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1 Introduction

Non-Euclidean elasticity is a theory of elastic bodies which do not have a compatible stress-free
reference configuration, and was originally developed to formulate and analyze models of metal
plasticity and dislocations. Recently, it attracted a lot of attention in the study of biomechanical
systems, see for example, [7, 17, 10, 9, 13]. In this context, bodies which are small in one or
several dimensions are of particular interest because they often arise in applications and they
show universal behavior based on the underlying geometric nonlinearities rather than the detailed
material laws.

The goal of this article is twofold. First, we extend the derivation of a low energy theory for
inextensible rods by Γ-convergence [15] from a Euclidean to a Riemannian setting. Secondly,
for the case for thin geodesic tubes we extend the results of Maor and Shachar [14] on optimal
embeddings of thin geometric objects in two ways. First, the target is a general Riemannian
manifold rather than Rn and, secondly, we give a precise description of the asymptotic energy
as a quadratic form in the difference of the curvature tensors in the domain and the target (see
[14, Question 3, page 154]). This also extends the work of Maor and Shachar [14] us [8] on the
optimal embedding of small balls.

∗MK and SM have been supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Founda-
tion) through the Hausdorff Center for Mathematics (GZ 2047/1, Projekt-ID 390685813)

1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

00
64

3v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

A
P]

  2
9 

N
ov

 2
02

5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.00643v1


To set the stage, let (M, g) and (M̃, g̃) be smooth, oriented, n dimensional, Riemannian man-
ifolds with n ≥ 2 and assume that M is complete and M̃ is compact. Let ψ : [−L,L] → M
be an injective unit speed geodesic and let ν = (ν2, . . . , νn) : (−L,L) → (TM)n−1 be a parallel
orthonormal frame of the normal bundle of ψ, such that (γ′, ν) is positively oriented. We call
the pair (γ′, ν) a framed unit speed geodesic. Define geodesic normal coordinates (also known as
Fermi coordinates) by

ψ(x) := ψγ,ν(x) := expγ(x1)

n∑
j=2

xjνj(x1)

and consider the geodesic tube

Ω∗
h := ψ((−L,L)×Bh(0)).

Note that Ω∗
h depends only on the geodesic γ and not on the frame ν. For sufficiently small

h > 0, the set Ω∗
h can be identified with the set of those vectors in the normal bundle Nγ =⋃

t∈(−L,L)
{
a ∈ Tγ(t) : (a, γ

′(t)) = 0
}
which have norm less than h. To a map ũ : Ω∗

h → M̃ we
assign an energy

Eh(ũ) :=

 
Ω∗

h

dist2(dũ, SO(g, g̃)) d volM . (1.1)

Here the integrand is given more explicitly by dist2(dũ(p), SO(g(p), g̃(ũ(p))), where
SO(g(p), g̃(ũ(p))) denotes the set of orientation preserving linear isometries for TpM to Tu(p)M̃
and the distance is taken with respect to the Riemannian Hilbert Schmidt norm for 1-1 tensors.
Moreover,

ffl
Ω∗

h
denotes the average with respect to the Riemannian volume measure on M.

Our first result is a compactness result. For every family of maps ũh : Ω∗
h → M̃ with

sup0<h<h0 h
−4Eh(ũh) < ∞ there exists a sequence hk → 0 and framed unit speed geodesics

(γ̃k, ν̃k) in M̃ which converge to a framed unit speed geodesic (γ̃, ν̃) and have the following
properties. If vk(x1, hx

′) is the expression of ũk in geodesic normal coordinates, i.e., if

(ψγ̂k,ν̂k ◦ vk)(x1, x
′) = ũk ◦ ψγ,ν(x1, hx′),

then vk essentially satisfies

vk(x1, x
′) =

(
x1
hx′

)
+

(
h2kwk(x1)− h2k∂x1yk(x1) · x′

hkyk(x1) + h2kZk(x1)x
′

)
+ h3kβk(x1, x

′),

where Zk(x1) is a skew symmetric (n−1)× (n−1) matrix. Moreover, a subsequence of the tuple
(wk, yk, Zk, βk) converges to (w, y, Z, β) in a suitable topology.

Our second result is a Γ-convergence result. With respect to the convergence indicated above,
the functionals h−4Eh Γ-converges to a limit functional given by

I γ̃,ν̃(w, y, Z, β) :=
 L

−L

 
B1(0)

| symG(x)− T (x)|2 dx, (1.2)

where

G(x1, x
′) :=

(
(∂x1w) e1 + (∂x1A)

(
0
x′

)
∂x2β . . . ∂xnβ

)
− 1

2
A2,

T (x1, x
′) :=

(
T R
γ,ν(x1, x

′)− T R̃
γ̃,ν̃(x1, y(x1) + x′)

)
,

(1.3)

and

A =

(
0 −∂x1yT

∂x1y Z

)
, (1.4)
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see Theorem 19 below. Here T R
γ,ν(x1, x

′) is a quadratic form in x′ which describes the rescaled
deviation of the metric introduced by the Fermi coordinates in M from the Euclidean metric.
This deviation is a quadratic form in x′ and the coefficients of the quadratic form depend on
the curvature tensor R along γ, see Lemma 3 below. Similarly, T R̃

γ̃,ν̃(x1, y(x1) + x′) describes the

metric deficit in the target manifold M̃. The Γ-limit deviates from the Γ-limit in the Euclidean
setting [15] exactly by the additional term T (x).

Actually, there is subtlety. The map ũh is only in W 1,2 and hence may not be uniformly close
to any unit speed geodesic and we may not be able to express ũh in Fermi coordinates around
such a geodesic. To overcome this difficulty, we use the same idea as in [8]: instead of ũh we
consider a uniformly Lipschitz approximations ṽh which agree with ũh except on a set of volume
fraction O(h4). We then define the limit (w, y, Z, β) in terms of the Lipschitz approximations
ṽh. It is not difficult to see that the limit does not depend on the choice of the approximation.
Moreover, the limit is also independent on the precise choice of the geodesics γ̃h, up to a natural
finite dimensional equivalence relation related to an infinitesimal change of framed geodesic, see
Definition 14 and Proposition 16.

Using the compactness of M̃, it is easy to see by standard arguments for Γ-convergence that

lim
h→0

inf
ũ
h−4Eh(ũ) = min

(γ̃,ν̃)∈G
mγ̃,ν̃ ,

where G denotes the set of framed unit speed geodesics and where

mγ̃,ν̃ = inf
w,y,Z,β

I γ̃,ν̃(w, y, Z, β),

see Theorem 25. We note that G is finite dimensional, since a framed unit speed geodesic is
determined by p = γ̃(0) and a positively oriented orthonormal frame at p.

Finally, we show that mγ̃,ν̃ can be expressed as quadratic form of the difference of the curvature
tensors in M and M̃ along the corresponding framed unit speed geodesics. Set

A(x1) := R̃(x1, 0)−R(x1, 0),

where R is the pullback of the curvature tensor on M with respect to the Fermi coordinates for

(γ, ν) and R̃ is the pullback of the curvature tensor R̃ of M̃ with respect to the Fermi coordinates
for (γ̃, ν̃). Then

mγ̃,ν̃ =

 L

−L
Q(A(x1)) dx1.

Here the quadratic form Q is positive definite on the space of 4-tensors which have the symmetries
of the curvature tensor and on those tensors it can be written as

Q(A) = Q1(Apar) +Q2(A′) +Q3(A′′),

where
Apar
kl = A1k1l, A′

jkl = A1kjl, (A′′)ikjl = Aikjl, for i, j, k, l ≥ 2,

and

Q1(Apar)
1

2(n+ 1)(n+ 3)
|Apar|2 − 1

2(n+ 1)2(n+ 3)
(trApar)2 ,

Q2(A′) = min
b1

1

2

 
{0}×B1(0)

∑
j≥2

(
∂jb1(x

′)− 1

3
A′
jklx

′
kx

′
l

)2

dx′,

and

Q3(A′′) = min
b′

 
{0}×B1(0)

∑
i,j≥2

(
(sym∇′b′)ij(x

′)− 1

6
A′′
ikjlx

′
kx

′
l

)
dx′,
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see Theorem 26 and Corollary 27. Note that Q1 is positive definite since (trApar)2 ≤ (n −
1)|Apar|2. The expression of Q3 captures the behavior perpendicular to the geodesics γ and γ̃
and agrees with the formulae for asymptotic energy of the optimal embedding of small balls
derived in [14] and [8].

In term of elasticity, the linearization of the energy density dist2(dũ, SO(g, g̃)) leads to an
energy in linear elasticity which is isotropic and has the special Poisson’s ratio 0. One can
start instead with a general isotropic energy. To do so, one uses polar decomposition to write
dũ(p) = R(p)S(p), where R ∈ SO(g(p), g̃(p)) and S(p) : TpM → TpM is symmetric (with
respect to the metric g(p)). Then one considers an energy density f(λ1(p), . . . , λn(p)) where
λ1(p), . . . , λn(p) are the eigenvalues of S(p) and f is a symmetric function of its n arguments, of
class C2 and satisfies f(1, . . . , 1) = 0, Df(1, . . . , 1) = 0 and D2f(1, . . . , 1) > 0. Then the Γ-limit
is given by

 
Ω
µ|G− T |2 + λ

2
(tr(G− T ))2 dx

with suitable coefficients µ > 0 and λ > − 2
nµ. The particular form of the Γ limit arises from the

fact that the space of quadratic symmetric functions h : Rn → R is spanned by the two functions
h1(s) =

∑n
i=1 s

2
i and h2(s) = (

∑n
i=1 si)

2, see [2] for a general discussion of symmetric functions
in nonlinear elasticity.

Finally, we briefly comment on the assumption that M̃ be compact. This assumption is not
needed for the Γ-convergence result, but of course for the compactness statement, since other-
wise the maps ũh might escape to infinity. If M̃ has constant curvature we can use isometric
translations to restore compactness. In particular we may take M̃ = Rn. If M̃ is asymptotic
to a constant curvature space at ∞, then in the spirit of concentration compactness the limit
limh→0 h

−4 inf ũEh(ũ) is either given by min(γ̃,ν̃)∈G m
γ̃,ν̃ or by a limit problem on the space of

constant curvature.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Fermi coordinates around a geodesic in M

Let (M, g) be a complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold and let γ : R → M be a geodesic
with |γ′| = 1. Let ν := (ν2, . . . , νn) be a parallel orthonormal frame of the normal bundle of γ.
Then the Fermi coordinates ψγ,ν are given by

ψγ,ν(x1, x
′) := expγ(x1)

(
n∑
k=2

xkνk(x1)

)
. (2.1)

We call (γ, ν) a framed unit speed geodesic.

Remark 1. The definition of ψ := ψγ,ν implies that that Dψ(x1, 0) is an isometry from Rn
to Tγ(x1)M. If γ has no self-intersections on the interval [−L,L], then it follows from the
inverse function theorem and a compactness argument that there exists ε > 0 such that ψ is a
diffeomorphism from (−L,L) × Bε(0) to its image with |Dψ| ≤ 2 and |(Dψ)−1| ≤ 2 and such
that ψ|(−L,L)×Bε(0) is bilipschitz.

Remark 2. For the main results of this paper we consider oriented Riemannian manifolds and
in this setting we will always assume that the frame (γ′(x1), ν2(x1), . . . , νn(x1)) is positively
oriented.

We denote by g the pullback metric of g under ψγ,ν , i.e.,

g(x)(X,Y ) = (ψ∗
γ,νg)(x)(X,Y ) = gψγ,ν(x)(dψγ,ν(x)X, dψγ,ν(x)Y ) .
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Furthermore, we let R denote the Riemann curvature tensor on M, i.e.

R(Z,X, Y ) := ∇X∇Y Z −∇Y∇XZ −∇[X,Y ]Z. (2.2)

This is a 1-3 tensor and we denote the associated 0-4 tensor also by R, i.e.,

R(W,Z,X, Y ) = g(W,R(Z,X, Y )). (2.3)

We also define the curvature operator by

R(X,Y )Z := R(Z,X, Y ). (2.4)

Lemma 3 ([12],[5, Chapter 9]). Let (M, g) be a smooth Riemannian manifold. Given a framed
unit speed geodesic (γ, ν) on [−L,L] in M there exists ρ > 0 and C > 0 such that the Fermi
coordinates ψγ,ν are defined in Ωρ = (−L,L) × Bρ and the pullback metric g = ψ∗

γ,νg and its

Christoffel symbols Γ satisfy, for |x′| < ρ, 1∣∣∣∣∣∣g11(x)− 1 +
n∑

k,l=2

R1k1l(x1)x
′
kx

′
l

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|x′|3,

∣∣∣∣∣∣g1j(x) + 2

3

n∑
k,l=2

Rjk1l(x1)x
′
kx

′
l

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|x′|3, j = 2, . . . , n,

∣∣∣∣∣∣gij(x)− δij +
1

3

n∑
k,l=2

Rjkil(x1)x
′
kx

′
l

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|x′|3, i, j = 2, . . . , n,

(2.5)

and ∣∣∣∣Γkij(x) + 1

3

(
Rkjil(x1) +Rkijl(x1)

)
x′l

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|x′|2 if i, j ≥ 2,∣∣∣Γki1(x) +Rki1l(x1)x
′
l

∣∣∣ ≤ C|x′|2 ,
(2.6)

with Rjkil(x1) = ψ∗
γ,νR(x1, 0)(ej , ek, ei, el) where e1, . . . , en is the canonical basis for Rn. If

K ⊂ M is compact then the constants ρ > 0 and C can be chosen uniformly for all unit speed
geodesics γ with γ((−L,L)) ⊂ K.

Proof of Lemma 3. This follows by standard Jacobi field estimates. Indeed, the Taylor expan-
sions for g and Γ can be found, for example, in [12, eq. (66a)-(66c)], and [12, eq. (58b) and (58c)],
respectively. Higher order Taylor expansions of the metric are established in [5, Chapter 9]. The
uniformity of C and ρ follows from the fact that ψγ,ν is smooth (by standard results ODEs for
geodesic and parallel transport) and the fact that K can be covered by finitely many charts. For
the convenience of the reader we recall the proof in Appendix B. The argument shows that ρ
and C can be controlled by the C0 norm of the curvature tensor R and its covariant derivative
in a neighborhood of γ([−L,L]).

In order to simplify the notation below, we associate a matrix T A
γ,ν ∈ Rn×n to every tuple

(A, γ, ν), where A is a (3, 1)-tensor on M and (γ, ν) is a framed unit speed geodesic, as follows.
For i, j ∈ {2, . . . , n} we set

1In our earlier paper [8] we used the definition R(X,Y, Z) = R(X,Y )Z instead of (2.2). This gives a formula
with the opposite sign in (2.5)
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(T A
γ,ν)11(x1, x

′) = −1

2

n∑
k,l=2

A1k1l(x1)x
′
kx

′
l,

(T A
γ,ν)1j(x1, x

′) = −1

3

n∑
k,l=2

Ajk1l(x1)x
′
kx

′
l,

(T A
γ,ν)j1(x1, x

′) = −1

3

n∑
k,l=2

A1kjl(x1)x
′
kx

′
l,

(T A
γ,ν)ij(x1, x

′) = −1

6

n∑
k,l=2

Ajkil(x1)x
′
kx

′
l.

(2.7)

Here A = ψ∗
γ,νA is the pullback of the restriction of the tensor A to γ.

For a metric g on Rn we define a positive definite symmetric matrix Ag by (Ag)ij := gij :=

g(ei, ej). By A
1/2
g we denote the unique positive definite symmetric matrix M with M2 = Ag

and we set A
−1/2
g :=M−1. We use the shorthand notations

(g1/2)ij := (A
1/2
g )ij , (g−1/2)ij := (A

−1/2
g )ij . (2.8)

Note that neither A
1/2
g nor A

−1/2
g are 0-2 or 1-1 tensors. Indeed, if φ(x) = λx, then φ∗g = λ2g

and (Aφ∗g)
1/2 = λA

1/2
g while (Aφ∗g)

−1/2 = λ−1A
−1/2
g which is incompatible with the behaviour

of 0-2 or 1-1 tensors.

An immediate consequence of Lemma 3 is that the Taylor expansions of the matrices g1/2 and
g−1/2 are given by ∣∣∣(g1/2)(x)− Id−T R

γ,ν(x)
∣∣∣ ≤ C|x′|3, (2.9)

and ∣∣∣(g−1/2)(x)− Id+T R
γ,ν(x)

∣∣∣ ≤ C|x′|3 . (2.10)

2.2 Lift of maps from a small geodesic tube in M

If γ̃ : (−L,L) → M̃ is a unit speed geodesic in a smooth Riemannian manifold M̃, then in
general the Fermi coordinates associated with γ̃ are not globally invertible on a small cylinder,
because γ̃ may have self-intersections. We will overcome this difficulty by the following lifting
result.

Lemma 4. Let M̃ be a smooth n-dimensional Riemannian manifold and let K ⊂ M̃ be compact.
Let (γ̃, ν̃) be a framed unit speed geodesic on (−L,L) with γ̃((−L,L)) ⊂ K and let ψ̃ := ψγ̃,ν̃ be
the associated Fermi map.

For η > 0 define

Uη := (−L− η, L+ η)×Bη(0) ⊂ R× Rn−1, (2.11)

Vη :=
{
(s, q) ∈ (−L,L)× M̃ : distM̃(q, γ̃(s)) < η

}
. (2.12)

Then there exists a δ > 0 such that ψ̃ can be extended to Uδ, the operator norm satisfies |Dψ̃| ≤ 2
and there exists a unique smooth map Φ̃ : Vδ/2 → Uδ satisfying

ψ̃(Φ̃(s, q)) = q and Φ̃(s, γ̃(s)) = (s, 0) for all (s, q) ∈ Vδ/2.

Moreover ∂sΦ̃ = 0 in Vδ/2, the operator norm satisfies |DΦ̃| ≤ 2, and Φ̃ is Lipschitz with Lipschitz
constant at most 6. Moreover, δ > 0 can be chosen independently of L and of the framed unit
speed geodesic (γ̃, ν̃) as long as γ̃((−L,L)) ⊂ K.
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We will frequently use the following immediate consequence of Lemma 4.

Lemma 5. Let M and M̃ be smooth, complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifolds and let
(γ, ν) and (γ̃, ν̃) be framed unit speed geodesics on [−L,L] in M and M̃, respectively. Let ψ and
ψ̃ denote the Fermi coordinate maps for the framed geodesics. Let δ > 0 be as in Lemma 4 and
let ε > 0 be as in Remark 1. If a map ṽ : ψ(Ωε) → M̃ satisfies

sup
x∈Ωε

dM̃(v(ψ(x)), γ̃(x1)) <
1

2
δ (2.13)

then there exists a lift v : (−L,L)×Bε(0) → R×Bδ(0) such that

ψ̃ ◦ v = ṽ ◦ ψ and |v(x1)− x1| < δ for all x1 ∈ (−L,L).

If, in addition, ṽ is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant l, then v is Lipschitz with Lipschitz at most
4l.

Proof. It follows from (2.13) that (v ◦ ψ)(Ωε) ⊂ Vδ/2. Thus we can take v(x) = Φ̃
(
x1, v(ψ(x))

)
.

To show the assertion on Lipschitz constant, we use that Lipschitz functions are differentiable
almost everywhere. Then the chain rule and the bounds |DΦ̃| ≤ 2 and |Dψ−1| ≤ 2 imply that
|Dv(x)| ≤ 4l almost everywhere. Since Ωε is convex, it follows that v has Lipschitz constant at
most 4l.

Proof of Lemma 4. Since γ̃((−L,L)) is contained in a compact subset there exists a δ0 > 0 such
that γ̃ and the orthonormal frame can be extended to (−L − 2δ0, L + 2δ0). Let s ∈ [−L,L].
Then Dψ̃(s, 0) is a linear isometry from Rn to Tγ̃(s)M̃. By the inverse function theorem, there

exists a δ ∈ (0, δ0) such that the restriction of ψ̃ to (s − 2δ, s + 2δ) × Bδ(0) satisfies |Dψ̃| ≤ 2
and |(Dψ̃)−1| ≤ 2, is injective, and ψ̃ ((s− δ, s+ δ)×Bδ(0)) ⊃ Bδ/2(γ̃(s)). Thus there exists a
smooth map

Ψ̃s : Bδ/2(γ̃(s)) → (s− δ, s+ δ)×Bδ(0)

with ψ̃ ◦ Ψ̃s = id and |DΨ̃s| ≤ 2. By the usual compactness argument, such a δ > 0 can
be chosen uniformly for all s ∈ [−L,L] and for all framed unit speed geodesics which satisfy
γ̃((−L,L)) ⊂ K. Now define Φ̃ : (−L,L)× Vδ/2 → Uδ by

Φ̃(s, q) = Ψ̃s(q).

Then Φ̃(s, q) ∈ (s− δ, s+ δ)×Bδ(0) and

ψ̃(Φ(s, q)) = q.

Assume that |s′ − s| < min(δ, δ/2− distM̃(q, s)). Then q ∈ Bδ/2,γ̃(s′), since distM̃(γ̃(s), γ̃(s′)) ≤
|s− s′|. Thus Φ̃(s′, q) is defined and Φ̃(s′, q) ∈ (s′ − δ, s′ + δ)×Bδ(0) ⊂ (s− 2δ, s+ 2δ)×Bδ(0).
Since ψ̃ is injective on (s− 2δ, s+ 2δ)×Bδ(0) it follows that

Φ(s′, q) = Φ(s, q) whenever |s′ − s| < min(δ, δ/2− distM̃(q, s)). (2.14)

Hence ∂sΦ(s, q) = 0 and Φ̃ is smooth function on Vδ/2. Moreover, |DΦ̃| = |DqΦ̃| = |DΨ̃s| ≤ 2.

To show uniqueness, assume that Φ̂ : Vδ/2 → Uδ is smooth and satisfies Φ̂(s, γ(s)) = (s, 0)

for s ∈ (−L,L) and ψ̃(Φ̂(s, q)) = q for all (s, q) in Vδ/2. Fix s ∈ (−L,L) and let W :={
q ∈ Bδ/2(γ(s)) : Φ̂(s, q) = Φ̃(s, q)

}
. Then W is open, since Φ̃({s}×W ) ⊂ (s− δ, s+ δ)×Bδ(0)

and ψ̃ is injective on (s− δ, s+ δ)×Bδ(0). Moreover, W is relatively closed in Bδ/2(γ(s)) since Φ̂

and Φ̃ are continuous. Finally W is not empty since γ(s) ∈W , by assumption. Since Bδ/2(γ(s))
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is connected (for sufficiently small δ > 0) we get W = Bδ/2(γ(s)). This holds for all s ∈ (−L,L)
and hence Φ̂ = Φ̃.

Finally, we show that Φ̃ is globally Lipschitz. By reducing δ > 0, if needed, we may assume,
in addition, that the balls Bδ/2(γ̃(s)) are geodesically convex for all s ∈ (−L,L). To prove the
Lipschitz estimate, let (s, q), (s′, q′) ∈ Vδ/2. By symmetry, we may assume that distM̃(q′, γ̃(s′)) ≤
distM̃(q, γ̃(s)).

Assume first that |s′ − s| < distM̃(q, γ̃(s)). Consider the length minimizing unit speed geodesic
η from q to γ̃(s) and let q′′ := η(|s′ − s|). Then

distM̃(q′′, γ̃(s)) = distM̃(q, γ̃(s))− |s′ − s|

and hence distM̃(q′′, γ̃(s′)) ≤ distM̃(q, γ̃(s′)) < δ/2 since |γ̃(s′)− γ̃(s)| ≤ |s′−s|. Thus Φ̃(s, q′′) =
Φ̃(s, q′′). Since |DΦ̃| ≤ 2 and since the balls Bδ/2(γ̃(σ)) and Bδ/2(γ̃(s

′)) are geodesically convex,
we get

|Φ̃(s, q)− Φ̃(s′, q)| ≤ |Φ̃(s, q)− Φ̃(s, q′′)|+ |Φ̃(s′, q′)− Φ̃(s′, q′′)|
≤ 2|s′ − s|+ 2distM̃(q′, q′′) ≤ 4|s− s′|+ 2distM̃(q′, q) < 6 distM̃(q′, q).

If |s′ − s| ≥ distM̃(q, γ̃(s)), we set q′′ = γ̃(s) and q′′′ = γ̃(s′). Then Φ̃(s, q′′) = (s, 0) and

Φ̃(s′, q′′′) = (s′, 0). Hence

|Φ̃(s, q)− Φ̃(s′, q)| ≤ |Φ̃(s, q)− Φ̃(s, q′′)|+ |Φ̃(s′, q′)− Φ̃(s′, q′′′)|+ |s− s′|
≤2 distM̃(q, γ̃(s)) + 2 distM̃(q′, γ̃(s′)) + |s′ − s|
≤4 distM̃(q, γ(s)) + |s′ − s| ≤ 5|s′ − s|.

Here we used the assumption distM̃(q′, γ(s′)) ≤ distM̃(q, γ(s)). Combining the estimates in the

two cases, we see that Φ̃ is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant at most 6.

2.3 Estimates for the center of mass in normal coordinates

Definition 6 (Riemannian center of mass [6]). Let (A,µ) be a probability space, let M̃ be a
complete Riemannian manifold and let Bρ ⊂ M̃ be a convex geodesic ball. For a measurable
function f : A→ Bρ define

Pf : Bρ → R, Pf (m) =
1

2

ˆ
A
dist2(m, f(a)) dµ(a) . (2.15)

We call Cf := argminm∈Bρ
Pf (m) the Riemannian center of mass of f in A.

Remark 7. The function Pf in (2.15) is convex and has a unique minimum which lies in the
interior of Bρ. A proof of this result and more details on the Riemannian center of mass can be
found in [6].

Proposition 8. Let N be a complete, smooth Riemannian manifold. Let p ∈ N . Then there
exist ρ > 0 and C ′ > 0 with the following property. The ball B2ρ(p) is geodesically convex and
the exponential map expp is a smooth diffeomorphism from B2ρ(0) ⊂ TpN → B2ρ(p). Moreover,
the map ψ := exp−1

p ◦ expq satisfies, for every q ∈ Bρ(p) and every v ∈ TqN with |v| ≤ ρ

|ψ(v)− ψ(0)− dψ(0)v| ≤ C ′(d(p, q) + |v|)|v|2. (2.16)

If N is compact, then ρ and C can be chosen independently of the point p ∈ N .

Proof. Consider the map c : [0, 1] → N given by c(t) = expq tv. Then c is a geodesic arc which
connects c(0) = q and c(1) = expq v. Moreover, |c′(t)| = |v| and thus c([0, 1]) ⊂ B2ρ(p). Hence
we can define γ := φ ◦ c, where φ = exp−1

p . Then |γ′(t)| ≤ C|c′(t)| ≤ C|v|.
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Let Γ denote the Christoffel symbols corresponding to the chart φ. Then

γ′′(t) = −Γ(γ(t))(γ′(t), γ′(t)) (2.17)

and
γ(0) = φ(q) = ψ(0), γ′(0) = dψ(0)v, γ(1) = ψ(v). (2.18)

Since the chart φ defines normal coordinates, we have Γ(0) = 0. Moreover DΓ is controlled in
terms of the second derivatives of the metric. Hence

|Γ(γ(t))(γ′(t), γ′(t))| ≤ C|γ(t)| |γ′(t)|2 ≤ C ′(d(p, q) + |v|)|v|2. (2.19)

Hence the assertion (2.16) follows from (2.17) and (2.18). The fact that ρ and C can be chosen
uniformly for compact N follows from the usual argument.

Corollary 9. Let p,ρ and C ′ be as in Proposition 8. Let r ≤ ρ/2. Let (A,µ) be a probability
space and let f : A→ Br(p) be a measurable map. Then the center of mass Cf satisfies∣∣∣∣exp−1

p Cf −
ˆ
A
exp−1

p f(a) dµ(a)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C ′r3. (2.20)

Proof. Let q = Cf . Then by [6, Thm. 1.2] we have
ˆ
A
exp−1

q f(a) dµ(a) = 0. (2.21)

Recall that ψ = exp−1
p ◦ expq. Thus exp−1

p ◦f = ψ ◦ (exp−1
q ◦f). It follows from (2.21) and (2.16)

that ∣∣∣∣ˆ
A
exp−1

p f(a) dµ(a)− ψ(0)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C ′r3.

Since ψ(0) = exp−1
p (q) = exp−1

p Cf , this concludes the proof.

2.4 Setup

Let L > 0. For h > 0 define Ωh := (−L,L) × Bh(0) ⊂ Rn, and let Ω := (−L,L) × B1(0). We
define the rescaled gradient dhv of a function v : Ω → Rn by

dhv :=

(
∂x1v

∣∣∣∣1h∂x2v
∣∣∣∣ . . . ∣∣∣∣1h∂xnv

)
.

If Ih : Ω → Ωh is given by Ih(x1, x
′) = (x1, hx

′), vh : Ωh → Rn and v = vh ◦ Ih then

dhv = (dvh) ◦ Ih.

Let (γ, ν) be a framed unit speed geodesic in a complete Riemannian manifold M and let

Ω∗
h = ψγ,ν(Ωh), (2.22)

where ψγ,ν is the Fermi coordinate system defined in (2.1). For functions ũ : Ω∗
h → M̃ we define

the energy

Eh(ũ) :=

 
Ω∗

h

dist2(dũ, SO(g, g̃)) d volg . (2.23)

Remark 10. If (γ, ν), (γ̃, ν̃) are as in Lemma 4 and v is a lift of ũ with respect to these geodesics,
i.e. if ψ̃γ̃,ν̃ ◦ v = ũ ◦ ψγ,ν , then,

Eh(ũ) =
1´

Ωh

√
det g dx

ˆ
Ωh

dist2
(
(g̃ ◦ v)1/2 dv g−1/2, SO(n)

)√
det g dx, (2.24)

see for example [8, Eq. 2.5]. Here dv is identified with the matrix with components (dv)ij = ∂xjvi

and the matrices g−1/2 and g̃
1/2

are defined in (2.8).
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If |(v2, . . . , vn)| ≤ Ch, then the metrics in (2.24) are O(h2) close to the identity. This will allow
us to use the following compactness result in the Euclidean setting.

Theorem 11 ([15, Thm. 2.2]). Let n ≥ 2 and let hk → 0, vk : Ω → Rn such that

sup
k

1

h4k

ˆ
Ω
dist2(dvk, SO(n)) dx <∞. (2.25)

Then there exist maps Qk : (−L,L) → SO(n), Q̃k : (−L,L) → Rn×n with |Q̃k| ≤ c and constants

Qk ∈ SO(n), ck ∈ Rn such that the functions vk := Q
T
k vk − ck satisfy

∥dhkvk −Qk∥L2(Ω) ≤ Ch2k,

∥Qk − Q̃k∥L2(−L,L) ≤ Ch2k, ∥∇Q̃k∥L2(−L,L) ≤ Chk,

∥Qk − Id ∥L∞ ≤ Chk.

(2.26)

Furthermore, set

wk(x1) :=

ˆ
B1(0)

(vk)1(x)− x1
h2k

dx′,

yki (x1) :=

ˆ
B1(0)

(vk)i(x)

hk
dx′, i = 2, . . . , n,

zkij(x1) := − 1

µ

ˆ
B1(0)

xi(vk)j(x)− xj(vk)i(x)

h2k
dx′, i, j = 2, . . . , n,

where µ := 2
´
Bhk

(0) x
2
n dx

′. By Zk we denote the skew-symmetric matrix with entries zkij. Then,

up to subsequences, it holds:

1. wk ⇀ w weakly in W 1,2(−L,L),

2. yki → yi in W
1,2(−L,L) with yi ∈W 2,2(−L,L) for i = 2, . . . , n,

3. zkij ⇀ zij weakly in W 1,2(−L,L).

4. There exists a matrix A ∈W 1,2((−L,L);Rn×n) such that (dhkvk − Id)/hk → A in L2(Ω),

5. sym(Qk − Id)/h2k → A2/2 uniformly on (−L,L) with

A =

(
0 −∂x1yT

∂x1y Z

)
, (2.27)

where Z is the skew-symmetric matrix with entries zij and y =

y2...
yn

.

6. The sequence βk defined by

βk1 (x) :=
1

hk

(
(vk)1(x)− x1

h2k
− wk(x1) +

n∑
i=2

xi∂x1y
k
i (x1)

)
,

βkj (x) :=
1

h2k

(
(vk)j(x)− hkxj

hk
− ykj (x1)− hk(Z

kx′)j

)
for j = 2, . . . , n

converges weakly in L2(Ω;Rn) to a function β belonging to the space

B :=

{
α ∈ L2(Ω;Rn) :

ˆ
B1(0)

α(x) dx′ = 0, ∂xiα ∈ L2(Ω;Rn),
ˆ
B1(0)

αjxi − αixj dx
′ = 0

}
. (2.28)

Moreover, ∂xiβ
k ⇀ ∂xiβ in L2(Ω) for i = 2, . . . , n.
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In [15] Theorem 11 is proved for the case n = 3. The proof is analogous for all n ≥ 2. Note that
for n = 2 we have Z = 0 by antisymmetry.

Note that the limit (w, y, Z, β) is not unique, not even after choice of a subsequence. The point
is that the choice of the constant rotations Qk and the constants ck is not unique. Indeed, if we
replace Qk by Q̌k = ehkWQk and čk = ck + hk č

′ + h2kw0e1 with W skew-symmetric, and vk by
v̌k := Q̌Tk vk − čk, then the limits in the convergences 1. to 6. get replaced by

w̌(x1) = w0 + w(x1) +
1

2
(W 2)11x1 +

n∑
j=2

W1jyj(x1),

y̌i(x1) = yi(x1) +W1ix1 + č′i, i = 2, . . . , n,

žij = zij +Wij , i, j = 2, . . . , n .

It is not difficult to show that modulo this equivalence relation, the limit is unique (for a suitable
subsequence). We will show this in a more general setting in Proposition 16 below.

Geometrically, the choice of Qk and ck corresponds to the choice of a line segment γk given by

γk(t) = Qk(te1 + ck)

and a constant orthonormal frame νj = Qkej for j ≥ 2 perpendicular to γk such that vk stays
close to γk and dhkvk is close to Qk on average.

In the Riemannian setting, the straight line γk is replaced by a unit speed geodesic and the
constant frame is replaced by a parallel orthonormal frame. In this setting we want the expression
of vk in Fermi coordinates around this framed geodesic to satisfy Properties 1 to 6 of Theorem 11
without application of an additional rotation Qk and translation ck. Here the following simple
consequence of Theorem 11 will be useful.

Corollary 12. Assume that hk → 0 and that the maps vk : Ω → Rn satisfy

sup
k

1

h4k

ˆ
Ω
dist2(dvk, SO(n)) dx <∞. (2.29)

Assume in addition that
ˆ
Ω

∣∣∣∣vk(x)− (x10
)∣∣∣∣2 dx ≤ Ch2k, for j ≥ 2, (2.30)∣∣∣∣ˆ

Ω
(vk)1(x)− x1 dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ch2k. (2.31)

Then there exists Rk ∈ SO(n− 1) such that a subsequence of the maps

v♯k :=

(
1 0
0 Rk

)T
vk (2.32)

satisfy (2.26) and Properties 1 to 6 of Theorem 11.

Note that the action of Rk ∈ SO(n−1) simply corresponds to a fixed rotation of the orthonormal
frame around the curve.

Proof. Let Qk, ck and vk be as in Theorem 11. Set dk = Qkck. Then

vk = Qkvk + dk,

and thus, for j ≥ 2,

ˆ
B1(0)

(vk)j(x1, x
′)dx′ = (dk)j +

n∑
l=2

hk(Qk)jl(yk)l(x1) + (Qk)j1x1 + (Qk)j1h
2
kwk(x1).
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Since yk and wk are bounded in L2((−L,L) it follows from (2.30) that
ˆ
(−L,L)

∣∣(dk)j + (Qk)j1x1
∣∣2 dx1 ≤ Ch2k.

Hence
|(dk)j |+ |(Qk)j1| ≤ Chk for j ≥ 2. (2.33)

Similarly, we have

ˆ
B1(0)

(vk)1(x1, x
′)− x1 dx

′ = (dk)1 +
n∑
l=2

hk(Qk)1l(yk)l +
(
(Qk)11 − 1

)
x1 + (Qk)11h

2
kwk (2.34)

and we get
|(Qk)11 − 1| ≤ Chk . (2.35)

Since Qk ∈ SO(n) we have
∑n

l=1(Qk)lj(Qk)l1 = 0, for j ≥ 2, and thus we get

|(Qk)1j | ≤ Chk for j ≥ 2. (2.36)

Since yk and wk are bounded in L2, it follows from (2.34) and the assumption (2.31) that

|(dk)1| ≤ Ch2k. (2.37)

Summarizing and recalling that ck = Q
T
k dk, we get

|(ck)1| ≤ Ch2k, |(ck)j | ≤ Chk, |(Qk)T e1 − e1| ≤ Chk, for j ≥ 2. (2.38)

It follows that there exist Q♯k ∈ SO(n) such that

Q♯ke1 = (Qk)
T e1, |Q♯k − Id | ≤ Chk.

Then Qk(Q
♯
k)e1 = e1. Since Qk(Q

♯
k) ∈ SO(n), we have

QkQ
♯
k =

(
1 0
0 Rk

)
for some Rk ∈ SO(n− 1). Set

v♯k := (QkQ
♯
k)
T vk = (Q♯k)

T (Qk)
T vk = (Q♯k)

T (vk + ck).

Since Q♯k ∈ SO(n), the maps v♯k satisfy (2.26) (with with Qk and Q̃k replaced by (Q♯k)
TQk and

(Q♯k)
T Q̃k, respectively). Moreover, it is easy to see that Properties 1 to 6 for the sequence vk

imply the corresponding properties for a subsequence of v♯k.

3 Main theorem

From now on we always assume that M and M̃ are complete smooth, oriented n-dimensional
Riemannian manifolds and that M̃ has a positive injectivity radius. We will often assume that
M̃ is compact. Then the assumption on the injectivity radius is automatically satisfied.

The main result of this paper is the identification of the Γ-limit of the energy functional (2.23).
We define the spaces X and X G by

X :=W 1,2((−L,L))×W 2,2((−L,L);Rn−1)× (W 1,2((−L,L);Rn−1×n−1)× B,
X G := G × X .

(3.1)

Here the space B is defined in (2.28) and G is the set of all framed unit speed geodesics (γ̃, ν̃).
Note that G is isomorphic to M̃ × SO(n), since any framed unit speed geodesic is uniquely
determined by the initial conditions (γ̃(0), γ̃′(0), ν̃(0)).
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Definition 13 (Notion of convergence). Let hk > 0 with limk→∞ hk = 0, let γ : (−L,L) → M
be a geodesic and let ũk be a sequence of maps in W 1,2(Ω∗

hk
;M̃) with Ω∗

hk
= ψγ,ν(Ωhk). Let

(γ̃, ν̃, w, y, Z, β) ∈ X G. We say that uk converges to the tuple

(γ̃, ν̃, w, y, Z, β),

if there exists a k0 such that for k ≥ k0 the following assertions hold:

1. there exist Lipschitz maps ṽk : Ω
∗
hk

→ M̃ such that

ℓ := sup
k

Lip ṽk <∞,

sup
k

1

h4k

1

µ(Ω∗
hk
)
µ(
{
x ∈ Ω∗

hk
: ṽk(x) ̸= ũk(x)

}
) <∞,

(3.2)

where µ is the volume measure on M̃,

2. there exist geodesics γ̃k : (−L,L) → M̃ such that

sup
k

sup
x∈Ωhk

1

hk
dist(γ̃k(x1), ṽk(x)) <∞ (3.3)

and γ̃k → γ̃ uniformly as k → ∞,

3. there exist parallel orthonormal frames ν̃k of the normal bundle of γ̃k that converge to ν̃
with the following property. Let vk denote the lift of ṽk in the sense of Lemma 4 and let
vk = vk ◦Ihk with Ihk(x1, x

′) = (x1, hkx
′). Then the maps vk satisfy (2.26) and Properties 1

to 6 of Theorem 11 with limits (w, y, Z, β).

We denote this convergence by uk → (γ̃, ν̃, w, y, Z, β).

In view of the discussion of non-uniqueness after Theorem 11 we define an equivalence relation
on the space X G as follows.

Definition 14. We say that (γ̂, ν̂, ŵ, Ẑ, ŷ, β̂) ∼ (γ̌, ν̌, w̌, Ž, y̌, β̌) if

(γ̂, ν̂) = (γ̌, ν̌) (3.4)

and if there exist J : (−L,L) → Rn and B : (−L,L) → Rn×nskew such that

J1 = 0, (3.5)

Be1 = ∂x1J, (3.6)

∂x1B(x1) = −R̃(J(x1), e1), (3.7)

and, for j, l ≥ 2,

Ẑjl = Žjl +Bjl (3.8)

ŷ = y̌ + J ′ (3.9)

∂x1ŵ(x1) + T̃11(x1, ŷ(x1)) = ∂x1w̌(x1) + T̃11(x1, y̌(x1))

+
1

2
(Â2 − Ǎ2)11(x1) (3.10)

∂xj β̂1(x1, x
′) + 2T̃1j(x1, ŷ(x1) + x′) = ∂xj β̌1(x) + 2T̃1j(x1, y̌(x1) + x′)

ej · ∂x1(Ž − Ẑ)(x1)x
′ + (Â2 − Ǎ2)1j(x1)(3.11)

(sym∇′β̂′)jl(x1, x
′) + T̃jl(x1, ŷ(x1) + x′) = (sym∇′β̂′)jl(x1, x

′) + T̃jl(x1, y̌(x1) + x′)

+
1

2
(Â2 − Ǎ2)jl(x1), (3.12)
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where ∇′ = (∂x2 , . . . , ∂xn), β̂
′ = (β̂2, . . . , β̂n), J

′ = (J2, . . . , Jn) and

Â =

(
0 −∂x1(ŷ)T

∂x1 ŷ Ẑ

)
, Ǎ =

(
0 −∂x1(y̌)T

∂x1 y̌ Ž

)
.

Here we used the abbreviation T̃ := T R̃
γ̃,ν̃ . Moreover R̃ := ψ∗

γ̃,ν̃R̃ where R̃ is the curvature tensor

of M̃ . Equivalently, R̃ is the curvature tensor of the pullback metric ψ∗
γ̃,ν̃ g̃.

If the underlying framed geodesic is clear from the context we sometimes also write (ŵ, Ẑ, ŷ, β̂) ∼
(w̌, Ž, y̌, β̌) to express the equivalence relation.

Note that for β̂ ∈ B, the map β̂ : Ω → Rn is uniquely determined by ∇′β̂1 and sym∇′β̂′.
Indeed, β̂1 is uniquely determined up to the addition of a function of x1 and the condition´
B1(0)

β̂1(x) dx
′ = 0 in the definition of B determines β1 uniquely. Similarly, by Korn’s inequality,

β̂′ is determined up to the addition of a map c(x1) + M(x1)x
′ where M : Rn−1 → Rn−1 is

linear and skew-symmetric. The conditions
´
B1(0)

β̂j(x) dx
′ = 0 for j ≥ 2 and

´
B1(0)

xiβ̂j(x) −
xj β̂i(x) dx

′ = 0 for i, j ≥ 2 thus determine β̂′ uniquely.

Remark 15. It follows from (3.7), the map J is a Jacobi field (with respect to the pullback metric
ψ∗
γ̃,ν̃ g̃), i.e., J corresponds to an infinitesimal (normal) variation of the geodesic γ̂. Similarly, B

corresponds to an infinitesimal variation of the orthonormal frame (γ̂′, ν̂k, . . . , ν̂n) of γ̂.

A key observation is that the limit (γ̃, ν̃, w, y, Z, β) defined in (13) is unique up to the equivalence
relation ∼. More precisely, the following result holds.

Proposition 16. Suppose that there exist Lipschitz maps ˆ̃v and ˇ̃v from Ω∗
hk

= ψ(Ωhk) to M̃
with the following properties:

sup
k

max(Lip ˆ̃vk,Lip ˇ̃vk) ≤ l, (3.13)

lim
k→∞

1

h4k

µ
{
x ∈ Ω∗

hk
: ˆ̃vk(x) ̸= ˇ̃vk(x)

}
µ(Ωhk)

= 0, (3.14)

where µ is the volume measure on M.

Assume further that there exist framed unit speed geodesics (γ̂k, ν̂) and (γ̌k, ν̌) such that

sup
k

1

hk
sup
x∈Ωhk

dist(ˆ̃vk ◦ ψ(x), γ̂k(x1)) +
1

hk
sup
x∈Ωhk

dist(ˇ̃vk ◦ ψ(x), γ̌k(x1)) <∞ (3.15)

and lifts v̂k : Ω → Rn and v̌k : Ω → Rn such that

ψ̂k ◦ v̂k = ˆ̃vk ◦ ψ ◦ Ihk , ψ̌k ◦ v̌k = ˇ̃vk ◦ ψ ◦ Ihk

where ψ̂k and ψ̌k are the Fermi coordinate maps for the framed geodesics (γ̂k, ν̂) and (γ̌k, ν̌),
respectively, and where Ihk(x1, x

′) = (x1, hkx
′). Assume that v̂k and v̌k satisfy Properties 1

to 6 of Theorem 11 and let (γ̂, ν̂, ŷ, ŵ, Ẑ, β̂) and (γ̌, ν̌, y̌, w̌, Ž, β̌) denote the corresponding limits
defined in Definition 13. Then

(γ̂, ν̂) = (γ̌, ν̌) and (ŵ, ŷ, Ẑ, β̂) ∼ (w̌, y̌, Ž, β̌).

Proof. The proof uses standard calculations, but is a bit lengthy. Thus we postpone it to Section 6
below.

Definition 17. Let (γ, ν) and (γ̃, ν̃) be framed, unit speed geodesics in M and M̃, respectively.
For (γ̃, ν̃, w, y, Z, β) ∈ X G define

I γ̃,ν̃(w, y, Z, β) :=
 L

−L

 
B1(0)

| symG(x)− T (x)|2 dx, (3.16)
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where

G(x1, x
′) :=

(
(∂x1w) e1 + (∂x1A)

(
0
x′

)
∂x2β . . . ∂xnβ

)
− 1

2
A2 ,

T (x1, x
′) :=

(
T R
γ,ν(x1, x

′)− T R̃
γ̃,ν̃(x1, y(x1) + x′)

)
,

(3.17)

and

A =

(
0 −∂x1yT

∂x1y Z

)
. (3.18)

Proposition 18. Suppose that (γ̂, ν̂, ŵ, ŷ, Ẑ, β̂) ∼ (γ̌, ν̌, w̌, y̌, Ž, β̌) Then

I γ̂,ν̂(ŵ, ŷ, Ẑ, β̂) = I γ̌,ν̌(w̌, y̌, Ž, β̌).

Proof. By definition of the the equivalence relation, we have (γ̂, ν̂) = (γ̌, ν̌) and in the following
we denote this framed geodesic by (γ̃, ν̃).

Let
Ê := sym Ĝ− T R

γ,ν(x1, x
′) + T R̃

γ̃,ν̃(x1, ŷ(x1) + x′),

Ê := sym Ǧ− T R
γ,ν(x1, x

′) + T R̃
γ̃,ν̃(x1, y̌(x1) + x′) ,

where Ĝ is computed using ŵ, Â and β̂ and similarly for Ǧ. Set E := Ê − Ě. It follows directly
from (3.12) that

Ejl = 0 if j, l ≥ 2.

For j ≥ 2 we get

2E1j =
n∑
k=2

∂x1Âjk xk + ∂xj β̂1 + 2T̃1j(x1, x′ + ŷ(x1))− (Â)21j

−

(
n∑
k=2

∂x1Ǎjk xk + ∂xj β̌1 + 2T̃1j(x1, x′ + y̌(x1))− (Ǎ)21j

)

=
(3.11)

n∑
k=2

∂x1Âjk xk −
n∑
k=2

∂x1Ǎjk xk −
n∑
k=2

∂x1(Ž − Ẑ)jk xk

= 0,

since Âjk = Ẑjk for j, k ≥ 2 and similarly for Ǎ and Ž.

Finally we have

E11 = ∂x1ŵ +
n∑
l=2

∂x1Â1l xl −
1

2
(Â)211 + T̃11(x1, x′ + ŷ(x1))

−

(
∂x1w̌ +

n∑
l=2

∂x1Ǎ1l xl −
1

2
(Ǎ)211 + T̃11(x1, x′ + y̌(x1))

)

= ∂x1ŵ −
n∑
l=2

∂2x1 ŷl xl −
1

2
(Â)211 + T̃11(x1, x′ + ŷ(x1))

−

(
∂x1w̌ −

n∑
l=2

∂2x1 y̌l xl −
1

2
(Ǎ)211 + T̃11(x1, x′ + y̌(x1))

)

=
(3.9),(3.10)

−T̃11(x1, ŷ(x1))−
n∑
l=2

∂2x1Jl(x1)xl + T̃11(x1, x′ + ŷ(x1))
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−
(
−T̃11(x1, y̌(x1)) + T̃11(x1, x′ + y̌(x1))

)
.

Since v 7→ T̃ (x1, v) is quadratic, the derivative T̃ with respect to v is bilinear. Moreover ŷ−y̌ = J ′

and J1 = 0 so we get

E11 = DT̃11(x1)(x′, J(x1))−
n∑
l=2

∂2x1Jl(x1)xl. (3.19)

It follows from the definition (2.7) of T̃ and the fact that J1 = 0 that

DT̃11(x1)(x′, J(x1)) = −
n∑

k,l=2

R̃(x1)1k1lJk(x1)xl.

On the other hand J is a Jacobi field and (3.7) gives

∂2x1J = ∂x1Be1 = −R̃(x1)(J(x1), e1)e1.

Thus, for l ≥ 2

∂2x1Jl = −R̃(x1)(el, e1, J, e1) = −
n∑

k,l=2

R̃l1k1(x1)Jk(x1) = −
n∑

k,l=2

R̃1k1l(x1)Jk(x1)

and thus
n∑
l=2

∂2x1Jl xl = −
n∑

k,l=2

R̃1k1l(x1)Jk(x1)xl.

Hence E11 = 0.

In the following we usually understand the convergence in Definition 13 as a convergence in
X G/ ∼.

Theorem 19. Let (M, g) and (M̃, g̃) be complete oriented, n-dimensional Riemannian mani-
folds with n ≥ 2. Then the following statements hold:

(i) Compactness: Assume in addition that M̃ is compact. Let hk → 0, ũk ∈ W 1,2(Ω∗
hk
,M̃)

and suppose that lim supk→∞
1
h4k
Ehk(ũk) < ∞. Then there exists a subsequence hkj → 0

such that

ukj → (γ̃, ν̃, w, y, Z, β)

in the sense of Definition 13.

(ii) Γ-liminf inequality: If hk → 0 and ũk → (γ̃, ν̃, w, y, Z, β) in the sense of Definition 13, then

lim inf
k→∞

1

h4k
Ehk(ũk) ≥ I γ̃,ν̃(w, y, Z, β).

(iii) Recovery sequence: Given a tuple (γ̃, ν̃, w, y, Z, β) and a sequence hk → 0, there exists a
sequence ũk such that ũk → (γ̃, ν̃, w, y, Z, β) in the sense of Definition 13 and

lim sup
k→∞

1

h4k
Ehk(ũk) ≤ I γ̃,ν̃(w, y, Z, β). (3.20)

Combining properties (ii) and (iii) with Proposition 21 and Lemma 20, we obtain that the
functionals 1

h4k
Ehk are Γ-convergent to the functional I γ̃,ν̃ with respect to the convergence in

Definition 13 modulo the equivalence relation of Definition 14. Regarding the compactness
statement, we give an explicit construction of the paths γ̃k in step 2 of the proof of Theorem 19.
First, we prove the Γ-liminf inequality.
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Lemma 20. Assume that ũk → (γ̃, ν̃, w, y, Z, β) in the sense of Definition 13. Let ṽk, vk and
vk be as in Definition 13, let Qk : (−L,L) → SO(n) be such that (2.26) holds and define
Gk : Ω → Rn×n by

Gk :=
QTk (g̃

1/2
k ◦ vk) dhkvk (g−1/2 ◦ Ihk)− Id

h2k
.

where Ihk(x1, x
′) = (x1, hkx

′). Then there exists a subsequence (not relabeled) and G ∈ L2(Ω;Rn×n)
such that Gk ⇀ G weakly in L2 and

symG(x) = ∂x1w(x1)e1 ⊗ e1 −
1

2
A2(x1) + sym

(
∂x1A(x1)

(
0
x′

)
∂x2β . . . ∂xnβ

)
− T R

γ,ν(x1, x
′) + T R̃

γ̃,ν̃(x1, y(x1) + x′).

(3.21)

Moreover,

lim inf
k→∞

1

h4k

 
Ω∗

hk

dist2(dũk, SO(g, g̃)) d volg ≥
 
Ω
| symG|2 dx. (3.22)

Proof. The reasoning is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.3 in [15], but we need into account the
extra contributions coming from the deviation of the pullback metric in Fermi coordinates from
the Euclidean metric.

We have

Gk =
QTk (g̃

1/2
k ◦ vk − Id) dhkvk (g

−1/2 ◦ Ihk)
h2k

+
QTk dhkvk − Id

h2k
+
QTk dhkvk (g

−1/2 ◦ Ihk − Id)

h2k
.

(3.23)
The maps ṽk and hence vk are uniformly Lipschitz and therefore dhkvk is bounded in L∞.
Moreover, the condition (3.3) implies that

sup
x∈Ω

|vk(x)− x1| ≤ Chk. (3.24)

It follows from the Taylor expansion of the metric in Fermi coordinates that

g−1/2 ◦ Ihk − Id

h2k
→ −T R

γ,ν uniformly in Ω,

see (2.10). By (2.26) we have QTk dhkvk → Id in L2(Ω) and thus

QTk dhkvk (g
−1/2 ◦ Ihk − Id)

h2k
→ −T R

γ,ν in L2(Ω). (3.25)

To treat the term involving g̃, we define ı(y)(x) := (x1, y(x1) + x′), where y : (−L,L) → Rn−1 is
the limit of 1

hk

´
B1(0)

v′k. It follows from Property (6) in Theorem 11 that h−1
k v′k → ı(y) in L2(Ω).

In view of (3.24) we also get convergence in Lp(Ω), for all p <∞. Using again the bound (3.24)
and the Taylor expansion (2.9) of the Fermi coordinates we get

(g̃
1/2
k ◦ vk − Id)

h2k
→ T R̃

γ̃,ν̃ ◦ ı(y) in Lq(Ω), for all q <∞.

It follows that

QTk (g̃
1/2
k ◦ vk − Id) dhkvk g

−1/2 ◦ Ihk
h2k

→ T R̃
γ̃,ν̃ ◦ ı(y) in L2(Ω). (3.26)
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It remains to analyze the term h−2
k (QTk dhkvk − Id). By (2.26), this term is bounded in L2(Ω)

and hence there exists a weakly convergent subsequence, not relabeled, such that

QTk dhkvk − Id

h2k
⇀ H in L2(Ω). (3.27)

Hence
Gk ⇀ H + T R̃

γ̃,ν̃ ◦ ı(y)− T R
γ,ν . (3.28)

The last two terms on the right and side take values in symmetric matrices. To compute symH
we note that by Property 4 and Property 5 in Theorem 11 we have

dhkvk − Id

hk
→ A in L2(Ω) and sym

QTk − Id

h2k
→ A2

2
uniformly.

From Property 6 in Theorem 11 we get

sym
dhkvk − Id

h2k
→ ∂x1w(x1)e1 ⊗ e1 + sym

(
∂x1A(x1)

(
0
x′

)
∂x2β . . . ∂xnβ

)
strongly in W−1,2(Ω). Since

QTk dhkvk − Id = (QTk − Id) + (dhkvk − Id) + (QTk − Id)(dhkvk − Id)

and since A is skew-symmetric and thus A2 is symmetric we get

symH = ∂x1w(x1)e1 ⊗ e1 + sym

(
∂x1A(x1)

(
0
x′

)
∂x2β . . . ∂xnβ

)
− A2

2
.

Finally we show (3.22). We first choose a subsequence kj such that

lim
j→∞

1

h4kj

 
Ω∗

hkj

dist2(dũkj , SO(g, g̃)) d volg

= lim inf
k→∞

1

h4k

 
Ω∗

hk

dist2(dũk, SO(g, g̃)) d volg .

Then we apply the previous reasoning to the subsequence kj . Thus there exists a further subse-
quence such that Gkjl ⇀ G as l → ∞ where symG is given by (3.21). We need to show

lim
l→∞

1

h4kjl

 
Ω∗

hkjl

dist2(dũkjl , SO(g, g̃)) d volg ≥
 
Ω
| symG|2.

This follows by a Taylor expansion away from the set where h2kGk is not small (and the set where
ũk ̸= ṽk). as in [4, 15]. For the convenience of the reader we include the details for the argument.

To simply the notation we now write again Gk instead of Gkjl . Let

F ′
k = {x ∈ Ω∗

h : ṽk(x) ̸= ũk(x)} , F ′′
k :=

{
x ∈ Ω : (ψγ,ν ◦ Ihk)(x) ∈ F ′

k

}
.

Then, for x /∈ F ′′
k we have, by (2.24),

dist(dũk, SO(g, g̃)) ◦ ψγ,ν ◦ Ihk
=dist(dṽk, SO(g, g̃)) ◦ ψγ,ν ◦ Ihk
=dist

(
(g̃k ◦ vk)1/2) dhkvk (g

−1/2 ◦ Ihk), SO(n)
)

=dist(Id+h2kGk, SO(n)). (3.29)

18



where g and g̃k are the metrics of M and M̃ in the Fermi coordinates induced by ψγ,ν and ψγ̂k,ν̂k ,
respectively. Set

Fk = F ′′
k ∪

{
|h2kGk| > hk

}
.

Then (3.2) and the boundedness of Gk in L2 imply that

Ln(Fk) ≤ Ch4k + Ch2k → 0 as k → ∞.

From (3.29) and the change of variables formula we get

lim inf
k→∞

1

h4k

 
Ω∗

hk

dist2(dũk, SO(g, g̃)) d volg

≥ 1

h4k

ˆ
Ω\Fk

dist(Id+h2kGk, SO(n))
√
det g ◦ Ihk dx

1´
Ω

√
det g ◦ Ihk dx

.

We have
√
det g ◦ Ihk → 1 uniformly in Ω. Thus it suffices to show that

lim inf
k→∞

1

h4k

ˆ
Ω\Fk

dist(Id+h2kGk, SO(n)) dx ≥
ˆ
Ω
| symG|2 dx.

Now for x ∈ Ω \ Fk we have by Taylor expansion,

|dist(Id+h2kGk)− symGk| ≤ Chk|h2kGk|.

Thus

lim inf
k→∞

1

h4k

ˆ
Ω\Fk

dist(Id+h2kGk, SO(n)) dx

≥ lim inf
k→∞

1

h4k

ˆ
Ω
|χΩ\Fk

symGk|2 dx ≥
ˆ
Ω
| symG|2 dx.

For the last inequality we used that symGk χΩ\Fk
converges weakly in L2 to symG (since

Ln(Fk) → 0) and the lower semicontinuity of the L2 norm under weak convergence in L2. This
concludes the proof.

Proposition 21. Let (γ̃, ν̃, w, y, Z, β) ∈ X G. Then there exist sequences hk ↓ 0 and vk ∈
W 1,∞(Ω;Rn) such that properties 1-6 of Theorem 11 hold. Furthermore, the sequence ũk(x) :=
ψ̃γ̃,ν̃ ◦ vk ◦ ψ−1

γ,ν(x) satisfies

lim sup
k→∞

1

h4k
Ehk(ũk) ≤ I γ̃,ν̃(w, y, Z, β). (3.30)

Proof. The proof follows a similar strategy as in [15]. Suppose for the moment that w, y, Z, β
are smooth. For h > 0 define

vh(x1, x
′) :=

(
x1
hx′

)
+

(
h2w
hy

)
− h2

(
x′ · ∂x1y
Zx′

)
+ h3β.

Then vh is Lipschitz and satisfies properties 1-6. Furthermore,

dhvh = Id+

(
h2∂x1w −h(∂x1y)T
h∂x1y Z

)

− h2

 ∑
i,j

xi∂
2
x1yj + xj∂

2
x1yi

Zx′
∂x2β . . . ∂xnβ

+O(h3).
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Using the identity (Id+BT )(Id+B) = Id+2 symB +BTB, we obtain

(dhvh)
Tdhvh = Id+2h2∂x1we1 ⊗ e1 + 2h2

(
∂x1A

(
0
x′

)
∂x2β . . . ∂xnβ

)
+ h2ATA+O(h3).

Taking the square root and recalling the definition of Gh, we have[
(dhvh)

Tdhvh
]1/2

= Id+h2Gh +O(h3).

For h sufficiently small we have det
[
(dhvh)

Tdhvh
]1/2

> 0, hence by frame indifference

dist2(dhvh, SO(n)) = dist2
([

(dhvh)
Tdhvh

]1/2
, SO(n)

)
,

By Taylor expansion of dist(·, SO(n)) we obtain

1

h2
dist(dhvh, SO(n)) → | symG| in L2,

and symGh → symG in L2. Finally, the inequality (3.30) follows from (2.24). Now note that any
tuple (w, y, Z, β) ∈ X can be approximated by smooth functions (wk, yk, Zk, βk) by density. We
have I γ̃,ν̃(wk, yk, Zk, βk) → I γ̃,ν̃(w, y, Z, β). Then the upper bound (3.30) follows by a diagonal
argument, see e.g. [1, Remark 1.2].

The following fact on Lipschitz approximation of Rs-valued Sobolev maps will be a crucial in-
gredient in proving the compactness of Theorem 19.

Lemma 22. Let s, n ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ p < ∞ and suppose U ⊂ Rn is a bounded Lipschitz do-
main. Then there exists a constant C = C(U, n, s, p) with the following property: For each
u ∈W 1,p(U,Rs) and each λ > 0 there exists v : U → Rs such that

(i) Lip v ≤ Cλ,

(ii) Ln ({x ∈ U : u(x) ̸= v(x)}) ≤ C

λp

ˆ
{x∈U :|du|e>λ}

|du|pe dx.

Here | · |e denotes the Frobenius norm with respect to the standard scalar product on Rn and Rs,
respectively. If U = Ωh := (−L,L) × Bh(0) ⊂ Rn with h ∈ (0, L/2) then the constant C in (i)
and (ii) can be chosen independent of h and L.

Remark 23. It is easy to see that the constant C can be chosen uniformly for all domains U ′

which are bilipschitzly equivalent to a given domain U , with a fixed bilipschitz constant M .

Proof. For the result for a fixed set U , see, for example [4, Prop. A.1]. Closely related results
appeared earlier in [11] and [3, Sect 6.6.2, 6.6.3].

For sets of the form U = (−L,L) × Bh(0) ⊂ Rn one can obtain a bound which is uniform in h
by first extending to a set (−L,L)× (−2h, 2h)n−1 by reflection multiple reflections to extend to
(−L,L)n. For the convenience of the reader we give a detailed proof in Appendix A.

Proof of Theorem 19 (i).

Step 1 (Existence of Lipschitz approximations).
The construction of the Lipschitz maps ṽh is similar to the construction in [8]. We include the
details for the convenience of the reader. Recall that by Nash’s imbedding theorem [16, Theorem
3], M̃ can be viewed as a subset of Rs for sufficiently large s, and the metric on the tangent
space of M̃ is induced by the Euclidean metric in Rs. Define uk : Ωhk → M̃ ⊂ Rs by

uk := ũk ◦ ψγ,ν ,
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and let gij(x) := (ψ∗
γ,νg)(x)(ei, ej) be the coefficients of the metric on M in the standard Eu-

clidean basis. By Lemma 3 we have

|gij(x)− δij | ≤ Ch2k for all x ∈ (−L,L)×Bhk(0).

Since the Frobenius norm, denoted by | · |e, of a map in SO(n) is
√
n and M̃ is isometrically

imbedded into Rs, we have

|duk|e ≤ (1 + Ch2k)(
√
n+ dist(dũk, SO(g, g̃))).

In particular for sufficiently large k we have the following implication:

if |duk|e ≥ 4
√
n then dist(duk, SO(g, g̃)) ≥ 1

2
|duk|e ≥ 2

√
n.

We apply Lemma 22 with u = uk, U = Ωh and λ = 4
√
n, and denote the corresponding Lipschitz

approximation by vk, and set E2
k := {x ∈ Ωhk : vk ̸= uk}. Then

Lip vk ≤ C. (3.31)

Using that det g(x) ≥ (1 + Ch2k)
−1 ≥ 1

2 we get

Ln(E2
k) =

C

λ2

ˆ
{x∈Ωhk

:|duk|e>λ}
|duk|e dx

≤ C

λ2

ˆ
Ωhk

dist2(dũk, SO(g, g̃)) d volg

≤ Cµ(Ωhk)h
4
k.

(3.32)

In the last inequality we used that λ = 4
√
n, so that 1

λ2
≤ 1. Here, the map vk generally takes

values in Rs, not in M̃.

This issue can easily be resolved by projecting back to M̃. Indeed, since M̃ is compact, there
exists ρ > 0 and a smooth projection πM̃ which maps a tubular ρ-neighborhood of M̃ in Rs to
M̃. By (3.32) we have

Ln(E2
k) = O(hn−1+4

k ),

hence the radius of the largest ball in E2
k is bounded by O(h

1+3/n
k ). In particular

sup
x∈E2

k

dist(vk(x),M̃) ≤ Chk.

Then v′k := πM̃ ◦ vk is well defined for hk sufficiently small and satisfies Lip v′k ≤ C. Since
π|M̃ = id, we have {v′k ̸= uk} ⊆ {vk ̸= uk}. By Remark 1 the restriction of ψγ,ν to a sufficiently
small cylinder Ωε is bilipschitz. Thus ṽk := v′k ◦ ψ−1

γ,ν satisfies (3.2).

We also note that
Ehk(ṽk) ≤ Ehk(ũk) + Ch4k ≤ Ch4k . (3.33)

Indeed, the measure of the set where dṽk ̸= dũk is bounded by Ch4k and on that set |dṽk| is
uniformly bounded.

Step 2 (Approximation by a geodesic). We will show that for each sufficiently large k there
exists a unit speed geodesic γ̌k such that

sup
x∈Ωhk

dist(ṽk(x), γ̌k(x1)) ≤ Chk. (3.34)
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We will first construct a continuous, piecewise geodesic curve γpw such that (3.34) holds with γpw

instead of γ̌k and such that the l2 norm of the jumps of the derivative of γpw and the quantity
|γpw′| − 1 are controlled in terms of the energy of ṽk. Then an ODE argument shows that there
exists a unit speed geodesic γ̌k such that (3.34) holds, see Lemma 24 below. In the following we
will always assume that hk is sufficiently small, in particularly much smaller then the injectivity
radius of M̃ .

To construct the piecewise geodesic curve γpw, let Nk :=
⌈
L
hk

⌉
, εk =

L
Nk

, and

ti := iεk for i = −Nk,−Nk + 1, . . . , Nk, si :=
ti + ti+1

2
,

and
Ωi = (ti, ti+1)×Bhk(0).

Here ti, si and Ωi also depend on k, but for easier readability we suppressed that dependence.
Note that hk/2 ≤ εk ≤ hk.

Let xi be the Riemannian center of mass of the map ṽk ◦ ψ|Ωi , see Definition 6. Here we equip
Ωi with the normalized Lebesgue measure. Since the maps ṽk are uniformly Lipschitz we get

sup
x∈Ωi

dM̃ (ṽk(x), xi) ≤ Chk, dM̃ (xi, xi+1) ≤ Chk. (3.35)

Define on [s−N , sN−1] a piecewise the C1 curve γpw by the condition

γpw|[si,si+1] is the unique length-minimizing geodesic with

γpw(si) = xi and γ
pw(si+1) = xi+1.

We extend γpw uniquely to geodesic on (−∞, s−N+1) and (sN−2,∞). Using (3.34) for x ∈ Ωi,
we see that

sup
x∈Ωhk

dist(ṽk(x), γ
pw(x1)) ≤ Chk. (3.36)

The derivative γpw may jump at si for i = −N +1, . . . N − 2. For such values of i, we denote by
γpw′+ (si) the derivative of the geodesic defined on [si, si+1] and by γpw′− (si) the derivative of the
geodesic defined on [si−1, si]. By definition of the exponential map these geodesics a mapped to
straight lines under exp−1

xi
and we have

γpw′+ (si) =
1

εk
exp−1

xi
xi+1, γpw′− (si) = − 1

εk
exp−1

xi
xi−1, (3.37)

To estimate the size of jump, we will apply the rigidity estimate for low energy maps to the maps

fi = exp−1
xi

◦ ṽk ◦ ψγ,ν .

For j ∈ {−1, 0, 1} we define

qi,j :=

 
Ωi+j

fi dx ∈ TxiM̃.

Then qi,0 = 0 by the definition of the center of mass. Corollary 9 implies that∣∣exp−1
xi
xi+j − qi,j

∣∣ ≤ Ch3k for j = ±1. (3.38)

Thus ∣∣∣∣γpw′+ (si)−
1

εk
qi,1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ch2k,

∣∣∣∣γpw′− (si) +
1

εk
qi,−1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ch2k. (3.39)

Set
Ai := Ωi−1 ∪ Ωi ∪ Ωi+1.
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Then the quantitative rigidity estimate in [4, Thm. 3.1] implies that there exist Ri ∈ SO(n) such
that ˆ

Ai

|dfi −Ri|2 dx ≤
ˆ
Ai

dist2(dfi, SO(n)) dx.

It follows from (3.35) and the expansion of the metric in normal coordinates in M̃ and Fermi
coordinates in M that

dist(dfi, SO(n)) ≤ dist(dṽk, SO(g, g̃)) ◦ ψγ,ν + Ch2k.

Set

Ek,i :=

 
Ai

dist2(dṽk, SO(g, g̃)) ◦ ψγ,ν dx

and ci =
ffl
Ai
fi dx. Since

ffl
Ai
x dx = sie1, the Poincaré inequality shows there exists a constant

C <∞ such that

1

|Ai|

ˆ
Ai

|fi(x)−Ri(x− sie1)− ci|2 dx

≤
Ch2k
|Ai|

ˆ
Ai

|dfi −Ri|2 dx

≤
Ch2k
|Ai|

ˆ
Ai

dist2(dfi, SO(n)) dx ≤ Ch2k(Ek,i + h4k). (3.40)

Since
ffl
Ωi
fi dx = qi,0 = 0 by the definition of the center of mass, and

´
Ωi
(x− sie1) = 0, Jensen’s

inequality implies that

|ci| =
∣∣∣∣ 

Ωi

fi −Ri(x− siei)− ci dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Chk(E
1/2
k,i + h2k).

Similarly, by integrating over Ωi−1 and Ωi+1 and using the estimate for ci we get

|qi,−1 −Ri(−εkei)| ≤ Chk(E
1/2
k,i + h2k), |qi,1 −Ri(εkei)| ≤ Chk(E

1/2
k,i + h2k).

In combination with (3.39) we get∣∣γpw′± (si)−Riei
∣∣ ≤ C(E

1/2
k,i + h2k) (3.41)

and, in particular, ∣∣γpw′+ (si)− γpw′− (si)
∣∣ ≤ C(E

1/2
k,i + h2k). (3.42)

Since detDψ is bounded from above and below we deduce from (3.33) that

N−2∑
i=−N+1

Ek,i ≤ C
2L

εk

 
Ω∗

hk

dist2(dṽk, SO(g, g̃)) d volM ≤ Ch3k (3.43)

and hence
∑N−2

i=−N+1E
1/2
k,i ≤ CN1/2h

3/2
k ≤ Chk. Thus we finally get

N−2∑
i=−N+1

∣∣γpw′+ (si)− γpw′− (si)
∣∣ ≤ Chk. (3.44)

The estimate (3.43) implies Ek,i ≤ Ch
3/2
k for each i. Since |γpw′| is constant on the segments

where γpw is a geodesic, it follows from (3.41) that

sup
s∈[−L,L]

∣∣|γpw′(s)| − 1
∣∣ ≤ Ch

3/2
k . (3.45)
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Using Lemma 24, we see that there exists a unit speed geodesic γ̌k such that

sup
t∈[−L,L]

distM̃ (γpw(t), γ̌k(t)) ≤ Chk.

Combining this estimate with (3.36), we get (3.34).

Step 3 (Compactness). Choose a parallel orthonormal frame ν̌ along γ̌ and let Φγ̌,ν̌ be the
corresponding lifting map constructed in Lemma 4. Set

v̌k(x) := Φγ̌,ν̌(x1, ν̃k ◦ ψγ,ν ◦ Ihk(x)).

Then
ψγ̌,ν̌ ◦ v̌k = ν̃k ◦ ψγ,ν ◦ Ihk .

It follows from the expansion of the metric in Fermi coordinates and the estimate (3.34) that

ˆ
Ω
dist2(dhk v̌k, SO(n)) dx ≤ Ch4k, (3.46)

ˆ
Ω

∣∣∣∣v̌k(x)− (x10
)∣∣∣∣2 dx ≤ Ch2k. (3.47)

The last estimate can be improved for the first component (vk)1(x)− x1, at least on average, by
a small translation along the geodesic γ̌. For τ = O(hk) define translated framed geodesics by

γ̌τ (x1) = γ̌(x1 + τ), ν̌τ (x1) = ν̌(x1 + τ) .

Then
ψγ̌τ ,ν̌τ (x1, x

′) = ψγ̌,ν̌(x1 + τ, x′).

If we define
v̌k,τ (x) := Φγ̌τ ,ν̌τ (x1, ν̃k ◦ ψγ,ν ◦ Ihk(x)) , (3.48)

we see that
v̌k,τ (x) = v̌k(x)− τe1. (3.49)

Thus  
Ω
(v̌k,τ )1(x)− x1 dx = −τ +

 
Ω
(v̌k)1(x)− x1 dx.

It follows from (3.47) that there exists a τ with |τ | ≤ Chk and

 
Ω
(v̌k,τ )1(x)− x1 dx = 0.

Taking into account (3.49), (3.46), and (3.47) we see that the sequence k 7→ v̌k,τ satisfies the
assumptions of Corollary 12. Thus there exists Rk ∈ SO(n − 1) such the sequence of maps vk,
defined by

vk =

(
1 0
0 Rk

)T
(v̌k,τ )

satisfies (2.26) and Properties 1 to 6 of Theorem 11. Set

γ̃k(x1) = γ̌τ (x1)

and define a parallel orthonormal frame along γ̃k by

ν̃j(x1) :=

n∑
l=2

(Rk)lj(ν̌τ )l(x1).
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Since γ̌k is a unit speed geodesic we have distM̃ (γ̃k(x1), γ̌k(x1)) ≤ τ ≤ Chk. Thus it follows from
(3.34) that

sup
x∈Ωhk

dist(ṽk(x), γ̃k(x1)) ≤ Chk. (3.50)

Using that RTkRk = Id we get

ψγ̃,ν̃(vk(x)) = expγ̃(v1(x))

n∑
j=2

ν̃j(x1)
n∑
i=2

(Rk)ij(v̌k,τ )l(x)

= expγ̃((v̌k,τ )1(x))

n∑
i,j,l=2

(ν̌k,τ )l(x1)(Rk)lj(Rk)ij v̌k,τ (x)

=ψγ̌τ ,ν̌τ (v̌k,τ (x)).

Using (3.48) we get
ψγ̃,ν̃ ◦ vk = ṽk ◦ ψ ◦ Ihk , (3.51)

and we have seen that the sequence k 7→ vk satisfies (2.26) and Properties 1 to 6 of Theorem 11.

Finally, the compactness of M̃ implies that the space of framed unit speed geodesics on (−L,L)
is compact, since a framed unit speed geodesic (γ̃, ν̃) is determined by γ̃(0) and an orthonormal
frame in Tγ(0)M̃ and the geodesic and its frame depend continuously on these data. Thus there
exists a subsequence such that (γ̃k, ν̃k) converges to a framed unit speed geodesic (γ̃, ν̃). This
concludes the proof of assertion (i) of Theorem 19.

Lemma 24 (Approximation of piecewise geodesics by geodesics). Let M̃ be a smooth, compact
Riemannian manifold. Let δ > 0 be as in Lemma 4. Then there exists a constant C > 0 with the
following property.

Let γpw : [0,∞) → M̃ be continuous and assume that there exist 0 < t1 < . . . tJ < ∞ such that
γ|(ti,ti+1) is a geodesic, for i = 0, . . . J with t0 = 0 and tJ+1 = ∞. Assume further that

|γ′(t−j )− γ′(t+j )| ≤ Fj for j = 1, . . . , J , (3.52)

where γ′(t−j ) is the derivative at tj of the extension of the geodesic defined on (tj−1, tj) and γ
′(t+j )

is the derivative at tj of the extension of the geodesic defined on (tj , tj+1). Assume also that∣∣ |γ′pw(0+)| − 1
∣∣ ≤ F0 (3.53)

and
J∑
j=0

Fj ≤
1

2
. (3.54)

Set
ω(t) := eCtF0 +

∑
k:tk<t

CeC(t−tk)Fk. (3.55)

Let γ̃ : R → M̃ be the unit speed geodesic with γ̃(0) = γpw(0) and γ′(0) = γ′pw(0
+)/|γpw(0+)|.

Then

dM̃(γpw(t), γ̃(t)) ≤ 2ω(t) if ω(t) <
δ

4
. (3.56)

Proof. This is a natural adaptation of the standard Gronwall type estimate for differences of
approximate solutions of the geodesic equation y′′ = Γ(y′, y′) + f with f ∈ L1 to the case where
f is a finite sum of Dirac masses.
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Since γpw is a geodesic on (ti, ti+1), the speed |γ′pw(t)| is constant in this interval. Thus, it follows
from (3.52), (3.53), and (3.54) that

|γ′pw(t)| ≤ 2 for t /∈ {t1, . . . , tJ}. (3.57)

Set v = γ′pw(0
+)/|γpw(0+)|. By (3.53) we have

|γ′pw(0+)− v| ≤ F0. (3.58)

Let γ̃ : R → M̃ be the geodesic with

γ̃(0) = γpw(0), γ̃′(0) = v.

Fix a parallel orthonormal frame ν̃ of the normal bundle of γ̃ and let ψ̃ = ψ̃γ̃,ν̃ be the Fermi
coordinate map.

We will show the following: if

sup
t∈[0,L′)

dM̃(γpw(t), γ̃(t)) < δ/2 (3.59)

for some L′ > 0, then
dM̃(γpw(t), γ̃(t)) ≤ 2ω(t) for all t ∈ [0, L′). (3.60)

From this the assertion of the lemma follows by the usual continuation argument.

Now assume that (3.59) holds for some L′ > 0. Let Φ̃ be the map in the lifting lemma, Lemma 4,
and define, for x1 ∈ [0, L′)

ypw(x1) := Φ̃(x1, γpw(x1)).

Then ψ̃ ◦ ypw = γpw and ypw satisfies the geodesic equation

y′′pw(t) = Γ(ypw(t))(y
′
pw(t), y

′
pw(t)) for t ∈ (ti, ti+1). (3.61)

where Γ denotes the Christoffel symbols in Fermi coordinates. The lift of γ̃ is given by the trivial
map

ỹ(t) = (t, 0).

Let

z(t) = ypw(t)− ỹ(t).

In Fermi coordinates we have Γ((t, 0)) = 0. Since M̃ is smooth an compact and |y′pw| ≤ 2, it

follows that there exists a constant C which only depends on M̃ such that

|z′′(t)| ≤ C|z(t)| for t ∈ (ti, ti+1). (3.62)

Considering the vector
(
z
z′

)
, we get from the Gronwall inequality∣∣∣∣(zz′
)
(t)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ eC(t−ti)
∣∣∣∣(zz′

)
(t+i )

∣∣∣∣ if t ∈ (ti, ti+1). (3.63)

Moreover, (after enlarging C if necessary) we have∣∣∣∣(zz′
)
(t+i )−

(
z

z′

)
(t−i )

∣∣∣∣ = |z′(t+j )− z′(t−j )| ≤ CFk,

∣∣∣∣(zz′
)
(0+)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ F0. (3.64)
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Note that |z′(t+j )− z′(t−j )| refers to the Euclidean norm in Rn while the definition of Fk involves

the norm given by the metric on M̃ . Thus the constant C arises from the estimate of the metric
in Fermi coordinates. We define

α(t) := e−Ct
∣∣∣∣(zz′

)
(t)

∣∣∣∣
for t /∈ {t1, . . . , tJ} and similarly we define α(t±j ). Then (3.62) and (3.63) imply that

α(t) ≤ F0 +
∑

k≥1:tk≤t
Ce−CtkFk, (3.65)

where for t ∈ {t1, . . . , tj} the estimate holds for α(t−) and α(t+). It follows that

|z(t)| ≤ ω(t) for t ∈ [0, L′).

By Lemma 4 we have |DΦ̃| ≤ 2 in a convex set which contains the values of ypw(t) and ỹ(t).
Hence

dM̃(γpw(t), γ̃(t)) ≤ 2|z(t)| ≤ 2ω(t).

4 Convergence of the energy

Define

mγ̃,ν̃ := inf
(w,y,Z,β)∈X

I γ̃,ν̃(w, y, Z, β).

Theorem 25. Let M be complete, M̃ compact and let (γ, ν) be a framed unit speed geodesic in
M. Then

lim
h→0

1

h4
inf

u∈W 1,2(Ω∗
h;M̃)

Eh(u) = m := min
G
mγ̃,ν̃ , (4.1)

where G denotes the set of all framed unit speed geodesics (γ̃, ν̃) in M̃.

Proof. This is a standard consequence of Theorem 19. We include the details for the convenience
of the reader. First, note that G is isomorphic to the set M̃ × SO(n) and therefore compact.

Consider the map f : (γ̃, ν̃) 7→ mγ̃,ν̃ . Clearly f is continuous. Since G is compact, the minimum
on the right hand side of (4.1) exists.

Upper bound: Set L+ := lim suph→0 h
−4 inf ũ∈W 1,2(Ω∗

h;M̃)Eh(ũ) and let hk → 0 be a subsequence

which realizes the limit superior. Let (γ̃, ν̃) be a framed unit speed geodesic and let x ∈ X be a
minimizer of I γ̃,ν̃ . It follows from Theorem 19 (iii) that L+ ≤ mγ̃,ν̃ . Optimizing over (γ̃, ν̃) we
get L+ ≤ m.

Lower bound: Set L− := lim infh→0 h
−4 inf ũ∈W 1,2(Ω∗

h;M̃)Eh(ũ) and let hk → 0 be a subsequence

which realizes the limit inferior. Then there exist maps ũk such that

lim
k→∞

1

h4k
Ehk(ũk) = L−.

By Theorem 19 (i) there exists a subsequence ukj which converges to (γ̃, ν̃, x) with x ∈ X in the
sense of Definition 13. By Theorem 19 (ii) we have L− ≥ I γ̃,ν̃(x) ≥ m.
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5 Minimization of the limiting functional

Recall that the T̃ := T R̃
γ̃,ν̃ : (−L,L) → Rn×n and T := T R

γ,ν : (−L,L) → Rn×n describe the

quadratic correction between metric in Fermi coordinates in M̃ and M, respectively, and the
Euclidean metric, see (2.7).

Theorem 26. The infimum of the functional I γ̃,ν̃ , defined in (3.16), is attained on X and we
have

mγ̃,ν̃ := min
(w,y,Z,β)∈X

I γ̃,ν̃(w, y, Z, β) = min
β∈B

J γ̃,ν̃(β), (5.1)

where

J γ̃,ν̃(β) =

 L

−L

 
B1(0)

|T̂11(x1, x′)− T̂ 11(x1)|2 dx′ dx1

+
1

2

 L

−L

 
B1(0)

n∑
j=2

|∂xjβ1(x) + T̂1j(x1, x′)|2 dx′ dx1

+

 L

−L

 
B1(0)

| sym∇′β′(x) + T̂ ′′(x1, x
′)|2 dx′ dx1, (5.2)

with

T̂ij = T̃ij − Tij , (5.3)

T̂ 11(x1) =

 
B1(0)

T̂11(x1, x′) dx′ , (5.4)

and where T̂ ′′ denotes the (n− 1)× (n− 1) submatrix of T̂ corresponding to the entries i, j ≥ 2.

It is easy to see that the infimum of the quadratic functional J is attained, see Proposition 28
below. Since J is a quadratic functional in β, its minimizers depends linearly on T̂ . It follows

that mγ̃,ν̃ is a quadratic form in the difference of the curvature tensors R̃ −R along the framed
unit speed geodesics (γ, ν) and (γ̃, ν̃), respectively. Indeed, the minimization of J over β can
be carried out separately for each x1, since the functional does not involve derivatives of β with
respect to x1. Thus there exists a quadratic from Q on the space of 4-tensors which satisfy the
symmetries of the curvature tensor such that

mγ̃,ν̃ =

 L

−L
Q
(
R̃(x1)−R(x1)

)
dx1. (5.5)

In addition, Q has the following properties.

Corollary 27. The quadratic form Q is positive definite on the space of 4-tensors A which have
the symmetries of the curvature tensor2 and on those tensors it can be written as

Q(A) = Q1(Apar) +Q2(A′) +Q3(A′′), (5.6)

where
Apar
kl = A1k1l, A′

jkl = A1kjl, A′′
ikjl = Aikjl, for i, j, k, l ≥ 2 (5.7)

and

Q1(Apar)
1

2(n+ 1)(n+ 3)
|Apar|2 − 1

2(n+ 1)2(n+ 3)
(trApar)2 , (5.8)

Q2(A′) = min
b1

1

2

ˆ
{0}×B1(0)

∑
j≥2

(
∂xjb1(x

′)− 1

3
A′
jklx

′
kx

′
l

)2

dx′, (5.9)

2I.e., Aijkl = −Ajikl = −Aijlk = Aklij and Aijkl +Aiklj +Ailjk = 0
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Q3(A′′) = min
b′

ˆ
{0}×B1(0)

∑
i,j≥2

(
(sym∇′b′)ij(x

′)− 1

6
A′′
ikjlx

′
kx

′
l

)
dx′. (5.10)

Note that Q1 is positive definite since (trApar)2 ≤ (n− 1)|Apar|2.

In particular, we have limh→0 h
−4 inf ũEh(ũ) = 0 if and only if R̃(x1) = R(x1) for every x1 ∈

(−L,L).

We note that the expression for Q3, which captures the behavior normal to γ̃ agrees with the
formula for the optimal embedding of (n− 1) dimensional balls derived in [8].

We will prove Corollary 27] at the end of this section. We first recall the following classical result
which implies that the functional J attains its minimum.

Proposition 28. Let B1(0) ⊂ Rn−1 and consider the function spaces

B1 :=

{
b ∈W 1,2(B1(0)) :

ˆ
B1(0)

b dx′ = 0

}
,

B′ :=

{
b′ ∈W 1,2(B1(0);Rn−1) :

ˆ
B1(0)

b′ dx′ = 0, skew

(ˆ
B1(0)

∇′b dx

)
= 0

}
,

where ∇′ = (∂x1 , . . . , ∂xn−1). Then the following assertions hold.

1. If f ∈ L2(B1(0);Rn−1) and f ′ ∈ L2(B1(0);R(n−1)×(n−1)) then there exists a unique b1 ∈ B1

and a unique b
′ ∈ B′ such that

∥f +∇′b1∥L2 = min
b1∈B1

∥f +∇′b1∥L2 , ∥f ′ +∇′b
′∥L2 = min

b′∈B′
∥f +∇′b′∥L2 .

Moreover, the maps f 7→ b1 and f
′ 7→ b

′
are linear and ∥b1∥L2 ≤ ∥f∥L2 and ∥b′∥L2 ≤ ∥f ′∥L2.

2. If f ′ : B1(0) → R(n−1)×(n−1) is affine and (f ′)T = f ′ then there exists a unique b′ ∈ B′

such that
sym(∇′b′) = f ′.

Proof. By the Poincaré inequality the space {∇′b1 : b1 ∈ B1} is a closed subspace of L2. Hence
b1 is given by the orthogonal projection of −f onto that subspace. Similarly, the space
{∇′b′ : b′ ∈ B′} is a closed subspace of L2 by the Korn and the Poincaré inequalities and b

′

is the orthogonal projection of −f ′ onto that subspace. This concludes the proof Assertion 1.

Assertion 2 is well known. Indeed, if f ′ij(x) = Aijkxkn+ aij with Aijk = Ajik and aij = aji, then
it suffices to take

b′i(x) =
1

2
(Aijk −Ajki +Akij)xjxk + aijxj .

Uniqueness follows from Korn’s inequality.

Proof of Theorem 26. It follows from Proposition 28 that attains J its minimum on B. Indeed,
the minimizer β is given by

β(x1, x
′) =

(
(bx1)1(x

′)

(b
′
x1)1(x

′)

)
where (bx1)1(x

′) ∈ B1 is the minimizer in Proposition 28 for f(x′) = (T̂12(x1, x′), . . . T̂1n(x1, x′))
and (b

′
x1)(x

′) ∈ B′ is the minimizer for f ′(x′) = T̂ ′′(x1, x
′).

Set
m = min

β∈B
J γ̃,ν̃(β).
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We next show that mγ̃,ν̃ ≤ m. We first note that for y = 0, Z = 0 we have A = 0 and

symG(x) + T̃ (x1, y(x1) + x′)− T (x1) = sym

((
∂x1w1

0

)∣∣∣∣∂x2β∣∣∣∣ . . . ∣∣∣∣∂xnβ)+ T̂ .

If we take

∂x1w(x1) = −
 
B1(0)

T̂11(x1, x′) dx′,

then we get

mγ̃,ν̃ ≤I γ̃,ν̃(w, 0, 0, β)

=

 L

−L

 
B1(0)

∣∣∣∣sym((∂x1w1

0

)
|∂x2β| . . . |∂xnβ

)
+ T̂

∣∣∣∣2 dx′ dx1
=J γ̃,ν̃(β) = m.

Thus it suffices to show that I γ̃,ν̃(w, y, Z, β) ≥ m. Then the infimum of I γ̃,ν̃ is attained by
(w, 0, 0, β) and mγ̃,ν̃ = m. To get a lower bound for I γ̃,ν̃ we first note that for each x1 ∈ (−L,L)
the map

x′ 7→ L(x1, x′) := T̃ (x1, y(x1) + x′)− T̃ (x1, x
′)− T̃ (x1, y(x1))

is linear, since z′ 7→ T̃ (x1, z
′) is a quadratic form. Recalling the definition of I γ̃,ν̃ in (3.16)–(3.18)

we get

I γ̃,ν̃(w, y, Z, β) =
 L

−L

 
B1(0)

|F |2 dx′ dx1

where

F (x) =

(
F11(x) (F ′)T (x)
F ′(x) F ′′

)
= sym

(
(∂x1w(x1)) e1 + (∂x1A(x1))

(
0
x′

)
∂x2β . . . ∂xnβ

)
− 1

2
A2(x1)

+ T̂ (x) + L(x1, x′) + T̃ (x1, y(x1)).

If f : B1(0) → R is symmetric, i.e., f(−x) = f(x) and f̂ : B1(0) → R is antisymmetric then´
B1(0)

ff̂ dx′ = 0. Moreover

ˆ
B1(0)

|f |2 dx′ ≥
ˆ
B1(0)

∣∣∣∣∣f −
 
B1(0)

f

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dx′.

Thus we get

ˆ
B1(0)

F 2
11(x1, x

′) dx′ ≥
ˆ
B1(0)

∣∣∣∣∣T̂ (x1, x
′)−

 
B1(0)

T̂ (x1, x
′) dx′

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dx′ . (5.11)

To estimate F ′, define the symmetric and antisymmetric part of a map f ′ : Ω → Rn−1 by
2f ′s(x1, x

′) = f ′(x1, x
′) + f(x1, x

′) and 2f ′a(x1, x
′) = f ′(x1, x

′) − f(x1, x
′) so that f ′ = f ′s + f ′a

Then we get

2

ˆ
B1(0)

|F ′(x1, x
′)|2 dx′ ≥ 1

2

ˆ
B1(0)

|(∇′β1)s(x1, x
′) + c(x1) + T̂ ′(x1, x

′)|2 dx′

≥ 1

2
min
β̂1

ˆ
B1(0)

|∇′β̂1(x1, x
′) + T̂ ′(x1, x

′)|2 dx′ . (5.12)
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For the second inequality if suffices to note that the function

β̂(x) :=
1

2

(
β(x1, x

′)− β(x1,−x′)
)
+ c(x1)x

′

satisfies ∇′β̂ = (∇′β)s(x1, x
′) + c(x1).

Finally, to estimate F ′′ we use that by Assertion 2 in Proposition 28 there exists a β̌′ : Ω → Rn−1

such that

sym∇′β̌′(x1, x
′) =

[
−1

2
A2(x1) + L(x1, x′) + T̃ (x1)

]′′
.

Thus ˆ
B1(0)

|F ′′(x1, x
′)|2 dx′ ≥

ˆ
B1(0)

| sym∇′β′(x1, x
′) + sym∇′β̌′(x1, x

′) + T̂ (x1, x
′)| dx′

≥ min
β̂′

ˆ
B1(0)

|∇′β̂′(x1, x
′) + T̂ ′′(x1, x

′)|2 dx′ . (5.13)

Now it follows from (5.11), (5.12), and (5.13) that I γ̃,ν̃(w, y, Z, β) ≥ m. This concludes the proof
of Theorem 26.

Proof of Corollary 27. The last statement follows from the fact that Q is positive definite on the
space of tensors which have the symmetries of the curvature tensor and Theorem 25.

The formula (5.6) and the expressions (5.9) and (5.10) for Q2 and Q3 follow from the formula
(5.2) for J in Theorem 26 and the formulae for T and T̃ in (2.7). For Q1 we get

Q1(Apar) =

ˆ
{0}×B1(0)

1

4
|Apar

kl x
′
kx

′
l − c|2 = 1

4

ˆ
{0}×B1(0)

|Apar
kl x

′
kx

′
l|2 −

1

4
c2, (5.14)

with

c =

 
{0}×B1(0)

Apar
kl x

′
kx

′
l dx

′. (5.15)

To show the identity

Q1(Apar) =
1

2(n+ 1)(n+ 3)
|Apar|2 − 1

2(n+ 1)2(n+ 3)
(trApar)2 , (5.16)

for the symmetric matrix Apar, we first note that it suffices to show this identity for diagonal
matrices, since both sides are invariant under orthogonal transformations Apar 7→ Q−1AparQ
with Q ∈ SO(n). Here we use that the measure n − 1 dimensional Lebesgue measure on B1(0)
is invariant under the action of Q. For diagonal matrices D, the map D 7→ Q1(D) is a quadratic
form of the diagonal entries (d1, . . . , dn−1) which is invariant under permuation of the di. Thus
Q1 is of the form

Q1(D) = α
∑
i

d2i + β(
∑
i

di)
2 = α|D|2 + β(trD)2.

To determine α and β, we set m = n− 1 and use that

I2 :=

 
{0}×B1(0)

x′j
2
dx′ =

1

m

 
B1(0)

|x′|2dx′ = 1

m+ 2
.

and (see below for a proof)

I4 :=

 
{0}×B1(0)

(x′j)
4 dx′ =

3

(m+ 2)(m+ 4)
(5.17)

31



Now the definition of Q1 implies that

4(mα+m2β) = 4Q1(Id) =

 
{0}×B1(0)

|x′|4 dx′ − (mI2)
2 =

m

m+ 4
− m2

(m+ 2)2

=
4m

(m+ 2)2(m+ 4)
. (5.18)

and

4(α+ β) = 4Q1(e1 ⊗ e1) = I4 − I22 =
3(m+ 2)

(m+ 2)2(m+ 4)
− m+ 4

(m+ 2)2(m+ 4)
(5.19)

=
2m+ 2

(m+ 2)2(m+ 4)
. (5.20)

Thus

4β =
1

m− 1

4− 2m− 2

(m+ 2)2(m+ 4)
= − 2

(m+ 2)2(m+ 4)
,

4α =
2m+ 4

(m+ 2)2(m+ 4)
=

2

(m+ 2)(m+ 4)
.

Since m = (n− 1), this is equivalent to the desired identity (5.16).

It only remains to show the identity (5.17) for I4. Denote by Bm
R the open ball of radius R in

Rm and set

ωm := Lm(Bm
1 ), ak =

ˆ π/2

0
cosk t dt.

Using the substitution r = sin t, we get

ωm =

ˆ
Bm

1

1 dy =

ˆ 1

0
1

ˆ
Bm−1√

1−r2

dy′ dr =

ˆ 1

0
(1− r2)(m−1)/2 ωm−1 dr = ωm−1am .

Using that sin4 t = (1− cos2 t)2 = 1− 2 cos2 t+ cos4 t, we get similarly.

ωI4 =

ˆ
B1

m

y41 dx =

ˆ 1

0
r4
ˆ
Bm−1√

1−r2

dy′ dr =

ˆ 1

0
r4(1− r2)(m−1)/2ωm−1 dr

=

ˆ 1

0
sin4 t cosm t dt = am+4 − 2am+2 + am .

Integration by parts and the identity sin2 t = 1− cos2 t give, for k ≥ 2,

ak =

ˆ π/2

0
cosk−1 t cos t dt =

ˆ π/2

0
(k − 1) cosk−2 t sin t sin t dt = (k − 1)(ak−2 − ak).

Thus ak =
k−1
k ak−2 and hence

I4 =
am+4 − 2am+2 + am

am
=
m+ 3

m+ 4

m+ 1

m+ 2
− 2

m+ 1

m+ 2
+ 1

=
(m+ 3)(m+ 1)− 2(m+ 1)(m+ 4) + (m+ 2)(m+ 4)

(m+ 2)(m+ 4)

=
3

(m+ 2)(m+ 4)
.

This concludes the proof of (5.17).

We now show that Q is positive definite (on the space of tensors which satisfy the symmetries of
the curvature tensor). It follows from the definition of the quadratic forms Qi, that Q is positive
semidefinite on that space. To prove positive definiteness, assume that Q(A) = 0. Then

Q1(Apar) = 0, Q2(A′) = 0, and Q3(A′′) = 0.
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By (5.16), we get Apar = 0. The condition Q2(A′) = 0 implies that there exists a β1 such that

−3∂xjβ1 = A1kjlxkxl on {0} ×B1(0)

and thus

−3∂xm∂xjβ1 = A1mjlxl +A1ljmxl.

Since the second derivatives are symmetric this gives

0 = A1mjl +A1ljm −A1jml −A1lmj .

Now −A1lmj = A1ljm and

0 = A1ljm +A1jml +A1mlj = A1ljm − (−A1jml +A1mjl).

Thus A1mjl −A1jml = A1ljm and hence A1mlj = 0, for all m, l, j ≥ 2.

Finally, using the compatibility conditions for a symmetrized gradient one easily concludes that
Q3(A′′) = 0 implies that A′′ = 0, see, for example, [14] or [8].

6 Uniqueness of the limit in X G/ ∼
In this section we prove Proposition 16. In Proposition 16 two things vary. We have two uniformly
Lipschitz maps ˆ̃v and ˇ̃v which agree on a large set and we consider the lift with respect to two
different framed geodesics. Thus Proposition 16 will follow from Propositions 29 and 30 below,
where we consider separately the effects of changing ˆ̃v to ˇ̃v and of the lift with respect to two
different framed geodesics.

Proposition 29. Suppose that there exist Lipschitz maps ˆ̃v and ˇ̃v from Ω∗
hk

= ψ(Ωhk) to M̃
with the following properties:

sup
k

max(Lip ˆ̃vk,Lip ˇ̃vk) ≤ l, (6.1)

sup
k

1

h4k

µ
{
x ∈ Ω∗

hk
: ˆ̃vk(x) ̸= ˇ̃vk(x)

}
µ(Ωhk)

<∞, (6.2)

where µ is the volume measure on M. Then

sup
xΩ∗

hk

dist(ˆ̃v(x), ˇ̃v(x)) ≤ Ch
1+3/n
k . (6.3)

If, in addition, there exist framed unit speed geodesics (γ̌k, ν̌k) such that

sup
k

1

hk
dist(ˇ̃vk ◦ ψ(x), γ̌k(x1)) <∞. (6.4)

and if the lifts v̌k : Ω → Rn defined by

ψ̌k ◦ v̌k = ˇ̃vk ◦ ψ ◦ Ihk

satisfy Properties 1 to 6 of Theorem 11, then the lifts v̂k : Ω → Rn defined by

ψ̌k ◦ v̂k = ˆ̃vk ◦ ψ ◦ Ihk

exist and
∥v̂k − v̌k∥L2(Ω) ≤ Ch

3+3/n
k . (6.5)

Moreover, v̂k also satisfy Properties 1 to 6 of Theorem 11 and

(ŵ, ŷ, Ẑ, β̂) = (w̌, y̌, Ž, β̌). (6.6)
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Proof of Proposition 29. It follows from (6.2) that

µ
{
x ∈ Ω∗

hk
: v̂k(x) ̸= v̌k(x)

}
= O(hn−1+4

k ).

Thus the radius of the largest ball in
{
x ∈ Ω∗

hk
: v̂k(x) ̸= v̌k(x)

}
is bounded by O(h

1+3/n
k ). To-

gether with (6.1) this implies (6.3).

Thus

sup
k

1

hk
dist(v̂k ◦ ψ(x), γ̌k(x1)) <∞

and therefore the lift v̂k exists and

sup
x∈Ω

|v̂k(x)− v̌k(x)| ≤ Ch
1+3/n
k ,

Ln({x ∈ Ω : v̂k(x) ̸= v̌k(x)} ≤ Ch4k.

These two estimates imply (6.5). It follows from (6.5) that

1

h2k
∥ŷk − y̌k∥L2 +

1

hk
∥ŵk − w̌k∥L2 +

1

hk
∥Ẑ − Ž∥L2 + ∥β̂ − β̌∥L2 ≤ Ch

3/n
k .

This implies (6.6).

We now come to the heart of the matter, the change of the limits under the change of framed
geodesics.

Proposition 30. Let ψ = ψγ,ν and let ṽk be a sequence of Lipschitz maps from Ω∗
hk

= ψ(Ωhk) to

M̃ with supk Lip ṽk ≤ l. Assume that there exist framed unit speed geodesics (γ̂k, ν̂k) and (γ̌k, ν̌k)
such that

sup
k

1

hk
sup
x∈Ωhk

dist(ṽk ◦ ψ(x), γ̂k(x1)) +
1

hk
sup
x∈Ωhk

dist(ṽk ◦ ψ(x), γ̌k(x1)) <∞. (6.7)

Then there exist lifts v̂k : Ω → Rn and v̌k : Ω → Rn such that

ψ̂k ◦ v̂k = ṽk ◦ ψ ◦ Ihk , ψ̌k ◦ v̌k = ṽk ◦ ψ ◦ Ihk ,

where ψ̂k and ψ̌k are the Fermi coordinate maps for the framed geodesics (γ̂k, ν̂k) and (γ̌k, ν̌k),
respectively, and where Ihk(x1, x

′) = (x1, hkx
′). Assume that v̂k and v̌k satisfy Properties 1 to 6 of

Theorem 11 and let (γ̂, ν̂, ŵ, ŷ, Ẑ, β̂) and (γ̌, ν̌, w̌, y̌, Ž, β̌) denote the corresponding limits defined
in Definition 13.

Then
(γ̂, ν̂) = (γ̌, ν̌) (6.8)

and there exists a Jacobi field J : (−L,L) → Rn and an infinitesimal change of frame map
B : (−L,L) → Rn×nskew such that

J1 = 0, Be1 = ∂1J, (6.9)

∂2x1J = −R̃(J, e1)e1 , (6.10)

and
∂x1B = −R̃(J, e1) (6.11)

such that for j, l ≥ 2,

Ẑjl = Žjl +Bjl , (6.12)

ŷ = y̌ + J , (6.13)

∂x1ŵ(x1) + T̃11(x1, ŷ(x1)) = ∂x1w̌(x1) + T̃11(x1, y̌(x1))
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+
1

2
(Â2 − Ǎ2)11(x1) , (6.14)

∂xj β̂1(x1, x
′) + 2T̃1j(x1, ŷ(x1) + x′) = ∇′β̌1(x) + 2T̃1j(x1, y̌(x1) + x′)

ej · ∂x1(Ž − Ẑ)(x1)x
′ + (Â2 − Ǎ2)1j(x1) ,(6.15)

(sym∇′β̂′)jl(x1, x
′) + T̃jl(x1, ŷ(x1) + x′) = (sym∇′β̂′)jl(x1, x

′) + T̃jl(x1, y̌(x1) + x′)

+
1

2
(Â2 − Ǎ2)jl(x1) , (6.16)

where ∇′ = (∂x2 , . . . , ∂xn), β
′ = (β2, . . . , βn) and

Â =

(
0 −(∂x1 ŷ)

T

∂x1 ŷ Ẑ

)
, Ǎ =

(
0 −(∂x1 y̌)

T

∂x1 y̌ Ž

)
.

Here we used the abbreviation T̃ = T R̃
γ̃,ν̃ with (γ̃, ν̃) := (γ̂, ν̂) = (γ̌, ν̌).

Proof. It follows from (6.7) that limk→∞ supx1∈(−L,L) dist(γ̂k(x1), γ̌k(x1)) = 0. Hence γ̂ = γ̌ and
we will write

γ̃ := γ̂ = γ̌.

To prove the other assertions in Proposition 30, we will show in Proposition 31 below that there
exists a lift Φk : ΩChk → Rn such that

ψ̌k = ψ̂k ◦ Φk

and Φk is well behaved, in particular |D2Φk| = O(hk) and dist(DΦk, SO(n)) = O(h2k) on ΩChk .

It follows from the definition of Φk that ψ̂k ◦ v̂k = ψ̌k ◦ v̌k = ψ̂k ◦ Φk ◦ v̌k and hence

v̂k = Φk ◦ v̌k. (6.17)

The convergence properties of v̂k and v̌k will imply that h−1
k (DΦk − Id) is bounded in L2, and

in Proposition 32 we analyze the limits of h−1
k (DΦk − Id) and h−2

k

[
(DΦTkDΦk)− Id

]
and show

(6.9)–(6.11).

The formulae (6.12)–(6.16) then follow from Proposition 33 below.

Proposition 31. Let (M̃, g̃) be a smooth, oriented, compact Riemannian manifold. Let L > 0
and C > 0. Then there exists a constant C ′ > 0 with the following property. Let hk > 0 with
limk→∞ hk = 0, and let γ̂k and γ̌k be unit speed geodesics in M̃ with

dist(γ̌k(x1), γ̂k(x1)) ≤ Chk for x1 ∈ (−L,L). (6.18)

Let ν̂k and ν̌k be positively oriented orthonormal parallel frames of the normal bundles of γ̂k and
γ̌k, respectively, and let ψ̂k and ψ̌k denote the corresponding Fermi coordinate maps.

Then for k ≥ k0 there exists a ρ > 0 a unique map Φk : (−2L, 2L)×Bρ(0) → Rn such that

ψ̌k = ψ̂k ◦ Φk.

Moreover, Φk is a smooth diffeomorphism onto its image and, for x ∈ (−2L, 2L)×BChk(0),

dist(DΦk(x), SO(n)) ≤ C ′h2k, (6.19)

|D2Φk(x)| ≤ C ′hk. (6.20)
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Proof. In the course of the proof we denote all constants which depend only on C, L, and the
manifold (M̃, g̃) by C ′.

Since γ̂k and γ̌k are geodesics, a Gronwall type argument shows that the estimate (6.18) also
holds on (−3L, 3L) with a different constant C ′.

The existence of Φk(for the interval (−3L, 3L)) implies

|Φk(x1, 0)− (x1, 0)| ≤ C ′hk, (6.21)

since the maps Φk are uniformly bilipschitz. It follows that Φk maps (−2L, 2L)× BChk(0) to a
subset of (−3L, 3L)×BC′hk(0).

We denote by ĝk := ψ̂∗
kg̃ the pullback of the metric in M̃ and we write Γ̂k for the Christoffel

symbols of ĝk. Analogously we define ǧk and Γ̌k. To prove (6.19), we use that

ǧk = Φ∗
kĝk. (6.22)

If |z′| ≤ Chk then the estimates for the metric in Fermi coordinates gives

δij +O(h2k) = ǧk(z)(ei, ej) = ĝk(Φk(z))(DΦkei, DΦkej) = (DΦk(z)
TDΦk(z))ij +O(h2k)

and this implies (6.19).

Similarly, the estimate (6.20) for D2Φk follows from the estimates of the Christoffel symbols in
Fermi coordinates. If we consider the curve α(t) = x + tv and express the covariant derivative
of the vector field W (t) := Dψ̌(α(t))w = (Dψ̂ ◦ Φk(α(t))DΦk(α(t))w along the curve ψ̌ ◦ α in
both Fermi coordinates we get

D2Φk(x)(v, w) + Γ̂k(Φk(x))(DΦk(x)v,DΦk(x)) = DΦk(x)(Γ̌k(x)(v, w)), (6.23)

By Lemma 3 the Christoffel symbols are bounded by C|x′|. Thus we get (6.20).

Proposition 32. Assume that the hypotheses of Proposition 31 hold. Set

ηk(x1) := Φk(x1, 0), Qk(x1) := DΦk(x1, 0).

and assume that, in addition,

Bk :=
Qk − Id

hk
is bounded (6.24)

and (γ̂k, ν̂k) converges to (γ̃, ν̃) on (−L,L). Then for subsequences (not relabeled) we have,

1

hk

(
ηk(x1)−

(
x1
0

))
→ J, Bk → B, uniformly,

Be1 = ∂x1Je1, BT = −B, (6.25)

and

∂2x1J(x1) = −R̃(x1)(J(x1), e1) e1, (6.26)

∂x1B(x1) = −R̃(x1)(J(x1), e1) . (6.27)

Moreover,

(DΦk(z1, hkz
′))TDΦk(z1, hhz

′))− Id

h2k
→ T̃ (z1, z

′)− T̃ (z1, J
′(x1) + z′)

uniformly on (−2L, 2L)×BC(0), (6.28)

where T̃ := T R̃.
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Proof. Let Jk(x1) = h−1
k (ηk(x1)− (x1, 0)). Then Jk is bounded in C1 by (6.21) and (6.24). The

geodesic equation for ηk can be rewritten as

∂2x1Jk = − 1

hk
Γ̂k((x1e1 + hkJk)(e1 + hk∂x1Jk, e1 + hk∂x1Jk).

Since Γ̂k(x1, 0) = 0 and |Γ̂k((x1e1+hkJk)| ≤ Chk|Jk| by Lemma 3, it follows that Jk is bounded
in C2. Hence a subsequence converges in C1 and by (2.6) the limit J satisfies

∂2x1J = −DΓ11(x1, 0)(J) = −R̃(J, e1)e1. (6.29)

By the definition of the Fermi coordinates ψ̌k, the vector fields

Qk(x1)ej = DΦk(ηk(x1))ej = Dψ̌k(x1, 0)ej

are parallel. Since Qk = Id+hkBk we get

∂x1Bk(x1)ej =
1

hk
∂x1Qk(x1)ej = − 1

hk
Γ(ηk(x1))(e1, ej + hkBk(x1)ej).

Using again (2.6), we see that

∂x1B(x1)ej = −R̃(x1)(J(x1), e1)ej .

or, equivalently ∂x1B(x1) = −R̃(x1)(J(x1), e1). This proves (6.27). The first identity in (6.25)
follows from the fact that Bke1 = h−1

k (Qke1 − e1) = ∂x1h
−1
k (ηk − x1). The skew symmetry of B

follows from the fact that Id+2hk symBk +BT
k Bk = QTkQk = Id+O(h2k).

To show (6.28), we use that ψ̌k = ψ̂k ◦ Φk implies ǧk = Φ∗
kĝk. Let R̂k = ψ̂∗

kR̃ be the curvature

tensor in the Fermi coordinates ψ̂k and let T̂k(x1, x′) := T R̃
γ̂k,ν̂k

(x1, x
′) denote the quadratic form

in x′ which describes the deviation of the metric ĝk = ψ̂∗
kg̃ form the Euclidean metric (see (2.7) for

the definition of this quadratic form). The quadratic form x′ 7→ Ťk(x1, x′) is defined analogously.

Since ǧk = Φ∗
kĝk we have

ǧk(z)(ei, ej) = ĝk(Φk(z))(DΦkei, DΦkej).

Thus, for |z′| ≤ Chk we get

δij + (Ťk)ij(z1, z′) +O(h3k) = (DΦk(z))
TDΦk(z))ij + (T̂k)ij(Φk(z)) +O(h3k).

Here we used that DΦk(z) = Id+O(hk). Now the pull back curvature tensors R̂k and Řk only
differ by O(hk) since DΦk = Id+O(hk) and Φk(z)− z = O(hk). Hence

(Ťk)ij(z1, z′) = (T̂k)ij(z1, z′) +O(h3k),

for z′ = O(hk). Also

(T̂k)ij(Φk(z)1,Φ′
k(z)) = (T̂k)ij(z1,Φ′

k(z)) +O(h3k).

Thus

(DΦk(z))
TDΦk(z))− Id = T̂k(z1, z′)− T̂k(z1,Φ′

k(z)) +O(h3k).

Since DΦk − Id = O(hk) and Φk(z1, 0) = ηk(z1) we have

Φ′
k(z) = η′k(z1) + z′ +O(h2k)
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and therefore

(DΦk(z))
TDΦk(z))− Id

h2k
= T̂k(z1, h−1

k z′)− T̂k(z1, h−1
k η′k(z1) + h−1

k z′) +O(hk).

Using that T̂k is a quadratic form in the second argument and that h−1
k η′k → J ′ uniformly we get

(DΦk(z))
TDΦk(z))− Id

hk
= −T̂k(z1, h−1

k z′)− T̂k(z1, J ′(x1) + h−1
k z′) + o(1).

The pullback curvature tensors ψ̂∗
kR̃ converge to ψ̃∗R̃ uniformly on thin cylinders since (γ̂k, ν̂k)

converges to (γ̃, ν̃) (note that is also implies the convergence of γ̂′k to γ̃′). Thus the quadratic

forms T̂k(x1) converge to T̃ (x1) uniformly, and we get (6.28).

Proposition 33. Let Ω = (−L,L) × B1(0) ⊂ Rn. Let Φk be as in Propositions 31 and 32 and
suppose that v̂k : Ω → Rn and v̌k : Ω → Rn satisfy properties 1. to 6. of Theorem 11 and assume
that

|v̌k(x)− (x1, 0)|+ |v̂k(x)− (x1, 0)| ≤ Chk.

Assume further that v̂k = Φk ◦ v̌k. Let ηk(x1) = Φk(x1, 0) and Qk(x1) = DΦk(x1, 0) be as in
Proposition 32. Then

Bk(x1) :=
Qk(x1)− Id

hk
→ B(x1), (6.30)

ηk(x1)− x1
hk

→ J(x1) (6.31)

uniformly, as k → ∞. In addition, J1 = 0 and J and B satisfy (6.26) and (6.27), respectively.

Moreover, the limits (w̌, y̌, Ž, β̌) and (ŵ, ŷ, Ẑ, β̂) satisfy (6.12)–(6.16).

Proof. First, we show that

Bk(x1) =
DΦk(x1, 0)− Id

hk
→ Â(x1)− Ǎ(x1)

and ν̂ = ν̌.

We have dhk v̂k = (DΦk ◦ v̌k)Dv̌k and thus

dhk v̂k − Id

hk
=
DΦk ◦ v̌k − Id

hk
+DΦk ◦ v̌k

dhk v̌k − Id

hk
. (6.32)

By Property 4 of Theorem 11 we have

dhk v̌k − Id

hk
→ Ǎ,

dhk v̂k − Id

hk
→ Â in L2(Ω).

Since DΦk is bounded, it follows from (6.32) that h−1
k (DΦk ◦ v̌k − Id) is bounded in L2(Ω) and

hence

DΦk ◦ v̌k → Id in L2(Ω).

Thus

DΦk ◦ v̌k − Id

hk
→ Â− Ǎ in L1(Ω). (6.33)

By assumption, |v̌k(x)− (x1, 0)| ≤ Chk. Moreover, by (6.20), we know that h−1
k |D2Φk(z1, z

′)| is
bounded if |z′| ≤ Chk. Thus

|(DΦk ◦ v̌k)(x)−Bk(x1)| = |DΦk(v̌k(x))−DΦk(x1, 0)| ≤ Chk|v̌k(x)− (x1, 0)| ≤ Ch2k.
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Therefore h−1
k (DΦk ◦ v̌k −Bk) → 0 uniformly and hence

Bk → B in L1((−L,L)) and Â− Ǎ = B. (6.34)

Since |∂x1Bk(x1)| ≤ h−1
k |D2Φk(x1, 0)| is bounded, we have Bk → B uniformly. By Proposition 32,

B satisfies (6.27) and is skew symmetric. The formulae for Ǎ and Â imply that

Bjl = Ẑjl − Žjl, for j, l ≥ 2. (6.35)

Hence (6.12) holds. By definition of the Fermi coordinates and the map Φk, the j-th vector in
the frame ν̌k satisfies

(ν̌k)j(0) = Dψ̌k(0)ej = Dψ̂k(Φk(0)) DΦk(0)ej = Dψ̂k(ηk(0))(DΦk(0))ljel.

Since ηk(0) → 0 and DΦk(0) → Id it follows that the limiting frames agree at x1 = 0 and hence
everywhere, i.e. ν̂ = ν̌.

Next, we show the convergence of h−1
k ηk → J and the identities J1 = 0 and Jj = y̌j − ŷj for

j ≥ 2. By Property 6 in Theorem 11

ˆ
Ω

∣∣∣∣v̂k(x1, x′)− ( x1
hkŷk(x1) + hkx′

)∣∣∣∣2 dx ≤ Ch4k, (6.36)

ˆ
Ω

∣∣∣∣v̌k(x1, x′)− ( x1
hky̌k(x1) + hkx′

)∣∣∣∣2 dx ≤ Ch4k. (6.37)

Now, for |z′| ≤ Chk, the boundedness of h−1
k D2Φk and the boundedness of Bk implies that

DΦk(z1, z
′) = Id+hkBk(z1) +O(h2k) = Id+O(hk).

Thus, for |z′| ≤ Chk,

Φk(z1, z
′)− ηk(z1) = Φ(z1, z

′)− Φ(z1, 0) =

(
0

z′

)
+O(h2k)

It follows that

v̂k(x) = Φk(v̌k(x)) = ηk((v̌k)1(x)) +

(
0

v̌′k

)
+O(h2k).

Since ∂x1ηk(x1) = DΦk(x1, 0)e1 is bounded, we get∣∣∣∣v̂k(x)− ηk(x1)−
(

0

v̌′k(x)

)∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ch2k + C|(v̌k)1(x)− x1|.

With (6.36) and (6.37) it follows that

ˆ
Ω

∣∣∣∣( x1
hkŷk(x1) + hkx′

)
− ηk(x1)−

(
0

hky̌k(x1) + hkx′

)∣∣∣∣2 dx
≤Ch4k +

ˆ
Ω
|(v̌k)1(x)− x1|2 dx ≤ Ch4k.

This implies that

lim
k→∞

1

hk

(
ηk −

(
id

0

))
= lim

k→∞

(
0

ŷk − y̌k

)
=

(
0

ŷ − y̌

)
in L2((−L,L)).

Since ∂x1ηk is bounded, the maps h−1
k (η1(x1) − (x1, 0)) converge uniformly to (0, y̌ − ŷ). By

Proposition 32 we get J =
(

0
ŷ−y̌
)
and J satisfies (6.26). In particular, (6.13) holds.
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Finally, we derive the formulae by ∂x1(ŵ− w̌), ∇′(β̂1 − β̌1), and sym∇′(β̂′ − β̌′). By Property 6
in Theorem 11 we have

sym
dhk v̂k − Id

h2k
⇀ Ŝ, sym

dhk v̌k − Id

h2k
⇀ Š weakly in W−1,2(Ω), (6.38)

where

Š(x) =

(
∂̌x1w1(x1)− ∂2x1 y̌ · x

′ 1
2(∇

′β1(x) + ∂x1Z(x1)x
′)T

1
2(∇

′β1(x) + ∂x1Z(x1)x
′) sym∇′β′(x)

)
(6.39)

with the analogous formula for Ŝ. Since dhk v̂k = DΦk ◦ v̌k dhk v̌k, we have

sym
dhk v̂k − Id

h2k
= sym

DΦk ◦ v̌k − Id

h2k
+ sym

dhk v̌k − Id

h2k
+ sym

(
DΦk ◦ v̌k − Id

hk

dhk v̌k − Id

hk

)
.

(6.40)

It follows from (6.33), (6.34), and Property 4 of Theorem 11 that

lim
k→∞

sym

(
DΦk ◦ v̌k − Id

hk

dhk v̌k − Id

hk

)
= sym(BǍ) =

1

2

(
BǍ+ ǍB

)
. (6.41)

For the last identity we used that B and Ǎ are skew symmetric.

To analyze term h−2
k sym(DΦk ◦ v̂k − Id) we use the identity

QTQ = (Id+(Q− Id))T (Id+(Q− Id)) = Id+2 sym(Q− Id) + (Q− Id)T (Q− Id).

Thus

2 sym
DΦk ◦ v̌k − Id

h2k
=

(DΦkv̌k)
TDΦkv̌k − Id

h2k
− (DΦk ◦ v̌k − Id)T

hk

DΦk ◦ v̌k − Id

hk
. (6.42)

The second term on the right hand side converges to −BTB = B2.

For the first term on the right we use (6.28). By assumption, v̌k has values in (−2L, 2L)×BChk .
Since the convergence in (6.28) is uniform on (−2L, 2L)×BC(0), we get

lim
k→∞

(DΦkv̌k)
TDΦkv̌k − Id

h2k

= lim
k→∞

T̃ ((v̌k)1, h
−1
k v̌′k)− T̃ ((v̌k)1, J + h−1

k v̌′k)

= T̃ ◦ ℓ̌− T̃ ◦ ℓ̂ (6.43)

in L1(Ω), where

ℓ̌(x) = (x1, y̌(x1) + x′), ℓ̂(x) = (x1, J(x1) + y̌(x1) + x′) = (x1, ŷ(x1) + x′).

For the last identity in (6.43) we used the pointwise estimate∣∣∣T̃ ((v̌k)1(x), h
−1
k v̌′k(x))− T̃ ((x1), h

−1
k v̌′k(x))

∣∣∣ ≤ C|(vk)1(x)− x1| ≤ Chk

as well as the corresponding estimate for T ((v̌k)1(x), J(x1)+
1
hk
v̌′k(x)), the bound (6.37), and the

fact that z′ 7→ T (z1, z
′) is quadratic.

Combining (6.38), (6.40), (6.41), (6.42), and (6.43) we get,

Ŝ(x)− Š(x) =
1

2
(BǍ+ ǍB)(x1) +B2(x1) + T̃ (x1, y̌(x1))− T̃ (x1, ŷ(x1))

or, equivalently,

Ŝ(x) + T̃ (x1, ŷ(x1)) = Š(x) + T̃ (x1, y̌(x1)) +
1

2
Â2 − 1

2
Ǎ2. (6.44)

Together with (6.39) and the corresponding formula for Ŝ we get (6.14), (6.15), and (6.16).
To obtain the identity (6.14) for ∂x1(ŵ − w̌) we integrate the (11) component of (6.44) in x′

over B1(0) and we observe that the map x′ 7→ T̃ (x1, y̌(x1) + x′) − T̃ (x1, ŷ(x1) + x′) is affine
since z′ 7→ T̃ (x1, z

′) is a quadratic form and that for linear maps the integral in x′ over B1(0)
vanishes.
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A Lipschitz approximation on thin tubes

Lemma 34. Let s, n ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ p < ∞ and suppose U ⊂ Rn is a bounded Lipschitz do-
main. Then there exists a constant C = C(U, n, s, p) with the following property: For each
u ∈W 1,p(U,Rs) and each λ > 0 there exists v : U → Rs such that

(i) Lip v ≤ Cλ,

(ii) Ln ({x ∈ U : u(x) ̸= v(x)}) ≤ C

λp

ˆ
{x∈U :|du|e>λ}

|du|pe dx.

Here | · |e denotes the Frobenius norm with respect to the standard scalar product on Rn and Rs,
respectively. If U = (−L,L)×Bh(0) ⊂ Rn with h ∈ (0, L/2) then the constant C in (i) and (ii)
can be chosen independent of h and L.

Proof. For the result for a fixed set U , see [4, Prop. A.1]. Now let U = (−L,L) × Bh(0) ⊂
Rn with h ∈ (0, L/2) and let u ∈ W 1,p(U,Rs). We first extend u to (−L,L) × (−2h, 2h)n−1

and then to a function which is 8h-periodic in the second argument. Let ϕ ∈ C1(B1(0) \
B1/2(0);Rn−1)∩C0(B1(0) \B1/2(0);Rn−1) be a C1 diffeomorphism from B1(0) \B1/2(0) ⊂ Rn−1

to (−2, 2)n−1 \B1(0) with

sup
B1(0)\B1/2(0)

|Dϕ|+ |(Dϕ)−1| <∞

and ϕ|∂B1(0) = id∂B1(0). Then ϕh given by ϕh(y) = hϕ
(
1
hy
)
is a C1 diffeomorphism from

Bh(0) \Bh/2(0) to (−2h, 2h)n−1 \Bh(0) with

sup
Bh(0)\Bh/2(0)

|Dϕh|+ |(Dϕh)−1| = sup
B1(0)\B1/2(0)

|Dϕ|+ |(Dϕ)−1|.

For u ∈W 1,p((−L,L)×Bh(0);Rs) we define an extension u : (−L,L)× (−2h, 2h)n−1 → Rs by

u(x1, x
′) =

{
u(x1, x

′) if x′ ∈ Bh(0),

u(x1, ϕ
−1
h (x′)) if x′ ∈ (−2h, 2h)n−1 \Bh(0).

Then |du|e(x1, x′) ≤ C ′|du|e(x1, ϕ−1
h (x′)) and therefore

ˆ

(−L,L)×(−2h,2h)n−1

|du|>C′λ

|du|pe dx ≤ C ′′
ˆ

(−L,L)×Bh(0)
|du|>λ

|du|pe dx =: E.

Now we extend u to a map û : (−L,L) × Rn−1 → Rs by successive symmetric extension across
the planes xi = 2h + 4hℓ, ℓ ∈ Z, i = 2, . . . , n. Then x′ → û(x1, x

′) is 8h-periodic in Rn−1, i.e.
û(x1, x

′ + z′) = û(x1, x
′) if z′ ∈ 8hZn−1. Then

ˆ

(−L,L)×(−4hℓ,4hℓ)n−1

|dû|>C′′λ

|dû|pe dx ≤ (2ℓ)n−1E.

Thus for ℓ =
⌈
4L
8h

⌉
=
⌈
L
2h

⌉
we get ℓ ≥ 2 and

ˆ

(−L,L)×(−4L,4L)n−1

|dû|>C′′λ

|dû|pe dx ≤ (2ℓ)n−1E.
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Applying (i) and (ii) from Lemma 34 to the set U = (−1, 1) × (−4, 4)n−1 and the map x 7→
C′

L û(Lx) with λ replaced by C ′′λ we see that there exists a map v̂ : (−L,L)×(−4L, 4L)n−1 → Rs
such that Lip v̂ ≤ CC ′′λ and

Ln(
{
x ∈ (−L,L)× (−4L, 4L)n−1 : v̂(x) ̸= û(x)

}
) ≤ (2ℓ+ 1)n−1 C

λp
E.

Let ℓ′ = ℓ− 1. Then 8ℓ′h ≤ 4L and there exists z′ ∈ 8h {−(ℓ′ − 1), . . . , ℓ′ − 1}n−1 such that

Ln(
{
x ∈ (−L,L)× (z′ + (−4h, 4h)n−1) : v̂(x) ̸= û(x)

}
) ≤ (2ℓ)n−1

(2ℓ′ − 1)n−1

C

λp
E ≤ 4n−1 C

λp
E,

since 2ℓ′ − 1 = 2ℓ− 3 and ℓ ≥ 2. Set v(x1, x
′) = v̂(x1, x

′ + z′) for x′ ∈ Bh(0). Then

Lip v ≤ CC ′λ and u(x1, x
′) = û(x1, x

′ + z′),

since x′ 7→ û(x1, x
′) is 8h-periodic. Therefore

Ln({x ∈ (−L,L)×Bh(0) : v(x) ̸= u(x)}) ≤ 4n−1 C

λp
E = 4n−1CC

′′

λp

ˆ

(−L,L)×Bh(0)
|du|>λ

|du|pe dx.

This concludes the proof.

B Fermi coordinates

Proof of Lemma 3. The Fermi map ψ is smooth since the solutions of the ordinary differential
equation for geodesics depends smoothly on the initial data. To estimate the metric g = ψ∗g
and its Christoffel symbols Γ we first note that the definition of the Fermi coordinates implies
that

g(x1, 0)(ei, ej) = δij and Γ(x1, 0) = 0. (B.1)

We define a frame (E1(x), . . . , En(x)) as follows: Ei(x1, x
′) is obtained by parallel transport of

the canonical basis vector ei of Rn from (x1, 0) to (x1, x
′) along the geodesic t 7→ (x1, tx

′). Then

g(x)(Ei(x), Ej(x)) = δij

since the covariant derivative of the metric vanishes. We define Aji (x) by

ei = Aji (x)Ej(x).

Then
gij(x) = g(x)(ei, ej) = Aki (x)A

l
j(x) g(x)(Ek, El) = Aki (x)A

k
j (x). (B.2)

To estimate Aji − δji , we will use Jacobi field estimates. For i ≥ 2 the maps t 7→ (x1, t(x
′ + sei))

are geodesics and hence
J(t) := tei = tAji (x1, tx

′)Ej(x1, tx
′)

is a Jacobi fields along the geodesic t 7→ (x1, tx
′). The Jacobi field equation D

dt
D
dtJ = −R(x1, tx

′)(J, x′)x′

implies that

∂2t (tA
j
i (x1, tx

′))Ej(x1, tx
′) = −R(x1, tx

′)(x′, J, x′)

= −R(x1, tx
′)k(x′, tei, x

′)ek = −Rk
(x′, ei, x

′)tAlk(x1, tx
′)El(x1, tx

′).

With the notation

A(t;x) := A(x1 + tx′), Mk
i (t;x) := −Rk

(x1 + tx′)(x′, ei, x
′)
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this can be written as

∂2t

(
tAji (t;x)

)
=Mk

i (t;x)
(
tAjk(t;x)

)
if i ≥ 2. (B.3)

Using the first identity in (B.1), we see that Bj
i (t;x) := tAji (t;x) satisfies the initial conditions

Bj
i (t;x) = 0, ∂tB

j
i (0;x) = Aji (0;x) = δji . (B.4)

Similarly, t 7→ (x1+s, tx
′) are geodesics, so that e1 is a Jacobi field along the geodesic t 7→ (x1, tx

′).
This yields the ODE

∂2tA
j
1(t;x) =Mk

1 (t;x)A
j
k(t;x) (B.5)

and by (B.1) we have the initial conditions

Aj1(t;x) = δj1 ∂tA
j
1(0;x) = 0. (B.6)

Next we show that the system of ODEs (B.3) and (B.5) with initial conditions (B.4) and (B.6)
implies that

|Aji (x)− δji −
1

6
M j
i (0;x)| ≤ C|x′|3, for i ≥ 2, j ≥ 1, (B.7)

|Aj1(x)− δj1 −
1

2
M j

1 (0;x)| ≤ C|x′|3, for j ≥ 1 (B.8)

and

|∂xkA
j
i (x)−

1

6
∂xkM

j
i (0;x)| ≤ C|x′|2, for i,≥ 2, j ≥ 1, (B.9)

|∂xkA
j
1(x)−

1

2
∂xkM

j
i (0;x)| ≤ C|x′|2, for j ≥ 1. (B.10)

Here the constant C can be estimated in terms of the supremum of the pulled back curvature
tensor R and its first derivative.

To show (B.7) and (B.8), we use that the system of ODEs given by (B.3) and (B.5) with initial
conditions (B.4) and (B.6) is equivalent to the following fixed point problem in C0([0; 1];Rn×n):

A = Tx[A] := Id+Sx[A] (B.11)

where Id denotes the constant function from [0, 1] to Rn×n with value Id and the linear operator
Sx is given by

(Sx)
j
1[A](t) :=

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0
Mk

1 (σ;x)A
j
k(σ) dσ ds, for j ≥ 1,

(Sx)
j
i [A](t) :=

1

t

ˆ t

0

ˆ s

0
σMk

1 (σ;x)A
j
k(σ) dσ ds, for i ≥ 2, j ≥ 1.

Let ρ > 0 and set

L0 := sup
x∈(−2L,2L)×Bρ(0)

|R|, L1 := sup
x∈(−2L,2L)×Bρ(0)

|DR|.

Then, for σ ∈ [0, 1],

|M(σ;x)| ≤ CL0|x′|2 for x ∈ (−2L, 2L)×Bρ(0)

and thus the operator norm of Sx with respect to the supremum norm on C0([0; 1];Rn×n) satisfies

∥Sx∥ ≤ CL0|x′|2 for x ∈ (−2L, 2L)×Bρ(0). (B.12)
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Hence Tx is a contraction if L0ρ
2 is sufficiently small. We will assume this from now on and

we assume in particular that L0ρ
2 ≤ 1. Then it follows that for all x ∈ (−2L, 2L) × Bρ(0)

there exists a unique fixed point Ax ∈ C0([0; 1];Rn×n) of Tx and Ax(t) = A(t;x). Moreover
Ax(t) = Id+

∑∞
k=1 S

k[Id](t) and hence (B.12) implies that

sup
t∈[0,1]

|Ax(t)− Id−Sx[Id](t)| ≤ CL2
0|x′|4.

In particular we have

sup
t∈[0,1]

|Ax(t)− Id | ≤ C(L0|x′|2 + L2
0|x′|4) ≤ CL0|x′|2. (B.13)

since L0ρ
2 ≤ 1. It is easy to see that

|M(t;x)−M(0;x)| ≤ CL1|x′|3 for t ∈ [0, 1].

Together with (B.13) and the definition of Sx this implies that, for i ≥ 2 and j ≥ 1,

sup
t∈[0,1]

∣∣∣∣(Ax)j1(t)− δj1 −
1

2
t2M j

1 (0;x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(L2
0|x′|4 + L1|x′|3),

sup
t∈[0,1]

∣∣∣∣(Ax)j1(t)− δj1 −
1

6
t2M j

1 (0;x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(L2
0|x′|4 + L1|x′|3).

Using this estimate for t = 1, we get (B.7) and (B.8) since A(x) = A(1;x) = Ax(1).

Now the map x 7→ Sx is a C1 map from (−2L, 2L) × Bρ(0) to the space of bounded linear
operators on C0([0, 1];Rn×n). Hence x 7→ Ax is C1 and the derivative F := ∂xkAx satisfies

F = Sx[F ] + (∂xkSx)[Ax].

It is easy to see that, for x ∈ (−2L, 2L)×Bρ(0) and t ∈ [0, 1],

|∂xkM(t;x)− ∂xkM(0;x)| ≤ CL1|x′|2, (B.14)

|∂xkM(0;x)| ≤ CL0|x′|. (B.15)

Together with (B.13) we get, for i ≥ 2 and j ≥ 1,

sup
t∈[0,1]

∣∣∣∣F j1 (t)− (Sx)
j
1[F ](t)−

1

2
t2∂xkM

j
1 (0;x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(L1|x′|2 + L2
0|x′|3) (B.16)

sup
t∈[0,1]

∣∣∣∣F ji (t)− (Sx)
j
i [F ](t)−

1

6
t2∂xkM

j
1 (0;x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(L1|x′|2 + L2
0|x′|3). (B.17)

Since ∥Sx∥ ≤ CL0|x′|2 and |∂xkM(0;x)| ≤ CL0|x′| this implies (B.9) and (B.10).

We now turn to the estimates for the pull back metric g and its Christoffel symbols Γ. For ease
of notation we simply write g and Γ instead of g and Γ. It follows from (B.2), (B.7), and (B.8)
that

gij − δij = (Aj
i − δji ) + (Ai

j − δij) +O(|x′|4).

Moreover we have

M j
i (0;x) = −Rjkil(x1)x

′
kx

′
l

where

Rjkil(x1) := (ψ∗R)(x1, 0)(ej , ek, ei, el) = R(ψ(x1, 0))(aj , ak, ai, al)

with aj = Dψ(x1, 0)ej , i.e., a1 = γ′(x1) and aj = νj(x1) for j ≥ 2.

44



In particular, M j
i (0;x) is symmetric in i and j, since Rjkil = Riljk. Thus∣∣∣∣gij(x)− δij −

1

3
M j
i (0;x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|x′|3, for i ≥ 2, j ≥ 2, (B.18)∣∣∣∣g1j(x)− δij −
2

3
M j

1 (0;x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C|x′|3, for j ≥ 2, (B.19)∣∣g11(x)− δij −M1
1 (0;x)

∣∣ ≤ C|x′|3. (B.20)

This shows that (2.5) holds.

To estimate the Christoffel symbols we note that (B.2) and (B.7)–(B.10) imply that

∂xkgij = ∂xkA
j
i + ∂xkA

i
j +O(|x′|2).

Using the symmetry of M j
i (0;x) under exchange of i and j we get, for i, j, k ≥ 2,

3∂xkgij(x) = −[Rjkil(x1) +Rjlik(x1)]x
′
l +O(|x′|2) = [Rkjil(x1) +Rkijl(x1)]x

′
l +O(|x′|2) ,

3∂xigjk(x) = −[Rkijl(x1) +Rklji(x1)]x
′
l +O(|x′|2) = −[Rkijl(x1) +Rjikl(x1)]x

′
l +O(|x′|2) ,

3∂xjgki(x) = −[Rijkl(x1) +Rilkj(x1)]x
′
l +O(|x′|2) = −[Rijkl(x1) +Rkjil(x1)]x

′
l +O(|x′|2) .

Here we also used that Rijkl = Rklij and that R is antisymmetric in the first two arguments.
Using this antisymmetry again, we get Rjikl(x1) +Rijkl(x1) = 0 and hence

6Γkij(x) = 3(∂xigjk(x) + ∂xjgk1(x)− ∂xkgij(x))

= − 2[Rkjil(x1) +Rkijl(x1)]xl +O(|x′|2) for i, j, k ≥ 2. (B.21)

For k = 1 and i, j ≥ 2 we get ∂x1gij = 0 and

3

2
∂xigj1(x) = −[R1ijl(x1) +Rji1l(x1)]x

′
l +O(|x′|2) , (B.22)

3

2
∂xjg1i(x) = −[Rij1l(x1) +R1jil(x1)]x

′
l +O(|x′|2) . (B.23)

Thus

3Γ1ij(x) =
3

2
(∂xigj1(x) + ∂xjg1i(x)− ∂x1gij(x))

= − [R1jil(x1) +R1ijl(x1)]x
′
l +O(|x′|2) for i, j ≥ 2.

Combining this identity with (B.21) we get

Γkij(x) = −1

3
[Rkjil(x1) +Rkijl(x1)]x

′
l +O(|x′|2) if i, j ≥ 2, k ≥ 1. (B.24)

In view of the estimate for the metric we have

|Γkij(x)− Γkij(x)| ≤ C|x′|2. (B.25)

Thus (B.24) implies the first estimate in (2.6).

Similarly, (B.22) and (B.23) imply that

3Γij1(x) =
3

2
(∂xjg1i(x) + ∂x1gij(x)− ∂xigj1(x))

= − [2Rij1l(x1)−Rj1il(x1)−R1ijl(x1)]x
′
l +O(|x′|2)

= − 3Rij1l(x1)xl +O(|x′|2) for i, j ≥ 2. (B.26)
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Here we used in the last step that

Rijkl +Rjkil +Rkijl = Rklij +Riljk +Rjlki = −[Rlkij +Rlijk +Rljki] = 0,

since R(X,Y )Z +R(Y,Z)X +R(Z,X)Y = 0.

Moreover,

2Γk11(x) = − ∂xkg11(x) = [R1k1l(x1) +R1l1k(x1)]x
′
l +O(|x′|2)

= 2R1k1l(x1)xl +O(|x′|2)
= − 2Rk11l(x1)x

′
l +O(|x′|2) for k ≥ 2. (B.27)

In addition we have Γ111 = O(|x′|2), since ∂x1g11 = O(|x′|2) and the antisymmetry of R in the
first two arguments gives R111l = 0. Hence the identity (B.27) also holds for k = 1. Combining
this observation with (B.26) (with (i, j) replaced by (k, i) we get

Γki1(x) = −Rki1l(x1)xl +O(|x′|2) for i, k ≥ 1. (B.28)

Together with (B.25) we get the second estimate in (2.6).

Finally we discuss the independence of the constants in the estimates (2.5) and (2.6) of the
framed unit speed geodesic (γ, ν). Set

Cρ := (−2L, 2L)×Bρ(0).

It follows from (B.13) that there exists an ε0 such that

sup
x∈Cρ

|g − Id | ≤ Cρ2 sup
x∈Cρ

|R(x)|

as long as
ρ2 sup

x∈Cρ

|R(x)| ≤ ε0

where |R(p)| is an intrinsic norm of the curvature tensor at p ∈ M. On the other hand, if
1
2 Id ≤ g ≤ 2 Id then

sup
Cρ

|R(x)| ≤ C sup
p∈ψ(Cρ)

|R(p)|. (B.29)

Thus a continuity argument shows that 1
2 Id ≤ g ≤ 2 Id and (B.29) hold provided that

ρ2 sup
p∈ψ(Cρ)

|R(p)| ≤ ε1

for some ε1 > 0.

Similarly, the other constants in the estimates for g and Γ are controlled by supx∈Cρ
|R(x)| and

supx∈Cρ
|DR(x)|. Now, for |Γ| ≤ 1 and 1

2 Id ≤ g ≤ 2 Id, the quantity supx∈Cρ
|DR(x)| is con-

trolled by the C0 norm of R and its covariant derivative ∇R in ψ(Cρ). Thus another continuity
argument based on (B.15)–(B.17) shows that that the constants are uniformly controlled if

ρ sup
p∈ψ(Cρ)

|R(p)|+ ρ2 sup
p∈ψ(Cρ)

|∇R(p)| ≤ ε2

for some ε2 > 0. In particular, for a compact manifold, the radius ρ and the constants C in can
be chosen independent of the frame unit speed geodesic (γ, ν).
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