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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, @, 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 I'-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 R™ 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)
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To set the stage, let (M, g) and (M, §) be smooth, oriented, n dimensional, Riemannian man-
ifolds with n > 2 and assume that M is complete and M is compact. Let ¢ : [-L,L] - M
be an injective unit speed geodesic and let v = (vs,...,vp) : (=L, L) — (IT’M)"! be a parallel
orthonormal frame of the normal bundle of 1, such that (7/,v) is positively oriented. We call
the pair (7/,v) a framed unit speed geodesic. Define geodesic normal coordinates (also known as
Fermi coordinates) by

w(x) = w%z(x) = €XPry(zy) ijyj (1‘1)
=2

and consider the geodesic tube
O} == ¥(—L, L) x By(0)).

Note that QF depends only on the geodesic v and not on the frame v. For sufficiently small
h > 0, the set Q} can be identified with the set of those vectors in the normal bundle Ny =
Ute—r,1) {a €T, : (a,7/(t)) = 0} which have norm less than h. To a map @ : € — M we
assign an energy

Ey(a) = ][ dist?(dai, SO(g, §)) dvol . (1.1)
&

Here the integrand is given more explicitly by dist?(di(p), SO(g(p), §(i(p))), where 3

SO(g(p), g(a(p))) denotes the set of orientation preserving linear isometries for T, M to T, M

and the distance is taken with respect to the Riemannian Hilbert Schmidt norm for 1-1 tensors.
Moreover, fQ denotes the average with respect to the Riemannian volume measure on M.
h

Our first result is a compactness result. For every family of maps u, : ) — M with
SUDO<h<hg h=*Ej(@,) < oo there exists a sequence hy — 0 and framed unit speed geodesics
(V&> V) in M which converge to a framed unit speed geodesic (¥,7) and have the following
properties. If vy (x1, ha') is the expression of iy in geodesic normal coordinates, i.e., if

(V3,0 © VE) (21, ') = dy 0 9y (21, ha'),

then vy essentially satisfies

vp(z1,2") = 1)y hiwi(21) — h}.0z,yi(@1) - 2/
) hax! hkyk(.l?l) —+ hiZk(-’rl)fEl

where Zy(x1) is a skew symmetric (n — 1) x (n — 1) matrix. Moreover, a subsequence of the tuple
(Wi, Yk, Zi, Br) converges to (w,y, Z, §) in a suitable topology.

) + h%ﬁk(xl) l’/),

Our second result is a I'-convergence result. With respect to the convergence indicated above,
the functionals h~*E}, T-converges to a limit functional given by

. L
Dy 2= | |smGl) - T@) d (1:2)
—L JB1(0)
where
G(a1,2) = < (O, w) e1 + (02, A) <0/> Op,B | .. | On,0 > - 11427
S\ 2 (1.3)
T(x1,2") = (7’@(%17%/) = Typ(w1,y(x1) + 95/)) ;
and
— 0 _6$1yT
()0 ), s



see Theorem 19| below. Here T.% (x1,2’) is a quadratic form in 2" 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 2’ and the coefficients of the quadratic form depend on
the curvature tensor R along -, see Lemma, [3| below. Similarly, 7;7722(1‘1, y(x1) + ') describes the
metric deficit in the target manifold M. The I'-limit deviates from the T-limit in the Euclidean
setting [15] exactly by the additional term 7 (z).

Actually, there is subtlety. The map iy, is only in W12 and hence may not be uniformly close
to any unit speed geodesic and we may not be able to express @ in Fermi coordinates around
such a geodesic. To overcome this difficulty, we use the same idea as in [§]: instead of ) we
consider a uniformly Lipschitz approximations 9, which agree with 4y except on a set of volume
fraction O(h*). We then define the limit (w,y, Z, ) in terms of the Lipschitz approximations
Up. 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 4, up to a natural
finite dimensional equivalence relation related to an infinitesimal change of framed geodesic, see
Definition [14] and Proposition

Using the compactness of M, it is easy to see by standard arguments for I'-convergence that

lim inf A~ Ey (@) = min m7Z,

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

772: 3 f I;%Q Z
m oonf (w,y,2,08),

see Theorem We note that G is finite dimensional, since a framed unit speed geodesic is
determined by p = 4(0) and a positively oriented orthonormal frame at p.

Finally, we show that m7Z can be expressed as quadratic form of the difference of the curvature
tensors in M and M along the corresponding framed unit speed geodesics. Set

A((L‘l) = R(azl, 0) — R(:Ul, 0),

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

(v,v) and R is the pullback of the curvature tensor R of M with respect to the Fermi coordinates
for (,7). Then

o L
i — 7[ Q(A(z1)) a1
-L

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 (AP™) + Q2(A') + Q3(A"),

where
At = A, Ay = A, (A ivjy = Aij,  for i,5,k,1> 2,
and 1 ]
@i (A™) 2(n+1)(n+3) A - 2(n+1)%(n +3) (or A%)",
Q2(A’") = min 1][ Z <3jbl($’) - 1A9kl:1:§€x§>2 dx’,
b 2 {0}xB1(0) j>2 3
and

GA) =i f S (m W) ta') = A ) o'
XDy

,j>2



see Theorem [26| and Corollary Note that Q; is positive definite since (tr AP¥)% < (n —
1)|.AP2*|2. The expression of Q3 captures the behavior perpendicular to the geodesics v and 7
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 dist?(di, SO(g,§)) 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
du(p) = R(p)S(p), where R € SO(g(p),g(p)) and S(p) : T,M — T,M is symmetric (with
respect to the metric g(p)). Then one considers an energy density f(A1(p),..., A\n(p)) where
A1(p), ..., An(p) are the eigenvalues of S(p) and f is a symmetric function of its n arguments, of
class C? and satisfies f(1,...,1) =0, Df(1,...,1) =0 and D?f(1,...,1) > 0. Then the I-limit
is given by

][ plG =T+ %(tr(G —T))*dx
Q

with suitable coefficients > 0 and A > —% . The particular form of the I' limit arises from the
fact that the space of quadratic symmetric functions h : R™ — R is spanned by the two functions
hi(s) = >0, s? and ho(s) = (Y0, si)?, see [2] for a general discussion of symmetric functions
in nonlinear elasticity.

Finally, we briefly comment on the assumption that M be compact. This assumption is not
needed for the I'-convergence result, but of course for the compactness statement, since other-
wise the maps 4y might escape to infinity. If M has constant curvature we can use isometric
translations to restore compactness. In particular we may take M = R™. If M is asymptotic
to a constant curvature space at oo, then in the spirit of concentration compactness the limit
limy,_,0 h~*inf; Ep(u) is either given by min s)eg mYZ 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 v : R — M be a geodesic
with |7/| = 1. Let v :== (va,...,v,) be a parallel orthonormal frame of the normal bundle of ~.
Then the Fermi coordinates 1, , are given by

Uy (21,2") = expy(y,) (Z xk’/k<$1)> . (2.1)

k=2
We call (v,v) a framed unit speed geodesic.

Remark 1. The definition of ¢ := 1), implies that that Dt (x1,0) is an isometry from R"
to Ty(z,)M. If v has no self-intersections on the interval [~L, L], then it follows from the
inverse function theorem and a compactness argument that there exists € > 0 such that 1 is a
diffeomorphism from (—L, L) x B.(0) to its image with |Dv| < 2 and |(Dv)~!| < 2 and such
that Q;Z)|(—L,L)><B5(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 (y'(z1),v2(x1),...,vn(21)) is positively
oriented.

We denote by g the pullback metric of g under 1, ,, i.e.,

9(@)(X,Y) = (7 ,9)(2)(X,Y) = gy, (2) (dihy p () X, dipy  (2)Y) .



Furthermore, we let R denote the Riemann curvature tensor on M, i.e.

R(Z,X,Y) =VxVyZ —-VyVxZ — Vix,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 (vy,v) on [—L, L] in M there exists p > 0 and C > 0 such that the Fermi
coordinates 1., are defined in Q, = (—L,L) x B, and the pullback metric g = V7,9 and its

Christoffel symbols T satisfy, for |z'| < p,

n
gu(x) —1+ Z Rupu(a1) | < Cla'P,

e, l=2
2 n
g1;(z) + 3 Z Ripu(z)xpry| < Cl'PP, j=2,...,n, (2.5)
k,l=2

_ 1 o~ = -
i () — 0ij + 3 Z Riki(w1)zpry| < Cla'P, i,5=2,...,n,

k=2
and
ff](ﬂﬁ) + % (Rijia(z1) + Ryiji(z1)) 27| < Cla'? ifi,7>2, 20
Th (@) + Riguan)ol| < Ol |
with Rijkiu(z1) = V3, R(71,0)(ej, ek, ei, e1) where e, ... e, is the canonical basis for R". If

K C M is compact then the constants p > 0 and C' can be chosen uniformly for all unit speed
geodesics v with yv((—L,L)) C K.

Proof of Lemma([3 This follows by standard Jacobi field estimates. Indeed, the Taylor expan-
sions for g and T can be found, for example, in [12] eq. (66a)-(66¢)], 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 p follows from the fact that ¢, , 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 The argument shows that p
and C can be controlled by the C° norm of the curvature tensor R and its covariant derivative
in a neighborhood of ~([—L, L]). O

In order to simplify the notation below, we associate a matrix TvAz € R™" to every tuple
(A,~,v), where A is a (3, 1)-tensor on M and (v,v) is a framed unit speed geodesic, as follows.
For i,57 € {2,...,n} we set

'n our earlier paper [§] 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)



ﬂmz(:cl)xzxﬁ,

N =
(3=

(T )1 (21, 2") = —

>
[|

2

Wl =
(7=

(T ), 2) = —

ijll (951)96‘%3327

k=2
Lo (2.7)
(T ) (2, 2)) = —3 > Avgi(w)aad,
k=2
1 & —
(T4)ij(z1,2") = 6 Z kil (1) )27
k=2
Here A = 5 ,A is the pullback of the restriction of the tensor A to .
For a metric g on R" we define a positive definite symmetric matrix Az by (Ag)i; = g;; =
g(ei, e;). By Aé/ % we denote the unique positive definite symmetric matrix M with M? = Ag
and we set Ay /2 .= M~1. We use the shorthand notations
_ 1/2 __ —1/2
@) = (A, @i = (47" (2.8)
Note that neither A;/z nor A;l/z are 0-2 or 1-1 tensors. Indeed, if ¢(x) = Az, then ¢*g = \?g

and (Ayg)t/? = )\A;/Q while (Ayg)~ /2 = A_lAgl/z 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 g'/2 and
g~ Y2 are given by

(/) (@) ~ 1T

R (@) < Cla'P, (2.9)

and

)@—1/2)(:(:) —1d +Tj§(x)’ < Cl'P. (2.10)

2.2 Lift of maps from a small geodesic tube in M

If5y:(-L,L) — M is a unit speed geodesic in a smooth Riemannian manifold M, then in
general the Fermi coordinates associated with 4 are not globally invertible on a small cylinder,
because ¥ may have self-intersections. We will overcome this difficulty by the following lifting
result.

Lemma 4. Let M be a smooth n-dimensional Riemannian manifold and let K ¢ M be compact.
Let (7,7) be a framed unit speed geodesic on (—L, L) with ¥((—L, L)) C K and let ¢ =155 be
the associated Fermi map.

For n > 0 define
Uy = (=L—n,L+n)xBy(0) CRxR", (2.11)
V, = {(s,q) € (—L,L) x M : dist v (q,7(s)) < 77}. (2.12)

Then there exists a 6 > 0 such that L/NJ can be extended to Us, the operator norm satisfies ‘D’(/NJ’ <2
and there exists a unique smooth map ® : Vs, — Us satisfying

b(®(s,q) =g and  B(s,3(s)) = (5,0) for all (s,9) € Vya-
Moreover 9s® = 0 in Vs 2, the operator norm satisfies \Dfi)| < 2, and ® is Lipschitz with Lipschitz
constant at most 6. Moreover, > 0 can be chosen independently of L and of the framed unit
speed geodesic (7,v) as long as ¥((—L,L)) C K.



We will frequently use the following immediate consequence of Lemma [4]

Lemma 5. Let M and M be smooth, complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifolds and let
(v,v) and (7,0) be framed unit speed geodesics on [—L, L] in M and M, respectively. Let v and

¢ denote the Fermi coordinate maps for the framed geodesics. Let § > 0 be as in Lemma@ and
let € > 0 be as in Remark . If a map v : Y(Qe) — M satisfies

s dy () (1)) < 0 (213)

then there exists a lift v: (—L,L) x B:(0) = R x Bs(0) such that
Yov="001 and |v(x))—x1| <8 forallz e (—L,L).

If, in addition, v is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant l, then v is Lipschitz with Lipschitz at most
41.

Proof. 1t follows from that (vo1)(§2) C Vs/o. Thus we can take v(z) = i’(xl, v(i(x))).
To show the assertion on Lipschitz constant, we use that Lipschitz functions are differentiable
almost everywhere. Then the chain rule and the bounds |[D®| < 2 and |Dt)~!| < 2 imply that
|Dv(z)| < 41 almost everywhere. Since €. is convex, it follows that v has Lipschitz constant at
most 41. O

Proof of Lemmal{ Since 4((—L, L)) is contained in a compact subset there exists a §y > 0 such
that 4 and the orthonormal frame can be extended to (—L — 28y, L + 26y). Let s € [—-L, L].
Then Dv(s,0) is a linear isometry from R” to Ta(s)/\;l- By the inverse function theorem, there
exists a 6 € (0,80) such that the restriction of 9 to (s — 26, s 4+ 28) x B;(0) satisfies |Dv)| < 2
and |(Di)~1| < 2, is injective, and ¢ ((s — 8, s + 0) x Bs(0)) D Bs2(7(s)). Thus there exists a
smooth map

Uy : Bsja(¥(s)) = (s — 6,54 0) x Bs(0)

with ¢ o ¥y = id and |DW,| < 2. By the usual compactness argument, such a § > 0 can
be chosen uniformly for all s € [~L, L] and for all framed unit speed geodesics which satisfy
¥((=L,L)) C K. Now define ® : (=L, L) x V55 — Us by

D(s,q) = Vy(q).

Then ®(s,q) € (s — d,s + 0) x Bs(0) and

P(2(s,q)) = q.

Assume that |s' — s| < min(d,6/2 — dist (¢, 5)). Then q € Bs/s 5(s1), since dist 5 (5(s),5(s)) <
|s — &'|. Thus ®(s',q) is defined and ®(s',q) € (s — 8,8 + 8) x Bs(0) C (s — 25,5+ 28) x Bs(0).
Since 1 is injective on (s — 29, s + 29) x Bs(0) it follows that

®(s',q) = P(s,q) whenever |s' — s| < min(d,6/2 — dist (¢, 5))- (2.14)

Hence 9,P(s, q) = 0 and ® is smooth function on Vs /2. Moreover, |D®| = |D,®| = |[DV,| < 2.

To show uniqueness, assume that & : Vs/a — Us is smooth and satisfies d(s,7(s)) = (s,0)
for s € (=L, L) and ¥(®(s,q)) = ¢ for all (s,q) in Vs/5. Fix 5 € (=L,L) and let W =
{q € Bsa(7(3)) d(3,q) = (5, q)} Then W is open, since ®({35} x W) C (5— 6,5+ 6) x B;(0)
and 1) is injective on (35— 4,54 6) x Bs(0). Moreover, W is relatively closed in By /2(7(3)) since o
and @ are continuous. Finally W is not empty since v(5) € W, by assumption. Since Bs/o(7(3))

7



is connected (for sufficiently small 6 > 0) we get W = Bs/5(7(5)). This holds for all 5 € (—L, L)
and hence & = ®.

Finally, we show that ® is globally Lipschitz. By reducing § > 0, if needed, we may assume,
in addition, that the balls Bj/5((s)) are geodesically convex for all s € (=L, L). To prove the
Lipschitz estimate, let (s, q), (s',q") € V5/o. By symmetry, we may assume that dist v (¢, 7(s)) <

dist g, (q7(s))-

Assume first that |s" — s| < dist (g, 7(s)). Consider the length minimizing unit speed geodesic
n from ¢ to 4(s) and let ¢” := n(|s’ — s|). Then

dist g (¢",(s)) = dist (¢, 7(s)) — |5’ — s

and hence dist 7 (¢", 7(s")) < dist (g, 7(s")) < §/2 since [7(s") —7(s)| < |s' —s|. Thus ®(s,q") =
®(s,q"). Since |[D®| < 2 and since the balls Bjo(5(0)) and Bjo(7(s")) are geodesically convex,
we get

|D(s,9) — B(s', )| < |8(s5,9) — B(s.¢")| + (5", ¢) — B(s", ")
<2ls’ — 5|+ Zdist/\;l(q',q”) <Als—§|+ 2distM(q’,q) < 6dist/\;l(q’,q).
If |s' — s| > dist(q,7(s)), we set ¢" = 7(s) and ¢ = 7(s'). Then ®(s,¢") = (s,0) and

®(s',¢") = (s',0). Hence
|(i(87 q) - é(sla Q)| < |&)(8, Q) - (:I)(qu”” + |<§(8/> q,) - &)(5,7 q///)| + |8 - S,’
<2dist (¢, 7(s)) + 2dist g (¢', 7(5")) +|s" — s
<4 dist v (q,7(s)) + |s" — 5| < 5[s' —s|.

Here we used the assumption dist ;(¢’,7(s")) < dist ;;(g,7(s)). Combining the estimates in the
two cases, we see that @ is Lipschitz with Lipschitz constant at most 6. 0

2.3 Estimates for the center of mass in normal coordinates

Definition 6 (Riemannian center of mass [6]). Let (A, ) be a probability space, let M be a
complete Riemannian manifold and let B, C M be a convex geodesic ball. For a measurable
function f: A — B, define

Py : B, =R, Py(m) = ;/AdistQ(m, f(a))du(a). (2.15)

We call Cy := arg minm€§p P¢(m) the Riemannian center of mass of f in A.

Remark 7. The function Py in ({2.15)) is convex and has a unique minimum which lies in the

interior of Ep. 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 p > 0 and C' > 0 with the following property. The ball Ba,(p) is geodesically convex and
the exponential map exp,, is a smooth diffeomorphism from Bs,(0) C T,N — Bs,(p). Moreover,
the map v = exp;1 oexp, satisfies, for every q € By(p) and every v € TyN with [v| < p

|9 (v) = (0) = dy(0)v| < C'(d(p, @) + [v])|v]*. (2.16)
If N is compact, then p and C' can be chosen independently of the point p € N.
Proof. Consider the map c : [0,1] — N given by c(t) = exp,tv. Then c is a geodesic arc which

connects ¢(0) = ¢ and ¢(1) = exp,v. Moreover, |'(t)| = |v| and thus ¢([0,1]) C Ba,(p). Hence
we can define v := ¢ o ¢, where ¢ = exp,*. Then |/ (t)| < C|¢(t)] < C|v].

8



Let ' denote the Christoffel symbols corresponding to the chart . Then

V') = =T (v(1) (' (1), (1)) (2.17)
and
7(0) = ¢(q) = ¥(0), +'(0) =dp(0)v, (1) = p(v). (2.18)

Since the chart ¢ defines normal coordinates, we have I'(0) = 0. Moreover DI is controlled in
terms of the second derivatives of the metric. Hence

T () (' ()4 ()] < C®) I (O < C'(d(p, ) + [o])[o]*. (2.19)
Hence the assertion (2.16)) follows from (2.17) and (2.18)). The fact that p and C' can be chosen
uniformly for compact N follows from the usual argument. O

Corollary 9. Let p,p and C' be as in Proposition @ Let r < p/2. Let (A, n) be a probability
space and let f : A — B.(p) be a measurable map. Then the center of mass Cy satisfies

exp, ' Cy — /A exp, | f(a)du(a)| < C'r°. (2.20)
Proof. Let ¢ = Cy. Then by [6, Thm. 1.2] we have
/Aequ1 f(a)du(a) = 0. (2.21)

Recall that 1) = exp, ! oexp,. Thus exp, ' of = 1o (exp,! of). It follows from (2.21)) and (2.16)
that

/Aexpp1 f(a)dp(a) —¥(0)| < C'r3.

Since 1(0) = exp,, Yq) = exp, 1 Cy, this concludes the proof. O

2.4 Setup

Let L > 0. For h > 0 define Qp, = (=L, L) x By(0) C R", and let Q := (—L,L) x B1(0). We
define the rescaled gradient djv of a function v : Q — R"™ by

1 1

EaxQU
If I, : Q — Qp is given by Ip(z1,2") = (z1, ha'), vy : Qp — R™ and v = vy, o I, then

dpv = <Ozlv

dh’l) = (dvh) o] Ih.
Let (v,v) be a framed unit speed geodesic in a complete Riemannian manifold M and let

Qf = Py (), (2.22)

where 1), is the Fermi coordinate system defined in (2.1)). For functions @ : {2} — M we define
the energy

Ey (1) = ]é dist?(da, SO(g, §)) dvoly . (2.23)

*
h

Remark 10. If (v,v), (7,0) are as in Lemma and v is a lift of @ with respect to these geodesics,
ie.if 155 0v=1uo01,,, then,

1 _
Ey(@) = ——— | dist? ((Gov)2 dvg /2,50 detgd 2.24
0= sy, 0 (G0 0T 500) Vadgar, (220

see for example [8, Eq. 2.5]. Here dv is identified with the matrix with components (dv);; = 9., v;
and the matrices /2 and 51/ * are defined in (12.8).

9



If |(vg,...,v,)| < Ch, then the metrics in ([2.24) are O(h?) close to the identity. This will allow
us to use the following compactness result in the Euclidean setting.

Theorem 11 ([I5, Thm. 2.2]). Let n > 2 and let hy, — 0, U, : @ — R"™ such that
1
sup4/ dist?(dvy, SO(n)) dz < oco. (2.25)
k hk Q
Then there exist maps Qi : (—L, L) — SO(n), Qy : (=L, L) — R™" with |Qx| < ¢ and constants
Q. € SO(n), ¢, € R™ such that the functions vy, = @f@k — ¢, satisfy

[ dn, vk — QkllL2() < Ch,
1Qk — Qullz2(—r.) <ChZ,  IVQillz2(—r.1) < Cha, (2.26)

Furthermore, set

koo . (vk)1(2) — 21 ,
w (1‘1) = /Bl(o)d 5

hi,
yf(;cl) ;:/ Mdaj/, ’L':2,...,n,
Bi(0) T
1 i j — Xy i .
zfj(:cl) = _/ zi(vg); () 2%(%) (z) de', ij=2....n,
1 J B (0) he

where p == 2 thk(O) x2 dx'. By ZF we denote the skew-symmetric matriz with entries zfj Then,

up to subsequences, it holds:
1. wk — w weakly in WY2(—L, L),
2. y¥ — y; in WH2(—L, L) with y; € W2%(—L,L) fori=2,...,n,
3. zfj — 2;; weakly in W12(—L, L).
4. There exists a matriz A € WY2((—L, L); R™™) such that (dp,vr —1d)/hx — A in L2(Q),
5. sym(Qg — 1d)/h2 — A?/2 uniformly on (—L, L) with

T
A= (afy szly > (2.27)

Y2
where Z is the skew-symmetric matriz with entries z;; and y =

Yn
6. The sequence (¥ defined by
1 vp)i(z) —x -
Bhe) = o (W(h) — ) + inaﬁyf(m)) ,
k i=2

_ i? (vi)j(x) = hyzy yh(w1) — he(Z¥a'); ) fori=2,....n
h hy,

CHE)
converges weakly in L?>(Q;R™) to a function B belonging to the space
B = {a € L*((;R") :/ a(z)de’ =0, Oy, € L2(Q;R™),
B1(0)
/ ajz; — qrjdr’ = 0}. (2.28)
B1(0)
Moreover, Oy, % — 0,8 in L*(Q) fori=2,...,n.
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In [I5] 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, ) is not unique, not even after choice of a subsequence. The point
is that the choice of the constant rotations @, and the constants cy is not unique. Indeed, if we
replace Q, by Qi = W Q, and ¢ = cp + hipd + hiwoel with W skew-symmetric, and v; by
Uy = QZ@ — ¢, then the limits in the convergences 1. to 6. get replaced by

1 n
(1) = wo + w(z) + §(W2)11x1 + Wijys(n),
j=2
Ui(z1) = yi(z1) + Wiz + &, i=2,...,n,

éij:zij—l—Wij, ,]=2,...,m.

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 @, and ¢ corresponds to the choice of a line segment v, given by

Yie(t) = Qg (ter + )

and a constant orthonormal frame v; = Qre; for j > 2 perpendicular to v such that vy, stays
close to v and dj, vy, is close to @), on average.

In the Riemannian setting, the straight line 7. 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 Uy, in Fermi coordinates around this framed geodesic to satisfy Properties [I] to 6] of Theorem
without application of an additional rotation @, and translation c,. Here the following simple
consequence of Theorem [11] will be useful.

Corollary 12. Assume that hy — 0 and that the maps vy, : @ — R" satisfy

1
sup4/ dist?(dvy, SO(n)) dz < oco. (2.29)
k hk Q
Assume in addition that
_ €1 2 2 .
Ui (z) — 0 dx < Chi, forj>2, (2.30)
Q

< Chi. (2.31)

/ (@1 (2) — 21 da
Q

Then there exists R, € SO(n — 1) such that a subsequence of the maps

T
¢ (1 0 _
vy, = (0 Rk) Uk (2.32)

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

Note that the action of Ry € SO(n—1) simply corresponds to a fixed rotation of the orthonormal
frame around the curve.

Proof. Let Qy, c; and vy, be as in Theorem Set dj, = Qxcr. Then

v = Qpur + di,

and thus, for j > 2,

/B o (@) (w1, 2)da’ = (di); + D> hie(@p)ju(ui)u(z1) + (@)1 + (Qp) jrhgwi ().
1 =2

11



Since y;, and wy, are bounded in L?((—L, L) it follows from (2.30) that
— 2
/ (dr); + @iz | dxy < CRE.
(_LvL)

Hence o
[(di)jl + [(Qr)jr| < Chy for j > 2. (2.33)

Similarly, we have

/B o @k)1(x1,2") — w1 da’ = (di)1r + > (@) ulye) + (@ — 1) 21 + (@) unhfwe (2:34)
1 =2

and we get o
(@)1 — 1| < Chy. (2.35)

Since @), € SO(n) we have Y"1 1(Q})ij(Q))in =0, for j > 2, and thus we get
(Qi)1j] < Chy, for j > 2. (2.36)
Since y;, and wy, are bounded in L?, it follows from and the assumption that
|(dy)1] < Ch. (2.37)

Summarizing and recalling that ¢, = @de, we get
l(er)1] < ChZ, |(er);] < Chyy  |(Q)) €1 —e1| < Chy, for j > 2. (2.38)
It follows that there exist Qi € SO(n) such that
Qier = (@) er, |Qf ~1d| < Cly.

Then @k(Q,ﬁC)el = e1. Since @k(Q?{) € SO(n), we have

= (1 0
Qka - (0 Rk>
for some Ry € SO(n —1). Set

vf = (@1 Tk = (@D (@0 i = (@) (s + ).

Since Qﬁ € SO(n), the maps ”2 satisfy (2.26) (with with Qp and Qy replaced by (Qi)TQk and
(Qi)TQk, respectively). Moreover, it is easy to see that Properties |1 to |§| for the sequence vy
imply the corresponding properties for a subsequence of v,ﬁc. O

3 Main theorem

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

The main result of this paper is the identification of the I'-limit of the energy functional (2.23]).

We define the spaces X and XY by
X =W (=L, L)) x W*2((=L, L);R"™ ') x (W"2((=L, L); R"" 1) x B, 51)
X9 =g xX. '

Here the space B is defined in (2.28)) and G is the set of all framed unit speed geodesics (7, 2).
Note that G is isomorphic to M x SO(n), since any framed unit speed geodesic is uniquely
determined by the initial conditions (5(0),4'(0),2(0)).

12



Definition 13 (Notion of convergence). Let hy > 0 with limyyo0 by = 0, let 7 : (-L,L) > M
be a geodesic and let Uy be a sequence of maps in W1’2(sz;/\/l) with sz = 1y, (Qp,). Let
(3, 2,w,y, Z,B) € X9. We say that uj, converges to the tuple

(:)/727wuy7 Za B)a
if there exists a ko such that for k > ko the following assertions hold:

1. there exist Lipschitz maps vy, : Q;‘Lk — M such that

£ := sup Lip 0, < 00,
k

o enl{r € 0, o) £ (o)) < .
sup — ———~m({z : O () # ug(x 00,
k hi ,U(Qhk) i
where | is the volume measure on M,
2. there exist geodesics Ay - (—L, L) — M such that
1
sup sup —dist(Yx(z1), 0x(2z)) < 00 (3.3)

k JZEQhk k

and v — 7 uniformly as k — oo,

3. there exist parallel orthonormal frames U;, of the normal bundle of i that converge to v
with the following property. Let vy, denote the lift of Uy in the sense of Lemma [ and let
v = Upoly, with Iy, (x1,2") = (21, hia'). Then the maps vy, satisfy and Properties
to @ of Theorem with limits (w,y, Z, ).

We denote this convergence by ux, — (3,0, w,y, Z, 3).

In view of the discussion of non-uniqueness after Theorem [L1] we define an equivalence relation
on the space X9 as follows.

Definition 14. We say that (3,0,w, 2,4, 8) ~ (%, 2,0, 2,4, 3) if

(%,2) = (%,2) (3.4)
and if there exist J : (=L, L) = R"™ and B : (—L,L) — R}" such that
Ji =0, (3.5)
Bey = 0,, J, (3.6)
Oy Bla1) = —R(J (21), e1), (37)
and, for j,1 > 2,
Zjl = Zjl + le (38)
g = g+J (3.9)
Opy (1) + Tir (w1, §(21)) = Doy (1) + Tir (1, (1))
1 - .
—|—§(A2 — A2)11(.%'1) (310)
O, Br (a1, 2) + 2T (w1, §(a1) + &) = On,Pr(x) + 2T1j(z1, (21) + 2)
ej - 0n (Z = Z)(w1) + (A% — A%)15(21)(3.11)
(sym V') ju(21,2') + Tju(wr, §i(x1) +2') = (sym V') (a1, 2") + Tjs(wr, §(z1) + 2)
1 - .
+§(A2 — A%)j(z1), (3.12)

13



where V' = (Oyy, ..., 00, ), B'= Bay ..., Bn), J' = (Ja, ..., Jp) and

i (0 =0, i (0 =0T
A= (83311] A ’ A= Oy ¥ 7 ‘

Here we used the abbreviation T := Moreover R := wjfy’g?é where R is the curvature tensor

- Ve
of M. Equivalently, R is the curvature tensor of the pullback metric Yz 59-

If the underlying framed geodesic is clear from the context we sometimes also write (w0, Z, 7, B) ~
(w, Z,9, B) to express the equivalence relation.

Note that for B € B, the map § : Q@ — R” is uniquely determined by V’3; and sym V'3’
Indeed, S is uniquely determined up to the addition of a function of z; and the condition
/ B1(0) B1(x) dz’ = 0 in the definition of B determines $; uniquely. Similarly, by Korn’s inequality,
B is determined up to the addition of a map c(x1) + M(x1)z" where M : R — R”_l is
lin?ar and skew-symmetric. The conditionsA fBl(O) Bj(z)ds’ = 0 for j > 2 and fB1 (0) Tibj (x) —
zjPi(x)dx’ = 0 for 4,7 > 2 thus determine £’ uniquely.

Remark 15. It follows from (3.7)), the map J is a Jacobi field (with respect to the pullback metric

% 59), i.e., J corresponds to an infinitesimal (normal) variation of the geodesic 4. Similarly, B
corresponds to an infinitesimal variation of the orthonormal frame (¥, 7y, ..., ) of 4.

A key observation is that the limit (3,7, w,y, Z, 5) defined in is unique up to the equivalence
relation ~. More precisely, the following result holds.

Proposition 16. Suppose that there exist Lipschitz maps v and © from Q;‘;k = Y(Qp,,) to M
with the following properties:

sup max(Lip Ok, Lip o) <1, (3.13)
k
1M {m SRV vp(z) # 5k($)}
lim — =0, (3.14)
k—o0 hk N(Qhk)

where 1 is the volume measure on M.
Assume further that there exist framed unit speed geodesics (Yi,v) and (Yg,v) such that

1 s 1 .
sup o— sup dist(ox © ¥ (x), Jx(21)) + 7— sup dist(vp 0 (), J(71)) < o0 (3.15)
ko Pk seqy, hi veo,,

and lifts Uy : Q — R™ and 0 : Q@ — R"™ such that
Wy 0 b = Vg 0 1) 0 I, P 0 O = Vg 0o I,

where Uy, and ¥y, are the Fermi coordinate maps for the framed geodesics Ak, 2) and (3, D),
respectively, and where Iy, (x1,2') = (@1, hia’). Assume that Oy and vy satisfy Properties
tola of Theorem and let (3,0, 9, W, Z,B) and (%,0,7,w, Z, ) denote the corresponding limits
defined in Definition[I3 Then

(’?72):(V72) and (’(@,Q,Z,,@)N(’IIJ,Q,Z,B)

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

Definition 17. Let (vy,v) and (3,0) be framed, unit speed geodesics in M and M, respectively.
For (7,0, w,y, Z,8) € X9 define

o L
T (w,y, Z, B) = f ) ]i |G @) (3.16)
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where

Gloro) = Ouw)er+0n) () 008 | 005 ) - g2

(3.17)
Tlana') = (Tfana!) = Ty, ymn) +)) |
and
_ 0 _8x1yT
A=, ) (318)

Proposition 18. Suppose that (’y,Q,zZ;,g),ZA,B) ~ (%, 0,0,9, Z,3) Then
T, §, 2, B) = T, 4, Z, ).
Proof. By definition of the the equivalence relation, we have (¥,2) = (§,2) and in the following
we denote this framed geodesic by (7,7).
Let
Bo=symG — TR (x1,7) + TS (a1, 9(x1) +2),
E:=symG — 7;72(301, "N+ 7'72(321, (1) + '),

where G is computed using w, A and B and similarly for G. Set E := E — E. Tt follows directly

from (3.12f) that

E;=0 ifj1>2.
For j > 2 we get

2E; = Ony Aj i + O, P1 + 2Tij (w1, 2 + (1)) — (A)3;
k=2

Ouy Aji s + O, B1 + 2T15 (1, 2" + (1)) — (A)%j>
k=2

n n n
= Zamljljkxk_Zaxllejkxk_zawl(z_z)jkxk
k=2 k=2 k=2

|
-~

=

since Ajk = ij for 7,k > 2 and similarly for A and Z.

Finally we have

Ei = 81;11?)-1-2”:3111411 X — %(A)%l +7-11(5”17$/+37(x1>)
( +Zax1Auzl—l( )?1+7~11($1,ﬂ?'+?}($1))>
— Z@xlyl x; — (A4 + Tia(zr, 2 + §(a1))
_ (%w Z 2 G — = (A3 + Tia(zr, 2 + Q(ﬂ@))

= - ) a ‘] )
696 Tir(z1, 9(x IZ; 2 Ji(z1) x4+ Tz, 2 + §(z1))
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- <—7-11(3317?J(371))+7-11(951795/+?3(371))) :

Since v — 72(1’1, v) is quadratic, the derivative T with respect to v is bilinear. Moreover §j—7 = J'
and J; = 0 so we get

Ey = DTiy(z1) (2!, J(21)) Z i(z)z (3.19)
It follows from the definition (2.7) of 7 and the fact that J; = 0 that

DTy (z1)(2, J(x1)) Z R@1) ki ()2
o, l=2

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

8§1J = (9mlBel = —7%(.271)@](1’1),61)61.

Thus, for [ > 2

2, Jy = —R(x1)(er,e1, ], e1) Z Ruver (21) Ji (1) = Z Ruku(e1) Ju(x1)
=2 =2

and thus

Z@ilJl T =— Z Ragrr(z1) Ji (1)
1=2

k=2
Hence Eq1; = 0. O

In the following we usually understand the convergence in Definition as a convergence in
XY/ ~.

Theorem 19. Let (M,g) and (/\?l,g) be complete oriented, n-dimensional Riemannian mani-
folds with n > 2. Then the following statements hold:

(i) Compactness: Assume in addition that M is compact. Let hy — 0, iy, € Wl’Q(sz,./\;l)
and suppose that limsupy_, h%Ehk(ﬂk) < 00. Then there exists a subsequence hy, — 0
k
such that

ukj — (:)/727w?y7 Z7 B)
in the sense of Definition 13,
(it) T-liminf inequality: If hjy — 0 and @, — (3,,w,y, Z, B) in the sense of Definition[13, then

1 .
lim inf ﬁEhk (ug) > 7% (w,y, Z, B).

k—o00 b

(iii) Recovery sequence: Given a tuple (7,0, w,y,Z,3) and a sequence hy — 0, there exists a
sequence Uy, such that tx — (3,0, w,y, Z, ) in the sense of Deﬁm’tion and

1 .
lim sup ﬁEhk (i) < T2 (w,y, Z, B). (3.20)
k—o0 k

Combining properties (i) and . with Proposition [21] and Lemma |20, we obtain that the
functionals Ehk are I'-convergent to the functional Z7Z with respect to the convergence in

Definition ﬂzfmodulo the equivalence relation of Definition [[4] Regarding the compactness
statement, we give an explicit construction of the paths 4 in step 2 of the proof of Theorem [T9}
First, we prove the I'-liminf inequality.
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Lemma 20. Assume that uy, — (3,0,w,y,Z, ) in the sense of Definition . Let 0,7, and
v be as in Definition let Qr : (—L,L) — SO(n) be such that (2.26) holds and define
G : Q — R™™ by

_ 3% o v) dioi (g2 0 1,) —1d

Gy :

where Iy, (z1,2") = (z1, hga'). Then there exists a subsequence (not relabeled) and G € L?(£; R™*™)
such that G, — G weakly in L? and

1
sym G(x) = Oy, w(z1)e; ® e; — =A?(x1) 4+ sym < Oz, A1) (0,) Oz, 8| .. | Oz, B )
2 T (3.21)
— TR (x1,2") + T (21, y(a1) + ).
Moreover,
1
liminf4][ dist?(diiy, SO(g, 3)) dvol, > 7[ | sym G2 da. (3.22)

Proof. The reasoning is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.3 in [I5], 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

~1/2 . _
_Qr (@ 0 v — 1d) dy, v (g7 0 I, ) N Qf dn, v — 1d N QF dn,vi (g% o I, —1d)

G,
hi, hi, hi,

(3.23)
The maps 73, and hence v) are uniformly Lipschitz and therefore dj, vy is bounded in L°°.
Moreover, the condition (3.3]) implies that

sup |vg(z) — 21| < Chy. (3.24)
z€Q

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

g Y201, —1d
g Olp
h2k 4)77;7?2
k

uniformly in €2,

see (2.10). By (2.26) we have Q7 dp,vr, — Id in L?(2) and thus

T 4 7 Y201, —1d
Q. dn, vk (9 2 © Lhy )_>_7;7?Z in LQ(Q)' (3.25)
k

To treat the term involving g, we define 2(y)(z) = (x1,y(x1) +2'), where y : (—L,L) — R" ! is
the limit of }le fB1 ) v} It follows from Property (6)) in Theorem [L1|that A} 'v), — +(y) in L%(Q).

In view of (3.24]) we also get convergence in LP(f2), for all p < co. Using again the bound ((3.24])
and the Taylor expansion (2.9) of the Fermi coordinates we get

@ o v — 1d)

B2 - 7:7~2 ou(y) in LI(Q), for all ¢ < co.
k

It follows that

T =1/2 =—1/2 -
~1d)d I
Qi (9~ © vk h)2 9 P, TR ou(y) i L3(Q). (3.26)
k
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It remains to analyze the term h *(QF dp, vy, — Id). By (2:26), this term is bounded in L%(9)
and hence there exists a weakly convergent subsequence, not relabeled, such that

Qrdy, v, —1d .
k2—§ —~ H in L*(Q). (3.27)

Hence

Gy 4H+T~~oz()—7iy7i. (3.28)

The last two terms on the right and side take values in symmetric matrices. To compute sym H
we note that by Property [d and Property [5] in Theorem [I1] we have

d —1Id T _1d A?
T 7€ A in L*(Q) and sym 62]“72 — — uniformly.
hy h? 2
From Property [6] in Theorem [T1] we get
dp, v, — 1d 0
Sym — l]Z? — — O, w(z1)e1 ® eg —i—sym( Oz, A(z1) <:1:’> OB | ... | 03,08 )
k

strongly in W~=12(Q). Since

QT dp, v —1d = (QF — 1d) + (dp,vx, — 1d) + (QF — 1d)(dp, vy, — Id)

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

0 A?
sym H = 0, w(x1)e; ® e; —|—sym< Oy A1) (m’) Oy B O, 3 ) -

Finally we show (3.22]). We first choose a subsequence k; such that

1
lim 4][ dist?(diiy,;, SO(g, §)) d volg
k *

Jj—00

1
= liminf — ][* dist?(dii, SO(g, §)) dvol,, .

k—o00 &

Then we apply the previous reasoning to the subsequence k;. Thus there exists a further subse-
quence such that ijl — G as | — oo where sym G is given by (3.21). We need to show

l—00 h

1
lim ][ dist?(dig;,, SO(g, §)) dvoly > ][ | sym G|?.
x Q

]

This follows by a Taylor expansion away from the set where hiG % is not small (and the set where
U # Uk). 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 Gy, instead of ijl. Let

Fp={z e Q) tp(x) #un(x)}, F ={zeQ:(@pypolp)(x) € F}.
Then, for x ¢ F}' we have, by (2.24)),

dist(dag, SO(g,9)) © ¥y, © In,
= dist(dvy, SO(Q g)) w'y,v © Ihk

(
=dist( (g G, 0 vk) %) di,vx (G _1/2oIhk),SO(n))
= dist(Id +hin, SO(n)). (3.29)
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where g and §,, are the metrics of M and M in the Fermi coordinates induced by typ and ¥z, 5,
respectively. Set

Fy = F U{|hjGx| > hi} .
Then (3.2) and the boundedness of G, in L? imply that
L"(Fy) < Chyp +Chi -0 as k — oo.

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

1
lim inf = ][ dist?(da, SO(g, 3)) dvol,,
Q

k—o0 k Zk
1
> dist(Id +h2 Gy, SO(n)) \/detg o I, dx — .
hi Q\Fy, ( F () . fQ Vdetgo Iy, dr

We have /det g o I, — 1 uniformly in €. Thus it suffices to show that

1
lim inf — / dist(Id +hiGy, SO(n)) dx > / | sym G| da.
O\ Fy, Q

k—o00 b
Now for z € Q\ Fj, we have by Taylor expansion,
|dist(Id +h3G}) — sym G| < Chg|hiGyl.
Thus

1
lim inf — / dist(Id +h2Gy, SO(n)) dx
O\ Fj,

k—oo hk:

1
2li}gn_l)iolgf%/Q|XQ\stymGk]2dx2/Q|symG\2dx.

For the last inequality we used that sym Gy xq\p, converges weakly in L? to symG (since
L"(F},) — 0) and the lower semicontinuity of the L? norm under weak convergence in L?. This
concludes the proof. O

Proposition 21. Let (§,0,w,y,Z,5) € XY. Then there exist sequences hy | 0 and T}, €
WLoo(Q: R™) such that properties 1-6 of Theorem hold. Furthermore, the sequence tuy(x) =

3,5 0Ty 0 Y, (x) satisfies

1 .
lim sup 7Ehk (ak) < I%Z(wa Y, Z, 5) (330)

4
k—o0 hk

Proof. The proof follows a similar strategy as in [15]. Suppose for the moment that w,y, Z, 8
are smooth. For h > 0 define

h? "0,
i 1) (5) - (50 e

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

_ h281‘1w _h(amy)T
dpvp, = Id + ( hd,y 7
inag yj + ;03 yi
N / 08 .. 8.8 | + 0.
Zx
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Using the identity (Id +B7)(Id +B) = Id +2sym B + BT B, we obtain

0

ZL'/

(dpvop) T dpvp, = 1d +2h20,, wey @ eq + 2h* < O, A < ) OB | .. | 02,8 > + h2AT A+ O(h3).

Taking the square root and recalling the definition of Gj, we have

[(dnvr) T dpon] V2 14 412G), + o(h?).

/

For h sufficiently small we have det [(dhvh)Tdhvh] RS 0, hence by frame indifference

1/2

dist?(dvp, SO(n)) = dist? ([(dhvh)Tdhvh] ,SO(n)) :

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

1

hzdist(dhvh,SO(n)) — |symG| in L?

and sym G, — sym G in L?. Finally, the inequality follows from . Now note that any
tuple (w,y, Z, 3) € X can be approximated by smooth functions (w”,y*, Z*, %) by density. We
have ZVZ(wk y*, ZF p*) — TVZ(w,y, Z, 3). Then the upper bound follows by a diagonal
argument, see e.g. [Il, Remark 1.2]. O

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

Lemma 22. Let s,n > 1 and 1 < p < 0o and suppose U C R™ is a bounded Lipschitz do-
main. Then there exists a constant C = C(U,n,s,p) with the following property: For each
u € WHP(U,R®) and each X > 0 there exists v: U — R® such that

(i) Lipv < CA,

i) L™ ({x cu(x) #v(x ¢ ul|f dx
() £ U Ao < g [

Here | - | denotes the Frobenius norm with respect to the standard scalar product on R™ and R?,
respectively. If U = Qyp, .= (=L, L) x Bp(0) C R™ with h € (0,L/2) then the constant C' in
and 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 [I1] and [3], Sect 6.6.2, 6.6.3].

For sets of the form U = (—L, L) x B(0) C R™ one can obtain a bound which is uniform in h
by first extending to a set (—L, L) x (—2h, 2h)"~! by reflection multiple reflections to extend to
(=L, L)™. For the convenience of the reader we give a detailed proof in Appendix O

Proof of Theorem .

Step 1 (Existence of Lipschitz approximations).

The construction of the Lipschitz maps ¢y, 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], M can be viewed as a subset of R® for sufficiently large s, and the metric on the tangent
space of M is induced by the Euclidean metric in R®. Define @y, : Qp,, — M C R® by

Uy = ﬁk o %,w
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and let g,;;(z) = (¥3 ,9)(v)(ei, e;j) be the coefficients of the metric on M in the standard Eu-
clidean basis. By Lemma [3| we have

19;;(x) — 0;| < Chi for all w € (—L, L) x By, (0).

Since the Frobenius norm, denoted by | - |¢, of a map in SO(n) is \/n and M is isometrically
imbedded into R?, we have

|duig|e < (14 Chi)(v/n + dist(di, SO(g,7)))-
In particular for sufficiently large & we have the following implication:
1
if |dugle > 4v/n  then dist(dug, SO(g,g)) > §|dﬂk|e > 2¢/n.

We apply Lemmawith u =Ty, U= Q, and X\ = 4y/n, and denote the corresponding Lipschitz
approximation by Ty, and set E,% ={x € Qp, : U # U} Then

Lipw, < C. (3.31)

Using that detg(z) > (1+ ChZ)~! > 1 we get

LY(E?) = % iy, de
A {xeghk:|dﬂk‘e>x\}
Qhk

< C,U(Qhk)hi.

In the last inequality we used that A = 4/n, so that % < 1. Here, the map v}, generally takes
values in R®, not in M.

This issue can easily be resolved by projecting back to M. Indeed, since M is compact, there
exists p > 0 and a smooth projection 7, which maps a tubular p-neighborhood of M in R® to

M. By ([3:32) we have
LM(ER) = O(h~ ™),

hence the radius of the largest ball in E,% is bounded by O(h,lj‘g/ ™). In particular

sup dist(Tg(2), M) < Chy,.

2
zeEL

Then 7}, == 7 1 © Uk is well defined for hy sufficiently small and satisfies Lipw), < C. Since
7| o = id, we have {7}, # Uy} C {Up # Ur}. By Remark [I| the restriction of v, , to a sufficiently
small cylinder Q. is bilipschitz. Thus 0y, = ), o (0 é satisfies (3.2)).

We also note that
Eh, (01) < Ep, (ug) + Chy < Chi. (3.33)

Indeed, the measure of the set where doy, # diy is bounded by Chi and on that set |dvg| is
uniformly bounded.

Step 2 (Approximation by a geodesic). We will show that for each sufficiently large k there
exists a unit speed geodesic 7 such that

sup dist(vk(x), Yk (x1)) < Chy. (3.34)
xEQhk
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We will first construct a continuous, piecewise geodesic curve v?* such that holds with ~P%
instead of %, and such that the [ norm of the jumps of the derivative of v?* and the quantity
|[7P¥'| — 1 are controlled in terms of the energy of 9. Then an ODE argument shows that there
exists a unit speed geodesic ¥ such that holds, see Lemma [24] below. In the following we
will always assume that hj is sufficiently small, in particularly much smaller then the injectivity
radius of M.

. . . . | L _ L
To construct the piecewise geodesic curve vP¥, let Ny = Lﬂ’ €k = N and

_ ti +ti1

ti =1ep fori=—Ng,—Np+1,..., N, S; - 5 ,

and
Qi = (tistiv1) X Bp,(0)-

Here t;, s; and €); also depend on k, but for easier readability we suppressed that dependence.
Note that hy/2 < e < hyg.

Let Z; be the Riemannian center of mass of the map 0y, o 9|q,, see Definition @ Here we equip
Q; with the normalized Lebesgue measure. Since the maps ¥y are uniformly Lipschitz we get

sup dM(flk(l‘),fi) < Chyg, dM(fi,Ti+1) < Chy,. (3.35)
(IJEQZ'

Define on [s_py, sy—1] a piecewise the C' curve 47" by the condition

Y7(:,541] 18 the unique length-minimizing geodesic with

P(si) = T; and P (si11) = Tiy1-

We extend ~P* uniquely to geodesic on (—oo,s_n+1) and (sy_2,00). Using (3.34) for x € Q;,
we see that

sup dist(vg(x), v (z1)) < Chy. (3.36)
IEQhk
The derivative ¥** may jump at s; for ¢ = —N +1,... N — 2. For such values of ¢, we denote by

'yiw'(si) the derivative of the geodesic defined on [s;, s;11] and by wl(si) the derivative of the
geodesic defined on [s;_1, s;]. By definition of the exponential map these geodesics a mapped to
straight lines under exp%i1 and we have

’U)/(

1 1 1 1
P (si) = - expy! Tiy1, 7 (si) = T exps! T, (3.37)

To estimate the size of jump, we will apply the rigidity estimate for low energy maps to the maps
fi= exp%il 0 Vg 0y y.
For j € {—1,0,1} we define
Qitj
Then ¢; o = 0 by the definition of the center of mass. Corollary |§| implies that
}exp;il Titj — Qi,j} < Ch% for j = +£1. (3.38)

Thus

pw/!

1
P (si) — —aqin| < Chi,
Ek

1
v (s) + ST Ch,. (3.39)

Set
A =Q, 1 UQU Qiy1.
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Then the quantitative rigidity estimate in [4, Thm. 3.1] implies that there exist R; € SO(n) such
that

/|dfl-—Ri2dx§/ dist?(df;, SO(n)) dz.
A;

A;

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

dist(df;, SO(n)) < dist(ddy, SO(g,§)) © ¥, + Chi.

Set
s = ][ dist? (7, SO(g,§)) © sy d
A;

and ¢; = f, fidx. Since f, xdx = sje;, the Poincaré inequality shows there exists a constant
C < oo such that

|A | / ’fl fE - 5161) — Cz‘ dx
Ch2
S‘A"‘“ : \df; — R;|* dx
ch: ol ., , \
< Tk [ e, 50() do < CHE (B + 1) (340

Since le fidx = q; 0 = 0 by the definition of the center of mass, and sz(x — s;e1) = 0, Jensen’s
inequality implies that

|Ci‘ = ’]{2 fl — Rz(a; — sie,-) — C; dx S Chk(E;{f + h%)

Similarly, by integrating over €2;_1 and ;41 and using the estimate for ¢; we get

]qi,_l — Ri(—skei)\ S Chk( 1/2 -+ h2) ’%‘,1 - R (5kez)] < Chk(E1/2 + hz)
In combination with (3.39)) we get
N2 (si) — Ries| < C(BY + h3) (3.41)
and, in particular,
V2 (s) — A" (s3)] < C(EYE + h). (3.42)
Since det D1 is bounded from above and below we deduce from (3.33) that
Z By < C dist?(dog, SO(g, §)) dvoly < Chj (3.43)
—N+1 hk
1/2 1/233/2
and hence Z N B S CONYERYT < Chy. Thus we finally get
N-2
Z ‘f}/pw/ Sz ’yﬁw/(si)‘ < Chk (3'44)
=—N+1

The estimate (3.43) implies Ej; < Chi/ ® for each i. Since |vP*’| is constant on the segments
where 7P is a geodesic, it follows from (3.41]) that

sup  [|[/"(s)| — 1] < Chz/Q. (3.45)
s€[—L,L]
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Using Lemma 24 we see that there exists a unit speed geodesic 4y such that

sup dist g (77" (£), k(1)) < Chy.
te[—L,L]

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

Step 3 (Compactness). Choose a parallel orthonormal frame © along ¥ and let ®5, be the
corresponding lifting map constructed in Lemma [4] Set

V(1) = Ps (@1, T 0 Pryy © I, (7).
Then
V5,0 0 U = U 0 Py © Iy

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

IN

/ dist?(dp,, v%, SO(n)) dx Chi, (3.46)
Q

fleer= ()]

dx
The last estimate can be improved for the first component (vg)i(x) — x1, at least on average, by
a small translation along the geodesic 5. For 7 = O(hy) define translated framed geodesics by

IN

Chj. (3.47)

Fe(21) = For +7), Pr(a1) = B +7).

Then
Vs, 0, (T1,2") = Vs p(a1 + 7,27).
If we define
Vg7 () = Ps, 5, (%1, Uk 0 Yy © I, (7)) (3.48)
we see that
g, (2) = () — Ter. (3.49)

Thus
]é(ﬁk,T)l(x) —xyde=—7+ ][ (0 )1 () — 1 da.

Q
It follows from (3.47)) that there exists a 7 with |[7| < Chy and

f(’lv)kﬂ-)l(l') — I dxr = 0.
Q

Taking into account (3.49)), , and (3.47) we see that the sequence k +— ¥ 7 satisfies the
assumptions of Corollary Thus there exists Ry € SO(n — 1) such the sequence of maps vy,

defined by
T
1 0 g
'Uk; = <0 Rk> (Uk,T)

satisfies (2.26|) and Properties 1| to |§| of Theorem Set
k(1) = Yo (1)

and define a parallel orthonormal frame along 7 by

n

Dj(1) =Y (Ri)ij(7r)i(1).

=2
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Since ¥y, is a unit speed geodesic we have dist j; (74 (21), Y& (21)) <7 < Chy. Thus it follows from

(B39) that

sup dist(vx(x), Yx(x1)) < Chy. (3.50)
xEQhk
Using that R{Rk = Id we get
3,0 (0k (1)) = eXPs0y(a)) D 75(1) D (Ri)ij (T, )1 ()
j=2 i=2

n

= eXPs(pn(@) D e )i(@0) (Re)ij(Ri)ijn - ()
1,7,0=2

= ¢‘/T,ﬁl<77k,f(x))-

Using (3.48]) we get
Y55 0 Uk =V 0P o Ipy, (3.51)

and we have seen that the sequence k — vy satisfies (2.26)) and Properties [1| to |§| of Theorem

Finally, the compactness of M implies that the space of framed unit speed geodesics on (—L, L)
is compact, since a framed unit speed geodesic (7, 7) is determined by 4(0) and an orthonormal
frame in TV(O)M and the geodesic and its frame depend continuously on these data. Thus there
exists a subsequence such that (7, %) converges to a framed unit speed geodesic (7,7). This
concludes the proof of assertion ({il) of Theorem O

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

Let ypy : [0,00) — M be continuous and assume that there exist 0 < t1 < ...ty < oo such that
Yts t41) 8 @ geodesic, for i =0,...J withtyg =0 and t;41 = oo. Assume further that

\'y’(tj_) — 'y’(tj)] <F; forj=1,...,J, (3.52)

where 'y’(tj_) is the derivative at t; of the extension of the geodesic defined on (tj_1,t;) and ’y’(tj’)
is the derivative at tj of the extension of the geodesic defined on (t;,tjy1). Assume also that

|7 (09)| = 1| < Fy (3.53)
and
4 1
<3 (3.54)
§=0
Set
w(t) = e“tFy + Z CeCtt Ry (3.55)
kit <t

Let 7 : R — M be the unit speed geodesic with 7(0) = ypw(0) and +'(0) = Yoo (07) /[ (07)].
Then

dape®).3(0) <20 ifwlt) < 0. (3.56)

Proof. This is a natural adaptation of the standard Gronwall type estimate for differences of
approximate solutions of the geodesic equation y” = I'(y/, ) + f with f € L' to the case where
f is a finite sum of Dirac masses.
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Since Yy is a geodesic on (;,t;+1), the speed |7,,,(¢)| is constant in this interval. Thus, it follows

from (3.52)), ; and (3.54) that

V()] <2 for t ¢ {t1,...,ts}. (3.57)
Set v = 75, (07)/|7pw(07)]. By we have
Y (07) — 0| < Fo. (3.58)
Let 4 : R — M be the geodesic with
7(0) = 7w (0),  7(0) = .

Fix a parallel orthonormal frame o of the normal bundle of ¥ and let @E = Q,Z:YQ be the Fermi
coordinate map.

We will show the following: if

sup (s (1), 7(2)) < 6/2 (3.59)
te[0,L’)
for some L' > 0, then
d o (rpw (1), 7(t)) < 2w(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 ® be the map in the lifting lemma, Lemma
and define, for z; € [0, L)

Ypw(T1) = (I)(acla’pr(ﬂUl))-
Then 1/; © Ypw = Vpw and Yy, satisfies the geodesic equation

Ypuw () = T (Wpw(£)) Wpu (£): Yo (1)) for ¢ € (ti tiga). (3.61)

where I' denotes the Christoffel symbols in Fermi coordinates. The lift of 4 is given by the trivial
map

y(t) = (¢,0).
Let
2(t) = Ypu(t) — 4(t).

In Fermi coordinates we have I'((¢,0)) = 0. Since M is smooth an compact and [Yp] < 2, it
follows that there exists a constant C' which only depends on M such that

|2 ()| < C|z(t)] for t € (ti,tiv1). (3.62)

Considering the vector ( j,), we get from the Gronwall inequality

(2) o] <] ()

Moreover, (after enlarging C' if necessary) we have

'(;) (1) - <ZZ,> (t[)‘ = |Z/(t]) - 2 (t])| < CFy, '(;) (")

ifte (ti, ti+1). (3.63)

< R. (3.64)
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Note that |2’ (tj) — 2'(t; )| refers to the Euclidean norm in R™ while the definition of F, involves

the norm given by the metric on M. Thus the constant C arises from the estimate of the metric

in Fermi coordinates. We define
z
(2)o)

for t ¢ {t1,...,t;} and similarly we define oa(t;-t). Then (3.62) and (3.63)) imply that

alt) =e ¢

at) < Fo+ Y Ce "R, (3.65)
E>1:t,<t

where for t € {t1,...,t;} the estimate holds for a(t™) and «(t"). It follows that
|z(t)] <w(t) fortel0,L).

By Lemma 4] we have |[D®| < 2 in a convex set which contains the values of yp,(t) and §(t).
Hence

Ay (o (£),3(1)) < 202(8)] < 20(0).

4 Convergence of the energy

Define

mhY = inf  I7%(w,y, Z,5).
(w,y,Z,8)€X (1.9, 2, )

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

[

1 -
lim — inf Ep(u) =m = minm™¥, 4.1
h—0 h4 uGWL?(Q]’;;M) h( ) g ( )

where G denotes the set of all framed unit speed geodesics (7,7) in M.

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

Consider the map f : (7,2) — m7Z. Clearly f is continuous. Since G is compact, the minimum
on the right hand side of (4.1) exists.

Upper bound: Set L+ = limsupy,_,o h ™4 infﬁewlﬁQ(Q;;Nt) En(u) and let hy — 0 be a subsequence
which realizes the limit superior. Let (7,7) be a framed unit speed geodesic and let = € X’ be a
minimizer of ZVZ. It follows from Theorem that LT < m7Z. Optimizing over (¥,7) we
get LT <m.

Lower bound: Set L~ := liminf,_,oh* infﬁewva(Q;/\Z) Ep (@) and let hy — 0 be a subsequence
which realizes the limit inferior. Then there exist maps 4 such that

1
lim —Fy, (ug) = L.
0 7 e ()

By Theorem there exists a subsequence uy, which converges to (9, 7,x) with z € X in the
sense of Definition By Theorem we have L™ > Z7%(z) > m. O
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5 Minimization of the limiting functional

Recall that the 7 := 7}7% : (=L,L) = R™™ and T := T, : (—L,L) — R™" describe the
quadratic correction between metric in Fermi coordinates in M and M, respectively, and the
Euclidean metric, see ([2.7]).

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

have

T = in I Z.8) = min JZ 1
m o n (w,y,Z,B) win J (8), (5.1)
where
~ o~ L ~ -
j%vw):][ ][ |11 (1, 2') — T ()| da’ day
~LJB1(0)
L * - T N2 7.7
+][ ][ O, P1(x) + T (21, 2)|* da’ dx
31y Jo i 25 i)+ Tislons 2 '
L A
s @) + T )P i dn, 5.2
—L Bl(O)
with
Ty = Ty~ Tis (5.3)
77‘11(1’1) = ﬁl(l'l,l',)dl‘/, (54)
B1(0)

and where T" denotes the (n—1) x (n—1) submatriz of’i' corresponding to the entries i,j > 2.

It is easy to see that the infimum of the quadratic functional J is attained, see Proposition
below. Since J is a quadratic functional in 3, its minimizers depends linearly on 7. Tt follows
that m7Z is a quadratic form in the difference of the curvature tensors R — R along the framed
unit speed geodesics (v,v) and (7, 7), respectively. Indeed, the minimization of J over § can
be carried out separately for each x1, since the functional does not involve derivatives of 5 with
respect to x1. Thus there exists a quadratic from QQ on the space of 4-tensors which satisfy the
symmetries of the curvature tensor such that

~ o~ L — R
i — ][L Q(Riw) ~ R(a)) dan. (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 tensoﬁ and on those tensors it can be written as

Q(A) = Q1 (AP™) + Qa(A") +Q3(A”), (5.6)

where
At = A Ay = A, e = At for i, j, k1> 2 (5.7)

and
Ql(Apar) 1 ‘Apar‘Z _ 1 (tI‘.Apar)2, (58)
2(n+1)(n+ 3) 2(n+1)%2(n+3)
1 1 2

A') = min / (8x.b ) — A x’) dx’, 5.9
Qa(A") un o {O}XBl(O)jZ; ;b1(a) 3 A TETL (5.9)

Le., Aijri = —Ajirt = —Aijie = Ariij and Aijr + Airij + Aijr = 0
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1
((sym V') (') — = ;’kﬂx%aﬁ) da’. (5.10)

Qs3(A” :min/
A =1y {0} B1(0) 2 6

1,j>2

Note that Qy is positive definite since (tr AP)% < (n — 1)| AP |2,

In particular, we have limy_,o h~*infz Ej, (@) = 0 if and only if E(wl) = R(z1) for every x1 €
(=L, L).

We note that the expression for Q3, which captures the behavior normal to 74 agrees with the
formula for the optimal embedding of (n — 1) dimensional balls derived in [§].

We will prove Corollary 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) C R*! and consider the function spaces

By = beWL?(Bl(O)):/ bdr' =0,
B1(0)

B =V e WH(B(0);R™1) / b dx' =0, skew / V'bdr | =0,
Bi1(0) B1(0)

where V' = (0g,,...,0x, ;). Then the following assertions hold.
1. If f € L2(B1(0); R* 1) and f' € L2(B1(0); R®=DX(=1) then there exists a unique by € B,
and a unique b € B' such that

_ . - .
1+ V'ullz2 = min [|f 4+ V'ullz2,  [If"+ Vb2 = min [f + V| L2,
b1€%1 b'ew

Moreover, the maps f — by and f' — b are linear and 61l z2 < || fllz2 and ||B,||L2 < ||7||L2'

2. If f' : B1(0) — RO=Dx(=1) s affine and (f')T = f' then there exists a unique b/ € %'
such that
sym(V't') = f'.

Proof. By the Poincaré inequality the space {V’by : by € %1} is a closed subspace of L%. Hence
by is given by the orthogonal projection of —f onto that subspace. Similarly, the space
{V'V/ : ¥ € #'} is a closed subspace of L? by the Korn and the Poincaré inequalities and 3
is the orthogonal projection of —f’ onto that subspace. This concludes the proof Assertion
Assertion [2|is well known. Indeed, if 1/](3”) = Ajjrrin + a;; with Ajj, = Ajir and a; = aj;, then
it suffices to take

1
b2($) = i(AZ]k - Ajki + Akij)xjxk + CLij.’L‘j .

Uniqueness follows from Korn’s inequality. ]

Proof of Theorem [2d. Tt follows from Proposition 28] that attains J its minimum on B. Indeed,
the minimizer § is given by B

(bxl)l(-%")>

-/

(bzy )1 ()

where (by, )1(2') € %) is the minimizer in Proposition [28| for f(2') = (Tia(z1,2'), ... Tin(x1, "))
and (B;l)(:z:’) € A is the minimizer for f'(z') = 7" (x1,2').

Set

Blar,a’) = <

— . ;5/72
m = mig J (B).
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We next show that m7Z < . We first note that for y = 0, Z = 0 we have A = 0 and

- , R
symG(x) + T (21, y(x1) + ') — T(x1) = sym << bw1> 6;,325’ .. &rnﬁ) +7T.
If we take
O, (1) = — Tir(21,2') da,
B1(0)
then we get
m? < TV (w, 0,0, 3)
L 835111}1 2 a - |? /
= sym 0 |02, 8] .. 02,8 | +T| da’day
—L JB1(0)
— 74 =m

Thus it suffices to show that TV (w,y, Z,B) > m. Then the infimum of Z7¥ is attained by
(w,0,0,8) and m7Z = m. To get a lower bound for Z7 we first note that for each z; € (—L, L)

the map . . .
2’ = L(x1,2") = T (21, y(z1) +27) = T(21,2") = T(z1,y(21))

is linear, since 2’ — T (x1, 2') is a quadratic form. Recalling the definition of Z7Z in (3.16)—(3.18))
we get

L
T2, y, 2,5) = ][ f PP da day
—L J B1(0)

o (2 7E)

= sym( (Opyw(z1)) €1 + (0 A(z1)) (2’) OB | oo | 02,8 ) - %A2(aj1)

(x + L(zy, )—I—T(m, (x1)).

where

If f: Bl(()) — R is symmetric, i.e., f(—z) = f(z) and f : B1(0) — R is antisymmetric then
f31 (0) ffdx’ =0. Moreover

/ P da’ > /
B1(0) B1(0)

2
f —][ f‘ dx’.
B1(0)

Thus we get

2

T (x1,2") — T(xy,2')de'| dz’. (5.11)

B1(0)

/ F121 (21, 2") da’ > /
B1(0) B1(0)

To estimate F’, define the symmetric and antisymmetric part of a map f' : @ — R*! by
2fl(x1,2") = fl(x1,2") + f(z1,2") and 2f)(z1,2") = f'(z1,2") — f(x1,2") so that f' = f. + f]
Then we get

2/ \F'(:L‘l,x')\zdx’ > 1 / |(V'B1)s(z1,2") + e(z1) + '7A"(x1,3:’)\2dx’
B1(0) 2 By (0)

>1 mm/ V' By (') + T (a1, ) e (5.12)
2 B1 J B1(0)
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For the second inequality if suffices to note that the function

>
_

B(x) : (ﬁ(azl,x’) — B(xq, —x’)) + c(ry)x’

T2
satisfies V' = (V'8)s(21, ') + (1)

Finally, to estimate F” we use that by Assertion in Proposition there exists a ' : Q — R*~!
such that

"

sym V’B’(azl,x’) = [—;AZ(xl) +L(z1,2') + ’7:(3:1)

Thus
/ |F" (z1,2)* da’ > / |sym V'8 (z1,2") + sym V'3 (z1,2") + T (z1,2")| da’
B1(0) B1(0)
> min / V'3 (@1, 2) + T (w1, 2)[2 da’ . (5.13)
B JBi(0)

Now it follows from ((5.11)), (5.12)), and (5.13) that Z7Z(w,y, Z, B) > m. This concludes the proof
of Theorem 26] O

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

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 7 and 7 in (2.7). For Q; we get

1 ar 1 ar 1
Qi (AP™) = / AT — o = 5 / AR = e (5.14)
{0}xB1(0) {0}xB1(0)
with
c= ][ APz @y da (5.15)
{0} xB1(0)

To show the identity

Q1 (AP*) = . | APaT|2 ! (tr APar)? (5.16)
2(n+1)(n+3) 2(n+1)%2(n+ 3) ’

for the symmetric matrix AP?", we first note that it suffices to show this identity for diagonal
matrices, since both sides are invariant under orthogonal transformations AP — Q™1 APQ
with @ € SO(n). Here we use that the measure n — 1 dimensional Lebesgue measure on B;(0)
is invariant under the action of Q). For diagonal matrices D, the map D — Q1(D) is a quadratic
form of the diagonal entries (dy,...,d,—1) which is invariant under permuation of the d;. Thus
@, is of the form

Qi(D) =a) di +B(>_di)* = a| D> + B(tr D)*.

To determine « and 3, we set m = n — 1 and use that

1 1
Iy = ][ x3-2 da’ = — |2’ |de’ = ——.
{0}xB1(0) m JBi(0) m+2

and (see below for a proof)

I ::][ ) da! = 5.17
! {O}XBl(O)( i) (m+2)(m +4) (5:17)
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Now the definition of (Q; implies that
2

2 o _ /14 I 2 _ m _ m
Alma +m7f) = 4t(id) = ]€0}><B1(0) ) da” = (mk2) m+4  (m+2)?
4m
~(mt22(m 1 4) (5-18)
and
3 2 4
Yo+ B) =4Qi(er®e) = — I3 = o +(;’;;(rm)+ e +7;)j(m Y (5.19)
2m + 2
T mar 2 (mid) (5.20)
Thus
g - 4-2m—2
b= m—1(m+22m+4)  (m+2)2(m+4)
do — 2m + 4 _ 2

(m+2)2(m+4) (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 Is. Denote by B} the open ball of radius R in
R™ and set

/2
wm = L™(BY), ap= / cos® t dt.
0

Using the substitution r = sint, we get

1 1
Wy, = / ldy = / 1/ dy' dr = / (1-— 7“2)(7”_1)/2 Win—1 dr = Wyp—10m, -
B® 0 B’\’/L% 0

Using that sin*t = (1 — cos?t)? = 1 — 2cos®t + cos* t, we get similarly.

1 1
wly = / Yt dr = / 1"4/ ) dy' dr = / (1 — 7“2)("‘_1)/2wm,1 dr
Bl 0 L 0

1
= / sin? t cos™ t dt = Am+td — 2Um42 + Ay -
0
Integration by parts and the identity sin®¢ = 1 — cos®t give, for k > 2,
w/2 w/2
ay = / cos® 1t costdt = / (k—1)cos*2tsint sintdt = (k — 1)(ap_s — ax).
0 0

Thus a; = %ak,g and hence

Amtd — 20my2 + A m+3m-+1 m—+1
am, m+4 m+2 m+ 2
C(mA3)m+1) =2(m+1)(m+4) + (m+2)(m +4)
(m+2)(m+4)
B 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 Q;, that Q is positive
semidefinite on that space. To prove positive definiteness, assume that Q(A) = 0. Then

Q1 (AP™) =0, Q2(A)=0, and Q3(A")=0.
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By (5.16)), we get AP* = 0. The condition Q3(A’) = 0 implies that there exists a 31 such that

=30z, 41 = Awjizrr;  on {0} x B1(0)
and thus
=30z, 0z, 61 = Atmjizi + Arijmr-
Since the second derivatives are symmetric this gives
0= Aimji + Atjm — Arjmi — Atimy-
Now —Aqpmj = A1jm and
0= Aigjm + Aijmi + Aimij = Aijm — (—Avjmi + Atmji)-

Thus Aypmji — A1jmi = A1jm and hence Ay = 0, for all m, 1,5 > 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 [g].

6 Uniqueness of the limit in X9/ ~

O]

In this section we prove Proposition[I6] In Proposition[I6|two things vary. We have two uniformly
Lipschitz maps ¢ and ¢ which agree on a large set and we consider the lift with respect to two
different framed geodesics. Thus Proposition [I6] will follow from Propositions 29 and [30] below,
where we consider separately the effects of changing © to v and of the lift with respect to two

different framed geodesics.

Proposition 29. Suppose that there exist Lipschitz maps v and ¥ from Q,"_‘Lk = (Qp,) to M

with the following properties:

sup max(Lip Or, Lip o) <1,
k

T h i)

where u is the volume measure on M. Then

< 00,

sup dist(v(z), 5(x)) < Ch,lc+3/n.

If, in addition, there exist framed unit speed geodesics (i, V) such that
. .
sup —dist(vg o ¥ (x), Yk (x1)) < 0.
ko
and if the lifts v : Q@ — R™ defined by
P 0V = g 09 o I,
satisfy Properties (1] to[f] of Theorem then the lifts vy, : Q — R™ defined by

P ol = Vg orpoly,

exist and
R . 343
165 — Bill 2y < Chy ™,

Moreover, by, also satisfy Properties[]] to[6] of Theorem [11] and
(12)7327 Z;B) = (wag7Z7B)
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Proof of Proposition[29. It follows from (6.2)) that
plx € Qi) # oe(x)} = O(hp ).

Thus the radius of the largest ball in {ac €Q; i(x) # i}k(az)} is bounded by (’)(h,ljs/n). To-
gether with (6.1)) this implies (6.3)).
Thus 1
sup ——dist (0 © ¢(x), (1)) < 00
PR

and therefore the lift ), exists and

sup o (z) — T (x)| < ChpTM,
xTe

Lr({x € Q: dp(z) # vp(2)} < Chi.
These two estimates imply (6.5)). It follows from (6.5)) that

1., . 5 1 . 1. - - s 3
5 = 5l + — ik — @iz + —11Z = Zllge + 118 — Bll e < CRI™.
h; hy hi

This implies . O

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

Proposition 30. Let ¢ = 1, , and let ¥y, be a sequence of Lipschitz maps from Q;‘Lk = (Qp,,) to

M with supy Lip &y, < 1. Assume that there exist framed unit speed geodesics (3y,2y,) and (Fx, 7,)
such that

1 1
sup — sup dist(vg o ¥(x), Yx(z1)) + 5 Sup dist(0g o (), Yk (z1)) < oo. (6.7)
k k (EEQhk k mthk

Then there exist lifts U : 2 — R™ and 0y : Q@ — R" such that

Y 0O = Vg0 oly,, P oUp =vgopoly,,

where ¥y, and |y, are the Fermi coordinate maps for the framed geodesics (Y, 2y,) and (55,71,
respectively, and where I, (z1,2") = (21, hya'). Assume that Oy, and vy, satisfy Pmpertz'es to@ of
Theorem|11] and let (7,0, w, 7, 2,5) and (%,0,0, 7, Z, ) denote the corresponding limits defined
in Definition [13,
Then

(,2) = (%,2) (6.8)

and there exists a Jacobi field J : (—L,L) — R™ and an infinitesimal change of frame map
B:(—L,L) — R" such that

ske

J1 = 0, 361 = 81J, (6.9)
02,.J = —R(J,e1)er (6.10)

and _
O0r,B=—R(J,e1) (6.11)

such that for j,1 > 2,
Zjl = Zjl + le , (6.12)
g = 9+J, (6.13)
8x17~b(1'1) + 711(5517 Q(Il)) = amw(xl) + 711($1, g($1))



%(AQ — A2 (a), (6.14)

Ou; Br(er,a’) + 2T (21, G(an) + ') = V'Bi(2) +2T1 (21, (@) + )

ej Ouy (Z — Z) (1)’ + (A% — A%)1;(21)(6.15)
sym V'3 ) (21, 2) + Tu(z, (1) + ') = (symV'B)ju(z1,2") + Tj(ar, g(z1) + o)
1
)

+§(A2 A (1), (6.16)

where V' = (03, ...,01,), ' = (B2,...,0n) and
A 0 _(8w1Q)T i_ 0 _(axlg)T
A=l %) A=l %)

Here we used the abbreviation T = with (3,0) = (,2) = (¥,2).

N

¥,

Proof. 1t follows from (6.7)) that limy_,o0 sUp,, e(— 1) dist(9x(z1), Jx(z1)) = 0. Hence 4 = 4 and
we will write

:"3/:

To prove the other assertions in Proposition [30, we will show in Proposition [31] below that there
exists a lift ®; : Q¢y, — R™ such that

P = Pr 0 By

and @, is well behaved, in particular |D?®;| = O(h;,) and dlSt(D(I)k, SO(n)) = O(h2) on Qcp, -
It follows from the definition of ®;, that zﬁk o = Yy 0 U = wk o &, o U, and hence

i = By, 0 . (6.17)

The convergence properties of 0, and v will imply that h,;l(DCI)k —1Id) is bounded in L?, and
in Proposition 32| we analyze the limits of h, '(D®;, — Id) and h, ?[(D®L D®;) — Id] and show

©-9-E1D.

The formulae (6.12))—(6.16|) then follow from Proposition [33| below. O

Proposition 31. Let (M,g) 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 hy > 0 with
limg_yoo b = 0, and let 4 and 3 be unit speed geodesics in M with

dist (3% (x1), 9k (x1)) < Chy  for x1 € (=L, L). (6.18)

Let 0, and v, be positively oriented orthonormal parallel frames of the normal bundles of 4 and
i, respectively, and let ¢y and 1y, denote the corresponding Fermi coordinate maps.

Then for k > ko there exists a p > 0 a unique map @y, : (—2L,2L) x B,(0) = R" such that

Pr, = by, 0 .
Moreover, ®, is a smooth diffeomorphism onto its image and, for x € (—2L,2L) x Bcp, (0),

dist(D®y(z), SO(n)) < C'h2, (6.19)
|D*®y ()]
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Proof. In the course of the proof we denote all constants which depend only on C, L, and the
manifold (M, g) by C’.

Since 4 and 4 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 @y (for the interval (—3L,3L)) implies
‘q)k(.%'l,()) - (5131,0)’ < C,hky (621)

since the maps ®j, are uniformly bilipschitz. It follows that ®; maps (—2L,2L) x Bcp, (0) to a
subset of (—3L,3L) x Berp, (0).

We denote by g = 1&,’2@ the pullback of the metric in M and we write I'; for the Christoffel
symbols of gi. Analogously we define g, and I'y. To prove (/6.19)), we use that

g = Py (6.22)
If |2/] < Chy, then the estimates for the metric in Fermi coordinates gives
0ij + O(h3) = gu(2)(ei, €5) = gi(@r(2))(DPyes, DPre;) = (DPx(2)" DPy(2))sj + O(h)
and this implies .

Similarly, the estimate for D?2®;, follows from the estimates of the Christoffel symbols in
Fermi coordinates. If we consider the curve «(t) = z + tv and express the covariant derivative
of the vector field W (t) := Dij(au(t))w = (Dtp o By (x(t)) D®p(u(t))w along the curve ¢ o ar in
both Fermi coordinates we get

D2y (2)(v, w) + Dy (@4 (2)) (DB ()0, DDy (x)) = Dy () (Cy(w)(v,w0)),  (6.23)
By Lemma 3| the Christoffel symbols are bounded by C|z’|. Thus we get (6.20]). O

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

nk(71) = @p(21,0), Qr(w1) = DP(z1,0).
and assume that, in addition,

Qr —1d

B =
k hk

is bounded (6.24)

and (Y, 0y,) converges to (,) on (—L,L). Then for subsequences (not relabeled) we have,

hi < < 1>> —J, Byp — B, uniformly,
Bey = 0y, Je;, BT = -B, (6.25)
and
92 J(x1) = —R(z1)(J(z1),e1) e, (6.26)
8xlB($1) = —7%(.%'1)(J($1), 61) . (6.27)
Moreover,
"NT Y _ 5 B
(D (21, hi?')) 52@14(21, ) — 1d = T(21,2") = T (21, I (z1) + 27)
k
uniformly on (—2L,2L) x Bc(0), (6.28)
where T = 7_/E
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Proof. Let Ji(z1) = h;, ' (ng(21) — (21,0)). Then Ji is bounded in C* by (6.21) and (6-24). The
geodesic equation for 7, can be rewritten as

1 -
851 Ji = —h—kl“k((:nlel + thk)(el + hk@ml Jr,e1 + hk:arl Jk).

Since I'y(1,0) = 0 and |Tx((z1e1 4 hpJi)| < Chy|Ji| by Lemma it follows that .Jj is bounded
in C?. Hence a subsequence converges in C'! and by (2.6) the limit J satisfies

02,.J = —DTyy(21,0)(J) = —R(J, e1)er. (6.29)
By the definition of the Fermi coordinates 1)y, the vector fields

Qr(z1)ej = DOy (nk(x1))ej = Dipy(x1,0)e;
are parallel. Since Q) = Id +hp By we get

S

200, Quln)eg = — 5 TOn(an))ens e + e Belan)ey)

Oy Bi(21)e; = I

Using again ([2.6]), we see that

ale(CL‘l)ej = —R(l‘l)(J(Zﬂl), 61)6j.

or, equivalently 0,, B(x1) = —%(ml)(J(arl),el). This proves (6.27). The first identity in (6.25)
follows from the fact that Bre; = h,;l(lel —e1) = &Tlh,;l(nk —x1). The skew symmetry of B

follows from the fact that Id +2hy sym By, + B,{Bk = Q%Qk =1d —i—(’)(hi).

To show (6.28), we use that 1y, = Uy, o By implies G = @ gx. Let Ry = &Zﬁ’, be the curvature
tensor in the Fermi coordinates ¢ and let Ty (z1,2') := ’7'77:%
in 2’ which describes the deviation of the metric g = &z g form the Euclidean metric (see (2.7)) for
the definition of this quadratic form). The quadratic form o’ — Ty (x1,2’) is defined analogously.

(x1,2") denote the quadratic form

Since gj, = @} gy we have
gk (2)(eir €5) = gr(Pr(2))(DOres, DPpe;).
Thus, for |2/| < Chy we get
0ij + (Ti)ij (21, 2) + O(h}) = (DPk(2))" Dk(2))ij + (Th)ij (®1(2)) + O(hi)).

Here we used that D®y(z) = Id +O(hy). Now the pull back curvature tensors Ry and Ry, only
differ by O(hy) since D®j, = Id +O(hy) and Pk (z) — z = O(hy). Hence

(Tr)i(21,2) = (Tk)ig (21, 2") + O(B}),
for 2 = O(hy). Also
(Th)ig (Pr(2)1, P(2)) = (Tk)ij (21, P (2)) + O(hY).
Thus
(D®y(2))" DPy(2)) —1d = Ty(21,2") = Ti(21, P (2)) + O(hY).
Since Dy, — Id = O(hy,) and ®p(21,0) = 7u(1) we have

@5 (2) = mi(21) + 2+ O(h})
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and therefore

D® Do —Id . A
DR DI 1 _ (o) ity — Faen g (o) + ) + Ol
k

Using that 7, is a quadratic form in the second argument and that h, Yy — J' uniformly we get

(D‘I’k(z))Tfk‘I)k(Z)) —d_ ~Te(z1,hit2") = Tr(z1, J (1) + hi t2') + o(1).

The pullback curvature tensors 1&7;]:2 converge to 1*R uniformly on thin cylinders since (V> Vi)
converges to (¥,7) (note that is also implies the convergence of 4; to 4’). Thus the quadratic

forms 7}(3:1) converge to T (x1) uniformly, and we get (6.28). O

Proposition 33. Let Q = (—L,L) x B1(0) C R". Let ® be as in Propositions 31| and [39 and
suppose that O : Q@ — R™ and vy, : Q — R" satisfy properties 1. to 6. of Theorem|[11] and assume
that

‘T)k@?) — (1'1,0)‘ + ’f)k@?) — (1’1,0)‘ < Chy,.

Assume further that U = ®p o . Let nip(x1) = ®r(x1,0) and Qr(x1) = DPk(z1,0) be as in
Proposition [33. Then

By(x1) ::W —  Bl(xy), (6.30)
(@) — T J(a1) (6.31)
hy,

uniformly, as k — oo. In addition, J1 =0 and J and B satisfy (6.26]) and (6.27)), respectively.
Moreover, the limits (b, i, Z,8) and (i, 3, Z, 8) satisfy (6.12)~(6.16).
Proof. First, we show that

D®y(21,0)—1d . »

By(a) = =5 o A - A(w)

and 7 = D.
We have dj, 0y, = (D®y, o 0%) DVy, and thus
dhk@k —1d D® o, —1Id _dp, v —1Id
= D® L —
I I R
By Property [4] of Theorem [I1] we have
I P e
hy, hp,

(6.32)

— A in L*(Q).
Since D®y, is bounded, it follows from (6.32)) that hy ' (D®j, o v — Id) is bounded in L*(2) and
hence

D& ot —Id in L*(Q).

Thus
D®j o9, — 1d

—A—A in LYQ). (6.33)
h

By assumption, |0(x) — (z1,0)| < Chg. Moreover, by (6.20), we know that h,;1|D2<1>k(zl, 2" is
bounded if |2'| < Chy. Thus

[(D®y, 0 U;)(z) — Bi(z1)| = |DPr(vk(z)) — DPk(x1,0)| < Chy|ok(x) — (21,0)] < Chi.
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Therefore h,;l(Dq)k o U — Bg) — 0 uniformly and hence
By — B inL'((~L,L)) and A—A=B. (6.34)

Since |0;, By(x1)| < h;, | D?*®y(x1,0)| is bounded, we have By, — B uniformly. By Proposition
B satisfies (6.27) and is skew symmetric. The formulae for A and A imply that

Bjy=Zy— Zj, forj,1>2. (6.35)

Hence (6.12)) holds. By definition of the Fermi coordinates and the map ®y, the j-th vector in
the frame 7 satisfies

(7);(0) = Dy (0)ej = Dty (@1 (0)) DPk(0)e; = Dby, (ni(0))(DPk(0))s5e;.

Since 7x(0) — 0 and D®;(0) — Id it follows that the limiting frames agree at x; = 0 and hence
everywhere, i.e. U = U.

Next, we show the convergence of h,;lnk — J and the identities J; = 0 and J; = y; — y; for
J > 2. By Property [0] in Theorem

2

O (21, 2’ —< R 1 > dr < C’h4, 6.36

/Q bz, @) higr (1) + hya! - (6.36)
2

(1,2’ —< o > de < Chi. 6.37

/Q b1, ) hiir(z1) + hya! - F (6.37)

Now, for |2/| < Chy, the boundedness of h,;lDQQDk and the boundedness of By, implies that
D®y(21,2") = Id +hiBi(z1) + O(h) = Id +O(hy,).

Thus, for |2/| < Chy,

Bu(a1,) — ) = 81, ) 81,0 = () + 00)

It follows that

0
) +O(h).
Vg

00(2) = B(00(2)) = (B2 (2)) + <

Since Oz, M (x1) = D®g(x1,0)e; is bounded, we get

iulo) —mn) - (¢ ))' < OB+ Cl(o (@) — ol

’Ukl'

With (6.36|) and (6.37)) it follows that

2
dx

ey ) =20 (o) )
hir(z1) + hia! T hiyk(z1) + hia!

<Chj + /\uk ) — x1|* dx < Chj.
This implies that

1 id 0 0
lim — - = i = in L?((—L,L)).
i (e () = (5, 05) = (G 2y) mcnem

Since Oy, mx is bounded, the maps h,;l(m(xl) — (x1,0)) converge uniformly to (0,5 — 3). By
Propositionwe get J = (yﬂy) and J satisfies (6.26]). In particular, (6.13)) holds.
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Finally, we derive the formulae by 8,, (& — @), V/(81 — f1), and sym V' (3’ — 3'). By Property@
in Theorem [IT] we have

dp, 0k —1d dp, O —1d

RE Cosm T S weakly in W13(Q), (6.38)
where
sa) = (| Tvwn(en) =043t 5(V'Bu() + 0n, Z(wa)a)

with the analogous formula for S. Since dp, O = D®y, o Uy, dp, Uy, we have

dp, O, — 1d D®y oy —1d dp, U, — 1d D®y, 00y, —Id dp, 01 — 1d
Symm%:sym}h%—l—sym}h%—i—sym( I Iy )
(6.40)
It follows from , , and Property 4| of Theorem |11| that
klingo sym <D<1>;€ Ohik —ld dh"v;;k_ Id> = sym(BA) = % (BA+ AB). (6.41)
For the last identity we used that B and A are skew symmetric.
To analyze term hI;Q sym(D®y, o v — Id) we use the identity
QRTQ = (1d+(Q - Id))" 1d +(Q — 1d)) = Id +2sym(Q — Id) + (Q — I))*(Q — 14d).
Thus
2 sym D®j0vp —1d _ (D®0) T D®yoy, — Id (DO oy, — IA)" D® o vy, — Id‘ (6.42)

h? h? hi h
The second term on the right hand side converges to —B” B = B2.

For the first term on the right we use (6.28). By assumption, v, has values in (—2L,2L) X Bcy, .
Since the convergence in ([6.28)) is uniform on (—2L,2L) x Bx(0), we get

(D®iy) T DOy — 1d
m

— kllm T ((Or)1, hi ' 0p) — T ((0%)1, J + hy *6})
=T ol—Tol (6.43)

in L'(Q), where
U(x) = (z1,5(z1) +2'), () = (1, T (1) + §w1) + ') = (@1, (1) + 7).
For the last identity in (6.43]) we used the pointwise estimate
T (@01 (@), b T (@) = T((n), b 04 (@) | < Cls (@) = a1] < Chy

as well as the corresponding estimate for T'((0)1(x), J(x1) + ﬁ% (x)), the bound (6.37)), and the
fact that 2’ — T (21,2’) is quadratic.

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

S(x) - S(x) = %(BA + AB)(x1) + B*(21) + T (21, 9(21)) — T (w1, §(x1))
or, equivalently,
$(2) + T (1, §(x1) = S(x) + T, (1)) + %ZP - %A?. (6.44)

Together with (6.39) and the corresponding formula for S we get (6.14), , and (/6.16).
To obtain the identity (6.14) for 0, (i — w) we integrate the (11) component of (6.44) in 2’

over B;(0) and we observe that the map ' — T (z1,9(x1) + 2') — T (z1,§(x1) + ') is affine
since 2’ — T (x1,2') is a quadratic form and that for linear maps the integral in 2’ over By (0)

vanishes. O
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A Lipschitz approximation on thin tubes

Lemma 34. Let s,n > 1 and 1 < p < oo and suppose U C R" is a bounded Lipschitz do-
main. Then there exists a constant C = C(U,n,s,p) with the following property: For each
u € WHP(U,R®) and each X\ > 0 there exists v : U — R® such that

(i) Lipv < CA,
) . ¢ p
(i) £ ({x € U - ula) # v(@)}) < /{ oy

Here |- |. denotes the Frobenius norm with respect to the standard scalar product on R™ and R?,
respectively. If U = (=L, L) x Bp(0) C R™ with h € (0, L/2) then the constant C in (i) and
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) x Bp(0) C
R™ with h € (0,L/2) and let u € WHP(U,R®). We first extend u to (—L,L) x (—2h,2h)"!
and then to a function which is 8h-periodic in the second argument. Let ¢ € C'(B;(0) \
By 5(0); R" 1) NC(B1(0) \ By 2(0); R"1) be a C! diffeomorphism from By (0) \ By /2(0) € R"
to (—2,2)" 1\ B;1(0) with

sup Dol + |(Dg) '] < o0
B1(0)\B1/2(0)

and @lpp,0) = idop,0)- Then ¢p given by ¢n(y) = he (%y) is a C! diffeomorphism from

By(0) \ Bj,/2(0) to (—2h,2h)" 1\ By(0) with

sup  [Dop|+|(Dgp)~'[=  sup  |Dg|+[(Dg)7".
Br(0)\By,/2(0) B1(0)\By,2(0)

For u € WYP((—L, L) x Bp(0); R®) we define an extension @ : (—L, L) x (—2h,2h)""1 — R* by

iy, a’) = u(zy, ) if ' € Bp(0),
’ u(zy, ¢y () if 2’ € (=2h,2h)""1\ By(0).

Then |dalc(z1,2") < C'|dule(z1, ¢}, (2')) and therefore

/ |dul? dx < C" / |du|P dx =: E.
(—=L,L)x(—2h,2R)"~1 (—L,L)x Bp(0)
|d@|>C’'\ |du| >\

Now we extend @ to a map @ : (—L, L) x R"~! — R® by successive symmetric extension across
the planes x; = 2h +4hl, £ € Z,i = 2,...,n. Then ' — (x1,2’) is 8h-periodic in R"~! i.e.
t(xy, 2"+ 2') = a(zy, o) if 2/ € ShZ" L. Then

/ |dalP dz < (20)"'E.

(—L,L)x (—4ht,4he)" 1
|da|>C"'

Thus for £ = (%_‘ = (%] we get £ > 2 and

/ |dafP dx < (20)"'E.

(=L,L)x(—4L,4L)"~1
|da|>C""x
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Applying and from Lemma [34] to the set U = (—1,1) x (—4,4)""! and the map z
%Q(Lx) with A replaced by C” )\ we see that there exists a map © : (=L, L) x (—4L,4L)""1 — R
such that Lipo < CC”\ and

nflg

L"({x € (—L,L) x (—4L,AL)" " 1 d(z) £ a(x)}) < (20 + 1) N

E.

Let ¢ = ¢ — 1. Then 8/'h < 4L and there exists 2’ € 8h {—(' —1),...,¢' —1}"* such that

n—1
(26) Cp< 4”_1£E,

ﬁn({x € (—L,L) X (z/ + (_4h,4h)n_1) : ﬁ(x) # ’ll(.’I])}) < Wﬁ < N

since 20/ —1 =20 — 3 and ¢ > 2. Set v(z1,2') = 0(x1,2" + 2’) for 2’ € Bp(0). Then
Lipv < CC'\ and  wu(xy,2') = a(zy,2" + 2'),

since 2’ — (z1,2") is 8h-periodic. Therefore

c ccr
£'({w € (~L.L) x Bl0) s o(w) 2 u(@)) ¢ GE =0 S8 [ jaupda,
(=L,L)xBp(0)
|du|>X\

This concludes the proof. O

B Fermi coordinates

Proof of Lemma([3 The Fermi map 1 is smooth since the solutions of the ordinary differential
equation for geodesics depends smoothly on the initial data. To estimate the metric g = ¥*g
and its Christoffel symbols I’ we first note that the definition of the Fermi coordinates implies
that

g(l‘l, 0)(61', ej) = 6ij and F(Sl?l, 0) = 0. (Bl)

We define a frame (Ey(z), ..., E,(z)) as follows: E;(z1,2) is obtained by parallel transport of
the canonical basis vector e; of R™ from (z1,0) to (z1,2’) along the geodesic t +— (x1,ta’). Then

9(x)(Ei(x), Ej(x)) = 0y
since the covariant derivative of the metric vanishes. We define Ag () by
ei = Al(x)Bj(x).
Then
9ij(2) = g(x) (e, ¢5) = Af (2) A (2) 9(x) (B, Br) = Al (2) A (2). (B.2)

To estimate Ag - 65, we will use Jacobi field estimates. For ¢ > 2 the maps ¢ — (z1,t(z' + se;))
are geodesics and hence ‘
J(t) = te; = tAl(z1,ta")Ej(x, ta’)
DD el

is a Jacobi fields along the geodesic t — (21,t2"). The Jacobi field equation 3; 77J = —R(x1,tx’)(J, 2")z’

implies that
(AL (x1,t2"))Ej(x1, ta') = —R(xy, ta') (2, J, 2')
= — Rz, t2 ) (2 tes, 2 )ey, = —ﬁk(m’, ei, ' tAL (21, t2') By (21, t2').

With the notation

A(t; ) = A(zy + '), ME(t; x) = —ﬁk(m +tz2') (2, e, 2')
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this can be written as
o2 (tAg(t;a;)) = MF(t;2) (tA;;(t; x)) ifi> 2. (B.3)
Using the first identity in (B.1]), we see that Bg (t;x) = tAg (t; x) satisfies the initial conditions

Bl(t;z) =0, 8Bl (0;2) = AJ(0;2) = &.. (B.4)

Similarly, ¢ — (x1+s, ta’) are geodesics, so that e; is a Jacobi field along the geodesic t — (x1, ta').
This yields the ODE ' '
ORAL (1) = ME(t: ) A (1:2) (B.5)

and by (B.1]) we have the initial conditions
Al(t;z) =61 9,A1(0;z) = 0. (B.6)

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

|Ag(x)—5g—éMg(o;x)| < CW'P, fori>2,j>1, (B.7)

4](@) 6]~ Mi(0:0)] < O, forj>1 (B.3)
and

|8xkAZ(x)—é8kag(O;x)] < CWP, fori,>2,j>1, (B.9)

00, A} (@) — J0n MI(O:0)] < Ol 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 is equivalent to the following fixed point problem in C°([0; 1]; R™*™):

A =Ty[A] = 1d +8,[4] (B.11)

where Id denotes the constant function from [0, 1] to R™*™ with value Id and the linear operator
Sz is given by

(SRAI) = /0 /Ost(a;m)Ai(a)dads, for j > 1,

i 1 t s )
S0 = 1 [ [ oMo dods, foriz2 21,
0o JO

Let p > 0 and set

Lo = sup IR|, Li:= sup |DR|.
2€(—2L,2L)x B,(0) we(—2L,2L)x B,(0)

Then, for o € [0, 1],
|M(0;2)] < CLo|2'|* for x € (=2L,2L) x B,(0)
and thus the operator norm of S, with respect to the supremum norm on C°([0; 1]; R™*") satisfies

|S2]] < CLo|2'|* for z € (—2L,2L) x B,(0). (B.12)
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Hence T, is a contraction if Lop2 is sufficiently small. We will assume this from now on and
we assume in particular that Lop? < 1. Then it follows that for all z € (—2L,2L) x B,(0)
there exists a unique fixed point A, € C°([0;1];R™*") of T, and A,(t) = A(t;x). Moreover
A (t) =1d+ 32, S*[Id](t) and hence (B-12)) implies that

sup [A(t) — Id =S, [Id](t)| < CL§|'|*
te(0,1]

In particular we have

sup |Ay(t) —1d| < C(Lo|2'|* + L3|2'|*) < CLo|2'|?. (B.13)
t€(0,1]

since Lop? < 1. It is easy to see that
|M(t;x) — M(0;z)] < CLy|2'|® for t € [0,1].

Together with (B.13]) and the definition of S, this implies that, for ¢ > 2 and j > 1,

sup (A0 — o1 — Lear(o; x)\ < L) + L),
te(0,1] 2

— \j YIRS 21 114 "3
S[UP] (Az)1(t) — &1 _gt M{(0;z)] < C(Lgla'|* + Lq]2]”).
tefo,1

Using this estimate for t = 1, we get (B.7) and (B.§) since A(z) = A(1;2) = A,(1).

Now the map = +— S, is a C! map from (—2L,2L) x B,(0) to the space of bounded linear
operators on C°([0, 1]; R™*"). Hence z +— A, is C! and the derivative F = 0,, A, satisfies

F = S,[F] 4 (02, 52)[Az)-

It is easy to see that, for x € (—2L,2L) x B,(0) and t € [0, 1],

|0, M (t; ) — Oy, M(0; )| < CLql2')?, (B.14)
0., M(0;z)] < CLgla'|. B.15
k
Together with (B.13)) we get, for i > 2 and j > 1,
. , 1 A
Sup F{(t) = (So)1[F)(t) = 5170, M{ (0;2)| < C(Lala’* + Lg|2'|7) (B.16)
€10,
: . 1 :
it F(t) = (So){[F](t) — thOZka(();x) < CLale' P + Lgla'P). (B.17)
€0,

Since ||S;|| < CLo|2'|* and |9, M (0; x)| < CLg|a’| this implies and (B.10).

We now turn to the estimates for the pull back metric g and its Christoffel symbols T. For ease
of notation we simply write g and I' instead of g and I". It follows from (B.2)), (B.7)), and (B.8)
that

9ij — 0ij = (A] = 6]) + (A5 = &5) + O(|2"|").

Moreover we have
Mf (0;2) = —ﬁjkil(xl)xﬁﬁx;

where

Rjki(z1) = (W*'R)(x1,0)(ej, ek, €, 1) = R(¢(x1,0))(aj, ax, ai, ar)

with a; = Dy(x1,0)e;, i.e., a; =7/ (z1) and aj = v;(x;) for j > 2.
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In particular, sz (0; ) is symmetric in i and j, since Rk = Rijjk. Thus

1 .
Gi(x) — 6ij — §Mg(o;a:) < Cla'?, fori>2,j>2, (B.18)
2 .
ﬁlj(x) — 05 — ng(O,:c) < C’|x/\3, for j > 2, (B.19)
|911(2) = 0ij — M (0;2)] < Ol (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
02,Gij = On, Al + 95, AL + O(|2'%).

Tk ¥l

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

302,9:;(x) = —[Rjki(x1) + Rjn(z1)]2; + O(12'?) = [Rija(21) + Ryji(ar)]a) + O(|'*)
300, 05(x) = —[Ruiji(1) + Rugji(x1)]z; + O(|2']?) = =[Rsji(21) + Ryawa (1)) + O(|2?)
302, 0ri(x) = —[Riji(z1) + Raj(x1)]z] + O(|2'1*) = —[Rijwi(w1) + Rygar(ar)]x) + O(|2'|?) .

Here we also used that ﬁijkl = ﬁklij and that R is antisymmetric in the first two arguments.
Using this antisymmetry again, we get Rjixi(21) + Rijri(21) = 0 and hence

6L kij () = 3(0, 91 (x) + O, Gpy (€) — 0, Gy ()
= — 2[Riju(z1) + Ryiji(z1)]ay + O(|2'|?)  for 4,4,k > 2. (B.21)

For k=1 and 4,5 > 2 we get 0;,7;; = 0 and

;81’¢§j1($) = —[Rug(x1) + Rjiu(z)]ay + O(l2"]%), (B-22)
gaxjﬁu(fv) = —[Riju(z1) + Rujul(a1))a; + O(|2'|) . (B.23)

Thus

— 3
3l5(x) = 5(3x¢§j1(95) + 02,G1;(z) — 02, G;5(x))

= — [Ryju(x1) + Rugji(ar)]ay + O(|2'?)  for i, j > 2.
Combining this identity with we get
Tpij(z) = _%[ﬁkjil(xl) + Riii(1)]z + O(2')?) if i, 5 >2, k> 1. (B.24)
In view of the estimate for the metric we have
IT5 (@) — Thj ()] < Ol (B.25)
Thus implies the first estimate in .

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

_ 3
3l (x) = §(amj§1z‘($) + 02,9;5(2) — 92,951 (2))
= — [2Riju(z1) — Rjpa(x1) — Rugji(a)]ay + O(|2'[?)

= — Bﬁz‘jll(fﬂl)fﬂl + O(\x/P) for i,j Z 2. (B.26)
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Here we used in the last step that
Rijkt + Rjkit + Riiji = Raaij + Ritjr. + Rijki = —[Rikij + Ruigk + Ruja] = 0,

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

Moreover,
Mhi1(x) = — O0n, 911 (z) = [Rupu(ar) + Ruk(z1)]z] + O(|2'[?)
= 2R pu(21)z + O(|2'|?)
= —2Rpu(x)z) + O(|2')?) for k> 2. (B.27)

In addition we have T'11; = O(|2']?), since 0,,71; = O(]2'|?) and the antisymmetry of R in the
first two arguments gives R111; = 0. Hence the identity (B.27) also holds for £ = 1. Combining
this observation with (B.26]) (with (i, 7) replaced by (k,7) we get

Trit(z) = —Ruisn(z1) 7 + (’)(]m'|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 (vy,v). Set

C, = (—2L,2L) x B,(0).
It follows from (B.13) that there exists an ¢ such that

sup |[g —Id| < Cp* sup [R(x)
zeCp zeC,

as long as

where |R(p)| is an intrinsic norm of the curvature tensor at p € M. On the other hand, if
31d < g <2Id then B
sup [R(z)| < C sup [R(p)| (B.29)
Cp PEY(C)p)

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

p* sup [R(p)| <er

pEY(C)p)
for some g1 > 0.

Similarly, the other constants in the estimates for g and T are controlled by SUPgec, |R(z)| and
SUP,ec, |DR(z)|. Now, for || <1 and 31d < g < 21d, the quantity SUP,ec, |DR(z)] is con-
trolled by the CY norm of R and its covariant derivative VR in 1 (C)p). Thus another continuity
argument based on f shows that that the constants are uniformly controlled if

p sup |R(p)|+p* sup |[VR(p)| <eo
peY(C)p) peP(Cy)

for some g2 > 0. In particular, for a compact manifold, the radius p and the constants C' in can
be chosen independent of the frame unit speed geodesic (v, v).

O]
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