ch(,/g) < oo, roughly speaking weak gradients w.r.t to m and weak
gradients with respect to p are the same, even though no (local) lower bound on g is assumed.
Furthermore, Cheeger’s energy Ch, induced by p is quadratic if Ch is quadratic. Section 4
is crucial for the development of (short time) L° estimates for displacement interpolation in
CD(K, ) spaces (see Theorem 4.2 for a precise statement) which are new in the situation
when (X, d) is unbounded and m is not finite. These estimates, which hold when the density of
the first measure decays at least as cle*CQdQ(LIO) for some c1, co > 0 and the second measure
has bounded density and support, are obtained combining carefully entropy minimization
(an approach proposed by Sturm and then developed by Rajala in [28, 27]) and splitting of
optimal geodesic plans. Section 5 is devoted to the proof of some auxiliary convergence results
dealing with entropy, difference quotients of probability densities and Kantorovich potentials,
bilinear form Ch, associated to a measure p € Z5(X) as in Section 3. Section 6 contains the
proof of Theorem 6.1, which provides the equivalence result analogous to Theorem 1.1 in the
present o-finite setting.
Acknowledgement. The authors warmly thank Giuseppe Savaré for his detailed and help-
ful comments on a preliminary version of this paper and the reviewer for his constructive
comments. The authors acknowledge the support of the ERC ADG GeMeThNES. T.R. ac-
knowledges the support of the Academy of Finland, project no. 137528.



2 Preliminaries

In this section we introduce our notation, including the relative entropy functional Ent,
n (2.1), the slope |Df| of a function f in (2.6), the one-sided slopes |D*f| in (2.7), the
class ACP(J; X)) of absolutely continuous curves with metric derivative in LP(.J), the class
of geodesics (2.8) and the notions of geodesic and length space. We then review optimal
transport, prove the existence of special Lipschitz Kantorovich potentials (Proposition 2.2)
and prove a compactness theorem of Kantorovich potentials (Lemma 2.3).

We assume throughout the paper that (X,d,m) is a metric measure space with (X,d)
complete and separable and m being a nonnegative Borel measure finite on bounded sets and
satisfying suppm = X.

We denote by Z2(X) the space of Borel probability measures on (X,d) and set

P(X) = {ue 2(x) - /

d?(zg, ) du(z) < oo for some (and hence all) zq € X}.
X

Given a nonnegative Borel measure n, the relative entropy functional Ent, : P5(X) —
[—00, 00] with respect to n is defined as in Sturm’s paper [32] by

lelﬁ)l f{p>6} plogpdn if = pn;

Ent,(p) := (2.1)

00 otherwise.

It coincides with f{p>0} plog pdn € [—o0,00) if the positive part of plog p is n-integrable, and
it is equal to co otherwise.
In the sequel we use the notation

D(Ent,) :={p € P2(X): Enty(p) € [—00,00)}. (2.2)

By Jensen’s inequality, Ent, is nonnegative when n € 2(X). More generally, we recall
(see [3, Lemma 7.2] for the simple proof) that when n satisfies the growth condition

/X e~ (@0:7) qn(z) < oo, (2.3)

for some zp € X and ¢ € (0,00), then Ent, can bounded from below as follows. Letting
z= [y e—cd’(@0) qn and
1
i = Leme@ao)y ¢ g(X), V(z) = d(x,z0), (2.4)

z

and using the simple formula for the change of the reference measure

Entn(p) = Entz(u) — c/ VZdu —log z, Vp e Pa(X), (2.5)
X

we see that Ent, can be bounded from below in terms of the second moment of y. It is im-

portant to recall that if (X,d, m) is a CD(K, co) space (see Definition 4.1), then the reference

measure m always satisfies the growth condition (2.3), as shown by Sturm in [32, Theorem

4.24].



2.1 Metric structure

We shall denote by Lip(X) the space of Lipschitz functions f : X — R and by Lip,(X) the
subspace of bounded Lipschitz functions.
Given f: X — R we define its slope |Df| at = by

1 [/ (y) = f(=)]
|Df|(x) = hrynj;lp T (2.6)

We shall also use, in connection with Kantorovich potentials, the one-sided counterparts of
the slope, namely the ascending slope and descending slopes:
fly) = f@)]”
] .

|D* f|(z) := limsup V) = f@)" |D™ f|(z) := limsup [ )

) 2.7
y—x d(y,$) y—x ( )

Given an open interval J C R, an exponent p € [1,00] and v : J — X, we say that ~
belongs to ACP(J; X) if there exists g € LP(J) satisfying

t
d(vs, 1) < / g(r)dr Vs, te J, s<t.

The case p = 1 corresponds to absolutely continuous curves, denoted AC(J; X). It turns
out that, if v belongs to ACP(J; X), there is a minimal function g with this property, called
metric derivative and given for a.e. t € J by

See [2, Theorem 1.1.2] for the simple proof. We say that an absolutely continuous curve -y,
has constant speed if || is (equivalent to) a constant.

We call (X,d) a geodesic space if for any zg, z1 € X there exists v : [0,1] — X satisfying
Yo = Zo, 71 = x1 and

d(vs, ) = [t = sld(v0,m1) Vs, te€[0,1]. (2.8)

We will denote by Geo(X) the space of all constant speed geodesics 7 : [0,1] — X, namely
v € Geo(X) if (2.8) holds. Recall also that the weaker notion of length space: for all
zg, v1 € X and € > 0 there exists v € AC([0,1]; X) such that fol || dt < d(xg,x1) + &
From the measure-theoretic point of view, when considering measures on AC?(J; X)) (resp.
Geo(X)), we shall consider them as measures on the Polish space C(J; X) endowed with the
sup norm, concentrated on the Borel set ACP(J;X) (resp. closed set Geo(X)). We shall
also use the notation e; : C(J; X) — X, t € J, for the evaluation map at time ¢, namely

et(y) =

2.2 Optimal transport

Given p, v € P5(X), we define the quadratic optimal transport distance Wa between them
as

W3 (w, v) = inf d*(z,y) dv(z,y), (2.9)
XxX



where the infimum is taken among all Kantorovich transport plans, namely probability mea-
sures v on X X X such that

mY=mn Ty =
Here, for p € #£(X), a topological space Y and a p-measurable map 7' : X — Y, the
push-forward measure Ty € P(Y) is defined by Tyu(B) := p(T~1(B)) for every Borel set
BcCY.

Since (X, d) is complete and separable, the space (P2(X), Ws) is complete and separable.
Since the cost d? is lower semicontinuous, the infimum in the definition (2.9) of W2 is attained.
All plans « achieving the minimum will be called optimal.

For all u, v € P5(X) Kantorovich’s duality formula holds:

%Wf(uw) =sup{/Xsadu+/X¢th p(z) +1(y) < ;dz(rc,y)}, (2.10)

where the supremum is taken among all functions ¢ € L'(X, ) and ¥ € L' (X, v).
Recall that the c-transform o€ of ¢ : X — RU{—o0} is defined by

d*(z,y)
2

©(y) == inf{ —p(x): € X}

and that v is said to be c-concave if ¢ = @° for some .

Definition 2.1 (Kantorovich potential). We say that a map ¢ : X — RU{—o0} is a
Kantorovich potential relative to (u,v) if:

(i) there exists a Borel map 1 : X — RU{—o0} such that ¢ € L'(X,v) and ¢ = ¢°;
(ii) p € LY(X, u) and the pair (o)) mazimizes (2.10).

Notice that the inequality ¢(x) + ¥ (y) < %dz(ac,y), when integrated against an optimal
plan -, forces the integrability of the positive part of ¢. For this reason, in (ii) we may
equivalently require integrability of the negative part of ¢ only. In the next proposition we
illustrate some key properties of Kantorovich potentials ¢ and show how, in the special case
when supp v is bounded, a special choice of ¥ provides better properties of p = °.

Proposition 2.2 (Existence of Kantorovich potentials). If u, v € P2(X), then a Kantorovich
potential o = Y relative to (u,v) exists and satisfies

o(x) +¥(y) = 2d*(z,y) for y-a.e. in (z,y) € X x X (2.11)
for any optimal Kantorovich plan v and
D |(z) < d(x,y) for v-a.e. (z,y). (2.12)

In addition, if suppv C Br(yo) for some R > 1, then a locally Lipschitz Kantorovich potential
© = ¢ exists with ¢ = —oco on X \ suppv, ¥ < R%/2 on suppv and

[Dol(x) < R+d(z,50),  lo(z)| < 2R*(1 + d*(x,0)). (2.13)



Proof. Since any complete and separable metric space can be isometrically embedded in a
complete, separable and geodesic metric space we can assume with no loss of generality that
the space (X,d) is geodesic. The existence part is well known, so let us discuss briefly (2.12),
the choice of gauge and the regularity properties of ¢ when v has bounded support. From
(2.11) and the inequality ¢ + ¢ < d?/2 we get

o(z) —p(x) < L (d*(z,y) — d*(z,y)) for all z

=2
for v-a.e. (x,y), so that |DT¢|(z) < d(z,y) for y-a.e. (x,y).
Now, let us set

—o0o  otherwise,

AR {w(:c) if x € suppv;

and @ := (1)¢. Since ¢ > ¢, it is obvious that its negative part is y-integrable and that (@, 1))
is a maximizing pair, so that ¢ is a Kantorovich potential. From

pla) = inf Sd(a,y) — )
and the inclusion suppr C Bpg(yo) it is immediate to obtain the linear growth of |D¢|, in
the form stated in (2.13). Finally, possibly adding and subtracting the same constant to
the potentials in the maximizing pair, we can assume that @¢(yo) = 0. Then, the inequality
) < %dz(yo, ) gives ¥ < R%/2 on suppr. The linear growth of |D¢| gives the quadratic
growth of ||, since (X,d) is geodesic. O

In the proof of the next lemma we use De Giorgi’s I'-convergence. Strictly speaking, we
use ['~-convergence, the one designed for convergence of minimum problems. We recall the
definition and the basic facts, referring to Dal Maso’s book [14] for a full account of this
theory. If (Y,d) is a metric space and f, : ¥ — [—o0,+0o0], f : Y — [—o0, +0o0] are lower
semicontinuous, we say that (f) I'-converges to f and write f =T — limy, fj, if:

(a) for any sequence (yp) C Y convergent to y € Y, one has liminfy, f1,(yn) > f(v);
(b) for ally € Y there exists (y,) C Y convergent to y and satisfying lim supy, fn(yn) < f(y).

It is immediate to check that I'-convergence is invariant by additive constant perturbations. In
addition, (a) yields that f +— inf 4 f is lower semicontinuous w.r.t. I'-convergence for any open
set A C Y, while (b) yields that f — ming f is upper semicontinuous w.r.t. I-convergence
for any compact set K C Y. If Y is compact we can choose A = K =Y to obtain

r— 1 = = li i = min f. 2.14
o = e (214

We need one more property of I'-convergence: if Y is separable, then any sequence of lower
semicontinuous maps fj, : ¥ — [~00, +00] admits a I'-convergent subsequence f,x). To see
this, let  be a countable basis of open sets of ¥ and extract with a diagonal argument a
subsequence h(k) such that infy fiy) has a limit in [~oo,+oc] for all U € %. Then, the
function

f(y):= sup lim inf fj, yey
Usy,Uew k—o0 U

provides the I-limit of fj ).



Lemma 2.3 (Compactness of Kantorovich potentials). Consider probability densities o, n =
fmy = fom € Po(X) satisfying the following conditions:

(a) o has compact support;
(b) fn — f m-a.e. in X and sup,, fo(x)(1 + d?(x,20)) € LY(X, m) for some z9 € X.

Suppose there exist C > 0 and Kantorovich potentials o, = ¢t relative to (n,, o) in the sense
of Definition 2.1, satisfying

lon(z)] < C(1 + d*(z,m0)) Vze X (2.15)

and
Yp =—00 onX \suppo and Y,(x)<CVxeX. (2.16)

Then there exist a subsequence n(k) and a Kantorovich potential ¢ = ¢ of the transportation
problem relative to (n,0) such that ) — ¢ pointwise. In addition (2.15) is fulfilled by ¢
and ¢ < C.

Proof. Since X is separable, by the compactness properties of I'-convergence we can assume
with no loss of generality that —1),, I'-converges as n — oo, and we shall denote by — its
I-limit. Observe that, since by definition of I'-convergence for every x € X there exists a
sequence x, — z such that —,(z,) — —(x), ¥ still satisfies (2.16).

By the invariance of I'-convergence under continuous additive perturbations we get

1 2 . . 1 2
<2d (x,-) — w) =T - nh_)n(r)lo (2d (z,-) — ¢n> Vz € X. (2.17)
Because of (2.16) and of the compactness of supp o, we can use (2.14) to get
() = min (e, ) — ) = min ( 3&°() ) = ola) (218)
¢n(r) = min { d*(z, n min | Sd*(z, = p(x), .

where the last equality has to be understood as the definition of ¢(x). Obviously (2.15) is
fulfilled by ¢, so that ¢ € L'(X, fm). In connection with v, obviously its positive part is
o-integrable.

Now we claim that ¢ = ¢ is a Kantorovich potential for the limit transportation problem
(fm,o0); we have to prove that

/gpd(fm)+/ ¢d021W22(fm,o—), (2.19)
X X 2

since this inequality provides at the same time also integrability of the negative part of .
Since by assumption ¢, = 1% is a Kantorovich potential for (f,m, o), we already know that

[ endttm) + [ vuda = JW3(fum.0). (220)
X X

Using (b) it is immediate to check the weak convergence of f,m to fm, so that (see for instance
Proposition 2.5 in [1])
W2(fm,o) < liminf W2(f,m,0). (2.21)
n



Moreover, using (b) and (2.15), the dominated convergence theorem gives

[ endttam) > [ paism) (222)
X X
Finally, by the very definition of I'-limit we have

—1(z) = inf {lim inf —, ()| 2 — l‘} < Iinrgi(gf —Pn ().

n—oo

Moreover, by assumption (2.16), —1,, > —C. Hence Fatou’s lemma gives

lim sup/ Y do < / Y do. (2.23)
n—oo JX X
Putting together (2.20), (2.21), (2.22) and (2.23) we get (2.19) as desired. O

Let us close this section by discussing the geodesic structure of (P2(X), Wa), see [1,
Theorem 2.10] or [24]. If pg, p1 € P2(X) are connected by a constant speed geodesic i in
(P2(X),Ws), then there exists w € F?(Geo(X)) with (e;)y = p; for all ¢ € [0, 1] and

W5 (s, 1) =/

&2 (e, ) dre() = (5 — 1)? / 2(y)dn(y) Vs te o],
Geo(X)

Geo(X)

where ¢(y) = d(70,71) is the length of the geodesic 7. The collection of all the measures
7 with the above properties is denoted by OptGeo(p, 11). The measure 7 is not uniquely
determined by i, unless (X, d) is non-branching. The relation between optimal geodesic plans

and optimal Kantorovich plans is given by the fact that v := (eg,eq)y7 is optimal whenever
m € OptGeo(pg, fi1).

2.3 Gradient flows

In this section we review the notions of gradient flows in the metric sense, in the EV [ sense
and in the classical sense provided, in Hilbert spaces, by the theory of monotone operators.

Let (Y,dy) be a complete and separable metric space and K € R. We say that £ : Y —
RU{+o0} is K-geodesically convex if for any yo, y1 € D(E) there exists v € Geo(Y") satisfying
Y0 = Y0, 71 = y1 and

K
E(n) < (1=E(yo) +tE(y) — (1 = )dy-(yo, 1) for every t € [0,1].
Definition 2.4 (Metric formulation of gradient flow). Let E : Y — R U {400} be a K-

geodesically convex and l.s.c. functional. We say that a locally absolutely continuous curve
[0,00) 3ty € D(E) is a gradient flow of E starting from yo € D(E) if

b1 I
Blw) = Blo) + [ 3linf + 510" B dr vezo (224)

Next we recall a stronger formulation of gradient flows, introduced and extensively studied
in [2], [15].

10



Definition 2.5 (Gradient flows in the EV Ik sense). Let E :' Y — R U {+oc0} be a lower
semicontinuous functional, K € R and (0,00) > t — y € D(E) be a locally absolutely
continuous curve. We say that (y¢) is a K-gradient flow for E in the Evolution Variational
Inequalities sense (or, simply, it is an EV g gradient flow) if for any z € Y we have

d d2(y, 2)

T + gd%(yt, 2)+ E(y:) < E(2) for a.e. t € (0,00). (2.25)

If ltig]l yt = yo € D(E), we say that the gradient flow starts from yg.

Notice that the derivative in (2.25) exists for a.e. ¢ > 0, since ¢ — dy(y, z) is locally
absolutely continuous in (0, 00).

We recall some basic and useful properties of gradient flows in the EV Ik sense, see
Proposition 2.22 in [4]; we also refer to [2, Chap. 4] for more results. In particular, we
emphasize that the maps S; : yo — y: that at every yy associate the value at time ¢ > 0
of the unique K-gradient flow starting from g give raise to a continuous semigroup of K-
contractions according to (2.26) in a closed (possibly empty) subset of Y.

Proposition 2.6 (Properties of gradient flows in the EV I sense). Let Y, E, K, y; be as in
Definition 2.5 and suppose that (y;) is an EV Ik gradient flow of E starting from yo. Then:

(i) If yo € D(E), then y; is also a metric gradient flow, i.e. (2.24) holds.

(ii) If (y;) is another EV Ik gradient flow for E starting from go, then

dy (e, 5t) < e Ktdy (3o, 7o) (2.26)

In particular, EV I gradient flows uniquely depend on the initial condition.

(iii) Existence of EV Ik gradient flows starting from any point in D C'Y implies existence
starting from any point in D.

If (Y,dy) is a Hilbert space with distance induced by the scalar product, the gradient
flow of a lower semicontinuous functional E : Y — R U {+o0} can also be defined as a locally
absolutely continuous map y; : (0,00) — H satisfying

d
L € —0 E(y) for a.e. t >0, ltiir(r)l Yy =y in H, (2.27)

where the Frechet subdifferential 0~ E(y) is defined by

0" E(y) = {f € H : liminf Bly) - ffg_ &y -5, o} . (2.28)

Under a K-convexity assumption the subdifferential can be equivalently defined
— / / K 2 / /
0"E(y) =8 H: B(y) 2 E(y) + &y —y) + 5dy(y.y) forally e Hp.  (2.29)

Differentiating the squared distance in (2.25) yields that the EV Ik formulation and (2.27)
are equivalent in the Hilbert setting, for K-convex functionals.

11



3 Weak gradients and weighted Cheeger energies

In this section we recall the main results of the theory of weak gradients as developed by
the first two authors with Savaré in [3], emphasizing the connections with the points of view
developed by Cheeger in [10], Koskela-MacManus in [23] and Shanmugalingam in [30]. We
prove in Theorem 3.6 the equivalence of weak gradients defined with reference measures n
and m, under suitable assumptions on the density of n w.r.t. m. We introduce in (3.6)
the weighted Cheeger energy Ch, and show in Theorem 3.9 that, under the assumptions of
Theorem 3.6, Ch, is quadratic whenever Ch is quadratic.

In the next two definitions we consider test plans and “Sobolev” functions with respect to
a reference nonnegative Borel measure n in X, finite on bounded sets. In the sequel we shall
denote by M this class of measures, including both probability measures and our reference
measure m.

Definition 3.1 (Test plan). We say that m € Z(C([0,1]; X)) is a 2-test plan relative to
ne M if:

(i) m is concentrated on AC?([0,1]; X) and the 2-action of m is finite:
1
Ao () = // 4|2 dt dre () < oo,
0

(11) There exists C > 0 such that (e;)ym < Cn for all t € [0, 1].

The following definition is inspired by the Heinonen-Koskela’s concept [21] of upper gra-
dient, that we now illustrate. A Borel function G : X — [0, o0] is an upper gradient of a Borel
function f: X — R if

b
Fm) = Fa)] < / G (2)is] ds

for any absolutely continuous curve v : [a,b] — X. Since the inequality is invariant under
reparameterization one can also reduce to curves defined in [0, 1].

Let ¥(X) be the set of continuous parametric curves C' C X with finite length, where
curves equivalent under reparameterization are identified. Recall that any such curve C' can
be written as v([0,¢]), where ¢ is the length of C' and v : [0,¢] — X is Lipschitz with |§| =1
a.e. in [0,£]. We shall denote by i : AC?([0,1]; X) — ¥ (X) the natural surjection.

Recall also that the the 2-modulus of I' C ¥(X) is defined by

Modg o(I") := inf {/ g*dn: g: X — [0,00] Borel, /g > 1 forall vy € F} . (3.1)
X 0l

Shanmugalingam proved in [30] that functions with an upper gradient in L?(X,n) are abso-
lutely continuous along Mods y-a.e. curve in %'(X). We also recall the following simple con-
sequence of (3.1): for any Mods z-negligible set I' there exist Borel functions 75, : X — [0, 00]
satisfying [ x T%L dn — 0 and f7 rp = oo for all v € T'. Also, the inequality

1/2
MOd?m({73 /gzt})gl(/ den> t>0
v t\Jx

immediately yields that functions in L?(X, m) have a finite integral on + for Modg y-a.e. 7.
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Definition 3.2 (The space 82 and weak upper gradients). Let f : X - R, G : X — [0, 00]
be Borel functions. We say that G is a 2-weak upper gradient relative to n of f if

1
Fin) — Flo)] < / Glr)lislds < oo for m-a.e. 4

for all 2-test plans 7 relative to n.

We write f € 82 if f has a 2-weak upper gradient in L*(X,n). The 2-weak upper gradient
relative to n with minimal L?(X,n) norm (the so-called minimal 2-weak upper gradient) will
be denoted by | D fluyn-

Remark 3.3 (Sobolev regularity along curves). A consequence of 82 regularity is (see Propo-
sition 5.7 in [3]) the Sobolev property along curves, namely for any 2-test plan 7 relative to
n the function ¢ — f(v;) belongs to the Sobolev space W1(0,1) and

CHaI<IDflul] ae in (0,1)

for m-a.e. v. Conversely, assume that g is Borel nonnegative, that for any 2-test plan 7 the
map t + f(;) is WH1(0,1) and that

CHI < g0l ae in (0,1

for mw-a.e. 7. Then, the fundamental theorem of calculus in W1(0, 1) gives that g is a 2-weak
upper gradient of f. |

Because of the absolute continuity condition (e;)ym < n imposed on test plans, it is
immediate to check that the property of being in 82, as well as |Df|,n, are invariant under
modifications of f in n-negligible sets. Furthermore, these concepts are easily seen to be local
with respect to n in the following sense: if f € 82 then f € 8121, for all measures n’ = nL B
with B C X Borel, and |Df|yw < |Df|wn n'-a.e. on B: this is due to the fact that test plans

relative to n’ are test plans relative to n. Conversely,
fe SER with ng := nL Bg(zo), s%p/X \Df|12”,nR dng <oo = fc82 (3.2)

This is due to the fact that any curve is bounded, hence any test plan 7 relative to n can
be monotonically approximated by test plans concentrated on curves contained in a bounded
set.

Another property we shall need is the locality with respect to f, see [6] for the simple
proof.

Proposition 3.4 (Locality). Let fi, fo : X — R Borel and let G1, G € L*(X,n) be 2-weak
upper gradients of f1, fo relative to n respectively. Then

él o G on {f1 # fa};
‘ min{G1,G2} on {f1 = fo}

is a 2-weak upper gradient of fi. In particular, by minimality we get

|Df1’w,n = |Df2 w,n n-a.e. on {fl = fg} (33)
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Weak gradients share with classical gradients many features, in particular the chain rule
[3, Proposition 5.14]

IDO(flwn = &' (N)IDflon  n-ae in X (3.4)

for all ¢ : R — R Lipschitz and nondecreasing on an interval containing the image of f. By
convention, as in the classical chain rule, ¢/(f) is arbitrarily defined at all points z such that
¢ is not differentiable at z, taking into account the fact that |D f|,, = 0 n-a.e. on this set of
points.

In the sequel we shall adopt the conventions

IDflw = |Dflwm, §%:=82. (3.5)

In Theorem 3.5 below we analyze in detail, the behaviour of | D f|,.» and 82 under modifica-
tions of the reference measure n.

Theorem 3.5. The following properties hold:

(a) If n € M and I' C ¢(X) is Modgn-negligible, then any Borel set I c AC?([0,1]; X)
such that i(T") C T is mw-negligible for any 2-test plan m relative to n. In addition, for
any Borel and n-negligible set N C X the following holds:

Modgn ({7 € €(X) : /

v

(b) If either n € P(X) and f € 82, orn € M and f € 82N LY(X,n), there exist ¢, €
Lipy(X) N L*(X,n) satisfying ¢n, — f n-a.e. in X and |D¢n| — |Dflwn in L?(X,n).

(c) If either n € P(X) and f € 82, orn € M and f € 82N LY(X,n), then there exists
a Borel function f coinciding with f out of an n-negligible set and having an upper
gradient in L?(X,n); in addition, there exist upper gradients G, of f converging to
IDflwn in L*(X,n).

Proof. (a) The first statement is a simple consequence of Holder inequality, see [3, Re-
mark 5.3]. The second one follows just by taking the function g identically equal to oo
on N and null out of N in (3.1).

(b) Using the chain rule (3.4) we reduce the proof to the case of nonnegative functions f.
If f belong to L?(X,n) the existence of ¢, is one of the main results of [3], see Theorem 6.2
therein. In the general case we approximate f by the truncated functions fy = min{f, N}
and use the chain rule again to show |Dfy|wn — |Df|wn in L2(X,n). Then, a diagonal
argument provides the result.

(c) This is part of the theory developed by Koskela-MacManus in [23] and Shanmu-
galingam in [30]: if f, — f n-a.e. and G,, are upper gradients of f,, weakly convergent to G
in L2(X,n), then we can find a Borel function f equal to f n-a.e. and a Borel function G
equal to G n-a.e. such that G satisfies the upper gradient property relative to f along Mods ;-
almost every curve. In our case when f € 82 we may apply statement (b) with G = |Dfl|yn
and choose f, = ¢, to find f and G. Then, denoting by I' the set of curves where the upper
gradient property fails and considering

[4]dt > 0}) = 0.
1 N)

Gy = é—l—rh,

where r, € L?(X,n) satisfy [, r7idn — 0 and f7 re = oo for all v € T, we obtain upper
gradients G, of f approximating |D |, in L?(X,n). O
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Theorem 3.6 (Change of reference measure). Assume that p = gm € Po(X) with g €
L*>(X,m) and |D\/g|w € L*(X,m). Then:

(a) f € 8% and |Df|y € L3(X, p) imply f € S?) and |Dflwp = |Dflw p-a.e. in X;
(b) logg € 82 and |D10g glw,, = |Dglw/g p-a.e. in X.

Proof. (a) Thanks to the locality properties with respect to m stated after Definition 3.2 (see
in particular (3.2)) we can reduce ourselves to the case when m(X) = 1. Since the statement
is invariant under modification of f and g in m-negligible sets, by Theorem 3.5(b) we can
assume that /g and f are absolutely continuous along Modz n-almost every curve in ¢(X);
even more, we can assume that f has an upper gradient H with [ H 2dm < oo.

Let us prove first the inequality |Df|w , < |Df|w p-a.e. in X. By a truncation argument
we can assume with no loss of generality that f is bounded; under this assumption we can
find bounded Lipschitz functions ¢,, with |D¢,| — |Df|, in L?(X,m). Since g is bounded
it follows that |D¢,| — |Df|, in L?*(X, p); we can now use the stability properties of weak
upper gradients [3, Theorem 5.12] to obtain that [Df|, , < |Dfle p-a.e. in X.

In order to prove the converse inequality |Dflw, > |Df|w p-a.e. in X, we consider a
function f coinciding with f p-a.e. in X and an upper gradient L of f with [L?dp < oc.
The converse inequality follows by letting L — |Df]y,, in L*(X, p), if we are able to show

that .
Li(x) = {H'(SC) ?fg(fv) =0;
min{H(x), L(x)} if g(x) >0,

is a 2-weak upper gradient of f relative to m. More precisely, we will prove that the upper
gradient inequality with L; in the right hand side holds along Mods y-almost every curve.
We notice first that

Fouey) ~ Fowll < [ 2

.

along Modg n-a.e. curve 7 satisfying inf, g > 0 (here we are using the invariance under
reparameterization, selecting the arclength one, with ¢(vy) equal to the length of «). Indeed,
by definition of 2-modulus, the set

{VECK(X): inf g > 0, /L:oo}
K gl

is not only Mods ,-negligible, but also Mods y-negligible. If we write the upper gradient
inequality in averaged form

1
el(v)

and use Theorem 3.5(a) with the m-negligible set N = {f # f} N {g > 0}, we may replace f
with f in the previous inequality. Now we use the absolute continuity of f along Mods n-a.e.
curve and pass to the limit along a sequence ¢ | 0 to get

el(y) B ' 1
A \ﬂMwﬂ—ﬂ%Whg/Lxmhe<2
Y

wa—ﬂ%HS/L

Y

along Mods m-a.e. curve v : [a,b] — X with inf, g > 0.
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The set of curves v € €(X) containing a subcurve 7' : [a,b] = X with inf, g > 0 and
|f(w) — fO0)| > f,y/ L is Mody m-negligible as well. If v does not belong to this set and
f o~y is absolutely continuous, it is immediate to check (recall that g is continuous along
Modg n-almost every curve) that its derivative is bounded a.e. by Lq o~|¥|, whence the upper
gradient inequality along  follows.

(b) We consider the functions f. = log(g + €). Since |Dgl|2,/g? € L*(X, p) it is immediate
to check that all functions f; satisfy the assumption in (a), hence f. € 8/2) and |Dfc|w, =
|Dfelw = |Dglw/(g +€) p-a.e. in X. We can now pass to the limit as € | 0 and use again
the stability of weak upper gradients to get |Df|w,, < |Dglw/g p-a.e. in X. The converse
inequality follows by the chain rule (3.4) with ¢(s) := log(e® + 1):

‘Dg‘w
g+1

= |Df1|w,p = ¢,(f)|Df’w,p = ggﬁ’Dﬂw,p
L]

Remark 3.7. Notice that for the validity of (a) it suffices, as the proof shows, the existence of
a nonnegative function § continuous along Modsy y-a.e. curve and satisfying m({g # g}) = 0.
|

We shall define Ch : L*(X,m) — [0, oc], Chy, : L}(X,n) — [0, 0] by

1

Ch(f) = ;

1
[ pfian gest (=g [ DML fest @0
with the conventions Ch(f) = oo on L}(X,m) \ 82, Chy(f) = co on L}(X,n)\ 82. We will
choose n, as explained in the introduction, to be probability measures.
We shall also denote, whenever Ch (resp. Ch,) is a quadratic form, by

£(1.9) = 3 (ChT+9)~Ch(f=9))  (resp. Enlf.g)i= 5(Chalf+9)~Chalf =) ) (T

the associated symmetric bilinear form, defined on 82 N LY(X, m) (resp. 82N L(X,n)).
Still under the assumption that Ch is quadratic, as in [4, Definition 4.13] (see also Gigli’s
work [17] for a more general, non-quadratic framework) we can define

i o f, g8 (3.8)

where the limit takes place in L'(X,m). Notice that G(f, f) = |[Df|? m-a.e. and that G(,-)
provides integral representation to £, namely

E(f,9) = /XG(f,g) dm.

The inequality |D(f+eg)[2, < (!Df\w+€|D9!w)2 = |Df|2,42¢|D f|w|Dglw+e?|Dgl|2, provides
the bound
|G(f,9)| < |Df|w|Dglw  m-a.e. in X. (3.9)

Also, locality of weak gradients gives
G(f.9)=G(f,g)  mae on{g=g} (3.10)

16



We will need a chain rule with respect to the second argument, see [4, Lemma 4.7] for the

/G@mmm:/d@QMMm (3.11)
X X

for all ¢ : R — R nondecreasing and Lipschitz on an interval containing the image of g,
with the same convention on the value of ¢'(g) mentioned in (3.4). Finally, we will need the
following lemma, whose proof is more delicate: it relies on the chain rule for G(-, ) also with
respect to the first factor and on the Leibniz rule with respect to the second factor (see [4]
for finite measures and [17, Proposition 4.20] for the general case).

simple proof:

Lemma 3.8. If Ch is quadratic, then G(-,-) is a symmetric bilinear form. In particular
[IDf)2gdm = [G(f, f)gdm is a quadratic form for any nonnegative g € L>°(X, m).

Theorem 3.9 (Weighted Cheeger energy). Assume that p = gm € Po(X) with g € L (X, m)
and Ch(,/g) < oo. If Ch is a quadratic form, then Ch, is a quadratic form and

Ep(logg,v) = E(g,¢) for all p : X — R Lipschitz with bounded support. (3.12)

Proof. By Theorem 3.6(a) and Lemma 3.8, Ch, is a quadratic form on bounded Lipschitz
functions with bounded support. By approximation Ch, is a quadratic form on bounded
Lipschitz functions and eventually, taking Theorem 3.5(b) into account, on L?(X, p).

Let f- = log(g + ¢) € 82. Then, using again the independence of weak gradients upon the
reference measure given by Theorem 3.6(a) and (3.11), we get

.. Ch (g0+5fa) 1 D( 90+5f€ |2 Dyl
Epenf) = lim 2 [ p

=1/G%ﬁ®—/G% )Y dm.

Passing to the limit as ¢ | 0 provides the result, since convergence of the right hand sides is
obvious, while convergence of the left hand sides can be obtained working in the vector space
H:=L*X,p)n 8/2) endowed with the scalar product

1
h, b ::/ hh dp' + &,(h, k') with p == —"——p.
< > X g ol ) P 1+log2gp

This is indeed a Hilbert space because Ch,, is easily seen to be lower semicontinuous (since a
truncation argument allows the reduction to sequences uniformly bounded in L>(X, p)) also
w.r.t. L?(X,p') convergence; moreover, clearly f- — f in L?(X, ) and since their norms are

uniformly bounded we have weak convergence in H. Finally g — &,(y,g) is continuous in
H. O

4 Existence of good geodesics

This section is devoted to the proof of the existence of geodesics in (H2(X), Wa) which are (at
least for some initial time interval) better than the ones given directly by the usual CD(K, co)
inequality given by Lott and Villani [25] and Sturm [32].
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Definition 4.1. We say that (X,d, m) is a CD(K, o) space if, for all po, p1 € D(Enty) (re-
call (2.2)) there exists a geodesic (ut) € Geo( (X)) which satisfies the convexity inequality

Entm () < (1~ 0)Entu(o) + (Entm(sn) — 511~ W3 (o) Ve 0,1 (41)

The idea of constructing good geodesics in C'D(K, N) spaces was recently used by Rajala
in [28] to study C'D(K, N) spaces with branching geodesics. There the initial motivation
was to obtain geodesics good enough so that the approach of [29] for proving local Poincaré
inequalities could be adapted to these spaces. Constructing geodesics by selecting midpoints
is a standard approach, see for example Gromov’s proof that the GH limit of length spaces
is a length space [20, Proposition 3.8].

Here we modify some of Rajala’s results [28] and [27] to the setting of this paper, repeating
with some details the arguments because on some occasions the adaptation is not trivial. The
version of these results which we will need in the later sections is the following.

Theorem 4.2. Let (X,d,m) be a CD(K,00) space and let po = pom, p1 = pim € D(Enty,).
Assume in addition that 1 has bounded support and density and that the density py satisfies

the growth-bound ,
po(z) < cre™ @ @m0)  ype X (4.2)

for some c1, co >0 and xg € X.
Then there exist tg € (0,1) and a geodesic (p) € Geo(P2(X)) between o, p1 satisfying
the convezity inequality (4.1) for all t € [0,1] and the density bound

sup ||pel oo (x,m) < 0. (4.3)
t€[0,to0]

In §4.1 we discuss the convexity of the entropy along intermediate measures formed using
an inductive process and prove existence of entropy minimizers. In §4.2 we review some result
of Rajala in [27] in CD*(K, N) spaces. In §4.3 we prove that the minimizers satisfy density
bounds by adapting Rajala’s result in [28]. Finally, in §4.4 we prove Theorem 4.2 using these
ingredients.

4.1 Intermediate measures and the existence of minimizers

The measures with minimal entropy will be selected from the set of all intermediate measures.
Recall that for any two measures po, p1 € P2(X) the set of all intermediate points (with a
parameter ¢t € (0, 1)), will be denoted by

Jie(po, 1) = {v € P2(X) + Walpo,v) = tWa(po, p1) and Wa(u1,v) = (1 — )Wa(po, 1) }-

It is not difficult to show that the set of ¢{-intermediate points is a convex and closed subset
of f@Q (X ),

Even though the selection process is countable, it will define the whole geodesic by com-
pletion. To get the convexity inequality (4.1) for all times we will then need the lower
semicontinuity of the entropy w.r.t. Wa-convergence (a direct consequence of (2.5) and of the
weak lower semicontinuity of Ent, in #(X) when n € Z(X)) and tightness estimates. Let
us now indicate how the first property of the good geodesics follows easily if we define the
geodesic by taking any intermediate point where (4.1) is satisfied.
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Proposition 4.3. Let ug, p1 € P2(X). Suppose that we have selected inductively at step
(n+ 1) measures pip € Je—s (s, pr) satisfying

(r—1t)

r—s)

Enty (ps) + HEntm(uT) —
where s < t < r and the times s and r are two consecutive timepoints in the set of times
where the measures have already been selected at step n.

Then (4.1) holds for all u; chosen at the (n + 1)-th step. In particular, if the closure of
the selected times is the whole interval [0,1], defining uy by completion, we have a geodesic
between po and py along which (4.1) holds.

~—

(r—1)

Ent <
nm(:ut)— T—S)

W22(,u5, ,Ur)>

K(t-s
2 (r—s

—
~—
—

Proof. Suppose that we have selected a measure p; € J(uo, p11) satisfying

K
Enty(u) < (1 —t)Enty (po) + tEnty (p1) — ?t(l — W3 (1o, 1)

and after it a measure p;5 € J5(po, p1¢) satisfying

B o1 = )W (o ).

Enty (pes) < (1 — s)Enty (po) + sEntm (1) — 55

Then for the measure p;s we also have ps € Jis(po, 1) and

Entm(pss) < (1 5)Entin(si0) + st (s) — 5-5(1 — )W (1o, )
< (1= 5)Butm(u) + 5 ( (1~ OBitm(o) + tEntnjr) ~ 01~ W3, )

K
- 5l - $)W3 (1o, 1t)

=((1—s)+s(1—1)) Entyn(po) + tsEnty(p1) — % (ts(1 —t) +t*s(1 — s)) W3 (1o, o)
(1 — t8)Bnte(1t9) + t5Ente (j11) — %ts(l — 1) W10, 11).

Therefore the claim holds for all the points ¢;. By the lower semicontinuity of the entropy it
then holds also for the closure. O

Now that we know from Proposition 4.3 that the first property of the geodesic in Theo-
rem 4.2 is easily satisfied we turn to the more difficult part of obtaining the density bound
(4.3). To do this we will not only select intermediate measures that satisfy (4.1), but measures
where the entropy is minimal. The obvious first step is then to prove that there indeed exist
such minimizers. In general the set J;(uo, p1), though closed, is not compact in (Z2(X), Wa).
However, when we consider a subset of J;(ug, 111) with the entropy bounded from above, we
have compactness. In particular, we therefore have the existence of minimizers.

Lemma 4.4. Let pg, p1 € P2(X). Then for all t € [0,1] there exists a minimizer of the
entropy in J¢(po, p1)-
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Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume the existence of v € J; (g, 1) with Enty (v) <
oo. We know that the entropy is lower semicontinuous and that J;(uo, 1£1) is closed. The claim
then follows if we are able to show that the set

K ={p € Ti(po, p1) : Entm(p) < Enty(v)} € Po(X)

is relatively compact in (H(X),W2). It suffices to prove that the set K is uniformly 2-
integrable and tight, see [2, Proposition 7.15]. Let us first prove the uniform 2-integrability
of the set J¢(up, u1). This follows from the fact that for any p € J;(po, p1) we have

[ Panaaus [ (el ) >0 ask oo
X\B(zo,k) X\B(z0,k/2)

since g, 1 € P2(X).

Let us next prove that X is tight. If m € &2(X) is defined as in (2.4), (2.5) shows that
SUpex Entg(p) is finite. Then, tightness of K is a simple consequence of the equi-integrability
of the densities w.r.t. m.

O

As a technical tool we will need the excess mass functional Fo: P2(X) — [0,1] which is
defined for all thresholds C' > 0 as

Fe(w) =1lp = C) iz xm + 1°(X), (4.4)

where 4 = pm + p® with p® L m. This functional, lower semicontinuous under weak conver-
gence, was used in [28] to obtain the first good geodesics in CD(K, N) spaces. The motivation
for using the excess mass functional is that its variations under perturbation of the minimizer
are easier to estimate, since one only cares about the amount of mass exceeding the threshold.

4.2 Localization in transport distance

As we will later see, the task of finding the first good intermediate measure between pg and
w1 is slightly more difficult than finding the rest of the geodesic. This is due to the fact that
after some p; with ¢ € (0,1) has been fixed we can consider the transport distances to be
essentially constant. This useful observation was made by Rajala in [27]. It follows from two
simple statements. First when one fixes an intermediate measure, the length of the curves
along which the transport is done gets fixed. This is the content of the next proposition which
was proved in [27, Proposition 1].

Proposition 4.5. Let po, 1 € P2(X) and to € (0,1). Suppose that there exist constants
0 <C; <Cy <0 and a measure ™ € OptGeo(pug, u1) with

Ci1 <l(y) <Cy for w-a.e. v € Geo(X). (4.5)
Then the bounds in (4.5) hold 7t-a.e. for any 7 € OptGeo(uo, 1) with (eq, )37 = (e4,)47r.

In order to use the previous proposition we will need another observation which is a simple
consequence of cyclical monotonicity (cf. Chapter 5 in Villani’s survey [34] for a review of
cyclical monotonicity). Namely, when we work on a part of the transport with some bounds
on the lengths of the curves, this part will not get mixed with other parts of the measure at
any intermediate time. For the proof of this fact see [27, Lemma 2.5].
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Lemma 4.6. Take 0 < (1 < (s < (O3 < Cy < 00 and define
Ai={y€Geo(X) : C1 <l(y) <Co} and Ay ={y€ Geo(X) : C5 <I(vy) < C4}.

Then for any m € OptGeo(po, 1) and any t € (0,1) there exists a Borel set E C Geo(X)
with 7w(E) = 0 such that

{(v,%) € (AL \ E) x (A2 \ E) : v =} = 0.

4.3 Density bounds for the minimizers

The information from the minimizers of the entropy and of the excess mass functional are
obtained with a contradiction argument. First we assume that there exists a minimizer which
does not have the desired density bound. After this we isolate the part of the minimizer where
the density bound is exceeded and redefine this part of the measure to be something slightly
better. If this new measure is again an intermediate point and we have strictly decreased the
energy we are minimizing (the entropy or the excess mass) we obtain a contradiction, so that
the minimizer must satisfy the density bound. To prove that we indeed get an intermediate
point we use the next lemma, whose proof relies on the joint convexity of (u,v) — W2 (u,v),
which was again proved by Rajala in [28, Lemma 3.5].

Lemma 4.7. Let ug, p1 € P2(X). Then for any X € (0,1), any ™ € OptGeo(po, 1), any
Borel function f: Geo(X) — [0,1] with ¢ = (f7)(Geo(X)) € (0,1) and any

v 3 (e (/) e ()

we have
(ex)s (1= f)m) + cv € In(po, ).

The first step which uses the minimization of the excess mass functional F¢ in (4.4) is
the same one that was taken in [28, Proposition 3.11]. We repeat some key points of the
proof for the convenience of the reader. In [28] the functionals F were minimized only in the
bounded case. A reduction to this case can be also made here and so the following proposition
which was proved in a slightly different form in [28, Proposition 3.9 and Proposition 3.11] will
suffice.

Proposition 4.8. Assume that (X,d) is a bounded metric space with a finite measure m. Let
vy, 1 € Po(X) and t € [0,1]. Suppose that there exists a constant C > 0 so that for any
7 € OptGeo(vp,v1) and A C X Borel with w(e; ' (A)) > 0 we have that for the measures
. 1 —1 ~ 1 —1
vy = ————(eo)s (7rl_et (A)) , U= ————(e1) (ﬂ'l_et (A)) (4.6)
7(e; ' (A)) 7 (ey ' (4))

there exists a measure U € J4(Dg, 1) with

Enty(7) < log . (4.7)

(e, ' (A))

Then there exists a minimizer u; of Fo in Iy(vo,v1) and the minimum value is zero, so that
we € m and its density is less than C' m-a.e. in X.
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Proof. Take a threshold C’ > C. Tt suffices to prove that the minimum of Fer in J¢ (v, 1) is
zero and then let C’ | C. Without loss of generality we may assume that all minimizers, whose
existence is ensured by tightness of J; (1, 1) in Z(X) and lower semicontinuity, are absolutely
continuous with respect to m. Indeed, suppose that there is a measure w € J; (v, 1) with a
singular part. Let A be an m-negligible Borel set where the singular part of w is concentrated.
By the assumption of the Proposition together with Lemma 4.7 we can then redefine the part
of w which is supported on A to be a measure having finite entropy. In particular it will be
absolutely continuous with respect to m. Since we are redefining only the singular part of w,
the value of the functional F does not increase after the redefinition.
Assume, contrary to the claim, that the infimum of Fer in J4(vp, 1) is positive. Denote
by Mmin C J¢(vp,v1) the set of minimizers of Fev in Iy (vo,v1). Applying the proof of [28,
Proposition 3.9] we see that the set My, is always nonempty. Take v € My, for which
O\
m({z e X : p,(x)>C"}) > <> sup m({z € X : py(z)>C'}), (4.8)
C’ wWEMmin
where v = p,m and w = p,m. Let w € OptGeo(vp, 1) be such that (e;)ym = v.
There exists > 0 so that

m(A) > <g,>2m(A’)
with
A={zeX : px)>C'} and A={zec A : p(x)>C" +}. (4.9)

From the assumption of the proposition we know the existence of a measure 7 = pm €
J¢(0, 1) with Enty(2) < log(C/v(A)), where £y and 2y are given by (4.6). By Jensen’s
inequality we then have

N

m((5 >0 > 44 > T > (g) () (4.10)

We can now consider a new measure o = pm defined as the combination

_ C’ )

vV = I/L(X\A) + ml/LA—F ml/
By Lemma 4.7 and the convexity of J; we have v € J;(vp,v1). Due to the definition (4.9)
we only redistribute some of the mass above the density C’ when we replace the measure v
by the measure U, so that 7 € Myi,. Let us calculate how much the excess mass functional

changes in this replacement:

J
For(v) = For (D) = min< C" — p,, ———v(A)pp dm.
o0)-Tow)= [ min {0~ a5
Because of the minimality of Fo» at v this integral must be zero. Therefore {p > 0}N{p, < C'}
is m-negligible. On the other hand, for any y € {6 > 0} N {p, > C'} we have p(y) > C’ (if
y € X \ A this is trivial, if y € A the second term in (4.11) gives a contribution larger than
C"). This, together with our choice (4.8) of v, leads to a contradiction:

(A)p. (4.11)

m({5 > C'}) > m({p > 0}) > (g) *m(4) > (g) sup m({py > C')).

WeMmin
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Next we make another minimization. This time for the entropy itself. A similar argument
was used in [27] to obtain good geodesics in metric spaces satisfying the reduced curvature
dimension condition CD*(K, N).

Proposition 4.9. Let pg, 1 € P2(X) and t € [0,1]. Suppose that there exists a constant
C > 0 so that for any ™ € OptGeo(uo, 1) and A C X Borel with w(e; ' (A)) > 0 we have
that for the restricted measures vy, 1 in (4.6) there exists a measure v € J;(fio, f11) satisfying
(4.7). Then for any minimizer [y, of the entropy in Ji(uo, 1) we have pipmiy, < Cm.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume ¢t € (0,1). Let v = pm be one of the
minimizers of the entropy in J¢(po, pt1), which by Lemma 4.4 we know to exist. By (4.7) with
A = X we know that Enty,(v) < co. We need only to show that Fo(v) = 0.

Let m € OptGeo(po,p1) be such that (e;)ym = v. Suppose now by contradiction that
Fo(v) > 0, let n > 0 be such that m({p > C + 2n}) > 0 and define

CVZ;WHP>C+HD—mGP>C+2ﬂNZO

Since 7 — g¢(7) := m({p > C + 7}) is nonincreasing, there exists § € (n,2n) such that
—¢'(6) < Cy. In particular, choosing § in this way and fixing xy € X, for ¢ € (0,1/3)
sufficiently small and R = R(¢) sufficiently large one has m(L') < m(L) + (1 + C1)¢, where

L={x € B(zo,R) : p(z)>C+0} and L'={zeX :p(x) >C+3— 3¢}

Let I' € Geo(X) be a cyclically monotone set on which 7 is supported. Fix 5 € T'Ne; ' (L)
and consider any v € I'N e, Y(L). Using cyclical monotonicity we get (similarly as in [34,
Theorem 8.22])

d2(707 71) < dQ(;Y()a ’71) + d2(707 ’71) < dz(ﬁ/Oa 71) + d2(’707 5’1)
< (d(y,m) + diam(L) +1(7))* + (d(y0, %) + diam(L) + 1(3))*
= ((1 = 1)? +1%) d*(v0,7) + 2(diam(L) + 1(3))d (70, 1) + 2(diam(L) + 1(7))*.
Since (1 —#)2 4+t2 =1 —2(1 — t)t < 1, the length of the geodesic v has a bound from above
given in terms of only diam(L) and (7). Hence the measure 7l e; ' (L) is supported in a

uniformly bounded set of curves.
We can use Proposition 4.8 with v; = (v(L)) ™ (e;)ywLe; '(L) to find a measure

b= med, ((eo)ﬁﬂ'l_etl(L) (el)ﬁﬂ'l_etl(L)>

v(L) v(L)

with p < C/v(L) m-a.e. in X.
Now consider a new measure © = pm defined as the combination

5 — C+0-9¢ ¢ .
v=vL(X\L)+ e VLL+C+5I/(L)I/.
By Lemma 4.7 we have v € J;(po, pt1)-
For x € L we have the estimates
R C+0—¢ ¢ - (C+6—9)p(z) +C¢
_ < .
p0) < S0 + D)) < e (4.12)
_ (C —p(x))¢ 6¢p
=+ < a5
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and Cis
>Cto=9

() > S plx) >C+—¢. (4.13)
For z € L' \ L we have
p(z) < p(x) + Ly(L)ﬁ(x) < p(z) + ¢ <CH+6+¢ (4.14)
- C+546 - C+9
and for x € X \ L’ we get
plx) < p(z) + ¢ v(L)p(z) < C+6— 3¢+ ¢ <C+6—2¢. (4.15)
- C+0 - C+6

Write Cy = CLMm(L). Let us estimate the change in the entropy when we replace v by
v: using the convexity inequality zlogz — ylogy < (z — y)(logx + 1) we can estimate from
above Enty, (7)) — Enty,(v) by

/(ﬁ—ﬂ)(logﬁ+1)dm=/(ﬁ—p)logﬁdm.
X X

Now, we set w := p—p, split X as LU (X \ L')U(L'\ L) and use the fact that w < 0 on L and
w > 0on X \ L, the inequalities (4.12), (4.13), (4.14), (4.15) and eventually the concavity of
log to get

/Lwlog(C—i-é—ng) dm-i—/

wlog(C+5—2¢)dm+/ wlog (C'+ 6 + ¢) dm
X\L/

I\L

= (log(C'—HS—(b)—log(C+5—2¢))/wdm+(log(0+5+¢)—log(C+5—2¢))/ wdm

L L\L

o
< _ _4) — _ _°Y
< —(log (C+d—¢)—log(C+6—20)) o 5m(L)

C
+ (log (C+ 8+ ¢) —log (C 4+ — 2¢)) Cfém(L’ \ L)
< — (log (C 43— ¢) —log (C + 6 — 2¢)) C26p + (log (C + 6 + ¢) — log (C + & — 2¢)) (1 + C1)¢?
¢ 2 39

< _ ___ 7
< C2¢C+(5—2¢+(1+Cl)¢ C+5—2¢<O
for small enough ¢ € (0,1/3). This contradicts the minimality of the entropy at v. O

4.4 Construction of the geodesic

Proof of Theorem 4.2. In this proof, to avoid a cumbersome notation, we switch to the exp
notation and set C1 := ||p1||o(x,m)- Let D > 0 be such that supp(u1) C B(zo, D). We will

prove the claim with
1

)

The geodesic is constructed as follows. First we fix the measure p, = prom € g, (10, 1) to
be a minimizer of the entropy in Ji,(uo, p1). After this we define the rest of the geodesic
for times t € (0,tp) inductively. Suppose that for some n € N we have defined fiz9-n;, for
all k = 0,1,...,2". Then for all odd k¥ € N with 0 < k& < 2""! we define Hpa—n—1g, tO

tog := min{%,
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be a minimizer of the entropy in J%(M(k_l)anfltO,/.L(k_;'_l)anfltO). We construct the geodesic
on the interval (to,1] in a similar way by iteratively selecting the midpoints with minimal
entropy. The rest of the geodesic is given by completion. Let @ € OptGeo(ug, 1) be such
that (e;)ym = py for all ¢ € [0, 1].

Since we are selecting minimizers of the entropy among all the possible intermediate
measures in a CD(K,co)-space, the selected measures satisfy the convexity inequality (4.1)
between the given endpoint measures. Therefore, by Proposition 4.3 the inequality (4.1) holds
for all t € [0, 1].

Let us then concentrate on the entropy estimates assumed in Proposition 4.8 and Propo-
sition 4.9. Let 7w € OptGeo(uo, 1) and A C X Borel with M := 71'(67;)1(14)) > 0, write

. . 1 _ . R 1 _
fip = pom = M(eg)ﬁ (7rl_et01(A)) and fip = pym = M(el)ﬁ (7rl_et01(A)) ,

and take a measure v € Jy (fio, 1) which satisfies the convexity inequality (4.1) between
these measures. Now, using (4.2), we have the estimate (with V(z) = d(z, z¢))

. . K~ S
Entm(u) < (1 — to)Entm (/Lo) + toEnty, (#1) + Tto(l — to)Wg (uo, /11)

ttog ($53) + (1= ta) [ n(o) (10w i) + 5D+ V() ) )

IN

o <§}> s /X pol) (log (%) — V3 (x) + K to(D* + V2(33))) dm(z)
< log (max{]\ilvcl}> + K~D? =log (max{Cl,cljjxp[KDg]> |

since K "tg < ¢o by the choice of tg. By Proposition 4.9 we then have the estimate
1pto |l Loo (x,m) < max{Ch1, c1}exp[K ™ D% < max{C1, ¢; }exp[(2K ™ + ¢3)D?] =: C.

Next we prove that for all ¢ € [0,tg] we have p; = pym with the estimate

pt(1) < Cexp[—%(l - tl;)(cz - K_tto)EQ('y)] for w-a.e. v € Geo(X). (4.16)

First of all the estimate (4.16) is true for ¢ = ¢o. For ¢ = 0 we have that, thanks to (4.2),
po(70) can be estimated from above by

crexp[—cad?(70, )] < crexp[—ca([¢(7)—D]")?] < crexp [—%252(’7)%21?2} < Cexp(—%ﬁ(’v))

and so (4.16) holds also at t = 0.

Suppose that for some n € N the estimate (4.16) holds for all ¢ = k27 "ty with k =
0,1,...,2". Take an odd integer k with 0 < k < 27!, Our aim is to prove (4.16) for
t = k27" 1.

Let [ € (0,00) and € > 0 be such that we have M = w({y : [ <I(7) <1+¢€}) > 0. Then
by Proposition 4.5 we know that any measure

7 € OptGeo (Z\;(eo)ﬁﬂ'l_{’y 1< U(y) <l+¢€}, ]\g(el)ﬁwl_{'y L <U(y) <1+ e})
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is concentrated on geodesics with lengths in the interval [I,] + €]. On the other hand, by
Lemma 4.6 we know that

(erg-n—14)7 L (exg-n-140)gm LAy : £(7) & [I,1 + €] and ypo-n-14, € A}.

Therefore, in proving (4.16) we may separately deal with the parts of the measure where
all the geodesics have lengths in an interval [/,1+¢€]|. Take now a Borel set A C X such that for
the measure & = wlL{y : [ < /l(y) <1+ € and y4o-n-14, € A} we have M = #(Geo(X)) > 0.

Suppose that the measure

. 1 .1 .
Ve 9% <M(e(k1)2—“—1to)ﬁ7r M(e(kﬂ)?—"—lto)ﬁ”)

satisfies the convexity inequality (4.1). Then

~

_ 1 ] o .
Entm(u) < iEntm(M 1(e(k_1)27n71t0)ﬁ77) + iEntm(M 1(e(k+1)27n71t0)ﬁﬂ')

+?W22 (M_l(e(k—l)zfnflto)ufraM_l(e(kﬂ)rnflto)ﬁﬁ')

1. C 1 o ~ e
< glog— — (1= (k=12 D(ea — K~ (k —1)27""12)1?)
thig SNk 2 Y e - K )2 2R
2% T 0
P

1 K-
= log AC; — 5((1 — k27" ) (e — KT k2712)1%) + ?2*2%3(25 + €)e.

Proposition 4.9 then gives

1 t K~
pe(ye) < C’exp[—§(1 - t—)(cQ — K ttg)l% + ?2_2”153(2[ + €)e]
0
for w-a.e. v € Geo(X) with ¢(y) € [I,l + ¢]. By letting € | 0 we then obtain (4.16) for
t= k‘2in71t0.
Notice that the estimate (4.16) gives ps(vy) < Cexp[—3(1 —
for all ¢ € [0,to] for m-a.e v € Geo(X), which is equivalent to (4.3

)(c2 — K™ tto)l*(7)] < C
]

t
to
).
5 Convergence results

This section is devoted to the proof of some auxiliary convergence results. The first one deals
with entropy convergence. Recall the notation V(x) = d(z, z).

Lemma 5.1. Let f,m, fm be positive finite measures in X. If f,, 1 f m-a.e. and ffV2 dm <
oo, then

/ fnlog frdm — / flog fdm. (5.1)
X b's

The same conclusion holds if f, | f m-a.e. and [ f1V?dm < cc.
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Proof. Assume first that m is a finite measure. Let us first consider the case f, T f. Observe
that the function ¢ — tlogt is decreasing on [0,e~!] and increasing on [e™!,00); we write it
as the difference ¢ — ¢o, with

-1 if t € [0, L]; —1_tlogt iftelo,l];
or(t) =4 © [176]’ dot) == e B [178]’
tlogt ift> <, 0 ift> <.

Notice that ¢; are nondecreasing and bounded from below. Therefore we can apply the
monotone convergence theorem for [ ¢;(f,)dm to conclude. In the case f, | f the argument
is the same.

In the general o-finite case we use (2.5) to reduce ourselves to the previous case, noticing
that our assumptions on f, imply [ fuV2dm — i fV2dm < cc. O

Recall that, according to Definition 3.2 and (3.5), the space 82 consists of m-measurable
functions having a weak upper gradient in L?(X,m).

Lemma 5.2. Let 29 € X, p = fm, 0 = gm € Po(X) with f(x) < cre~2¥@20) for some
c1, 2 > 0, infg ey f > 0 for all R > 0 and g € L*(X,m) with bounded support. Let
7 € OptGeo(u, o) be a good geodesic given by Theorem 4.2. Then:

(1) For h € 82 satisfying |Dh|, € L*(X, ) and
|Dh|2(z) < C(1+d*(z,20)) for any x € B (x0) (5.2)

for some C; R, > 0, the following holds (understanding the integrals on Geo(X))

2
limn sup / ’h(zt) h(0)
VYt

2
it =0 () < [ 1D 0) (). 5.3

(2) For all Kantorovich potentials ¢ relative to (u,o) with |Dp| having linear growth one
has

i 00200 4y G002 o) i 220, X)) (5)

Proof. (1) Call f; the density of (e;)ym, i.e. (e;)ym = fym; we know that for ¢ > 0 sufficiently
small, say ¢t € (0,tg), f; exists and there exists a constant C, such that f; < C, m-a.e. in X
for all t € (0,%p). By definition of weak upper gradient, for any ¢t € (0,%y) and m-a.e. 7y one
has

o) = ) 2 (J5 Dk ulds) Ry
d(:70) B d2(v¢,70)
therefore applying twice Fubini’s theorem and using the identity (e;);7 = fym we get

e an < [ (3 [ 1o ) axtor = [ (%[ ae) 1om a

(5.5)
The conclusion of the lemma follows once the following claim is proved:
: I 2 2
lim — [ fsds ) |Dhl;,dm = [ |Dhl; fdm. (5.6)
10 Jx \t Jo X
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In order to prove the claim we use both the uniform L*° estimates on f; and the 2-
uniform integrability of V2 w.r.t. fym. Notice first that the local boundedness of f~! implies
|Dh|? € LY(Bgr(x0), m) for all R > 0; moreover

fi = (1 /t fsds) — f in duality with L'(Bg(zo), m). (5.7)
0

t
Indeed the weak convergence fym — fm implies the weak convergence of f; to f in the duality
with Cy(Br(z0)); then (5.7) follows by the uniform L*° bound on f;. Second, observe that
(5.2) gives

_ _ Cc [t
/ f:|Dh|? dm—/ f:|Dh|2 dm| < / / (1+ d*(z, z0)) fs dmds (5.8)
X Br(zo) t Jo % (z0)
— 0 as R — oo uniformly in t € (0,t);

the second line comes from the observation that the geodesic (fsm) sefo,1] is a compact subset
in (Z2(X), Wa), hence tight and 2-uniformly integrable (see [2, Proposition 7.1.5]). The claim
(5.6) follows then combining (5.8) and (5.7).
(2) Observe we are under the assumptions of the Metric Brenier Theorem 10.3 in [3], therefore
there exists a Borel function L satisfying L(vy) := d(90,71) for m-a.e. 7 € Geo(X) and, in
addition,

|Dy|w(x) = |DT|(x) = L(z) for m-a.e. z € X. (5.9)

It trivially follows that for m-a.e. v € Geo(X)

for every t € (0,1).

d(70, ¥
IDilu(r0) = d(r0, ) = 2007

The missing part is the L? convergence of difference quotients, proved and stated in [3] under
a different set of assumptions: we adapt the argument to our case, where |Dy| has linear
growth. Since by optimality we have for mw-a.e. v that

c d?(v0, 11 . d?(y, M
¢(v0) + (M) = (2) ©(ve) + () < (;)
we get with a subtraction that
1—(1—1t)? 2t —t2
(o) — () = (2)d2(’70,71) =3 d?(y9,71) for mw-a.e. .

Therefore, dividing both sides by d(y¢,v0) = td(y1,70), for w-a.e. v one has

i inf ©(v0) — @(7t)
40 d(70, V)

On the other hand, by definition of ascending slope

> d(70,m) = [D¢lw(0)- (5.10)

©(10) — (1)

lim sup < |D* . 5.11
110 d<707 P)/t) ’ ‘P‘(’YO) ( )

So, combining (5.9) and (5.10) with (5.11) we get
limM = |Dy|w(v) for m-a.e. 7. (5.12)

tlo d(v0,m)
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Now we claim that

#(0) — p()

— |Doply o€ weakly in L?(Geo(X), 7). 5.13

Since by assumption |De| has linear growth, by part (1) of the present lemma we have

limsup/ ‘80(’07'0()7; e(e)

2
dn < [ 1Dgf ) dr. (5.14)
tl0 Vt)

If ¥ is a weak limit point of the difference quotients as ¢ | 0, by Mazur’s lemma a sequence
of convex combinations of these difference quotients strongly converges in L?(Geo(X), ) to
1. Since a further subsequence converges m-a.e., from (5.12) we obtain that ¢ = |[Dty|. By
weak compactness, the claim follows.

We conclude by observing that the lower semicontinuity of the norm under weak conver-
gence together with (5.14) ensure convergence of the L?(Geo(X), ) norms. Since in Hilbert
spaces weak convergence and convergence of the norms give strong convergence, the lemma
is proved. O

Our third result deals with weak convergence in the weighted Cheeger space: it will be
applied to sequences of Kantorovich potentials. In this and in the next lemma we assume
that Ch is quadratic, so that by Theorem 3.9 Ch, is quadratic whenever n = gm € (X))
with g € L*°(X, m) and with Ch(,/g) < co. Recall that &, denotes, according to (3.7), the
bilinear form associated to Ch,,.

Lemma 5.3. Let (X,d,m) have a quadratic Cheeger energy. Let n = gm € P5(X) with
g € L™(X, m) and Ch(\/g) < oo. Consider a sequence (f,) C 8* with

Sup/ |Dfn|? dn < oo, sup | ful(x) < C(1 4 d*(z, z0)), (5.15)
neNJXx neN

and assume that f, — f m-a.e. in X. Then
Jlim &, (fn,logg) = &(f,logg). (5.16)

Proof. We argue as in Theorem 3.9. Let us consider the weighted measure

1

and the corresponding weighted Sobolev space H := L?(X,7) N 8727, endowed with the scalar
product

gV = /X Fadii+ &,(f,9).

Observe that, since L?(X,7) is a Hilbert space, in order to check the completeness of the
norm || - || induced by this scalar product it is enough to check the lower semicontinuity
of || - || with respect to strong convergence in L?(X,7); but this is clear since Ch,, is lower
semicontinuous with respect to L?(X,n) convergence and, on sequences uniformly bounded
in L>(X,n), the finiteness of n turns L?(X,7) convergence into L?(X,n) convergence. By
a truncation argument one obtains that Ch,, is L?(X, 7j)-lower semicontinuous. We conclude
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that (H, (-,-)m) is a Hilbert space (it is even separable, see [4, Proposition 4.10], but we shall
not need this fact in the sequel).

Now since n € Z(X), from the second assumption (5.15) and dominated convergence we
have that f, — f strongly in L?(X,7). On the other hand, the first assumption in (5.15)
implies that ||f,|z is bounded. By reflexivity if follows that f, — f weakly in H. The
conclusion follows by noticing that, since Ch(,/g) < oo, the map

h — &,(h,logg)
is linear and continuous from H to R. O

In this last result we estimate how much &,(log g, ¢) changes under modifications of the
density g of p.

Lemma 5.4. Let n = gm, 1’ = g'm € P5(X) with g, ¢ € L>(X,m) and Ch(,/g), Ch(\/¢")
finite. Let o : X — R be a locally Lipschitz function whose gradient has linear growth. Then,
setting E := {g # ¢'}, one has

€,(log g, ) — Ey(log g', o) (5.17)

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
(Liovakam) ([ ipetan) "+ ([ ipvazan) ([ ipegar)
E E E E

Proof. By Lemma 5.3 we can assume, by a simple approximation argument, that ¢ has
bounded support. Under this assumption the quantity to be estimated reduces, thanks to
(3.12) and (3.10), to

‘ [ e - Gous dm‘ ‘ [ cten G(so,g'>dm' < [ (1Dga|Delu+Dd |l Dol) dm

and, after dividing and multiplying by /g and /¢, we can use Hélder’s inequality to provide
the result. 0

6 Equivalence of the different formulations of RCD(K, o)

In this section we prove the following result, extending Theorem 1.1 to o-finite metric measure
spaces.

Theorem 6.1. Let (X,d,m) be a metric measure space with (X,d) complete, separable, m
finite on bounded sets and with suppm = X. Then the following properties are equivalent.

(i) (X,d,m) is a CD(K,o0) space and the semigroup i on Po(X) is additive.
(ii) (X,d, m) is a CD(K, ) space and Ch is a quadratic form on L*(X,m).

(iii) (X,d,m) is a length space, (2.3) holds and any p € Po(X) is the starting point of an
EV Ik gradient flow of Enty,.

Any metric measure space (X,d,m) satisfying these assumptions and one of the equivalent
properties (i), (i), (i) will be called (o-finite) RCD(K,c0) space.
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Here 7 is the Wh-gradient flow of Enty,, according to Definition 2.4 (which is known to
exist and to be unique for any given initial datum in D(Enty), see [16] and [3]), while h;
stands for the gradient flow of Ch in L?(X, m) (or, equivalently, the EV Iy gradient flow).

Note that the implications (i) to (ii) and (iii) to (i) were already proved by the first two
authors with Savaré in [4], because the same proof works in the o-finite setting. The key
implication from (ii) (or (i)) to (iii) is given by the derivative of quadratic optimal transport
distance along the heat flow and of the entropy along a geodesic, estimated in the next two
subsections. Consequently we shall always assume in this section that Ch is quadratic.

We denote by A the infinitesimal generator of the linear semigroup hy, so that

%htf = Ah; for a.e. t > 0.

Also, since Ch is quadratic, A is related to the bilinear form € in (3.7) by

/ gAfdm=E(f.g) VgeS*NL3(X,m), f e D(A). (6.1)
X

One of the main result of the work of the first two authors with Savaré [3] has been the
following identification theorem in C'D(K, c0), see (8.5), Theorem 8.5 and Theorem 9.3(iii)
therein.

Theorem 6.2 (The heat flow as gradient flow). Let (X,d, m) be a CD(K,00) space and let
f € L3(X,m) be such that up = fm € Po(X). Then Hu = hyfm for allt > 0, t = Enty (5% u)
is locally absolutely continuous in [0,00), and

d : Dhf|?
——Entn(Hu) = |H4u* = / Mdm for a.e. t > 0. (6.2)

dt thef>0y  hef

In other words, one can unambiguously define the heat flow on a CD (K, c0) space either
as the gradient flow of Ch in L?(X, m) or as the Wh-gradient flow of Entyy,.

6.1 Derivative of Wj(-,0) along the heat flow

Notice that this result, whose proof is achieved by a duality argument, requires no curvature
assumption. We need only to assume that Ch is quadratic and that m satisfies the growth
condition (2.3).

Theorem 6.3. Let = fm € D(Enty) and define py := (hef)m = fim. Let 0 € P(X)
with bounded support. Then, for a.e. t > 0 the following property holds: for any Kantorovich
potential @y relative to (ug, o) whose slope has linear growth, one has

dl1
— W3 (e, 0) = —€4, (o1, log fr). (6.3)

dt 2
Proof. By the energy dissipation estimate (6.2), we have [;* Ch(y/f;) dt < co. Furthermore,
the maximum principle proved in Theorem 4.20 of [3] shows that f; < | f|/c m-a.e. in X for
all t > 0. Also, by Proposition 2.2 the potential ¢; belongs to L'(X,v) for all v € P5(X)
and its slope has linear growth. Furthermore, the L! estimate is uniform in ¢ and in bounded
subsets of #5(X) and the estimate on the slope depends on ¢ only.
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Thanks to (6.2), the map t — fym is a locally absolutely continuous curve in (X)),
hence the derivative on the left hand side of (6.3) exists for a.e. ¢ > 0. Also, the derivative
of t — f; exists in L?(X,m) and coincides with Af; for a.e. t > 0. Fix g > 0 where both
properties hold, which is also a Lebesgue point for Ch(v/f;).

We now claim that

: Jto = Jto—n
jim [ wle=totan — —e,,, (v.10z £i) (64)
for all locally Lipschitz functions ¢ whose gradient has linear growth. The proof of (6.4) is
easy if we assume, in addition, that ¢ has bounded support. Indeed, h ™1 (f1,1n — f1) = Aft,
as h — 0 in L?(X,m), so that (3.12) and (6.1) give

ti [ oo T g = [ pa g dm = £ i) = &, (01108 fi).
—0Jx h X

For the general case, let xn : X — [0,1] be satisfying Lip(xn) < 1, x5 = 1 on By(zo)
and xy = 0 on X \ Bon(zg) and define 9"V := yn. Applying Lemma 6.4 below with
on =1 — PN we get

to+|h|
2
- 8
sup /goNptO“‘ptOdm < sup o / Ch(\/fs)/|DcpN|fvdusds.
Al <to/2 h pi<torzh X
7

Hence (by our choice of tp and the 2-uniform integrability of ps)

/QDthO+h_ft0 dm‘ :07
X

limsup sup A

N—oo |h|<to/2

which, taking into account that &, (YN log fi,) — &y (¥ 10g fiy) thanks to Lemma 5.3,
implies (6.4).
Now, notice that since ¢y, is a Kantorovich potential for (y,, o) one has

1
5 W (g, 0) = /X Pro dpiz + / i, do
1
§W22(,ut0_h, o) > / Ot dpttg—p + /cpfo do for all h such that to — h > 0.
X
Taking the difference between the first identity and the second inequality and using the claim
with ¥ = @y, we get

1

1
§W22(:ut0+h7 U) - §W22(Mt07 U) > _hg,uto (log ft07 90150) + O(h)

Since t +— W2(u, o) is differentiable at t = t; we conclude. O

Lemma 6.4. Let us = fsm be as in the previous theorem and let ¢ : X — R be locally
Lipschitz, with |Dy| having linear growth. Then, for [s,t] C (0,00) one has

_ 2 t
\/sof;_fdm <5 [/ ( [ Do ) ar (6.5)
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Proof. Assume first that ¢ € L?(X, m). Then integrating by parts we get

i i 2 DSz,
eAfrdm| < |Dolw |Dfrlwdm ) < [ |Degl;, dpr I dm,
.
for all » > 0, and the thesis follows by integration in (s,t). For the general case, we approxi-
mate ¢ by @xn, with xx chosen as in the proof of the previous theorem. O

6.2 Derivative of the entropy along Ent,-convex L*°-bounded geodesics

The goal of this subsection is to prove the following theorem, where both the curvature
condition and the fact that Ch is quadratic play a role.

Theorem 6.5 (Entropy inequality). Assume that (X,d,m) is a CD(K,00) space. Let n =
fm, 0 = gm € Po(X) with g uniformly bounded and having compact support, f uniformly
bounded with Ch(y/f) < oco. Then there exists a Kantorovich potential ¢ from n to o such
that |De| has linear growth and

Entn(s) — Ente(n) — 5 W3(1,0) > —&,(p,105 f). (6.6)

The proof of Theorem 6.5, carried by approximation, is presented at the end of the subsec-
tion; the first crucial step is the following proposition, whose proof relies on Proposition 2.2
and Lemma 5.2.

Proposition 6.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 6.5, for 6 > 0 call

—20\/2]

fé,n = C6,n[(X31)77 V de 3 (67)

where ¢ is strictly larger than the constant c in (2.3), ¢s5p ts the normalizing constant such
that fs,m is a probability density, xn is a 1-Lipschitz cut-off function equal to 1 on By(xo)
and null outside Boy(x0).

Then there exists a Kantorovich potential o5, from ns, = fs,m to o satisfying the growth
conditions

5.0 (2)] < Co)(1 + d*(z, 20)), [Dpsnl(z) < Clo)(1 + d(z, 20)), (6.8)

such that

K
— W35y 0) = —Eny. (950,108 fin)- (6.9)

Bt (o) — Bt (15) — -

Proof. First of all we are under the assumptions of Theorem 4.2, so let @ € OptGeo(7s,,, o)
and let (e;)ym = py = fym, t € [0, 1], be the associated good geodesic from 75, to o with a
uniform L bound on the density for ¢ € (0,%p) and the K-convexity of the entropy. Let also
© be the Kantorovich potential, given by Proposition 2.2, with quadratic growth and whose
slope has linear growth.

Let us now check that fs, satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 5.2. Indeed, |D log f5,| <
C(1+d(x,z0)) whenever d(x,zg) > 2n, because in this set fs5, coincides with 057n56_20V2; i
addition, the locality of weak gradients and the partition X = {x2n > 5e*26V2} U {x3n <
§e72¢V*Y ensure that | D log fsnlw € L*(X,ns.,) because the finiteness of Ch(y/f) ensures that
Dlog flu € L2(X,n).

n
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Observe that the convexity of z — zlog z gives

Entm(:ut) - Entm(n(in) > / IOg f6nft - f(S,n dm — / IOg(f(S,n o et) - IOg(f(S,n o eO) dr.
t " nT t
(6.10)
Define the functions Fy, Gy : AC?([0,1]; X) — R as
log(fsn © €o) —log(fsm © er) poeg —poe
Fi(y) = : : L Gy(ny) =T 6.11
t(’)/) d(’YO) r)/t) t(FY) d(707 ’Yt) ( )
Multiplying and dividing the right hand side of (6.10) by d(70,7:) we obtain
E t - E t n Y
lim inf — m{t) B (15,0 1) > —limsup/Ft(y)d(%’yt)dTr(y). (6.12)
£10 t £10 t
Now we claim that
d
— lim sup/Ft(fy)(%’%)dﬂ(fy) = —limsup / F,Gidm. (6.13)
10 t 10
The proof of (6.13) follows at once by
d(v0.7) [* 2
lim | |G¢(y) — ——=| dm =0 and sup/\Ft\ dm < 0. (6.14)
t10 t t<to
The first fact in (6.14) is ensured by (2) of Lemma 5.2, as well as the identity
/’Dgpﬁv oegdm = 1%1/ |Gy |?d. (6.15)

The second fact in (6.14) is ensured by (1) of the same lemma applied to h = log fs,.
Combining (6.12) and (6.13) we get

Ent — Ent
lim inf — m{te) = Bt (95.0m) > —limsup/Fthdﬂ'. (6.16)
t40 t 40

Now, applying Lemma 5.2 to h = ¢ + elog f5,, gives that
/\D(tp + elog f57n)|2w o epdm > limfup/ |G(7) + eFy(7))?dm(v). (6.17)
t10

Subtracting to (6.17) the equality (6.15) and dividing by e gives

D(¢ + elog f5n)[2 — | D2
limsup/GtFthr<hm1nf/ Dlp+ e ng5 o ~ | (p‘wf(;’ndm:8776)7L(logf57n,90),

tl0
(6.18)
where we used again the uniform bound on the L? norm of F;. Combining (6.16) and (6.18)

we obtain . .
t — t
lim inf N (14t) n m(né,n)
an) t

> =&y, (108 fon, ©)- (6.19)

The conclusion follows by (6.19) recalling that, by construction, the entropy is K-convex
along the geodesic (u)efo,1], see (4.1). O
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Proof of Theorem 6.5. In this proof we denote for brevity a V b = max{a,b}. For every
0 € (0,1) define the density

fs:=fV ((56726‘/2) and f5:=csfs withcs T 1asd )0 (6.20)

(here ¢ > 0 is the constant in (2.3)), so that fs > f and ¢s are the normalizing constants. We
need a further regularization of fs; to this aim, let x, be standard cut-off functions, namely
0 < xn <1, Lip(xn) <1, xn = 1 on By(xp) and x,, = 0 on BS, (x¢). Then, for every
n > 1, > 0 we define the densities

f};vn = (X%f) vV (5e_26‘/2) and fs, = c(;mfg,n with ¢s, | c5 as n — oo, (6.21)

so that f(s,n < f(s and c;,, are the normalizing constants. Of course fs,, is uniformly bounded
and 75, 1= fsom € P2(X), moreover Ch(\/E) is finite. Indeed by the chain rule and the
locality of the weak gradients we have that
‘D\/ fé,n|w = \/Cé,n|D(Xn\/?)|w
VCn (Xn\D\/f!w + \/ﬂDxnlw) if 2 f > de= 2V
_ 2
1D/ fomlw = /dcsn|De >V |y,

< dev/bcspd(-, zo) e 2V?  Gtherwise.

Since by assumption Ch(+/f) < oo, it follows not only that |D+/fs,|?, are uniformly bounded
in L!'(X,m), but also that they are equi-integrable:

IN

sup  Ch(\/fsn) <oco and E; |0 =  sup / \D\/f57n]121} dm — 0. (6.22)
Ej

0€(0,1),neN 6€(0,1),neN

Observe that (75,,0) has the structure described in Proposition 6.6, so there exists a Kan-
torovich potential ¢, from 75, to o satisfying the growth conditions (6.8) and such that the
entropy inequality holds:

K
Ente(0) = Entw(15n) = 5 W3 (51, 0) = =&, (950,108 fon)- (6.23)

Passage to the limit as n — co. Consider the transportation problem from 75 := fsm to
o. We claim the existence of a Kantorovich potential s such that

K
Enty (o) — Entm(ns) — 5W22(7767 o) > =&y (s, log fs). (6.24)

We would like to pass to the limit as n — oo in (6.23). Let us start by considering the left
hand side: applying Lemma 5.1 to s, T 75 m-a.e, and recalling that c;5, | ¢s as n — oo, we
get

Entw(n5,) — Entm(ns) as n — oo. (6.25)

It is easy to check that 7, weakly converge to ns; and have uniformly integrable 2-moments,
so by [2, Proposition 7.1.5] we have

Tim WE(15.0,0) = WE (15, 0). (6.26)
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Now let us show the convergence of the right hand side of (6.23). To simplify the problem
we prove first that

. Csn
nlgﬂgo}%,n(«pa,m log fsn) — g&zg (950, 10g f5)] = 0. (6.27)

Notice that, calling As := {x € X : f(z) > 56_26‘/2(36)} we have f5, = Cz—;"fg on the
complement (As N Bp(x0)) U A§ of As\ Bp(xo). Since As \ By (z0) | @ we can use (5.17) of
Lemma 5.4 to obtain (6.27), taking (6.22) into account.

From (6.27), and taking into account that cs,, — ¢5 as n — oo, in order to prove the
convergence of the right hand side of (6.23), it is enough to show the existence of a Kantorovich
potential o5 for (ns, o) such that

Ens (Ps.n,10g f5) — Ens(ps,log f5) asmn — oo, (6.28)

Now we use in a crucial way Lemma 2.3, which ensures the existence of a Kantorovich potential
@s for (ns,0) and of a subsequence n(k) such that s, ) — s pointwise in X. Recalling
that s, < C(1+V?) and that [ |Dys,|2 dns is uniformly bounded, we are in position to
apply Lemma 5.3 and to conclude that (6.28) holds. Therefore we proved the convergence of
all terms in (6.23), so that (6.24) holds.

Passage to the limit as § | 0. The inequality (6.24) passes to the limit as § | 0: more
precisely, we claim the existence of a Kantorovich potential ¢ from fm to o such that

Entu(0) — Bnte(n) — 5 W3(1,0) > —&,(p,los f). (6.29)

As in the passage to the limit as n — oo, Lemma 5.1 easily implies that Entp(ns) — Entm(n),
moreover it is easy to check that ns weakly converge to 1 and have uniformly integrable
2-moments, so [2, Proposition 7.1.5] gives Wa(ns,0) — Wa(n, o). In order to show the con-
vergence of the right hand side of (6.29) we first prove that

i [€ (105, 10g f5) — cs€n (s, log f)] = 0. (6.30)

First of all notice that, after calling A5 :={z € X : f(z) > 6e‘25v2(‘”)}, we have fs = csf on
As. Since X \ As | {f =0} as 0 L 0 and |Df|, = 0 m-a.e. on {f = 0}, we can use (5.17) of
Lemma 5.4 to show (6.30), taking (6.22) into account.

Now that (6.30) is proved, taking into account that c¢s — 1 as 6 | 0, it is enough to prove
the existence of a Kantorovich potential ¢ from n to o such that

dim &, (s, 10g f) = &;(p, log f). (6.31)

for some sequence §; | 0. Recall that @5 were constructed using Lemma 2.3, so they still satisfy
the growth condition (6.8); applying again Lemma 2.3 we get the existence of a Kantorovich
potential ¢ from 7 to o and ¢; | 0 such that ¢s5, — ¢ pointwise in X as ¢ — oo. Moreover,
by (2.12) and f < c(s_lf(; < 2f5 for ¢ small enough, we have

/X |D9051‘12u fdm < 2/X |D(p51|%uf51 dm < 2W22(7’]51.,0'),

for i large enough. Hence we can apply Lemma 5.3 and conclude that (6.31) holds. Therefore
(6.29) is proved and the proof of Theorem 6.5 is then complete. O
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6.3 Proof of Theorem 6.1.

The implications from (i) to (ii) and from (iii) to (i) can be proven exactly as in Theorem 5.1
of [4] (as these proofs need no finiteness assumption on m), so let us focus on the implication
from (ii) to (iii). Note that Sturm has proven in [32] (see Remark 4.6(iii) therein) that suppm
is a length space for all CD(K, o) spaces (X,d,m) (his proof, based on an approximate
midpoint construction, does not use the local compactness).

It remains to show that the E'V Ix-condition holds assuming the C'D(K, co) condition and
the fact that Ch is quadratic. By the contractivity properties of EV Ik-gradient flows stated
in Proposition 2.6 it is sufficient to show that u; := (h;f)m is an EV Ik gradient flow for Enty,
for any initial measure fm € %5(X) whose density f is bounded and satisfies Ch(y/f) < oc.
By the maximum principle proven in [3] (see Theorem 4.20 therein) one has hy f < || f|| Loo (x,m)
m-a.e. in X for all ¢ > 0, furthermore {u; : t € [0,7]} is a bounded subset of P3(X) for all

T > 0 and (6.2) gives
/ Ch(v/hef) dt < oo. (6.32)
0

By a simple density argument on the class of “test” measures o in (1.1) (see for instance [4,
Proposition 2.20]), we can restrict ourselves to measures o of the form gm with g € L>°(X, m)
and supp o compact.

By (6.3) of Theorem 6.3 we get that for a.e. ¢ > 0, for any choice of a Kantorovich
potential ¢, from p; to o whose slope has linear growth, one has

d1

a2 V2 (e, 0) = =€y (e, Tog hi f). (6-33)

Therefore, to conclude that (1.1) holds, it suffices to show for a.e. ¢ > 0 the existence of a
Kantorovich potential o; from u; to o whose slope has linear growth and satisfies

K
—&, (1, loghi f) < Ent(o) — Entem(pe) — ?Wg(ut, o). (6.34)

This is precisely the statement of Theorem 6.5 (with 7 = y;) and this concludes the proof. O

7 Properties of RCD(K, o) spaces

In this section we state without proof some properties of RCD(K, c0) spaces whose proofs,
given by the first two authors and Savaré in [4]. Their proofs do not rely on the finiteness
assumption of m. Refer to [4] for details of proofs and a more complete discussion.

7.1 The heat semigroup and its regularizing properties

In this section we describe more in detail the properties of the L?-semigroup h; in a RC'D(K, 00)
space and the additional information that one can obtain from the identification with Ws-
semigroup . By the definition of RCD(K, o) spaces, we know that for any z € X there
exists a unique EV I gradient flow .%(0,) of Enty, starting from J,, related to h; by

(htf)m—/f(x),%’i(éx)dm(x) Vf e L*(X,m). (7.1)
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Since Enty (74(d,)) < oo for any t > 0, one has 7 (0,;) < m, so that J#(J,) has a density,
that we shall denote by pi[z]. The functions p;[x](y) are the so-called transition probabilities
of the semigroup. By standard measurable selection arguments we can choose versions of
these densities in such a way that the map (z,y) — p¢[x](y) is m x m-measurable for all ¢ > 0.

In the next theorem we prove additional properties of the flows. The information on
both benefits of the identification theorem: for instance the symmetry property of transition
probabilities is not at all obvious when looking at .74 only from the optimal transport point
of view, and heavily relies on (7.1). On the other hand, the regularizing properties of h; are
deduced by duality by those of 7, using in particular the contractivity estimate

WQ(%(M)’%(V)) < e_KtW2(:uaV) t>20, p,ve 92()(’ m) (72)

and the regularization estimates for the Entropy and its slope

() o
L1 (6)Entn (1) + | D™ Bt 2 (4(10)) < 5 W3 (1, m) (7.3)

which are typical of EV Ix-solutions, with Ix () := fg efTdr. Notice also that (7.2) yields
W1 (H(82), #(8y)) < e Ktd(z,y) for all z, y € X and t > 0. This implies that RCD(K, 00)
spaces have Ricci curvature bounded from below by K according to the Wji-contractivity
property taken as definition in Ollivier [26] and Joulin [22].

Theorem 7.1 (Regularizing properties of the heat flow). (Theorem 6.1 in [4]) Let (X,d, m)
be a RCD(K,o0) space. Then:

(i) The transition probability densities are symmetric
pelx](y) = pey](x) m x m-a.e. in X x X, for all t >0, (7.4)

and satisfy for all z € X the Chapman-Kolmogorov formula:
pr+slx](y) = /pt[x](z)ps[z] (y)dm(z) form-a.e. y € X, forallt,s>0. (7.5)

(ii) The formula
@)= [ F) AW e X (76)

provides a version of hyf for every f € L*(X,m), an extension of hy to a continuous con-
traction semigroup in L' (X, m) which is pointwise everywhere defined if f € L>(X, m).

(iii) The semigroup hy maps contractively L°(X,m) in Cy(X) and, in addition, h,f(x) be-
longs to Cy((0,00) x X).

(w) If f : X — R is Lipschitz, then h.f is Lipschitz on X as well and Lip(h.f) <
e Kt Lip(f).

Theorem 7.2 (Bakry-Emery in RCD(K,c0) spaces). (Theorem 6.2 in [4]) For any f €
L*(X,m)N 8% and t > 0 we have

ID(hef)|% < e ?Kihy(|DF2)  m-a.e in X. (7.7)

38



In addition, if |Df|, € L®(X,m) and t > 0, then e_Kt(ﬁt\Dfﬁ))l/Q is an upper gradient of
h:f on X, so that

|ID~h,f| < efKt(ﬁt]Df\?U)l/z pointwise in X, (7.8)
and f has a Lipschitz version f : X — R, with Lip(f) < ||| Df]wllco-

The regularization properties (7.3) of EV Ix-flows provide an L log L regularization of the
semigroup 77 starting from arbitrary measures in &5(X). When X is a RCD(K, co)-space
with K > 0, then combining the slope inequality for K-geodesically convex functionals [2,
Lemma 2.4.13]

1, -
Entm(11) < 5 [D” Entin * (1)

with the identity |D~Enty|?(fm) = [ |Df|2/f dm between slope and Fisher information, we
get the Logarithmic-Sobolev inequality

/ flog fdm < 1 %dm if /f e Wh2(X,d,m), fme 2(X), (7.9)
X 2K >0 f

which in particular yields the hypercontractivity of hy, see e.g. [7]. When hy is ultracontractive,
i.e. there exists p > 1 such that

Iheflly < COIfllL for every f € L*(X,m), t > 0, (7.10)

then one can also obtain global Lipschitz regularity for the transition probabilities [4, Propo-
sition 6.4], see also [18, Proposition 4.4]. The stronger regularizing property (7.10) is known
to be true, for instance, if doubling and Poincaré hold in (X,d, m), see [31, Corollary 4.2].

We conclude this section with an example of application of the Bakry—Emery estimate
(7.2), which can be proven following the I'-calculus tools of Bakry [8], see Theorem 6.5 in [4]
for a detailed proof.

Theorem 7.3 (Lipschitz regularization). If f € L?>(X,m) then hyf € 82 for every t > 0 and
2Tox (t)|Dhe fI2 < hef* m-a.e. in X; (7.11)

in particular, if f € L (X, m) then hef € Lip(X) for every t > 0 with
V2L () Lip(hef) < || flloe  for every t > 0. (7.12)

7.2 Connections with Dirichlet forms and Markov processes

Since Ch is quadratic, lower semicontinuous in L?(X,m) and since |Df|, has strong locality
properties, it turns out that the bilinear form € associated to Ch, whose domain is from now
on restricted from L!'(X, m) N 82 to L2(X, m) N 82, is a local Dirichlet form. In the theory of
Dirichlet forms a canonical object is the induced distance, namely

de(z,y) :=sup{|g(x) —g(y)|: g € D(E), [g] <m}  V(z,y) € X x X, (7.13)

where the function § is the continuous representative in the Lebesgue class of g, see The-
orem 7.2). Another canonical object is the local energy measure, namely the measure [u]
defined by

() 1= E(wug) — 5GP Q) o€ (X, m) NS>
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A consequence of Lemma 3.8 is that [u] = |Du|?m for all u € L?(X, m)N82. Also the distances
can be identified:

Theorem 7.4 (Identification of de and d). (Theorem 6.10 of [4]) The function dg in (7.13)
coincides with d on X x X.

Finally, using a tightness property of £, the theory of Dirichlet forms can be applied to
obtain the representation of transition probabilities in terms of a continuous Markov process:

Theorem 7.5 (Brownian motion). (Theorem 6.8 of [4]) Let (X,d, m) be a RCD(K, c0) space.
There exists a unique (in law) Markov process {Xi} >0y in (X,d) with continuous sample
paths in [0,00) and transition probabilities 7 (05), i.e.

P (X, € A|X, = 2) = H(6,)(A) Vs, t >0, A Borel (7.14)

form-a.e. x € X.

7.3 Tensorization

Recall that a metric space (X, d) is said to be non branching if the map (eg, ;) : Geo(X) — X?
is injective for all t € (0,1), i.e., geodesics do not split.

Theorem 7.6 (Tensorization). (Theorem 6.13 of [4]) Let (X,dx,mx), (Y,dy,my) be metric
measure spaces and define the product space (Z,d,m) as Z :== X xY, m:=mx X my and

d((z.y). (1) = (. 2) + & (1,v).

Assume that both (X,dx,mx) and (Y,dy,my) are RCD(K,o00) and non branching. Then
(Z,d,m) is RCD(K,00) and non branching as well.

In [6] the first two authors in collaboration with Savaré proved that the tensorization
property of RC'D(K, o) persists even when the non branching assumption on the base spaces
is removed.
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