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Abstract

By using optimal transport theory, we establish a sharp Alexandroff—
Bakelman—Pucci (ABP) type estimate on metric measure spaces with syn-
thetic Riemannian Ricci curvature lower bounds, and prove some geometric
and functional inequalities including a functional ABP estimate. Our result
not only extends the border of ABP estimate, but also provides an effec-
tive substitution of Jacobi fields computation in the non-smooth framework,
which has potential applications to many problems in non-smooth geometric
analysis.
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1 Introduction

During the sixties, Alexandroff, Bakelman, and Pucci introduced a method, which
we call ABP method today, to prove ABP estimate. It plays a key role in the proof
of the Krylov—Safonov Harnack inequality and the regularity theory for fully non-
linear elliptic equations, see [Cab08, CC95] for an introduction to this important
theory and a beautiful proof for the isoperimetric inequality for smooth domains in
the Euclidean space.

Formally speaking, the goal of the Alexandroff-Bakelman—Pucci (ABP) estimate
is to estimate the size of the contact sets, which naturally has a non-linear version.
The study of the ABP estimate on Riemannian manifolds was initiated by Cabré in
[Cab97] where he considered the square of distance functions (or concave paraboloid)
instead of affine functions as the touching functions, and obtained the Harnack
inequalities for non-divergent elliptic equations on Riemannian manifolds with non-
negative sectional curvature. Based on Cabré’s idea and a work of Savin [Sav07],
Wang and Zhang [WZ13] introduced a notion of contact set instead of the convex
envelope, and established an explicit ABP type estimate on Riemannian manifolds
with Ricci curvature bounded from below. More recently, Xia and Zhang [XZ17]
established an anisotropic version of the ABP estimate, and proved several geometric
inequalities using this estimate.

In the recent achievement of Gigli [Gig23] and Mondino-Semola [MS22] on the
regularity theory for harmonic maps from RCD(K, N) to CAT(0) spaces, a non-
sharp version of this type of estimate plays important role. Given also its importance
in both elliptic equations and geometry, we therefore believe that a sharp version of
ABP estimate on more general metric measure spaces has its own interest.

In the present work, we continue the study of ABP type estimate on non-smooth

metric measure spaces. In particular, we shall establish a sharp version of the ABP
estimate on metric measure spaces with Ricci curvature bounded from below.

As pointed by Mondino and Semola in [MS22, §4], there are

‘a couple of deep difficulties to repeat strateqy of Wang—Zhang [WZ13]
i the non-smooth setting’.

Precisely, the difficulties are:

e In the non-smooth setting, Jacobi fields computations are not available and
typically one works with Wasserstein geodesics in order to take advantage of
optimal transport tools.

e An initial value problem (an ODE which play a key role in the argument) has
no clear counterpart in the non-smooth setting.

To overcome these difficulties, we will make full use of the powerful optimal
transport techniques developed in the last decade. Optimal transport, or called
optimal mass transportation, aims to evaluate the difference between two probability
measures. For p > 1, P,(X) denotes the set of probability measures on a metric space
(X,d) with finite p-moment, i.e. pu € P,(X) if u(X) = 1 and [ d?(z,x0) du(z) <
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oo for some (and thus every) xy € X. The LP-transport distance, or called p-
Wasserstein distance W), is defined by

W (u,v) = irﬁf/dp(:v, y) dll(z, y)
where the infimum is taken among all transport plans II with marginals u,v €
Pp(X).
Take p = 2 for example, it is known that W5 can be computed by duality

3200 = sup { [ oo aute) + [ otmavin|

(,9)

where the supremum is taken over all pairs of integrable functions (¢, ¢) satisfying

d*(z,y)

pla) +oly) < —5

Vr,y € X.

Equivalently, we can consider all pairs of functions (¢, ¢) with ¢ € Lip(supp p, d)

and

d*(z, y)
2
Note that ¢ defined as above is locally Lipschitz on suppv. By optimal transport

theory, there is a locally Lipschitz function ¢, called Kantorovich potential, such
that

TESUpPP U

o =) = int (S5 o) v sup

%W;(y, v) = /gp(x) d,u(x)Jr/SDC(y) dv(y).

Consider the following problem, which can be seen as an inverse problem of
the optimal transport problem:

Given a function ¢, can we find a pair of probability measures, with
mazximal supports, so that ¢ is a Kantorovich potential associated with
the corresponding optimal transport problem?

We will see that this inverse problem, together with the curvature-dimension con-
dition, is the essence of the ABP estimate. In particular, we will see that different
optimal transport problems correspond to different contact sets.

For L*-optimal transport problem, following Cabré [Cab97] and Wang—Zhang
[WZ13], we need to consider the following 2-contact set.

Definition 1.1 (Contact set Ry). Let © be a bounded open subset of X and u be
a continuous function on X. For a given ¢ > 0 and a compact set D C X, we define
the 2-contact set Ro(D, Q,u,t) associated to u of opening ¢ with vertex set D by

_ d2 d2
Ry(D,Q,u,t) = {x € Q:3dyeDs.t. i%f (u—|— 2_?2) = u(z) + (;Uta y)}

where d, () :=d(-,y) the distance function to a point y € X.



In L'-optimal transport, the mass will be transported along the trajectories of
the gradient of a Kantorovich potential ¢, each pair of points z,y on the same
trajectory satisfies d(x,y) = |¢(x) — ¢(y)|. So we need to fix the distance between
x,y and consider the 1-contact set R; in a different way.

Definition 1.2 (Contact sets R} and Ry). Let Q be a bounded open subset of X.
For a given continuous function u, a compact set D C X and ¢t > 0, the contact set
R (D, Q, u,t) associated with u of opening ¢, with vertex set D, is defined by

R, (D,Q,u,t) := {x € Q:3y € Ds.t. d(z,y) = ¢t,inf (u+d,) = u(z) + d(x,y)} :
Q
We also denote

Ri(D,Q,u) = {x €Q:3yeD st inf(u+dy) =u(x) +d($,y)} :
Q

Remark 1.3. The bold letters R and D come from French words remblais and déblais
respectively, which appear in the title of the well-known article [Mon81, Mémoire
sur la théorie des Déblais et de Remblais| published in 1781. This article is the
starting point of the optimal transport theory, written by French mathematician
Gaspard Monge (1746-1818).

Using synthetic curvature-dimension theory initiated by Lott—Villani [LV09] and
Sturm [Stu06a, Stu06b], and non-smooth calculus tools developed by Gigli [Gigl5],
in Subsection 3.1 we extend the classical ABP estimate, and Wang—Zhang’s esti-
mate [WZ13] to metric measure spaces with Riemannian Ricci curvatures bounded
from below. This improves the recent estimates obtained by Gigli [Gig23, Theorem
5.9 ] and Mondino—Semola [MS22, Theorem 4.3], to a sharp version with explicit
constants.

Theorem 1.4 (ABP estimate). Let (X,d,m) be an RCD(K, N) metric measure
space with K € R and N € (1,400). Let Q@ C X be a bounded open set with
m(02) = 0, D C X be a compact set. Assume there is a continuous function
u € D(A,Q) and t > 0 such that

R2<D7 Q, u, t) c 9

or
Ri(D,Q,u,t) C Q,

Vy € D, 3z € Ri(D,Q,u, 1), d(z,y) =t, inf (u+d,) =u(z) + d(z,y)
0

Then for i = 1,2, we have

( tSK/N(@) + N .
m(Ry) { exn(©) + —5 g 1(A0) ||~ @) if K <0,

N
(D) < Jm(R) (14 80 ) K =0,

tsr/n(®) .~ v
m(Ry) (cxn(@) + L A ey ) K >0

\
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where (Au)™ denotes the positive part of Au, © := sup, ,\cpxad(®,y) and & :=
inf(, yepxod(@,y), ck/n and si/n are distortion coefficients.

In particular, if K =0, we have

m(D) < m(Ry) exp(t]|(Auw) || p=), i=1,2.

This theorem will be proved in general (possibly non-smooth) metric measure
spaces (X,d,m), satisfying the synthetic condition RCD(K, N) of Lott—Sturm—
Villani [LV09, Stu06a, Stu06b]. Here K € R denotes Ricci curvature lower bound
and N € (1, +00) denotes dimension upper bound.

Example 1.5 (Notable examples of spaces fitting our framework). The class of
RCD(K, N) spaces includes the following remarkable subclasses:

o Measured Gromov—Hausdorff limits of N-dimensional Riemannian manifolds
with Ricci > K, see [AGS14b].

o N-dimensional Alexandrov spaces with curvature bounded from below by K,
see [ZZ10, Pet11].

We refer the readers to Villani’s Bourbaki seminar [Vill16] and Ambrosio’s 1CM-
Proceeding [Amb18] for more examples and bibliography.

Final remarks:

e With the help of a non-smooth version of Otto’s calculus developed by Gigli in
[Gig15], we get a non-smooth version of ABP type estimate without any ‘Jacobi
fields computation’. This improves an estimate obtained by Gigli [Gig23] and
Mondino-Semola [MS22].

e In Proposition 3.7, we prove a functional version of ABP estimate, even with-
out the ‘essentially non-branching’ condition, which seems new even on R".

e Our results are essentially dimension-dependent, see [Gig23] for a non-sharp,
but dimension-free version.

Organization of the paper: The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2,
we collect some preliminaries about the theory of metric measure space, optimal
transport and curvature-dimension condition. Section 3 is devoted to proving the
main theorems and their applications.
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2 Preliminaries

In this paper, (X,d) represents a complete, proper and separable geodesic space
endowed with a positive Radon measure m with full support. The triple (X,d, m)
is called a metric measure space.

2.1 Optimal transport and curvature-dimension condition
Metric space and Wasserstein space

We denote by
Geo(X) = {7 € C((0,1],X) - d(3, %) = [s — tld(20, ). for every s,t € [0,1]}

the space of constant speed geodesics. The metric space (X,d) is assumed to be
geodesic, this means, for each z,y € X there is v € Geo(X) so that 79 = x,7; = v.

We denote with P(X) the space of all Borel probability measures over X and
with Py(X) the space of probability measures with finite second moment. The
2-Wasserstein distance W is defined as follows: for g, 1 € Po(X), set

W3 (o, pt1) == inf/ d?(z, y) dIl(x,y), (2.1)
T Jxxx

where the infimum is taken over all IT € P(X x X) with py and p; as the first and

the second marginal. The space of all measures achieving the minimum in (2.1) will

be denoted by Opt(ug, 1) and any II € Opt(ug, p1) will be called optimal transport

plan.

For any ¢ € [0, 1], let e, denote the evaluation map:
e; : Geo(X) — X, et(7) == %

The space (Po(X), Ws) is geodesic and any geodesic (fit)icjo,1) in (P2(X), Ws) can
be lifted to a measure m € P(Geo(X)), so that (e;); m = p; for all ¢ € [0,1]. Given
o, 11 € Po(X), we denote by OptGeo(uo, p1) the space of all 7 € P(Geo(X)) for
which (eg,e1)s m € Opt(po, pt1). Such a 7 will be called dynamical optimal transport
plan. The set OptGeo(pg, pt1) is non-empty for any g, 1 € Po(X).

Fundamental theorem of optimal transport

It is known that W5 can be computed with the following Kantorovich duality formula

%Wf(u, v) = s { / () dp(z) + / ¥ (y) dv(y)}

where the supremum is taken over all pairs of Lipschitz functions ¢ and its c-
transform )
d*(z,y)

Pi(y) = inf ——= —p(z) VyeX.



A function ¢ : X — R U {—o0} is called c-concave provided it is not identically
—oo and it holds ¢ = ¢ for some 1. By optimal transport theory, there is a
c-concave function ¢, called Kantorovich potential, such that

%W;(p,, V) = /gp($) d,u(:v)—l—/<ﬂc(y) dv(y).

Definition 2.1 (c-superdifferential). Let ¢ be a continuous function. The c-superdifferential
0% C X x X is defined as

2
The c-superdifferential 0°p(z) at x € X is the set of y € X such that (z,y) € 0.

Foim {<x,y> € X x X : pla) + ¢°(y) = dz(”“"’”}.

We have the following important theorem about the optimality of the transport
plan and c-concave functions, see [AG11, Theorem 1.13] for a proof.

Theorem 2.2 (Fundamental theorem of optimal transport). Let IT € P(X x X) be
a probability measure with p and v as the first and the second marginal, such that
[ d*(z,y)dII < +o00. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) The plan 11 is optimal, i.e. it realizes the minimum in the Kantorovich problem

(2.1).

(b) There exists a c-concave function ¢ such that max{p,0} € L'(u) and supp(I1) C
0.

Curvature-dimension condition on metric measure spaces

In order to formulate curvature-dimension conditions, we recall the definition of the
distortion coefficients. For x € R, define the functions s, ¢, : [0,+00) — R (on

[0,7/y/k) if K > 0) as:
(1/y/k) sin(y/K0), if k>0,
sx(0) =< 0, it k=0, (2.2)
(1/v/—k)sinh(y/—k0), if k<0

cos(v/k0), if x>0,
ce(l):=4¢ 1, it k=0, (2.3)
cosh(yv/—r#), if k <O.
It can be seen that s/, = ¢, and both functions s, ¢, are solutions to the following
(Riccati-type) ordinary differential equation

u” + ku = 0. (2.4)

and

For K e R,N € [1,00),6 € (0,00),t € [0, 1], we define the distortion coefficients

U%?N and T]((t,)N(Q) as

00, if K6?> > N2,
t if K6% =0,
U&?N(e) Y\ sx(t0) (2.5)
L otherwise
sx(0)



and

T (0) = Va0 () NI (2.6)

The following curvature-dimension conditions were introduced independently by
Lott—Villani [LV09] and Sturm [Stu06a, Stu06b] (with some differences).

Definition 2.3 (CD(K, N) condition). Let K € R and N € [1,00). A metric mea-
sure space (X, d, m) verifies CD(K, N) if for any two pug, 1 € Po(X) with bounded
support there exist a dynamical optimal plan ©# € OptGeo(ug, 1) and an opti-

mal transport plan II € Opt(po, pt1), such that p, = (e;)ym < m and for any
N'> N, te[0,1]:

& (1) > /X XTS,N?(d(x,y))po“N’(m)+T§§?N,<d<x,y>>pl”N’<y>dn<as,y> (2.7)

where the Rényi entropy €y is defined as

. fplfl/Ndm if p=pm
Enlu) = { +00 otherwise.

Remark 2.4. 1t is worth recalling that if (M, ¢) is a Riemannian manifold of dimen-
sion n and h € C*(M) with h > 0, then the metric measure space (M,d,, h Vol,)
(where d, and Vol, denote the Riemannian distance and volume induced by g) ver-
ifies CD(K, N) with N > n if and only if (see [Stu06b, Theorem 1.7])

V2hEn
Ricciy p v = Ricci, — (N —n)—2—
hN—n

> Kg.

In particular if N = n the generalized Ricci tensor Riccigj y = Ricciy makes sense
only if h is constant.

Remark 2.5. A variant of the CD(K, N) condition, called reduced curvature dimen-
sion condition and denoted by CD*(K, N) [BS10], asks for the same inequality (2.7)

of CD(K, N) but the coefficients TS?N(d(yo, v )) and Tl((lyj_vt)(d(%, 7)) are replaced by

ag ~(d(70,71)) and ag;\,t)(d(’yo, 71)), respectively. For both definitions there is a lo-

cal version and it was recently proved in [CM21] that on an essentially non-branching
metric measure spaces with m(X) < oo (and in [Li24] for general o-finite m), the
CDj,.(K,N), CD*(K,N), CD;,.(K,N), CD(K, N) conditions are all equivalent.

2.2 Differential structure of metric measure spaces

We recall some facts about calculus in metric measure spaces following the approach

of [AGS14a, AGS14b, Gig15].

A function f: X — R is called Lipschitz (or more precisely L-Lipschitz) if there
exists a constant L > 0 such that

|f(x) — f(y)] < Ld(z,y), Vz,yeX.
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We denote by Lip(X,d) the space of real valued Lipschitz functions on (X,d) and
with Lip,(£2,d) C Lip(X,d) the sub-space of Lipschitz functions on X with compact
support contained in an open subset 2 C X.

Given f € Lip(X,d), the local Lipschitz constant lip(f)(zo) of f at g € X is
defined as
lip(f)(zp) := limsup [F() = (o)

T—=T0 d(,I’, Zlﬁ'())

We say that f € L?(X,m) is a Sobolev function in W?(X,d, m) if

if x¢ is not isolated, lip(f)(z9) =0 otherwise.

n—oo

inf {liminf/ lip(f,)*dm : f, € Lip(X,d), f, — f in L*(X, m)} < +00.
X

For any f € W?(X,d, m), there exists a sequence of Lipschitz functions (f,) C
L*(X,m), such that f, — f and lip(f,) — G in L? for some G € L*(X,m). There
exists a minimal function G in m-a.e. sense, called minimal weak upper gradient (or
weak gradient for simplicity) of f, and we denote it by |Df|.

If WH2(X,d, m) is a Hilbert space, (X,d, m) is called infinitesimally Hilbertian
(cf. [AGS14b, Gig15]). In this case, for f,u € Wh?(X,d, m), we define

Df(Vu) := inf [D(u+ ef)? — [Dul”

e>0 2¢

Y

and we have Df(Vu) = Du(Vf).

For infinitesimally Hilbertian metric measure spaces, Cavalletti-E.Milman [CM21]
and Li [Li24] prove the following equivalence.

Proposition 2.6 (cf. Remark 2.5). For infinitesimally Hilbertian metric measure
spaces, the CDj, (K, N), CD*(K,N), CDy.(K,N), CD(K,N) conditions are all
equivalent, and we denote them by RCD(K, N).

Definition 2.7 (Measure valued Laplacian, cf. [Gigl5]). Let  C X be an open
subset and let u € W1?(X,d, m). We say that u is in the domain of the Laplacian
of Q, and write u € D(A, ), provided there exists a signed measure p on €2 such
that for any f € Lip,.(€2,d) it holds

/Df(Vu) dm = —/fdu. (2.8)

If 44 is unique, we denote it by Au. If Au < m and its density Awu is locally
finite, we write u € D(A, Q).

3 Alexandroff—-Bakelman—Pucci estimate

3.1 Contact sets

2-contact set

Let Q C X be a bounded set, D be a compact set, u be a continuous function and
t > 0. Recall that the 2-contact set is defined as
d d*(z,y) }

Ry(D,Q,u,t) := {x €Q: JyeDst. inf <u+ —y> =u(r) + ——=
Q 2t 2t

9



Lemma 3.1. Let u € C(QQ). Then —tu has a c-concave, (upper) representative on
Rs, i.e. there is a c-concave function ¢ so that p = —tu on Ry and ¢ > —tu on €.

Proof. Define

—00 otherwise.

] — dQ(Z»y) ]
oly) = { inf, g (u(z) + = ) ifyeD

By definition,

d? _
v(y) —u(z) < % V(y,z) € D x ) (3.1)
and for any x € Ry there is y € D so that
d*(z,y
ofy) — u(a) = T2Y), (32)

So for any x € Ry, it holds

—tu(z) = inf (—tv(y) + M) — inf (—tv(y) + M) = (tv)*(z). (3.3)

yeD 2 yeX 2

For x € 2\ Ry, by (3.1) it holds

(tv)¢(x) = inf (—tv(y) + d2(§—,y)) > —tu(x).

yeD

Then we define ¢ by
p(x) = (tv)(z)
which fulfils our request. O

Let (X,d,m) be an RCD(K, N) space. By the Laplacian comparison theorem
[Gigl5, Theorem 5.14], we know that the c-concave function ¢ obtained in the last
lemma is in D(A, Q), and the positive part of Ay, denoted by (Ap)™, is absolutely
continuous and has bounded density. In addition, we have the following estimate
concerning the negative part of Ap.

Lemma 3.2. Let (X,d,m) be an RCD(K, N) space. Let Ap = ApLr,+ApLo\R,
be a decomposition of Ap. Assume u € D(A,Q) with Au € L>*. We have

AQD\_RQ > —Au MLR,-

Proof. Let (Pyp)i>0 be the heat flow from ¢. We claim that @ m converge weakly
to Ap as t | 0. Given a non-negative function g € TestF := D(A, Q) N C.(Q2) with
Ag € L. By [MS23, Lemma 2.55] we know

o P29(2) = 9(@)
t

t—0

= Ag(z) for m-a.e. x € Q.

10



By dominated convergence theorem we have

Py — P,g—
lim gudm:hm ") tgt 9 dm

t—0 t t—0

= /@Agdm:/gdAgo.

By Riesz—Markov—Kakutani representation theorem and the density of TestF in
Lip.(Q2,d), we know @ converge to Ay as t | 0.

Let K C Ry be a compact set and h € C(K) be such that h > 0 on K and h =0
on 2\ K. We can find a sequence (hy)nen C C.(€2) such that h, > h and h, | h
pointwisely. Then

th—wdm

P _
im [ A=Y "% dm < lim [ h,
t t—0

t—0

— [ hndap= [(h-maag+ [naag
< /(hn —h)d(Ap)" + /hdAgp.
Letting n — oo we get
t—0

P, _
lim h% dm < / hdAg. (3.4)

For any x € Ry, by Lemma 3.1 we know

Pip(x) — () > —t(Pu(z) — u(z)).
Thus

P — P, —
i [ B2 =8 qm > i [ ) D) = @)
t—0 t t—0 Ji t

dm(z) = — / hAudm.

Combining with (3.4) and the arbitrariness of h, K, we know

A@‘—Rz > —Au MLR,-

l-contact set

Recall that the 1-contact set Ry (D, Q,u,t) is defined as
Ri(D,Q,u,t) := {x €Q: JyeDst d(z,y) =t inf (u+d,) =u(z) + d(a:,y)}
Q

and

Ri(D,Qu) = | JRi(D,Qut)

t>0

= {xEﬁ:EIyGD s.t. inf (u + d,) :u(x)+d(x,y)}.
Q

11



We have the following lemma concerning the Lipschitz regularity of u on the
contact set RY. This lemma has its own interest in the viewpoint of optimal transport
theory.

Lemma 3.3. Let 2 C X be a bounded open set and u be a continuous function
defined on Q). Define a 1-Lipschitz function u® on D by

u(y) := inf (u(z) +dy(z)) y € D.

z€Q
Then for any t > 0 we have
(1) u is 1-Lipschitz on R(D,Q, u).
(2) v =u on DNRI(D,Q, u).
(3) For any (x,z) € R{(D,Q,u) x D, it holds

—d(z, 2) < ul(z) — u(z) < d(z,2).

Furthermore, for any x € R}(D,Q,u), y € D with u(z) +d(z,y) = vw!(y), and
any geodesic v C X connecting x and y, we have

w@) —u(z) =d(2',z) Vi’ e R}(D,Q,u)N~.

Proof. (1) By definition, for any € R} (D, Q,u) there is y € D so that

ul(y) = il%f (u+dy) =u(z)+dy(z). (3.5)
Then for any 2’ € R} (D, Q,u),

u(z') +dy(2") > u(z) + d,(z). (3.6)
By triangle inequality
u(z) —u(z') < d,(2') —dy(z) < d(a', ).
By symmetry we also have
(@) —u(z) < d(2',z)

so u is 1-Lipschitz on R(D, 2, u).

(2) For y € DNRY(D, 2, u), on one hand, since u is 1-Lipschitz on R}(D, Q, u),
we have
u(y) —u(z) <d(z,y) Vo€ Ri(D,Qu)
so that
ully) = inf (u+d,) = inf (u(z) +d(@,9)) > uly).
Q TEy

On the other hand, we have the following trivial inequality

ul(y) = inf (u+dy) < uly) +dy(y) = uly).

12



In conclusion, u¢ = on D NR:(D, Q, u).
(3) By definition of u4, we have
u(z) — u(z) < d(z, 2) (z,2) € A x D, (3.7)
and for any x € Rj(D, Q, u), there is y € D such that
ul(y) — u(z) = d(z,y).
So for any (z,z) € Rj(D,Q,u) x D, we have
—d(z,2) < ul(z) +d(z,y) —u(y) = v (2) — u(z) <d(z,2)
where in the first inequality we use the fact that v is 1-Lipschitz on D.

(4) At last, let v be a geodesic connecting x € Rj(D,Q,u) and y € D. By (3.6),
for any 2’ € R}(D, Q,u) N~ it holds

uw(@') —u(z) > dy(z) — d,(2") = d(z, 2").

By (1), u is 1-Lipschitz on Rf(D, 2, u), so we have u(z") — u(z) = d(x, 2’).

Lemma 3.4. The function —tu has a c-concave (upper) representative  on Ry (D, u,t).
If u € D(A, Q) with Au € L, then it holds a Laplacian estimate

ASDLRl > —Au mMLR,-

Proof. Define

. 2 z .
o(y) = inf, o (u(z) + %) ifyeD
—00 otherwise.
By definition,
d? _
uly) — u(z) < (2'2’ Y gy eDxQ (3.8)

Given z € Ry(D, Q, u,t), there is y, € D so that

u(y,) = u(z) +d(z,y.) = u(x) +t. (3.9)
Hhen d*(z, y») d t d t
U(I)JFT:U (yz)—t+§:u (%)‘5-
For any other z € Q, by Cauchy inequality and (3.7), it holds
d?(2, ya
u(z) + —(2’; )
T ) - L den ) - =t + S,
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SO

u(x) + % = iléé (u(z) + %) = 0(Ya). (3.10)

Combining (3.8) and (3.10) we get

. dZ(JJ,y) . d2($7y> c
—tu(x) = ylglfD (—tv(y) t—5 )= ;g)f( —tu(y) + — )= (tv)¢(z) (3.11)
for v € Ry and —tu(z) < (tv)¢(z) for z € Q.

Thus (tv)° is the desired upper representative, and the Laplacian estimate can
be proved using the same argument as Lemma 3.2. O

3.2 Functional ABP estimate

To study the curvature-dimension condition with finite dimension parameter (cf.
Definition 2.3), Erbar-Kuwada—Sturm [EKS15] introduced a notion called entropic
curvature-dimension condition CD®(K, N). For infinitesimally Hilbertian metric
measure spaces, they show that CD*(K, N) is equivalent to the reduced curvature-
dimension condition CD*(K, N) introduced by Bacher—Sturm [BS10] (cf. Remark
2.5 and Proposition 2.6). Following their footprints, we can prove the following
differential inequality (see [EKS15, Lemma 2.2]).

Lemma 3.5 ((K, N)-convexity). Let Enty, be the relative entropy defined as

. fplnpdm if = pm
Entm(ﬂ) = { +00 otherwise.

and Uy = exp (—%Entm). Assume that (X,d,m) is an RCD(K, N) space. Then
for each pair o, € Po(X) with po, ppn <K m, there is a geodesic (jit)icio,1] in
(iPQ(X), Wg) from pg to py so that for allt € [0,1] we have

sic/n (Walpio, p11)) d=

Un () < cxyn (Walpos 1)) Un (o) + Wa o, 1) Eh:oUN(/“‘t) (3.12)

where
d- Un(pn) — Un (o)

E|t:OUN(”t> = lnil&)nf : :

Proof. By [EKS15, Definition 3.1, Definition 2.7], there is a constant speed geodesic
(t4t)teo,1) in the Wasserstein space (fPQ(X ), Wg) connecting pg and g1, so that for all
t €10,1] it holds

Un () 2 o*ﬁi/}é) (Wa(po, 1)) Un (o) + Ug)/N(Wz(Mli))UN(Ml)- (3.13)

Subtracting Uy (po) on both sides of (3.13), dividing by ¢ and letting ¢ | 0, we
get (3.12). O

Next, we need to find an upper bound of C:i—;‘tZOUN(,ut). To do this, we make use
of a strategy of Gigli [Giglh, Proposition 5.10].
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Lemma 3.6 (Bound from above on the derivative of the entropy). Let (X, d, m)
be an RCD(K, N) metric measure space. Let jig € Po(Q) be such that g < mLg
with po = pmLg. Assume that m(0Q2) = 0 and assume also that the restriction of p
to ) is Lipschitz and bounded from below by a positive constant. Let (fu)icpo) be a

geodesic in (Po(X),Ws). Then it holds

- 1
lim inf 2 () = Unlio) —UN(MO)/Dp(ch) dm (3.14)
tl0 t N Q

where ¢ is any Kantorovich potential from pg to .

Proof. We work on the space (2,d, mLg). For any v € P(Q) with v < mLg, the
concavity of the function e™* gives

Un(¥) — Un(pio) < ~Un(ju) (%Entm - %Emmw) |

Since p, p~! are positive and bounded, the function Inp : © — R is bounded. Thus

the convexity of xInx gives

dv

Enty,(v) — Enty (1) > / 1n(p)<% - p) dm, Vv e P(Q), v < m.

Q

Then

1
Un(v) — Un (o) < _NUN(MO)/Q

N—

n(p)d(v - o

Plugging v := pu,, dividing by ¢ and letting ¢ | 0 we get

- Inpdu; — [, Inpd
t—0 t N =0 t

Applying [Gigl5, Proposition 5.9], we get

lim fg Inpdpe — fQ In pdpo > _
=0 t N

/Q Dp(Vp) dm.

Combining the estimates above we complete the proof.

Next we will prove a functional ABP estimate.

Theorem 3.7 (A functional ABP estimate). Let (X,d, m) be an RCD(K, N) metric

measure space. Assume that m(0Q2) = 0. Let po € Po(2) be with non-negative
density p € Lip(Q,d), 1 € Po(X) be with bounded support. Then it holds

Un () < <CK/N(W2(M07M1)) _ s (Walpo: 1) (/QPdASO)> Un(po) (3.15)

NWo(po, pe1)

where ¢ is any Kantorovich potential from pg to ;.
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Proof. Step 1. Exponential map:

Let ¢ be a Kantorovich potential from g to g1, which is a c-concave function.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that ¢ is a real-valued function on ).
Consider the multivalued map 2 3 x — T),(z) C P(X) defined by:

v € Ty(x) if and only if suppv C 0%(z).

By measurable selection theorem (see e.g. [Bog07, Theorem 6.9.3] and [Gigl5, proof
of THEOREM b5.14, page 71]), there exists a measurable map = + 7, such that
ne € Ty,(z) for any = € Q.

For any p € P(X) with pug< mLg, define a probability measure T,,(;) by

7)== [ e du(o). (3.16)
By the fundamental theorem of optimal transport (cf. Theorem 2.2), ¢ is a Kan-
torovich potential from p to T,(1). By [RS14], the Monge’s problem is uniquely
solvable on RCD(K, N) spaces, and up to an additive constant, ¢ is the unique
Kantorovich potential from g to T,,(x). In this case, for m-a.e. z € Q, there is a
Y € 0°%(x). Then we can define a map Vi : Q — 9% by V(z) = y, such that

T,(1) = (V)i Vo << mon . (3.17)

Step 2. Entropy estimate:
Firstly, let (¢n)men C Lip.(€2,d) be a sequence of non-negative functions, such
that ¢, T p pointwisely. Denote

1 1
Vmn,0 = Cm,n (Cm + _> mrq, Cm,n,O = CVm,n (Cm + _)

n n

where (), ,, are normalizing constants such that vy, ,0 € P(Q2). By Step 1, there
is a (unique) probability measure vy, 1 = Ty, (Vmno) so that ¢ is a Kantorovich
potential from v, ,, 0 t0 ¥y 1. By Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 we get

UN (Vm,n,l)
UN (Vm,n,O)

SK/N (W2 (Vm,n,Ov me,,l))

DGnno(Ve)dm ) .
NWZ(Vm,n,Oa Vm,n,l) (/Q C , 70( SO) )
(3.18)

Denote vy, 0 = CrnGnM, V1 = Tp(Vimp) € P(). By (3.16), (3.17) and monotone
convergence theorem, we can see that vy, . W Vi and Un (Vi) — Un (Vi) for
1=20,1, as n = oco. By locality of the weak gradient, we also have

S CK/N (WQ(me,Oy Vm,n,l))+

lim Démno(Ve)dm = C,, / DGn (V) dm = —C’m/ (o dA. (3.19)
Q Q Q

n—oo

Letting n — oo in (3.18) and combining with (3.19) we get

Un (V) sic/N (Wo Vim0, Vim.1)) </ )
—= < Wo(Vm.0,Vm1)) — Cm ’ 7 m dA 3.20
UN(Vm,O) o CK/N( 2(V o g 71)> NW2(Vm,Oa Vm,l) Q C v ( )

By (3.16) and (3.17) again, we can see that v, ; i i and Uy (Vi) = Un () for
i=0,1, as m — oco. Letting m — oo in (3.20) and noticing that lim,, ., C,, = 1,
we get (3.15). O
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3.3 Main results

Proof of the main theorem

Proof of Theorem 1.4. The proof is divided into four steps. Without loss of gener-
ality, we assume that m(D) > 0.

Step 1.

Given a c-concave function ¢. From the proof of Theorem 3.7, for almost every
x in the support of ¢, there is a unique geodesic * satisfying 7§ = z, 77 € 0°¢(x).
Then we can define a map V¢ : Q — X by Vé(x) = ~§ such that for any p < m, ¢
is a Kantorovich potential from p to Ty(p) := (V¢)yp. In addition, we have a family
of maps V¢, (x) := 7, t € (0,1) such that ((Vy)sit)ico,1) is the unique geodesic
from p to Ty(pe) in the Wasserstein space.

Step 2.

Let ¢ be a c-concave representative of —tu given in Lemma 3.1 (or Lemma 3.4
respectively). By Lemma 3.1 and the compactness of D, we have

D c {y € 0(z):z € RQ} and Ry C {:1: € 0% (y) 1y € D}. (3.21)
By Lemma 3.3, Lemma 3.4 (and the assumption of the theorem), we also have

D C {y € 0(z):x € Rl} and R; C {m €0(y) 1y € D}. (3.22)

Let v := ﬁmLDE P2(X). By Step 1, there is a (unique) measure p € P(R;)
such that: ¢°is a Kantorovich potential from v to p, and ¢ is a Kantorovich potential
from p to v. By [MS22, Theorem 4.3, Step 4], p < m and has bounded density p.
So we have v = T, ().

Denote by Mg C P(2) the space of all probability measures on 2 with Lipschitz
density bounded from below by a positive constant.

Claim: Let K C R; C () be a compact set such that p is bounded from below by
a positive constant on K. Let ck be the normalizing constant so that ux = cxpuLx€e
P(£2). We can find a sequence (p,)neny C Mg such that

(1) pp = ppm with uniformly bounded p,, € Lip.(2,d);

(2) lim, o0 pn(K) =1 and
lim Wa(pk, ptn) = lim Ent,, (1, k) = 0.
n—oo n—oo
(3) for v = ApLo\R, it holds
lim [ p,dv =0 (3.23)

n—oo
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Proof of the claim:

Let (Hyux)i>o be the gradient flow of the relative entropy Ent,, in the 2-
Wasserstein space, from pux. Denote ux = pxm = cxpxx m. From [AGS14a] we
know that the heat flow P;pk from pxk coincides with the density of H;uxk, so we can
write Hyux = Ppx m. By [AGS14b, THEOREM 6.1, PROPOSITION 6.4] we also
know P,pk is Lipschitz and uniformly bounded in ¢ > 0.

Furthermore, it is known that lim; o Wa(Hpux, ux) = 0, limy_,o Enty (Hypux) =

Enty(uk), and P,xk converge to xk in L% So for m := ﬁmq{, we have

t—0

lim XKdHtﬁlzlin&/PtXKdﬁl: /XKdﬁl: 1.
ﬁ

Thus lim;_,o Hm(K) = 1 and lim; ,o H;m(X \ K) = 0. Recall that pk is bounded,
by maximal principle of the heat flow we have

lim Hyug (X \ K) =0 and lim Hyuk(K) = 1. (3.24)
t—=0 t—0

By direct computation we have
Ent,, ((Ht,UK)‘—K)

= /1H(PtPK/PK)dHtNK
K

- / In(Pyprc) d Hypug — / In pic dH, i
K K

= /ln(PtpK) dHtuK—/ In(P;pk) dHtuK—/lnpKdHt,uK.
Jx o Ix\k K

-~

Entm (Hipk)

By (3.24) and Jensen’s inequality we know

lim In(Ppk) dHpx = 0.

By choice of K, In pk is bounded. Then we have

lim [ InpxdHjpux = lim/ Ppk In px dm = Enty, (k).
K t—0 K

t—0

Combining with the continuity of the entropy along the heat flow, we get
lim Enty,, ((Hepx)ek) = 0.
At last, for any n € N, there is a compact set F, C 2\ R, so that
1
ol (@ By < o (3.25)

Denote v, := vLg, /v(FE,). Note that lim;_,o Wa(H;v,, v,) = 0 and d(K, E,,) > 0, it
holds

lim Pk dv = limv(E,) /pK dH,v, = 0.
t—0

t—0 E,
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So there is t,, > 0 so that

1
/ P, pxdv < . (3.26)

n

Combining (3.25) and (3.26) we get

‘ / Py prc

/ P, pxdv + / P, px dv
E, Q\E,

1+1 1
2 on n’

For any n € N, we define

1
Hn = Qn ((thMK)‘—Q + E)

where a,, is the normalizing constant. From the construction above we can see that
1y, fulfils our request.

Step 3. Given a compact set K C R; and a sequence (g, )nen € Mg constructed
in the last step. For any ¢ € (0,1), denote pi,,+ = (Vr)sitn. By local compactness of
(X,d, m), we may assume that p,; — p for some p; € P(Q) as n — oo. By stabil-
ity of optimal transport (cf. [Vil09, Theorem 5.20]) and the uniqueness of optimal
transport map again, we know p, = (V)i is the unique t-intermediate point
between pk and a uniform distribution 7,,(uk) = m(D mDy) MEDy 0N some measurable
set Dx C D. By RCD(K, N) condition [Raj12] and [MS22, Theorem 4.3], we also
know fi, 4, iy < m, and for any ¢ > 0, (tn¢)nen have uniformly bounded densities
pn,t-

Furthermore, the density of u, satisfies

- < 1 t— 1. 3.27
iy _m(DK)+0( ), ast— (3.27)

Given € > 0, by (3.27) we have

1
pell e < +e (3.28)
m(Dg)

for t € (0,1) close enough to 1.

Next we will estimate Enty(pn+). Denote puy = prm,pn: = ppem, and fi, =
cniinL K € P(Q) for some normalizing constants ¢,, n € N. We have

Ent (fen,:)

= / In Pnt d,un,t
Vi (Q)

= / In pp ¢ dptn s + / In ¢ dptn ¢
Vi (K) Vi (Q\K)
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and

Ent(vw )t (1K) ((Vg&t) ( ))
= / ln(cnpn,t) d(cnun,t) - / In Pt d(cn,un,t)
Vi (K) Vi (K)

= ¢, / In prt dptns + / Cnlne, dpn, s — / In pr d(cppins)-
Vi (K) N Vi (K) , Vit (K)

-~

=Ilncp,
Combining with (3.28), we get
Entm(,umt)
1 Inec, 1
= _Ent(VSOt)u ((V(pt> ( )) - +— In ptd(cn,un,t)
Cn Cnp Cnp Vi (K)
+/ hl pn,t d/J/n,t
Ve (\K)
1 Ine, 1
S C_Ent(vw)u ((Vgpt) ( )) — —In (1/m(DK) + 6)
10 ol o 1a(2\ R,
By [AGS08, Lemma 9.4.5] we have
0 < Bt(w0)m0 (V)3 i) < Enty (7). (3.29)

Combining these estimates above, the properties (1) and (2) in Step 2, and
lim,,_,. ¢, = 1, we obtain

lim Enty(ftn) < In (1/m(Dk) +€) (3.30)

n—oo
for t € (0,1) close enough to 1.
Step 4.
By Proposition 3.7 and a re-parametrization argument, we obtain

UN(,Un,t) S CK/N (WQ(ﬂna Mn,t)) UN(,un)

—tSK/N(WZ(N"’M"’t» (%UN(:UH) / P dAsO).

W2 (Nn ) ,un,t)

Letting n — oo and combining with (3.30), upper semi-continuity of the functional
Un(-) (cf. [Stu0O6a, Lemma 4.1]), (3.23) and the Laplacian estimate in Lemma 3.2,
Lemma 3.4, we obtain

1

(1/m(DK) + 6)_N
Un (pix)

tsgn (Walpk, i) /
< W. Audm.
< CK/N( 2(#}0/%)) + NWa (i, 122) pPrAUdmM

By Jensen’s inequality (cf. [Stu06a, Lemma 4.1]), we get

Un(px) < m(K)

2=
2|-

<m(Ry)
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By monotonicity of SK/TN("T) and cx/n(x), letting t = 1, € = 0 and m(R; \ K) = 0
we get

(

m(ﬁ(%m() oy O Vmwm), it K <0,
t

m(D) < mm»( s

N
mAM|uﬂm) i K~ 0,

tSK/N((I)> + N .
m(R;) | cxn(P) + WH(AU) HLoo(ﬁ) if K >0,

where (Au)™ denotes the positive part of Au, © = sup, ,)epxad(z,y) and & :=
inf(:p,y)EDXQ d($7 y) L

Applications

In [Gig23, MS22], the authors adopt a perturbation argument of [ZZ18], in the
spirit of the classical Jensen’s maximum principle and ideas from Petrunin [Pet]
and Zhang—Zhu [ZZ12], to study harmonic maps from RCD metric measure spaces
to CAT(0) spaces. By Theorem 1.4, we get the following estimate which plays a key
role in their perturbation argument.

Corollary 3.8 (cf. [MS22], Theorem 4.3). Let (X,d,m) be an RCD(K, N) metric
measure space for some K € R and N € (1,00). Let Q C X be a bounded open
domain with m(0Q) = 0. Assume that uw € D(A,Q) N C(Q) with Au < L for some
positive constant L. Then, for any compact set D C X and for any t > 0 so that

RQ(D, Q, u, t) C Q,

or
RI(D, Q, u, t) C Q,

Vy € D, 3z € Ri(D,Q,u,t), d(z,y) =¢, inf (u+d,) =u(z)+d(z,y).
Q
It holds the following estimate:
m(D) < C(K,N,D,Q,t,L)m(R;(D,Q,u,t)) i=1,2 (3.31)

for some explicit constant

( N
t C)
(CK/N(@) + SK]QL@()L) s ZfK < O,
N
C(K,N,D,Q,t, L) := (1+NL) if K =0,
tsn(®) \Y
crn (@) + KT if K >0,
k( / N
where © = sup, yepxod(,y) and ® = inf, epxad(r,y). In particular, if

m(D) > 0, then m(Ri(D, Q,u,t)) > 0.
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On the basis of our ABP estimate and the ideas of Cabré [Cab97] and Wang-
Zhang [WZ13], one can also prove the Harnack inequality and certain geometric
inequalities on metric measure spaces with suitable assumptions. In this paper, we
will only study an isoperimetric type inequality.

Let 2 C X be an open set. Recall that the upper Minkowski content is defined

as
Q) —m(Q
m*(Q) := limsup m(§¥) = m(®)
€l0 €
where Q¢ C X is the e-neighbourhood of €2 defined as Q¢ := {z : d(z,Q) < ¢}. In

metric-measure setting, this notion plays the role of ‘boundary area’ (cf. [ADMG17]
for more discussions).

Definition 3.9 (Uniform exterior sphere condition). Let € C X be an open set.
We say that 2 satisfies the uniform exterior sphere condition if there exists r > 0
such that for all z € 0Q there is p, € Q° such that d(z,p,) = r and B,(p,) C Q°.

Definition 3.10 (H-mean convex). Let €2 be an open set in a CD(0, N) space. Let
u be the signed distance function defined by

] d(z,Q), if ©eQ°
u(x) = { _d(z, ), if zEQ. (3.32)

We say that 99 is H-mean convex if there is o > 0 so that u € D(A,Q, \ ) and
AULQU\ﬁg —HmLQd\ﬁ.

Remark 3.11. By the representation formula for the Laplacian of the signed distance
function, proved by Cavalletti-Mondino [CM20, Corollary 4.16] based on needle
decomposition, one can prove: if 2 satisfies uniform exterior sphere condition, and
the outer mean curvature of 02 is bounded from below by H in the sense of Ketterer
[Ket20], then it is H-mean convex.

In particular, in the smooth setting, 02 is H-mean convex if and only if its
(outer) mean curvature is bounded from below by H.

Then we can prove a generalized Steiner-type formula. We refer the readers
to [Ket20] for a Heintze-Karcher type inequality.

Theorem 3.12 (Generalized Steiner-type formula). Let (X,d, m) be an RCD(0, N)
metric measure space with N > 2. Let ) be a bounded open set satisfying uniform
exterior sphere condition with m(9$2) = 0. Assume that 0S) is H-mean convez for
some H > 0. Then, as ¢ — 0,

m(2) <m(Q) + (6 — %He2) m*(Q) + o(e?).

Proof. For e € (0,7/2) and € (0, ¢/2), consider the contact set Ry (ac—5\ Qers, Qe \
Q,u,€). By uniform exterior sphere condition, we can see that

Rl (926—6 \ Q€+57 Qe \57 u, 6) C Q€ \ﬁ
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and

Vy € Does \ Qeys, Fz € Ry, d(z,y) =€, inf (u+dy) = u(z) +d(z,y).
Q2

Applying Corollary 3.8 to u, we obtain

_ H \N-1
m(Qoes \ Qets) <m0\ Q) (1 - NE_ 1) :
Letting 6 — 0 we get
o _ cH \N-1
m(ae \ ) <m(Q\ Q)(l N — 1)

By Taylor’s expansion with respect to €, we know

ed \N-1 1
1— ) <1— He+ ~H?&.
( N1 = et ghe

So

m( \ Q) < (2 ~ He+ %H%?) m(Q\ )

IN

1 1 1 —
(2  Hes 5}1262) (2 Lhes 2—H> m(Q\ Q)

. 1 -
< 2 (1 — He+ 2—nHe + 0(62)) m(Qjon1 \ Q).

Letting n — oo we get
m(Qo \ Q) < (26 — 2HE)m™(Q) + o(€?)

Replacing € by €/2 we prove the theorem.
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