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COMPLETENESS OF REPARAMETRIZATION-INVARIANT SOBOLEV
METRICS ON THE SPACE OF SURFACES

MARTIN BAUER, CY MAOR, AND BENEDIKT WIRTH

ABSTRACT. We study reparametrization-invariant Sobolev-type Riemannian metrics on the
space of immersed surfaces and establish conditions ensuring metric and geodesic complete-
ness as well as the existence of minimizing geodesics. This provides the first extension of
completeness results for immersed curves, originating from works of Bruveris, Michor, and
Mumford, and validates an earlier conjecture of Mumford on completeness properties of
general spaces of immersions in this important case.

The result is obtained by recasting earlier approaches to completeness on manifolds of
mappings as a general completeness criterion for infinite-dimensional Riemannian manifolds
that are open subsets of a complete Riemannian manifold and by combining it with geometric
estimates based on the Michael-Simon—Sobolev inequality to establish the completeness for
specific Sobolev metrics on immersed surfaces.

CONTENTS
1. Introduction 1
2. Completeness for Strong Riemannian Metrics 6
3. Spaces of Immersions and Notation 9
4. Intrinsic Sobolev Embedding Theorems 14
5. Bounding Geometric Quantities on Metric Balls 19
6. Completeness for abstract Riemannian metrics on the Space of Surfaces 26
7. Completeness properties of the Curvature-Weighted H*-metric 31
Appendix A. Table of Notation 35
References 36

1. INTRODUCTION

Starting with the influential work of Younes [50], reparametrization-invariant Riemannian
metrics on spaces of immersions have become a topic of significant research interest, see,
e.g., [51, 47, 46, 41, 5] and the references therein. The study of these geometries can be
motivated from several perspectives: First, they can be viewed as the natural generaliza-
tion of right-invariant metrics on groups of diffeomorphisms, which build the foundation of
Arnold’s geometric viewpoint for many prominent equations in hydrodynamics [2, 24, 38].
As such they provide a canonical class of examples of infinite-dimensional Riemannian man-
ifolds that might allow us to gain a deeper understanding of the phenomena and difficulties
arising in the context of infinite-dimensional geometry, including completeness properties
and the failure of the theorem of Hopf-Rinow [3, 28] or vanishing geodesic distance and
locally unbounded curvature [40, 29]. Equally significant is their role in geometric data sci-

ence and mathematical shape analysis, where one seeks mathematically rigorous methods for
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comparing geometric objects — such as immersed curves, surfaces, or, more generally, sub-
manifolds — in a mathematically precise manner. Reparametrization-invariant metrics on
spaces of immersions descend to Riemannian metrics on the shape space of (unparametrized)
geometric objects and consequently the induced geodesic distance provides a natural basis
for defining a statistical framework on this infinite-dimensional space [51, 47, 5].

In this article, we are interested in completeness properties of reparametrization-invariant
Riemannian metrics on the space of immersed surfaces. In addition to their theoretical
importance, completeness and existence of minimizing geodesics are of particular relevance
in the aforementioned applications in shape analysis, as they guarantee the well-posedness
of the resulting shape matching algorithms, which serve as the basis for any subsequent
geometric statistics analysis. To the best of our knowledge, completeness properties for
Riemannian metrics on spaces of immersions were first discussed by David Mumford around
2013: In his presentation at the annual meeting of the NSF-funded Focused Research Group
“The geometry, mechanics and statistics of the infinite-dimensional manifold of shapes” he
conjectured geodesic completeness of the space of immersions equipped with Sobolev metrics
of sufficiently high order; this would imply that these geometries exhibit a completeness
behavior analogous to that of right-invariant Sobolev metrics on diffeomorphism groups, for
which completeness of strong enough metrics is known — a line of research that began with
the seminal work of Ebin and Marsden [26] and has seen important developments in recent
years [42, 20, 30, 6, 11].

In 2014, Bruveris, Michor, and Mumford [18] confirmed this conjecture for the space of
plane curves equipped with a Sobolev metric of order two or higher. Since then, their result
has been extended in several directions, encompassing curves in R? [16] as well as addressing
questions of metric completeness and the existence of minimizing geodesics [16, 44]. Further
developments have covered weighted metrics [19], Sobolev metrics of non-integer order [12]
and curves with values in general manifolds [13]. Notably, while the first completeness
paper [18] reiterates the conjecture that higher order metrics on surfaces are expected to be
complete, all of these advances pertain exclusively to immersed curves. Prior to the present
work, the corresponding completeness problem for the arguably most significant case — the
space of immersed surfaces — remained entirely unresolved. The main result of this article
addresses this open question and gives the first construction of complete, invariant metrics
on the space of surfaces.

1.1. Contributions of the article. In the following we introduce the main concepts and
results of the article. For complete definitions we refer the reader to Section 3.

In all of this article, let M be a two-dimensional, oriented, closed manifold. We consider the
space Imm' (M, R?) of all immersions of M into R? with d > 3, of integer Sobolev regularity
H!. Here we assume [ > 3 so that the Sobolev space H'(M,R?) embeds into C*(M,R%),
hence the immersion condition is well-defined. We equip this infinite-dimensional manifold
with a curvature-weighted Sobolev metric of integer order 3 < k£ <[ of the form

(1) G%(hy, ho) :/ hi - he + | H|* (9(Vhi, Vhe) + g(VZhi, V?hs)) + g(VFhi, VFhs) vol.
M

Here f € Tmm'(M,R%), hy, hy € Tflmml(]w7 R?) =~ HY(M,R?) and g, H, V and vol denote the
surface metric, mean curvature, covariant derivative and volume density induced by f. To
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formulate our main result we also need to introduce the shape space of unparametrized sur-
faces S'(M, R?) := Imm'(M, R%) /Diff' (M), where Diff'(M) denotes the group of orientation-
preserving diffeomorphisms of Sobolev class H!. Since the Riemannian metric G¥ is invariant
under the action of Diffl(M ) it induces a corresponding geometry on the shape space. The
main result of this article is as follows:

Theorem 1.1 (Completeness Properties of the Space of Immersed Surfaces). Let M be a two-
dimensional, closed manifold, let d,l > 3 and let Imml(M, R?) be the space of all immersions
of M into R of reqularity H', equipped with the Riemannian metric G* from (1) of order
3 <k <Il. We have:

(a) Metric Completeness of Imm*(M,R%): The space (Imm*(M,R%), G*) is metri-
cally complete.

(b) Geodesic Completeness of Imm'(M,R9) for | > k: The space (Imm'(M,R%), G¥)
15 geodesically complete. The result continues to hold for | = oo, i.e., the space of
smooth immersions Imm(M, R?) equipped with the metric G* is geodesically complete.

(c) Existence of Minimizing Geodesics on Imm"*(M,R%): For any two immersed
surfaces fo, f1 in the same connected component of Imm" (M, RY) there exists a min-
imizing G*-geodesic in Imm"(M,R?) connecting them.

(d) Metric Completeness of S*(M,R?): The space S*(M,R?) is metrically complete
with respect to the metric induced by G*.

(e) Existence of Optimal Reparametrizations: For any [fi], [f2] € S*(M,R?) in the
same connected component there exists an optimal reparametrization @ € Diff” (M)
attaining the infimum in the definition of the quotient distance,

dist([f1],[f2]) = inf  distge(f1, fa 0 ) = dister(f1, f2 0 ).
pEDIffF (M)

(f) Shape Space is a Geodesic Length Space: For any two elements [fi],[f2] €

SF(M,R?) in the same connected component there exists a minimizing connecting

geodesic in S*(M,R?), in the sense of metric geometry, for the metric induced by
G*.

Note that, using density arguments, this result immediately also implies that the metric
completion of the space (Imm'(M,R%),G*) for 3 < k < [ is precisely given by the space
(Imm* (M, R?), G¥) (and similarly for the shape space (S'(M,R%), GF)).

The proof of this theorem follows from more general Theorems — Theorem 6.1, Theo-
rem 6.2, Theorem 6.3 and Theorem 6.5 — which are formulated in terms of an abstract
Riemannian metric on the space of immersions satisfying certain LP-bounds. The mean
curvature weights in G* are used to ensure that these bounds hold, using various Michael-
Simon—Sobolev type estimates [39], which is shown in Theorem 7.2. In particular, the result
holds for any metric of order k that controls G*. As discussed in Theorem 7.3 the metric G*
is not necessarily the optimal choice in terms of the chosen powers of the mean curvature
weight; it is merely the most compact to write down, which is why we decided to present the
results for this particular choice of weights. Furthermore, we emphasize that, as shown by
Atkin and Ekeland [3, 28], the theorem of Hopf-Rinow is invalid in this infinite-dimensional
setting, and thus the existence of minimizing geodesics is not an automatic consequence of
the metric completeness, but has to be proven separately.

To prove these results we develop in Theorem 2.1 a general criterion for inheritance of
completeness and existence of minimizing geodesics on abstract Riemannian manifolds that
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are open subsets of a complete manifold, where the completeness of the larger space is with
respect to a different metric. In our case, the larger space is the Hilbert space H'(M,R?).
This criterion is a generalization of the strategy used for the completeness results on the
space of curves [16, 13, 12].

We believe that this result is of independent interest and will be useful in other important
cases. For example, the space of all H*-probability densities or the space of H*-Riemannian
metrics can naturally be regarded as open subsets of a Hilbert space. To illustrate its prac-
ticality, we further examine a simple, synthetic example involving a particular submanifold
within the space of £?-sequences, cf. Theorem 2.4.

In our situation of Imm'(M, R?), the completeness criterion (essentially) reduces the com-
pleteness of the space of immersions to controlling various geometric quantities — such as
the metric, mean curvature, and their derivatives — on G*-metric balls. These estimates,
which are the main technical contribution of the paper, are presented in Section 5. Once
these estimates are established the metric and geodesic completeness follow readily from the
abstract result. This is done in Section 6. The existence of minimizing geodesics requires one
to check an additional technical assumption, which we show in Section 6.2 to be satisfied.

1.2. Open Questions and Future Work. The results of this article lead us to the fol-
lowing conjecture regarding completeness properties of reparametrization-invariant Sobolev
metrics on spaces of immersions of submanifolds of general dimension, which is a more precise
version of the conjecture of Mumford mentioned above:

Conjecture (Completeness Properties on the Space of Immersed Submanifolds). Let M be
an m-dimensional, closed manifold and let (N, g) be a d-dimensional, Riemannian manifold
of bounded geometry with d > m. Let Imml(M, N) denote the Sobolev space of all immersed
submanifolds of type M in N, where | > 7 + 1.

For any (possibly non-integer) k > % +1 there exists a reparametrization-invariant, mean-
curvature weighted Sobolev metric G* of order k such that the following holds:

(a) Metric Completeness of Imm*(M, N): The space (Imm* (M, N), G*) is metrically
complete.

(b) Geodesic Completeness of Imm'(M, N) for | > k: The space (Imm'(M, N), G¥)
18 geodesically complete. The result continues to hold for | = oo, i.e., the space of
smooth immersions Imm(M, N) equipped with the metric G is geodesically complete.

(c) Existence of Minimizing Geodesics on Imm"*(M, N): For any two immersed
surfaces fo, f1 in the same connected component of Imm* (M, N) there exists a mini-
mizing G*-geodesic in Imm"* (M, N) connecting them.

(d) Metric Completeness of S*(M, N): The space S¥(M, N) is metrically complete
with respect to the metric induced by G*.

(e) Existence of Optimal Reparametrizations: For any [fi],[f2] € S¥(M,N) =
Imm* (M, N)/Diff*(M) in the same connected component, there exists an optimal
reparametrization @ € Dift*(M) attaining the infimum in the definition of the quo-
tient distance.

(f) Shape Space is a Geodesic Length Space: For any two elements [fi],[f2] €
S*(M,N) in the same connected component, there exists a minimizing connecting
geodesic in S¥(M, N), in the sense of metric geometry, for the metric induced by G*.

We believe that the results of this paper establish a clear path toward proving this conjec-
ture, at least for integer £ and Euclidean ambient space; in particular, the general criterion
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Theorem 2.1 and most of the estimates of Section 5 work in this generality. The case of a
non-Euclidean ambient space is more challenging, cf. the completeness for manifold-valued
curves [13] as compared to the same results for curves with values in Euclidean space [16].
Generalizing to non-integer k seems to be even more delicate, as it seems that the theory of
fractional (non-integer) Michael-Simon—Sobolev inequalities is not developed for arbitrary
manifolds, cf. [22].

An important generalization of this conjecture, which seems quite challenging at the mo-
ment, is characterizing the weights that ensure completeness; in particular, we do not know
if non-weighted Sobolev metrics on Imm*(M,R%) are complete. That is, we do not know
whether the intermediate terms in G* as defined above are essential. Finally, for k < 5+ 1,
geodesic incompleteness is expected and is known in some cases (e.g., non-weighted metrics),
but the question is open whether it is true for arbitrary weights.

Going beyond the Riemannian Case. A natural extension of the present results is to
consider Finsler metrics. Notably, since the proofs of metric completeness and existence of
minimizing geodesics involve estimates that are based purely on norm properties, without
any reliance on the inner product structure, we expect that at least these extend to Finsler
metrics in a rather straightforward way. In particular, this would allow one to construct a
Finsler-type Sobolev metric of order two that is metrically complete on the space of W?2P-
immersions with p > 2. It is less clear whether the geodesic completeness results would
similarly translate to this setting.

Completeness on the Space of Embeddings. Another natural extension of this work
is to the space of embeddings. As embeddedness is a non-local condition and thus cannot
be directly detected with the metrics studied in this article, these metrics are incomplete
when restricted to embeddings. For the case of embedded curves, this was recently overcome
by Reiter, Schumacher and collaborators [45, 25] by adding certain terms to metric of a
non-local type. We envision that the results of the present article could open up the path to
a similar result in the context of the space of embedded surfaces.

Convergent discretizations. Numerical applications require geodesics in Immk(M ,RY) to
be discretized in spacetime, including the associated geodesic equations or the variational
problem of finding minimizing geodesics. While it is relatively straightforward to show
consistency of a given discretization, the convergence of discretely computed geodesics to
continuous ones for increasing resolution is more delicate. It typically requires mimicking
compactness and completeness arguments from the continuous setting. In the case of curves
this was achieved in [15] by exploiting a discrete path energy that controlled the continuous
path energy. A natural task is to devise similar approaches in our setting of surfaces.

1.3. Structure of the Article. In Section 2 we present our criterion for completeness
properties of Riemannian manifolds which are an open subset of another complete Riemann-
ian manifold. Next, we introduce the space of surfaces and Riemannian metrics thereon in
Section 3, followed by a review of certain Michael-Simon—Sobolev inequalities in Section 4.
The main technical estimates on bounding intrinsic geometric quantities on metric balls are
presented in Section 5 and are subsequently used in Section 6 to obtain the desired complete-
ness results. Finally, in Section 7 we show that the curvature weighted H"*-metric satisfies
the assumptions of the abstract theorems. A table of the most relevant notation, as used
throughout the article, is presented in Section A.
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2. COMPLETENESS FOR STRONG RIEMANNIAN METRICS

In this section we present an abstract method for obtaining completeness of strong Rie-
mannian manifolds which are an open subset of a complete Riemannian manifold. We will
later use this result, which is based on a method developed in [7, 16, 13] for the case of
immersed curves, to obtain the desired completeness result for the space of surfaces. In
recent work [11], an analogous result for infinite-dimensional half-Lie groups endowed with
right-invariant metrics was obtained. Half-Lie groups are smooth manifolds and topological
groups such that right translations are smooth, but left translations are merely required to
be continuous [37]; this typically applies to diffeomorphism groups of finite regularity. Our
setting (immersions rather than diffeomorphisms) is considerably more involved, since we
cannot rely on the simplifications provided by a group structure; this difficulty is addressed
by imposing the existence of a complete ambient manifold, bounding the given Riemannian
metric as an additional assumption.

Theorem 2.1 (Inheritance of Completeness Properties). Let (M, G) be a metrically com-
plete smooth strong Riemannian manifold. Let M C M be open, and let G be a smooth
strong metric on M. Assume that on any G-metric ball B in (M, G) the following hold:

(a) There exists C' > 0 such that for all x € B and h € T, M we have
Go(h,h) < CG.(h,h).

(b) The closure of B in M (with respect to G) lies in M.

Then (M, Q) is metrically and geodesically complete. Let furthermore (M, G) be a Hilbert
space, and assume the following condition:



COMPLETENESS OF INVARIANT METRICS ON THE SPACE OF SURFACES 7

(¢) The path energy associated with G,

B0, (M) = 0. B = [ Grlind,

is weakly sequentially lower semicontinuous along sequences of paths with fixed end
points in M (where we set G¢(h,h) = oo for f ¢ M).
Then there exists a G-minimizing geodesic between any two points fo, fi at finite G-distance,
which is equivalent to fo, fi lying in the same connected component of M C M.

Remark 2.2 (Metric Completeness Implies Geodesic Completeness). Note that the Theorem
of Hopf-Rinow is not valid in infinite dimensions [3, 28]. In particular, metric and geodesic
completeness are not equivalent, and neither implies existence of minimizing geodesics. Nev-
ertheless, for smooth strong metrics, metric completeness still implies geodesic completeness
[36, VIII, Prop.6.5], and thus in Theorem 2.1 it is sufficient to prove metric completeness
and existence of minimizing geodesics.

Proof. Metric completeness. Let B = B,.(xg) be a metric ball of radius r > 0 in (M, G),
and let z1, x5 € B be two distinct points. There exists a curve v connecting x; and x5 whose
G-length (g is less than 2distg(z1,22) < 4r (note that the geodesic distance is positive
between different points since G is a strong metric). In particular, this curve must lie in
Bs,(xg), since each point in 7 is of distance at most ¢5/2 < 2r from either x; or xs. Now,
assumption (a) implies that the G-length of 7, denoted by (g, satisfies f7 < VClg, where
C' is the constant in assumption (a) of the ball Bs,.(zg). Thus,

diSta(:L’l, 1’2) < E@ < \/EKG < 2\/6distg(5(]1, l‘g),

so we obtain that the G-distance is controlled by the G-distance on G-metric balls.

Now, let (z;);en be a Cauchy sequence in (M, G). Since it is a Cauchy sequence, it lies in
some G-metric ball B. By what we showed above, it follows that it is also a Cauchy sequence
in (M, G). Since this space is metrically complete, we have that x; — xo in (M, G) for some
1o € M; in particular we have that x is in the G-closure of B. Therefore, by assumption (b)
we have that zg € M, i.e., x; — z¢ in (M, G). Since both G and G are strong metrics on
M, they induce the same topology, and thus x; — x¢ in (M, G), which completes the proof.
Connected components. We now show that the connected components of M, as a subset
of M, coincide with the connected components induced by distg — that is, fo, fi € M are
in the same connected component if and only if diste(fo, f1) < oo.

Since G is a strong Riemannian metric it induces the same topology on each tangent space
as the original manifold topology [36, VII Prop.6.1]. Thus, G induces the same topology
on M as the original topology (the induced topology as a subset of M). In particular, the
connected components are the same, and are open.

Points in connected open subsets of smooth manifolds can be connected by smooth (or
piecewise-smooth) paths, and such a path f : [0,1] — M has finite path energy E(f) by
the smoothness of the metric. Therefore any fy, fi from the same connected component
can be joined by a path of finite path energy. Thus, each fy, fi in the same connected
component have finite distance distg(fo, f1) = inf{\/E(f) : f connects fo, f1}. Conversely,
diste(fo, f1) < co implies that fo, fi lie in the same path-connected component and thus in
the same connected component.

Minimizing geodesics. We will prove the existence of minimizing geodesics by the direct
method of the calculus of variations. Consider a minimizing sequence f", n € N, of paths
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connecting fy to fi with finite, monotonously decreasing path energy E(f™) — distg(fo, f1)%

then all these paths lie within a single, sufficiently large G-metric ball B. By assumption (a),
we have

. 1_ . .
1 B na = | Um0t S B < B <o

for all n. Due to fI' = fo + fos ft" dt we additionally have

S 2 1 s 2
[iralas<2ilz+2 [ ( [lirlza) a
0 G 0 0
1 I 2 )
< 2| foll% + 2 1Pl dt ) ds < 2| foll%+ 201/ MG
= ollg o o t G = Ulre; L2((0,1),(M,G))?

and f" is uniformly bounded in H'((0,1), (M, G)). Since H'((0,1),(M,G)) is a Hilbert
space, there exists a subsequence, for simplicity still indexed by n, with f" — f weakly in
H'((0,1), (M, G)) for some f € H*((0,1),(M,G)). Moreover, by || fi—fillg = || [ frdrllg <
[N fellgdr < VE— sl fllz2 0,1y, 7)) for any 0 <t <'s <1, the space HY((0,1),(M,Q))
continuously embeds into the Holder space C%'/2([0, 1], (M, G)) so that f* — f weakly also
in that space. As a consequence we have pointwise weak convergence f** — f; in (M, Q) for
all t € [0,1]. In particular, the limit f is still a continuous path in M connecting f, with f;.
The lower semicontinuity condition (c¢) now directly implies

dista(fo, f1)° = liminf E(f") > E(f).

1
0

1" Bosaay < 2ol +2 [

In particular, it follows that f; € M for almost every t, and since the path ¢t — f; is
continuous in M, it follows from assumption (b) that f, € M for every t € [0, 1], hence
f is a valid path in M from fy to f;, and thus, by the inequality above, a minimizing
geodesic. ([l

Remark 2.3 (Smoothness Requirements). Note that the smoothness of the Riemannian
metric is not a necessary condition for the result. Any reqularity which guarantees that
metric completeness implies geodesic completeness and that the topology induced by the metric
coincides with the manifold topology would be sufficient.

Example 2.4 ({,-Sequences Bounded &vay from Zero). We now show a simple ezample
illustrating the use of Theorem 2.1. Let M = {5 be the Hilbert space of real square-summable
sequences, and let G be its standard metric. Let

M = {l’ € 62 : infieN |.TZ’ > O},

which is obviously an open subset of M, hence its tangent space at every point can be iden-
tified with (5. Endow it with the metric

1
Go(hh) = <1 + P) h2
€N ¢

Note that this is a well-defined metric by the definition of M and that obviously G < G in
M, so assumption (a) trivially holds.
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To prove assumption (b), we consider the map F : M — U, F(x) = (log|x;|)ien. We

have that
1/2
hi h?
ITe PRl = || = <) < VG,
:EZ i€N Il oo L3

ieN Tt
Hence F'is 1-Lipschitz and in particular bounded on G-metric balls. It follows that, for every
G-metric ball B C M, we have

inf inf |z;| > 0,
r€B ieN

and any G-limit point of a sequence in B is also in M. Thus assumption (b) is satisfied,
and (M, G) is metrically and geodesically complete.

To prove assumption (c), consider a sequence x™ — x converging weakly in H'((0,1), (?)
with fixed 2(0), 2™ (1) € M. We can restrict ourselves to the connected component of positive
sequences. Due to ||y:llmo,1)) < lyllaro),e2) for any y € H'((0,1), %), extracting the ith
component is a continuous linear operator from H'((0,1),¢?) to H*((0,1)). Therefore, for
all i we have ! — x; weak:ly in H'((0, 1)) with fized x(0),2(1) > 0. Introducing the map
e: H((0,1)) = R, e fo +1/2(t)?)z(6)? dt = ||2||2. + ||0¢ log 2]|2., the desired weak
lower semicontinuity now follows via

1
liminf £(a") = lim inf /O Gy (7 (1), (1) dt>§h£r_1>gfe( ")

>3 (o) /G () dt = B(x),

using the weak lower semicontinuity of e along sequences 2™ in H'((0,1)) with fized end points
2™(0),2™(1) > 0 : Indeed, let liminf, e(2™) < oo and assume without loss of generality that the
liminf actually is a limit (else pass to a subsequence). By Poincaré’s inequality it follows that
log 2™ is uniformly bounded in H'((0,1)), thus upon extracting a subsequence we have weak
convergence log 2" — w in H'((0,1)). By the compact embedding H'((0,1)) — C°([0,1])
we additionally have 2" — z and log 2" — w in CY([0,1]), which implies w = logz. Now
liminf, e(2™) > e(z) follows from the lower semicontinuity of the L*-norm under weak L*-
convergence.

3. SPACES OF IMMERSIONS AND NOTATION

From here on let M be a smooth two-dimensional compact manifold without boundary.
Furthermore, we will equip M with a fixed smooth Riemannian metric g.

3.1. Sobolev Spaces. Here we will introduce Sobolev spaces on sections of natural vector
bundles over M, where we follow the classic textbook by Triebel [48, Section 7]. For | € N
and p > 1 we write W' (R™, R") for the Sobolev space of R"-valued functions on R™, i.e.,
the space of all functions that have weak derivatives up to order [ in L”. In the special case
p = 2, we use the notation H'(R™ R") := WH2(R™, R").

Next we consider a a vector bundle E of rank n € N over M, and we let C*° (M, E) denote
the corresponding space of (smooth) sections. To generalize Sobolev spaces to this setting we
choose a finite vector bundle atlas and a subordinate partition of unity, i.e., we let (u; : U; —
u;(U;) € R™);er be a finite atlas for M with vector bundle charts (¢; : E|U; — U; X R™);er
and (y;)ie; a smooth partition of unity subordinate to (U;);c;. Note that we can choose
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open sets Uy such that supp(p;) C Uf C U C U; and each u;(U?) is an open set in R™ with
Lipschitz boundary.
Using this we define for each [ € N, p > 1 and f € C*(M, E) the Sobolev norm of f via

ANy = Z | pran 01hi 0 (@i - f) 0ty [fin m ey
el
where prg. denotes the projection onto R™. Then ||| - |||yr is & norm, and we write
W (M, E) for the Banach completion of C°°(M, E) under this norm. Furthermore, the
space W'P(M, E) is independent of the choice of atlas and partition of unity, up to equiva-
lence of norms. In the special case p = 2 we write W'?(M, E) = HY(M, E). We refer to [48,
Section 7] and [31, Section 6.2] for further details.

3.2. The Manifold of Immersions. For d > 3 and [ > 2 we define the space of Sobolev
immersions from M into R? via

Imm'(M,R?) := {f € H'(M,R?) : T,.f : T,M — R" is injective for all z € M},

where H'(M,R?) denotes the space of Sobolev functions on M with values in R¢. Note that
H'(M,R?%) embeds in C*(M,R?) precisely if [ > 2, and thus the (pointwise) condition of f
being an immersion (i.e. T'f being injective) is well-defined, cf. [27]. The above definition
extends to | = oo leading to the space Imm(M, RY) := Imm™ (M, R?) := (>, Imm' (M, R?)
of all smooth immersions.

For any finite I, the space Imm'(M,R?) is an open subset of the Hilbert space H'(M,R?)
and thus is itself an infinite-dimensional Hilbert manifold. For | = oo it is only a Fréchet
manifold as the modeling space H*(M,RY) = (2, H'(M,R?) = C>*(M,R?) is only a
Fréchet space, but not a Hilbert or Banach space [34].

3.3. The Group of Diffeomorphisms and the Shape Space of Unparametrized
Surfaces. For [ > 2 we will also consider the group of Sobolev diffeomorphisms Diff’ (M),
which is a Hilbert manifold as well, since it is an open subset of H!(M, M). For any finite
it is not a Lie group, but only a half Lie group [37, 11]: Right translations are smooth, but
left translations are merely continuous. Only for [ = oo left translations become smooth,
and it is an infinite-dimensional Lie group in the sense of [34, Section 43].

The group Diff'(M) acts continuously on the space Imm'(M, R%) by composition from the
right [33]. The action is given by the mapping

" Imm'(M,R?) x Diff (M) — Imm'(M,R9),
(o) = fop,

where the tangent prolongation of this group action is given by the mapping (using the same
symbol for simplicity)

. TImm' (M, R?) x Diff'(M) — TTmm'(M,R?),
C(fohe) = (fop,hogp).
This allows us to define the quotient space of unparametrized surfaces via

S'(M,R?) := Imm' (M, R?) /Diff (M).
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This space does not carry the structure of an infinite-dimensional manifold; for [ = oo it is
an infinite-dimensional orbifold (thus almost a manifold) [23], whereas for finite [ we only
know that it is a Hausdorff topological space [16, Proposition 6.2].

3.4. The Induced Geometry of a Surface f. Any surface f € Imm'(M,R?) induces a
Riemannian metric g = f*(-,-)ra on M, i.e.,
9(X.Y) = (Tf.X,TL.Y ),

where X, Y are vector fields on M. Note that, for [ # oo, the Riemannian metric g is not
smooth either, but only of regularity H'™! (recall that H'~! for [ > 2 forms an algebra so
that products of H'~!'-functions have same regularity). It is at least continuous, though, as
we assumed [ > 2 so that H'~! embeds into C° by the Sobolev embedding theorem. As is
customary, we will sometimes identify g with its associated linear operator (more precisely,
its associated bundle homomorphism) TM — T*M using the same symbol. Furthermore,
the Riemannian metrics g and (-, -)gs induce fiber metrics g;-’m on all tensor bundles (TM)®
(T*M)® @ (R?)®™. To keep the notation less cumbersome we will suppress the tensor type
in the notation for the fiber metric, i.e., we will write g = g;m independently of the type
of tensor it acts on. By identifying the space L(P, Q) of bundle homomorphisms between
tensor bundles P and () with @) ® P* for P* the dual bundle to P, the metric also extends
to such bundle homomorphisms (such as g itself).

Remark 3.1 (Fiber Metric for Elementary Tensors). The induced fiber metric is fully spec-
ified by its value for elementary tensors. Consider two elementary tensors ay and o with
G=X'®.. . 9XY!®..9V/®Zl®...0 2", n € {1,2},
where X} ... XL e T,M, Y} . ..)YI€T*M, and Z},...,Z™ € R%. Then the induced fiber
metric is defined as
i 7 m
glon,a2) = [Tox7. X)) [T o O ) [ (27, 255,

n=1 n=1 n=1
where g71(Y1,Ys) = g(X1, Xo) with X,, defined as g(X,,-) =Y,, n=1,2.
Remark 3.2 (Fiber Metric for Bundle Homomorphisms). For bundle homomorphisms A, B €
L(TM, T*M) we can calculate g(A, B) = Tr(g7'A*g 'B). Indeed, let X1, X, € T,M be
a g-orthonormal basis with dual basis X7, X5 € TM, then A and B are identified with
AX)) @ X+ A(Xy) ® X3, B(X1) ® Xi + B(X,) ® X35, thus

Te(g A" B) = Tr <Z gHXD @A) g7 (B(X) @ Xf)

= Z<g*1(XZ‘),X}‘><A(Xi),g’1(B(Xj))> =9(A, B)

Analogously, g(A, B) = Tr(gA*gB) for A,B € L(T*M,TM) and g(A, B) = Tr(g 'A*gB)
for A,B € L(TM,TM) as well as g(A, B) = Tr(gA*¢ ' B) for A, B € L(T*M,T*M). Obvi-
ously, in all cases |A|, = |A*|,. Furthermore, for A€ L(T*M,TM) and B € L(TM,T*M)
we have

|AB\3 = Tr(¢ 'B*A*gAB) = Tr(A*gAgg " Bg ' B*)
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< Tr(A*gAg)Tr(g'Bg~'B*) = |A|%| B|?

due to the submultiplicative property of the trace for symmetric positive semidefinite (spd)
operators (note that A*gAg and g~ Bg=' B* are both spd with respect to the inner product g).
Analogously, |BA|, < |B|,|Al, as well as |AY |, < |A]4Y |y, |BX|, < |Bly|X|, for X € TM,
Y eT*M.

We denote the induced volume form of f (g, resp.) by vol and the associated total volume
by Vol := [ 1 Vol. Finally, we denote the corresponding Levi-Civita connection on M by V.
The connection extends from T'M to the full fiber bundle by the Leibniz rule. In particular,
the connection acting on general (i, j, m)-tensor fields with m > 0 is obtained by combining
it with the trivial connection on R? cf. [8, Section 3.7] for a detailed exposition. This
also allows us to define the induced connection Laplacian or rather Bochner Laplacian by
A = V*V, where V* denotes the adjoint of the covariant derivative with respect to the
L*(g)-inner product. Note that Vh € T*M for a scalar function h on M, i.e., Vh does not
denote the gradient of A (which would be the tangent vector associated to Vh by the Riesz
isomorphism).

Next we consider the normal bundle Nor(f) of an immersion f as a sub-bundle of f*TR?
whose fibers consist of all vectors that are orthogonal to the image of f, i.e.,

Nor(f), = {V € TyyR? : VX € T, M : (Y, T, f. X)pa = 0}

Note that any vector field h along f can be decomposed uniquely into parts tangential and
normal to f as

h=Tfh" +h*,

where h' is a vector field on M and h' is a section of the normal bundle Nor(f). Using the
decomposition in tangential and normal parts we have the following formula for the covariant
derivative: For XY tangent vector fields to M,

Vx(TfY)=Tf(Vx(TLY) +(Vx(TfY)E =TfVxY + S(X,Y),

where Vx(TfY) = Vppx(TfY) (with V on the left-hand side the connection from |8,
Section 3.7] and V on the right-hand side the standard Euclidean connection) and S is the
second fundamental form of f. It is a symmetric bilinear form with values in the normal
bundle of f. When T'f is seen as a section of T*M ® f*TR?, one has S = VT'f since

S(X,Y)=Vx(TLY)=TfVxY = (VTf)(X,Y).

Taking the trace of S with respect to g (the trace of the operator S induced by S(X,Y) =
g(X, SY)) yields the vector-valued mean curvature

H = Tr9(S) € H'~2(M, Nor(f)),

whose (pointwise Euclidean) norm |H| is the scalar mean curvature.

Recall, that we assumed that M is equipped in addition with a fixed (auxiliary) Riemann-
ian metric g on M; fixed refers to the fact that g doe not depend on f. We denote the
corresponding connection by V and the volume form vol. We will frequently work with the
Radon-Nikodym derivative of vol with respect to vol, which we will denote via

p = vol/vol € H™'(M,Rsy).
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We will also need the difference between the covariant derivative of the surface metric g and
the background metric g. To this end, we define the tensor

(2) r=v-V.

The type of this tensor depends on the type of covariant derivative (what type of tensor it
differentiates). Generally, when differenting sections of a vector bundle E over M, we have
that I' is a section of E* @ T*M ® E. Specific examples are as follows:

e If applied to a (0,0, 0)-tensor (a scalar), I' =0 € T*M, since derivatives of functions
h are the same with respect to all connections, Vh = Vh = Th.

e If applied to a (1,0, 0)-tensor (a tangent vector), I' in local coordinates equals the ten-
sor of the difference in Christoffel symbols of the second kind, which form a (1,2, 0)-
tensor.

e If applied to a (0, 1, 0)-tensor (a cotangent vector), I' in local coordinates again equals
the tensor of the difference in Christoffel symbols of the second kind (compared to the
previous case there is a sign change due to V;0; = '} Oy, versus V(dx* ) = —Fékdxk
for T'}; the Christoffel symbols of the second klnd), Wthh form a (1,2, 0)-tensor.

e Denoting the previous two instances by I'y and I', (indicating I' acting on tangent
and cotangent vectors, respectively), I applied to a (7,7, m)-tensor ¢ = X' ® ... ®
XoV'®..9Y/®Z'®...® Z™ by the Leibniz rule reads

(3) Fa—Za —i—Zan,

where o™ is a with the factor X" replaced by 'y X™ and «, is a with the factor Y
replaced by I,Y™. Thus I'is a (i + j,7+ j + 1, 2m)-tensor or more precisely a section
of (TM)®(1+]) ® (T*M)®(i+j+l) ® (Rd)®2m'
Christoffel symbols of the first kind are just second derivatives of the metric and thus have
H'=%regularity; Christoffel symbols of the second kind are obtained from those of the first
kind by composition from the left with ¢ and g, respectively, so that they have the same
regularity (recall that g has regularity H'~!, which forms an algebra). Consequently, I'y, T,
are both of H'~2-regularity, and thus so is I', independent of its tensor type.
The dependence on f of all of the objects introduced in this section should be
kept in mind in the sequel.

3.5. Sobolev (Semi-)Norms. Next we introduce several (semi)-norms on spaces of (i, j, m)-
tensors. In the following let g = f*(-, )pe as in Section 3.4, let [ > 0 and let p > 1. For sake
of simplicity of the presentation we assume that f € Imm® (M, R?); otherwise we need to
restrict [ to be not too big depending on the regularity of the immersion f and p. We denote
the WP (g)-norm of a (i, j, m)-tensor field h by |2llwir(g), i-e.,

iy = [ athmpvor [ o9, T,
M M
We will also need the homogeneous semi-norm of the same order given by
V'h, V'h)P?vol.
L )

For the special case p = 2 we also write

1Pllwez = Bllag, — (Pllizg = 121



14 MARTIN BAUER, CY MAOR, AND BENEDIKT WIRTH

and for [ = 0 we obtain (up to a constant) the corresponding LP-norms, which we denote as
17l ze(g)-

We will also use the analogous norms calculated with respect to the fixed metric g for
which we will suppress the dependence on the Riemannian metric, i.e.,

1Bllweo gy = lallwer

and similarly for the other norms introduced above. Finally, we note that these norms lead
to the same Sobolev spaces as defined in Section 3.1. For the smooth Riemannian metric g
the norm equivalence ||| - ||[wue ~ || - ||wir is well known, see e.g. [49]. For metrics of finite
regularity, such as g = f*(-,-)ga with f € Imm”(M,R?), one has to restrict [ in terms of k.
In the following Lemma we show this result in the case p = 2.

Lemma 3.3 (Sobolev regularity of derivatives). Let k > | > 3 and f € Imm"(M,R9),
h € TyImm* (M, RY), then VEh has H*'-regularity.

Proof. For | € {0,1} this follows from V'h = V'h. For larger [ it follows by induction from
Vih = (V +T)V!='h, which lies in H*~! due to V/"'h being H*~'*1- and T beging H*~%-
regular: Indeed, for £ > 4 or for k = 3 and [ = 2, their product has Sobolev-regularity
min{k — [ + 1,k — 2} > k — [, while for [ = k = 3 both functions lie in L* via Sobolev-
embedding so that their product lies in L2. 0

3.6. Riemannian Metrics on Spaces of Immersions. In this article we are interested in
completeness properties of reparametrization-invariant Riemannian metrics G on the space
of immersions, i.e., Riemannian metrics G such that

Gf(hla hf2) == Gfoap<hl °p, h2 o 90)

for all f € Tmm'(M,R%), hy, hy € Ty Imm! (M, R?), and ¢ € Diff"(M).
For the proof of our main theorems we will also consider a non-invariant auxiliary Rie-
mannian metric, namely the H*-metric induced by the background metric g.

Definition 3.4 (Background H*-Metric). For any | > k > 3 we consider the footpoint-
independent, non-reparametrization-invariant H*-metric on both Imml(M, R%) and on H'(M,R?)
given vig

(4) G, ha) = /

?(h17h2)ﬂ+/ §<vkh’lavkh2)ﬂ7
M

M

where ¥V and vol denote the covariant derivative and volume form of g.

4. INTRINSIC SOBOLEV EMBEDDING THEOREMS

In the following we will formulate several Sobolev type estimates, where we will pay
careful attention to the dependence of the constants on the immersion f. Several of the below
estimates are formulated for smooth immersions and smooth functions in the cited references,
whereas we will only require the immersion to be of sufficient Sobolev regularity. We will
justify this generalization at the end of this Section, where we present an approximation
result in Theorem 4.7

We start by formulating the so-called Michael-Simon—Sobolev inequality.
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Theorem 4.1 (Michael-Simon-Sobolev Inequality [39, Theorem 2.1]). Let f € Imm®(M,R?),
let g = f*(-,")ra, and let h be a Whl-section of the (i,j, m)-tensor bundle. Then

(5) 1Allz2@) < € (VA2 + NI IR] 1)
where ‘H denotes the mean curvature of f and where C' is independent of f.

Proof. The result is a classic result for functions h € Wh!(M,R), see e.g. [39, Theorem 2.1].
To see that it actually also holds in the setting of (i, j, m)-tensors we let h = \/g(h, h) = |h|,,
and use that ||| tr) = [|h]|zr(g) and ||VA| 1r(g) < [[VA|| Lr(g) due to VR = g(h/|h|4, VR). O

As a direct corollary we obtain the following result bounding the L*-norm in terms of the
(mean-curvature-weighted) H'-norm.

Corollary 4.2 (L*-H"' Sobolev Inequality). Let f € Imm?*(M,RY), let g = f*(-,-)pa, and let
h be a H'-section of the (i,j, m)-tensor bundle. Then

hllzsce) < € (Ibllz2e) + I/ PlAliz) + VAl
where H denotes the mean curvature of f and where C' is independent of f.
Proof. We calculate
181130y = lg(hs ) 1320y S (199(h W)l g) + 11 HIgCh, 1) |21 )
= (2llg(h, V)l 1) + [Hlg(h: 1)l 23())°

< @Ill2@ IV Rl 22 + 1 Hlg(h, Bl g))®
= (2l VA2 + VTR )

111 + IRy + I/ TR ))
s(wmn@+MVMumﬂ+nvﬁHMMw0ﬂ

where the first inequality is an application of Theorem 4.1, the second inequality follows by
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, the third inequality is an application of Young’s inequality,
and the final inequality follows from the fact that for positive a, b, c one has (a? +b? + ¢?) <
(a+b+c) O

N I/~

/N 7 N

Applying the Michael-Simon—Sobolev inequality from Theorem 4.1 to powers of h and
exploiting Holder’s inequality, one can iterate the resulting estimate to obtain the following
Sobolev embedding theorem.

Theorem 4.3 (Multiplicative Sobolev Embedding Theorem [35, Theorem 5.6]). Let f €
Imm?®(M,RY), let 2 < p < 0o and let h be a W'P-section of the (i, j, m)-tensor bundle. Let

1§m§ooand0<oz<1withl:(%—l)mjtl. Then we have

(6) 1Al () < ClIRIES,) VAl Log) + 1[H] R o))
where ‘H denotes the mean curvature of f and where C' is independent of f.

In our analysis we will need in addition a different variant of the the Sobolev embedding
inequality, for which we first recall the following Sobolev interpolation estimate, which is due
to Hamilton.
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Theorem 4.4 (Sobolev Interpolation Inequality [32, Theorem 12.1]). Let f € Imm®*(M,R?),
let g = f*(-, )ga, let p > 1 and let h be a W?P-section of the (i, j,m)-tensor bundle. Let
q,r > 1 with

1 1 1
P q r
Then
(7) VR 20 () < CIIVZR| o (g) 1P| L2 ()

where the constant C' does not depend on the immersion f.
We are now able to formulate the main Sobolev inequality for this article.

Corollary 4.5 (Sobolev Embedding Theorem). Let f € Imm?®(M,RY), let g = f*(-, Vga, let
q > 1 and let h be a W?%-section of the (i,j, m)-tensor bundle. Then we have

7|2y < CVOLT (V%A zage) + 1 PRl 2o(q))

where H denotes the mean curvature of f, Vol the total volume of f and where C' is inde-
pendent of f.

Proof. For the proof we follow the arguments in [35, Formula (4.10)]: Using Theorem 4.3

with p =2¢ > 2, a = % and thus m = 2£ we obtain that
p—2

1 1
1Al Leg) < Cllhllz%( ) (IV Rl o) + IR Lo (g)) 2

g

1 p—2 1
< CllAlI7w gy VoL @ (V] o) + 11 HIl o)) * -
1
Next we divide both sides by [|h[|7«,y and square leading to

(8) Bl 2o g) < C2VOL' ([Vhl|Logg) + [I[H|B] 2o (o))

We then use for the first term the interpolation estimate from Theorem 4.4 (corresponding
to r = p and ¢ = c0) to obtain

1 1
IV R z2agg) < CUIVERN a1l F e g -

Plugging this back into (8) yields

-1 1 1

Bl < CaVol'S (192, 1Bl + 1R
q=1 1 1 1 1
< VoIS (VA1 [0y + IR IR )
1

which yields the desired estimate after dividing both sides by ||h||?«, squaring, and applying
Young’s inequality. 0

Next we will collect a rather simple estimate, that allows us to control H9%norms by the
H?-norm for ¢ > q.

Lemma 4.6 (Interpolation Inequality). Let I,q,¢' € N with | > ¢ > q and | > 3. Let
f € Imm'(M,R?) and let h be a H? -section of the (i,j, m)-tensor bundle. Then

1150 gy S NllZ2(g) + 1Bl Gar -
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Proof. For ¢ = 1 and ¢’ = 2 the result is obtained via

1B, = / o(Vh, Vi) vol — / g(h, V*Vh) vol

\// (h,h Vol\// (V*Vh, V*Vh)vol

S Pl 1Pl 2y < 5ellRIZ2 ) + 511RIGa g

where the last inequality follows for arbitrary e > 0 by Young’s inequality. The second to last
inequality follows from the equality between the negative Bochner Laplacian —A = —V*V
and the connection Laplacian Tr?(V?), which implies the pointwise inequality

g(V*Vh, V*Vh) < dim(M)g(V?h, V2h) = 29(V2h, V2h).
By induction this implies ||h||§.{q(g) < C'q||hH 29+ cq,||h||Hq+1 ) for arbitrary ¢, where ¢, > 0

may be chosen arbitrarily small as long as C; > 0 is big enough (depending on ¢, ¢,). Indeed,
assume this holds for ¢ < @, then we obtain

P10 = IVl 0y
< OQ—1||Vh”L2(g) + C/Q—1HVh||qu(g) = Cé)—thHzl(g) + C’Q_1Hh||12q<z+1(g),

where we denoted the constants Cg,_;,cp_; since we will later also employ a second pair
Cg-1,cg-1 of admissible constants. Now, again inductively, we have

100 < CalltlZagyy + crll Al < ColltlBagy + axCall gy + ercallhlys,

Q-1 j—1 Q-1
< ATz + Bllhlle,, — for A=) C]]e B=]] ¢
Jj=1 i=1 Jj=1

Inserting into the above we get
10l < s AllalZagy + Co Bl e + o-allblen
which concludes the induction step for Co = C, | A/(1-Cq_B) and cq = ¢, ,/(1-Cq_, B)

note that B and ¢y can be made arbitrarily small by taking the ¢,_;, ¢;, 7 < @, sufficiently
Q Q-1 “J
small). Finally, let ¢, ¢ > ¢ arbitrary, then by the above

10y S NPlZ2 )+ MRl a1 gy S WA Z2(0) + Nl oy S - - S IBlZ2(q) + 1l
(9) (9) (9)
as desired. 0

Finally we present the approximation result, which justifies why we could formulate all
the above results for immersions f that have merely finite Sobolev regularity.

Lemma 4.7 (Convergence of Covariant Derivatives and Mean Curvature). Let f, € Imm'(M,R?)
be a sequence of immersions with f, — fs as n — oo in H'(M,R?) for some immersion
foo € Imml(M, R?) and | > 3. Denote by gn, pn, Vn, and H, the metric, volume density,
connection, and mean curvature associated with f,, n € NU{oo} (recall that g, and V,, are
extended to elements and sections of tensor bundles as described in Section 3.4). Then the
following hold.

(a) g — goo in H'™' and thus in C'=3% for all a < 1.

(b) pn — poo in H7Y(M,R) and thus in C'=3%(M,R) for all a < 1.
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(c) Let h,, n € NU {oo}, be sections of the (i, j, m)-tensor bundle with h, — hy in H*

for1 <k <l (inWFP forl <k<I,p€|[l,00), respectively), then V,h, — Veohoo

in H=1 (in WE=2P respectively).

(d) V'h, = V. he in L* for h, — hs in H(M,R).
(e) Vith, — ViZthy in LP for h, — hy in WELP(MR).
(f) Hp = Hoo in H72(M,RY) and thus in W!=3P(M,R?) for all p € [1,00).

Proof.

(d)
(e)
(f)

(a) We have T'f,, = T'fs in HY(M,R?). Since H'~'(M,R) is a Banach algebra
for I > 3, this implies g, = (T fn, T fu-Yrds — (T foo', T foo')rd = goo in H™! in the
sense that the coordinate representation G,, converges to G in H'™! in any chart.
By Sobolev embedding this also implies convergence in C'~*¢ for all @ < 1 and
thus proves the claim for the metric acting on tangent vectors. As for the metric
gn acting on cotangent vectors, note that its coordinate representation is just the
matrix inverse of G,,. Due to fs € Imm'(M, R%) we have that on every chart G is
uniformly bounded away from the set of singular matrices. Due to f, — fs in H'
(and thus in C' by Sobolev embedding), the same holds true for G,,, where the bound
is independent of n. Since matrix inversion is smooth away from singular matrices,
this implies G;' — G} in H™! in any chart, which thus proves the claim for the
metric acting on covectors. Finally, since H'~*(M,R) is a Banach algebra, from the
definition of the fiber metric in Theorem 3.1 we obtain g, — ¢ in H'™' and thus
C'=3% independent of what tensor bundle section it operates on.

Let G, G,, be the matrix representations of g, g, in a chart, then p, = 1/det G,,/ det G

for n € NU{oo}. Since G,, — G in the Banach algebra H'~!, also det G,, — det G
in H='(M,R). By the smoothness and uniform positive definiteness of G on any
chart we further get det G, /detG — det Goo/det G in H=Y(M,R). Finally, since
det G,, > C for some constant C' > 0 independent of n (see previous point) and the
square root is smooth on [C, 00) with uniformly bounded derivatives, we obtain the
desired result.

If we introduce the tensor I',, = V,,—V € H!~2, this follows from V,h, = (V+I,)h,.
Indeed, Vh, — Vhy in H*! (in W*=2P_ respectively) by Section 3.5 and Theo-
rem 4.6. As for I',,h,,, first consider the Hilbert space setting. In the case [ > 4, so that
H'=? is a Banach algebra, I',,h,, converges to ['soheo in H" with n = min{l — 2, k} >
k —1 [33, Lemma 2.3], as desired. For [ = 3 and k = 2 we again have I',h,, = ['ooheo
in H', as desired (this time, h, lies in the Banach algebra). Finally, for [ = 3 and
k =1 we have I',h, — ['sohoo in L2, as desired, since by Sobolev embedding both T,
and h,, converge in any LY. Next, consider the non-Hilbert space setting. Here one
can directly check ' h, — I'aohoeo in W* 2P since by Sobolev embedding I',, — I's
in W*=24 for any q.

This follows from the fact V,h, = VA, — Vhs = Vooheo in H=YM, TM) and the
previous point.

Again, this follows from V,h, = Vh, — Vhe = Vaohe in WI=2P(M, T M) and the
previous points.

Denote by S, = V,, T f, and S, = V1T fs the second fundamental form of f,, and
foo, respectively. Since T'f,, — T f in H=!, we have S,, — S, in H'=2 by point ((c)).
Together with point ((a)) and the fact that pointwise multiplication H'~! x H'=2 —
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H'=2 is continuous for [ > 3 we obtain H, = Tr*(S,) — Tr%*(S.) = He in
Hl_Q. ]

As a consequence, (5), (6), and (7) indeed do not only hold for f € Imm(M,R?) and
h € C®°(M,R): Let f, — f € Imm*(M,R?) in H3(M,R?) with f, smooth (and associated
Gns P> Hn, V) and h,, — h in WHL(M R) with h,, smooth (which is possible by density of
smooth functions), then

pnh? = ph%,  puVyuh, — pVh, and p,Hph, — pHh in L
by Theorem 4.7 for I = 3 and Sobolev embedding so that || 2y 22¢g,) = |2l 22(g9), | Vil L1 (gn) —
VA1), and ||[|Halhnllzig,) — II|H|A]L1g) and thus (5) holds. Likewise, if h, — h in
WhP(M,R), by an analogous argument we obtain that all norms in (6) converge, and if
h, — h in W2P(M,R), we obtain that all norms in (7) converge (note that V,h, = Vh, —
Vh = Vh in L*" by Sobolev embedding).

5. BOUNDING GEOMETRIC QUANTITIES ON METRIC BALLS

This section contains the main technical estimates which we will need to prove the desired
completeness result. The basic strategy will be to prove Lipschitz continuity of several
geometric functions on metric balls, which will in turn allow us to bound the corresponding
quantities. Here we recall that a function on a Riemannian manifold is called Lipschitz
continuous if it is so with respect to the Riemannian distance.

In order to prove Lipschitz continuity on metric balls, we will repeatedly use the following
corollary of Gronwall’s inequality (cf. [13, Lemma 5.7]).

Lemma 5.1 (General Lipschitz Bounds). Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold, possibly of
infinite dimension, and let I be a normed space. Let f : M — F be a C'-function such that
for each metric ball B,(y) in M there exists a constant C' with

[Tefolle < CA+|f@)p)vlle  forall z € B(y), veT:M.

Then f is Lipschitz continuous on every metric ball and in particular bounded on every
metric ball.

The first result concerns the boundedness of the total volume, which requires the mildest
conditions for the metric G.

Lemma 5.2 (Volume Bound). Let | > 3 and let G be a smooth Riemannian metric on
Imm' (M, R?) such that
1Blle, 2 IVAL2(g).
Then the function
VVol : (Imm!(M,R?), G) — R
is Lipschitz continuous and thus uniformly bounded on any G-metric ball in Imm' (M, R?).

Proof. Let f € H*((0,1),Imm!(M,R?)) be a path of immersions with velocity f. The first
variation of the total volume is given by

d,Vol = /M g(Tf,V f)vol,

see e.g. [9, Section 4]. Using that
) 7412 = Tr(g™g) = dim(M) = 2
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we obtain
1 :
a\/w\: / T 1.V f)vol
1 o 1/2 1/2
< Vf,Vf)vol /2\/01)
i ([ awivina) ([
1 . 1/2 1 .
=5 ([ atvivima) < ol
which concludes the proof via Theorem 5.1. 0

We note that this result only gives us a control of the volume from above, but not from
below. This is not surprising as we would expect to need a higher order or a scale invariant
metric to control the volume also from below. It turns out that assuming control of the
L*-norm of Vh allows us to control several important quantities, which we will study in the
next Theorem.

Lemma 5.3 (Surface Metric Bound). Let [ > 3 and let G be a smooth Riemannian metric
on Imm' (M, R%) such that

1hlle; 2 IV Al Lo g)-
Then the functions
g: (Imm'(M,R?),G) —» (H™" (M, T"M @ T*M), || - || 1)) ,
g ' (Imm' (M, R, G) —» (H™H (M, TM @ TM),|| - || 1)

are Lipschitz continuous and thus uniformly bounded on any G-metric ball in the space
Imml(M, R%). By definition, the same holds true for the induced fiber metric.

Remark 5.4 (Immersion Property and Equivalence of LP(g) and L?(g) Norms). Theorem 5.3
immediately implies that the volume density p = vol/vol is uniformly bounded from below
and above on G-metric balls, i.e., for any G-metric ball B,(fo) of radius r > 0 centered at
fo € Imm' (M, RY) there exist constants Cy,Cy > 0 such that

Ci <p<(Cy almost everywhere on M.

This automatically guarantees that the immersion property is preserved on G-metric balls.
Furthermore, this allows us to freely pass from L*(g) norms to LP(g)-norms (and vice versa)
in all the following estimates.

Proof of Theorem 5.3. To prove this result we start by noting the “change of norms formulas”
(cf. Theorem 3.2)

95 = Te(9™'g9™'9) = Tr(gg g9~ ") = lg~'I5,
and similarly when we swap g and g. For B € L(T'M,T*M) we have with Theorem 3.2
|B|Z =Tr(g"'B*g 'B) =Tr(g ‘99~ 'B'g ‘99" B)
=Ti(g(g~'B"g g9~ Bg ")) =9((9~'Bg")",g By ')
<lg7'BG glgT BTy < |97 B*lglg ™" Blglg 5
= |9 B"lylg™" Blylgl; = IBl5lgl3
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where in the last equality we used, for A = ¢7'B € End(T'M), the equality
Ay = Tr(g " A"gA) = Tr(g~ "By ™' B) = | Bl;.
Now let f € H*((0,1),Imm'(M,R?)) be again a path of immersions with velocity f and

choose B = 2sym(V f, T f)ga and A = g 'B, where (-, -)ga refers to the Euclidean inner
product in the codomain of T'f, Vf : TM — R?. We have, using (9),

[Alg = |Blg = 2| sym(Vf, T f)palg < 2V f, Tf)raly < 2T el VFly = V8V fl,.
We now recall the following first variations formulas from the proofs of [9, Section 4],
Org = QSym<Vf,Tf>Rd = B,
0y~ =—g ' (Dg)g™
We thus have (cf. Theorem 3.2)
|0uglg = |Blg < !BI l9lg = VBIV flslgls.
0972 = g~ ' Bg'2 = Tr(gAg 'gAg ")
= Ti(g~ (gA) H(gA)) = [9Al;
< [glalAl; = 197 51 Al; = 8V fI5l97 2.

From this the result follows via Theorem 5.1. ]

(10)

Next we aim to estimate derivatives of the metric, i.e. we will consider the tensors I' as
defined in (2). In the next Theorem we will bound these quantities and in addition consider
bounds on the second fundamental form S.

Lemma 5.5 (Christoffel Symbol and Second Fundamental Form Bounds). Let [ > 3 and let
G be a smooth Riemannian metric on Imm'(M,RY) such that

klle; 2 I1V2hllzo(g) + VAl ()

for some p € [1,00]. Then the functions
S+ (Imm'(M,RY), G) — (H(M, T"M* @ R). || - |n(q) ,
H - (Imm (M, RY) G) — (HZ_Q(Ma RY), || - HLP(E)) g

r,: (Imm (M, Rd),G) — (HH(M, T*M** @TM), || - |r@) » * € {#,b},

are Lipschitz continuous and consequently uniformly bounded on any G-metric ball in Imm' (M, R%).
By (3), the analogous estimates hold for T of all types.

Proof. The assumption ||h|lc, 2 [V p~(g) implies by Theorem 5.3 and Theorem 5.4 that
the LP(g) and LP(g) norms are uniformly equivalent on metric balls, hence in the following
we will use the LP(g) norm in order to expedite the calculations.

Let f € H'((0,1),Imm’(M,R%)) be again a path of immersions with velocity f. Since
S = VTf and V is independent of ¢, a direct calculation shows that

S =0NTf =0,V +T,)Tf=V0f~+05L,(Tf),
and thus, using (9), we have

’ats|g < ‘VQf’g + \/ilatrb‘g
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Taking the pth power and integrating, we obtain
(11) 10:S N1 2o @) S IV Fllo(e) + 10T || 2o(g)-

We now evaluate [|0,I';||r(4). Since V is independent of the immersion f (and consequently
of time ¢) we have that 0,I', = 0,V (note that while V is a differential operator of order 1, its
time derivative is tensorial, so the equality makes sense). The following (implicit) formula
for the variation of the covariant derivative has been derived in [8, Lemma 5.8],

(12) g(OV)X,Y),2)=3(VOg) XY ®Z+Y®X®Z-Z0X®Y).

Here X, Y and Z are vector fields on M, and we write V(X,Y) = VY. Using the variation
formula for the metric (10) we obtain

(13) Vo9 = V2sym(Vf, T f)ra = 2sym(V2f, T ga + 2sym(V f, VT f)ga
= 2sym(V2f, T f)ga + 2sym(V £, S)ga.
We thus have
IV 0l o) < 2 [sym (V2. T f)e

LP(g) 2 HSYm(Vf’ S)rd

Lr(g)

© 3/2||02 f ;

< 27°(VE fllzegg) + 20V fllzoe () 1S o) -
Using (12) and the fact that g~! is uniformly bounded on metric balls, we obtain
(14) 18:Tsll2oe) S NIVl Loe) S NV f o) + IV f (@) 1S ] oo)-

Combining with (11) we therefore obtain, using our assumptions on G, that

10:S [ Log) S NV Fllenig) + IV =@ IS Nlzety S (1 + 1S e) 1 f e,
and thus, using again Theorem 5.4,
10:S ey S (L4 1SN ze@) 1 f lley

which implies the result for S using Theorem 5.1. The result for I', follows similarly from

(14), using the boundedness of ||S||1r(g) on metric balls. The result for I'; is analogous.
Finally, the Lipschitzness of H follows from the Lipschitzness of S and of g=! (which

follows by Theorem 5.3), as H = Tr(g~'9). O

In the case of H3-immersions we need one more estimate which will allow us to control
the highest order derivatives appearing in the metric.

Lemma 5.6 (Christoffel Symbol and Second Fundamental Form Derivative Bounds). Let
1 >3 and let G be a smooth Riemannian metric on Imm'(M,R?) such that

Ihlle, 2 1VPhlizgg) + VAl Lsg) + VAl ).
Then the functions
VS (Imm'(M,RY), G) — (H' (M, T*M** @ RY), || - |l 12(5)) »
vf* . (Imml(M, Rd),G) — (Hl_g(M7 T*M®3 ®TM)7 || : ||L2(§)) ) * € {Jjab}a

are Lipschitz continuous and thus uniformly bounded on any G-metric ball in Tmm'(M,R%).
By (3), the analogous estimates hold for T' of all types.
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Proof. Let f € H'((0,1), Imm’(M,R%)) be a path of immersions with velocity f. Following
the proof of Theorem 5.5 we have
NS =V9,8 =VV2f +V(OITSf)=V3f —TVf + (OVITf +oIVTf
= V3 —TV%f 4+ (V)T f + 9IS — LT T,

where, for the sake of simplicity, we omitted the type of I' as well as how it contracts with
the tensor it acts on. Hence we estimate, using (9) and Hoélder’s inequality,

10V S\ r2@) < V3 Flliz) + 1T ea@) IV Fl zacg) + 10T | 22 1S 2 o)
+ V200 |14 IT | 24y + V200V T || 12(g)-

Using our assumptions on Gy, Theorem 5.5 (which implies uniform boundedness of ||T'| .4
and [|S]|z4(g) on metric balls), estimate (14) and the equivalence of the g and g norms, we
obtain that, uniformly on any metric ball,

(15) 10:V SN2 S I1f ey + 10V Ty | 2g)-

We now estimate [|0; VD[ z2¢,). Using again that V is independent of the immersion f
(and consequently of time ¢) we have
(16) 3,5va = vatrb = vatv = V@tv - F@tv

Using (14) and Theorem 5.5 (which implies uniform boundedness of ||I'||,4) on the metric
ball), the last term can be bounded via

(17) ITO,V || 125) < TN 2110V 1 240) = TNl 1) 10Tl 22y S 11l -
For the other term, V9,V, we apply V on both sides of (12) to obtain
g(VONV)X,Y), Z) + R
=V[g((OV)(X,Y),2)] = V[A(VOg) (XY @ Z+Y @ X®Z-Z@ X QY)]
— {(VVa) (X®YRZ+YOX®Z-Z20XaY)+ Ry,

where Ry, Ry are summands depending linearly and nontrivially on (VX, VY, VZ). As Vo,V
is tensorial, we must have R; = Ry (which one can also verify by explicit calculation using
again (12)). Since ¢! is uniformly Lipschitz in L°°(g) on metric balls (by Theorem 5.3 and
the assumption that ||hl|¢, 2 ||[Vh| (), we obtain

(18) ||V8tVHL2(g) ~ ||VV8tg||L2(g)
Using equation (13) we calculate
VVoig =V (25ym(V2f, T f)ps + 25ym(V f, S)z )
= 2sym(V> [, Tf)ga + 4sym(V2f, S)ga + 2sym(V f, V.S )ga.

We estimate the L?-norm of each of the three terms separately. For the first term we
calculate, using (9),

125ym(V3 £, T fhgallr2g) S VP Fll2()-

The second term can be estimated as
[4sym(V2f, S)rall 2y S IV fllag IS zace) S NIV fllna
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using the uniform boundedness of ||S||.1G) on metric balls from Theorem 5.5. For the third
term we calculate

12sym(V f, V) gallz2(g) < 2V f ]l Lo IV Sl £2()
= 2|V fll(0)[IVS + TS| 2(9)
< 2||VJ5||L°°(9) (”vSHH(g) + ||FS||L2(9))
< 2|V fllz=(e) (IVSllz2e) + Tl s 1Sl 240)
S A+ IVSlz@)IV fll=(o)-
Combining these three estimates with (16), (17) and (18), we obtain
(19) 10:VTs p2(g) S (1 + VSN2l f 6y
which, together with (15), implies
10:V S| 20y S (1 + VSN2 )l f 6

hence the result for VS follows from Theorem 5.1. Once we know that V.S is uniformly
bounded on metric balls, (19) and Theorem 5.1 imply the result for I'y, from which the
results for other types of I' follow. O

The above estimates are sufficient to prove completeness for the mean-curvature-weighted
H3-metrics. To obtain the result for higher order metrics, we need additional estimates on
higher order derivatives of the metric and of I', which we present in the next two lemmas.

Lemma 5.7 (Metric Controls Lipschitz Constants of Derivatives). Let [ > k > 3 and let G
be a smooth Riemannian metric on Imm'(M,R?) such that

hlla; 2 IV*hl 22(g) + [IV2R] oo (g) + | VR oo g)-
Then we have, uniformly on every metric ball, that
1hlle, 2 ||Vih||L2(g) for1<i<k,
1hllc, 2 [IVA]| L) for1<i<k-—2.

Proof. By Theorem 5.3 we have that the control on ||Vh||1 (4 implies, in any metric ball,
control on [|Vh|| 2. Thus, by Theorem 4.6 we have, uniformly on a metric ball, ||hllq, 2
V7R 12y for 1 < j < k. Furthermore, by Theorems 5.2 and 5.5 we have that Vol and |H|
are uniformly controlled on metric balls. The claim now follows from Theorem 4.5 for g = 2,
applied to V'h. O

Lemma 5.8 (Christoffel Symbol and Second Fundamental Form Higher Derivative Bounds).
Let 1 >k >3 and let G be a smooth Riemannian metric on Imm'(M,R?) such that

1Rlle, 2 IVEhlz2(g) + V2Rl oo () + VA 2o ()
Then, fori € {k — 3,k — 2} and x € {t,b} the functions
VS (Imm!(M,RY),G) — (H™ 2 (M, T*M® 2 @ RY), || - || 12¢g)) »
VT, : (Imm!'(M,R?),G) — (H=2(M, T*M®D @ TM), || - || 125))
and, fori <k —4 and x € {t,b} the functions
ViS: (Imm'(M,RY),G) — (H™ (M, T*M® T @ R), || - || 1= (g)) »



COMPLETENESS OF INVARIANT METRICS ON THE SPACE OF SURFACES 25
VT, : (Imm'(M,R?),G) — (H™72(M, T*"M®D @ TM), || - || 1= ()

are Lipschitz continuous and thus uniformly bounded (from above) on any G-metric ball in
Imm'(M,R%). By (3), the analogous estimates hold for T' of all types.

Proof. We start by noting that for a tensor X we have
i g1

OV'X =VO,X+) Y Py, V)o(V'T)V X
=1 m=0

20)

=VOX+Y ) Qiym(, V)(V"OI)V VX,

j=1 m=0

where P, and @;;», are homogeneous polynomials of degree j —m — 1 in I' and V that
produce a tensor (e.g., for degree 2 it is a linear combination of I'T" and (VI'), but not of I'V
or VZ or V(I')). This can be easily obtained by induction (writing 9,V X = §,V(V'X)),
using that ,VY = Va,Y + (9,I')Y for any tensor Y and an appropriate type of I'. Keep in
mind that above we simply write I' even though each occurrence of " (e.g., in the summands
of Pj;,,(I', V)) may be of different type. Also note that in (20) we did not indicate explicitly
which indices contract in the products of tensors, since this is irrelevant for the remaining
argument; however, be aware that even the summands of each single polynomial P, (I', V)
differ in how they act on 9;(V™I") and V*7X (analogously for Q;;m (T, V)).

Second, applying V* to both sides of (12) and arguing as in the proof of Theorem 5.6, we
obtain that, uniformly on metric balls, we have

(21) IV'OT||ze ~ [V Deg] o,

using that ¢g=! is uniformly bounded on metric balls (by Theorem 5.3 and the assumption

that [|2flc, 2 [IVA]|L~(g)-
Third, applying V* to both sides of (10), we obtain

(22) Vidhg = 2sym(V O f, T fpa +2> (;) sym(V 9, f, VIS pa.

J=1

Fourth, applying V¢ to 9,5 = V2f + §,L T'f, we obtain that
=y
VoS =V (j) VoIV IS+ VO TS,
=0

Hence, using (9),

i—2
(23) IV'0:S e S IV 2 fllee + D IV AL 1 [V 1o
j=0

+ IV | o || S| oo + | VPOL| 1o

The proof now follows by induction in 7, using that, for m < k=2, [|[V"0, f|L=(g) < 10:f|lc;
uniformly on a metric ball by Theorem 5.7: The base case ¢ = 0 is provided by Theorem 5.5.
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Assume the bounds are established for [ < 7 for some i. Assume first that ¢ < k — 4, then
(21) and (22) imply that on each metric ball we have
i+l
IV arglle S IV il + DIV fll V1S e € (L4 I1V'S]z) | il
j=1
where we used the assumptions on Gy as well as the induction hypothesis for j <. Similarly,
using that [V f[| r2(g). [[VF fll22(g) < || flle, uniformly on a metric ball by Theorem 5.7, for
i € {k — 3,k — 2} we obtain the same estimate with L? instead of L on the leftmost and
rightmost side. Combining this estimate with (21), (23), Theorem 5.7, and the induction
hypothesis yields

IV0S||e S (14 (IS |o)l| Fllsy
where p = o0 for i <k —4 and p=2 fori € {k — 3,k —2}. We now apply (20) to X =S5,
obtaining, for the same values of p,

8.V S| e S (1 + (IS | 2o)l| Fllsy

which proves the induction step for S using Theorem 5.1. The induction step for I' is then
obtained similarly, using (20) for X =I" and the induction step for S O

Remark 5.9 (Improved Bounds Below Top Derivatives). The assumptions of Theorem 5.7
actually also imply that on any metric ball ||h||, 2 |[V* 'h| o) for any p € [1,00). Thus,
the assumptions of Theorem 5.8 imply that for i = k — 3 the bounds are in LP, p € [1,00),
and not only for p = 2. However, we will not need these improved bounds in the following.

6. COMPLETENESS FOR ABSTRACT RIEMANNIAN METRICS ON THE SPACE OF SURFACES

In this Section we present the main results of the article — completeness properties on
the space of surfaces — for an abstract Riemannian metric G under the assumption that G
bounds certain Sobolev norms. We will then construct in Section 7 Sobolev metrics of order
k > 3, that satisfy this assumption.

6.1. Geodesic and Metric Completeness. We start by proving geodesic and metric com-
pleteness. To this end we will need the following assumption for the metric GG, which we will
use throughout the remainder of this section:

Assumption A. Let k > 3 and let G be a smooth Riemannian metric on Imm*(M,R?)
such that on any metric ball we have
(24) lle; 2 IVERIl L2t + V2Rl o) + [Vl ze(g) + 1]l 20)
with p =4 for k=3 and p = oo else.
The completeness result for the abstract Riemannian metric is then given as follows:

Theorem 6.1 (Metric and Geodesic Completeness for General Riemannian Metrics). Let
k > 3 and let G be a smooth Riemannian metric on ITmm*(M,R?) that satisfies Assump-
tion A. We have:
(a) (Imm*(M,R%), G) is metrically and geodescially complete.
(b) If the metric G is in addition invariant under the action of Diff (M), then the geodesic
completeness continues to hold on Imm'(M,R?) for any k < 1 € N and thus, in
particular, on the space of smooth immersions Imm(M,R?).
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Proof. To prove the first statemtent we aim to show that the Riemannian manifold (M, G) =
(Imm* (M, R?), G) satisfies the conditions (a)—(b) of Theorem 2.1 with (M, G) = (H*(M,R?),G")
for G from (4). The main difficulty lies in showing that the metric G dominates the back-
ground H*-metric on metric balls.

In Theorem 5.4 we already discussed that on every G-metric ball in Imm* (M, R?) there
exists C' > 0 such that for every f in the ball the volume density is bounded by C| i.e.,

Ivol/voll| o = [[pllz > C,
which shows that condition (b) of Theorem 2.1 is satisfied. It remains to prove condition (a),

i.e., to show that the background H*-metric G" from (4) is uniformly upper bounded by G
on metric balls.

We first treat the case £k = 3 and will deal with general k > 3 afterwards. To bound
the L>term of G by the L?-term of G one only needs to control the volume density of f,
which follows directly from Theorem 5.4. It remains to look at the highest order term, i.e.,
we consider the H3-term only. Using Theorem 5.3 we can bound the volume density p and
(finite-dimensional) Riemannian metric g on metric balls leading to

/ G(V°h, V' h)vol < / g(V°h, ¥ h)vol.
M M

Next we convert the covariant derivative V of the background metric § to the covariant
derivative V of the metric g using the tensors I' as introduced in (2),

/ g(V°h, ¥ h)vol = / g(VTh, YV Th)vol
M M

_ /M g (V((V = TYTh), V(Y — T)Th)) vol

(25) < / g (V(VTh),V(VTh)) vol + / g (V(I'Th),V(LTh)) vol.

We treat the two terms separately. To bound the first term we repeat the same procedure
to obtain

/ g (V(VTh),V(VTh)) vol

Y

< / g (V?*Th,V>Th) vol + / g (V' Th,T'VTh)vol
M M

(26) < Gi(h,h) + / ¢ (DVTh, DVTh) vol.
M

By Theorem 5.5, our assumption on the metric G implies that I is uniformly bounded in L*
on metric balls, and thus, using Cauchy—Schwarz on the second term of (26) yields

(27) / g (IN'Th,TVTh) vol
M

< ( /M g(VTh,VTh)2V01)1/2 ( /M g(F,F)2V01)1/2

1/2
< (/ g(VTh,VTh)zvol) < Gy(h, h).
M
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To bound the second term in (25) we calculate

/ g (V(I'Th),V(L'Th)) vol

g VF Th+TVTh,(VI)Th + FvTh) vol

g ((VD)Th, (VI)Th) vol + / g (TVTh,I'VTh) vol
M

N

N

g ((VT)Th, (VT)Th) vol + / g (INTh,TVTh)vol
M

+ / g (TTTh,TTTh) vol.
M

The second term is similar to (27) (only the type of I' and its contraction with VT'h differ)
and can be bounded in the same way. Note that here I' acts only on part of the (0,2)
tensor VT'h and that the notation 'VT'h is thus ambiguous, but this ambiguity is irrelevant
for our estimates. For the third term we use again Theorem 5.5 to control I' in L* and
our assumptions on G' to control ||Th| = by [|hl/g,. It remains to control the first term.
Using again the assumption that we control T'h in L*°, the problem reduces to the control
of ||Vl z2(g) ~ VT || z2(5), which holds by Theorem 5.6 and our assumptions on the metric
G. This concludes the proof of condition (a) for k£ = 3.

Next we treat the case £ > 3. Note that the proof also holds for £ = 3 and that the
previous presentation of this special case was merely for readability. Similar to the case
k = 3, we only need to bound the highest order term as the L?-term can be handled using

Theorem 5.3. We start by investigating V'h = (V —=T)*Th. We claim that, for any k, the
expression (V — I)*1Th is a sum of terms of the form

(28) vi(D)... V(D) VI T = V(D) L V(D) VTR,
m t?l;‘ms m ;(;Fms

where

0<m<k—-1, 0<i<k—1—m, andi +...+1, =:.

We want to emphasize that I" in each of these terms can be of different type, which for the sake
of readability we do not indicate, and that we do not indicate either how each occurring tensor
acts on the remaining terms (i.e. along which dimensions all tensors contract). However, as
before, this ambiguity is irrelevant for the remaining argument.

Using induction in k, one can easily see that this claim is true: In the base case k£ = 1 one
simply obtains T'h so that the claim holds trivially. For the induction step we need to apply
V — T to a term of the form (28) and check that this yields again terms of the correct type.
This follows by a straightforward calculation.

Using again Theorem 5.3 we can then estimate

/ G(V'h, V' h)vol < / g((V = T)*Th, (V — T)*'Th)vol.
M M

Applying Young’s inequality we can bound the L?(g)-norm of (V — I')*~!Th by the sum of
the L?(g)-norms of terms of the form (28). To bound these terms we proceed by investigating
them term by term depending on the value of m: For m = 0 (and thus i = 0) we get exactly
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the reparametrization-invariant H"*-term ||V*h||12(,), which can be bounded by assumption.
For m =1 and ¢ = 0 we can estimate via

IV L2 gy < TN e ) IV A2y S T () BIE

where we can control the L®-norm of T' via Theorem 5.5 and the L%norm of V*~1h via
Theorem 5.7. For the remaining terms we have that ¢ +m > 2 and thus we can control
the L>-norm of V¥~"="h using Theorem 5.7. Thus to control these terms we only need to
control

IVA(T) ... V™ (D)2,

If m = 1, then the above term reduces to ||V (T) ”%2@)7

since i; =i < k — 2 (for i < k — 4 note that any L?*-norm can be controlled by the L> norm
via Holder’s inequality and Theorem 5.2). If m = 2 then iy < k —4 and iy < k — 3 (or vice
versa) since i1 + iy < k — 3. Without loss of generality we assume that i; < iy and estimate

99 (D)9 () 32y < 197 (D) V2(0)

which we can control by Theorem 5.8

which is bounded by Theorem 5.8. Finally for m > 3 we estimate
VL) ... V" (D)2 < IV 7o) - - IV (D) [ Foe )

which is bounded again by Theorem 5.8, since i; < k — 4 for all 1 < j < m. Thus we have
concluded the proof of condition (a) for £ > 3. From here the proof of metric and geodesic
completeness on Imm” (M, R?) follows by invoking Theorem 2.1.

The remaining statements on geodesic completeness on Imm'(M,R%) for [ > k follow
directly from the Diff (M )-invariance of the metric G by applying an Ebin—-Marsden type
no-loss-no-gain result [26], cf. [17, 10] for versions that are applicable in the context of the
present article. O

6.2. Existence of Minimizing Geodesics. Next we discuss the existence of minimizing
geodesics for Riemannian metrics on Imm* (A, R?). By requiring an additional property for
the Riemannian metric this will turn out as an immediate consequence of the abstract result
Theorem 2.1, using the estimates we have already proved for the completeness result. We
first formulate this additional assumption for the abstract Riemannian metric G:

Assumption B. Let k > 3 and let G be a smooth Riemannian metric on Imm*(M,R?)

such that the induced path energy E is sequentially lower semicontinuous with respect to
weak convergence in H'((0,1), H*(M,R?)).

Using this existence of minimizing geodesics can be proven as follows:

Theorem 6.2 (Existence of Minimizing Geodesics for General Riemannian Metrics). Let
k > 3 and let G be a smooth Riemannian metric on ITmm*(M,R?) that satisfies Assump-
tions A and B. Then there exists a minimizing geodesic in (Imm"*(M,R?), Q) between any
two surfaces from the same connected component of Imm* (M, R?).

Proof. By Theorem 6.1, the metric G satisfies conditions (a)-(b) from Theorem 2.1. By
assumption, condition (c) is also satisfied. Thus, the result immediately follows from Theo-
rem 2.1. U
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6.3. Induced Results on the Shape Space of Unparametrized Surfaces. In this sec-
tion we will study completeness properties of the space of unparametrized surfaces S*(M, R?)
equipped with the quotient distance of the geodesic distance of a reparametrization-invariant
Riemannian metric on Imm*(M,R?). As explained in Section 3.3 this quotient space does
not carry the structure of a manifold, and thus we do not obtain a Riemannian metric on it,
but we will only view it as a metric space. The first main result of this section is presented
in the following theorem:

Theorem 6.3 (Metric Completeness of the Shape Space S¥(M,R%)). Let k > 3 and let
G be a smooth Riemannian metric on Imm"(M, R?) that satisfies Assumption A. Assume
in addition that G is invariant under the action of Diff*(M). Then (S*(M,R%),dist) is a

complete metric space, where dist denotes the quotient distance of the geodesic distance distg
on Imm"*(M, R%).

To prove this result we first recall the following classic Lemma from metric geometry,
cf. [21, 16]:

Lemma 6.4 (Completeness of Quotient Spaces). Let (M, dist) be a metric space upon which
a group G acts by isometries. If the quotient space M /G is Hausdorff, then the quotient
distance

dist(G - z,G - y) = inf dist(x, h - y)
heg

defines a metric on M /G that is compatible with the quotient topology on M /G. If (M, dist)
is complete, then so is (M/G,dist).

Using this result the proof of metric completeness of S¥(M,R?) is immediate:

Proof of Theorem 6.3. First we recall that the space S*(M,R?) is Hausdorff by [33]. Fur-
thermore, the action of Diff*(M) on Imm*(M,R?) is by isometries, since we assumed that
the Riemannian metric (and thus the corresponding geodesic distance) is invariant under this
action. Finally, by Theorem 6.1 the space (Imm"(A,R%), G) is metrically complete; recall
that metric completeness for a Riemannian manifold means that the manifold is metrically
complete viewed as a metric space with the induced geodesic distance function. Thus the
desired result follows by Theorem 6.4. O

Next we prove the existence of minimizing geodesics and optimal reparametrizations. Here
we will denote an equivalence class of surfaces via [f] := f o Diff*(M) for f € Imm"* (M, R?).

Theorem 6.5 (Minimizing Geodesics on the Shape Space S*(M,R?)). Let k > 3 and let
G be a smooth Riemannian metric on Imm*(M,RY) that satisfies Assumptions A and B.
Assume in addition that G is invariant under the action of Diff*(M). Then we have:
(a) Existence of Optimal Reparametrizations: For any [fi], [f2] € S¥(M,R?) in the
same connected component there exists an optimal reparametrization p € Diffk(M)
attaining the infimum in the definition of the quotient distance,

dist([f1],[f2]) = inf diste(fi, f20¢) = distc(f1, f209).
pEDIffF (M)

(b) Shape Space is a Geodesic Length Space: For any [fi],[f2] € S*(M,R%)

i the same connected component there exists a connecting minimizing geodesic in

SE(M,RY).
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Proof. First, we note that (b) follows immediately from (a) and the existence of minimizing
geodesics in Imm* (M, R?) as proved in Theorem 6.2. To prove (a), fix [fi] and [f] in the
same connected component, and consider ,, € Diff*(M) such that

dist([/1], [f2]) = lim dista(f1, f2 0 n)-

Consider paths f* € H'((0,1), Imm*(M,R?)) such that f*(0) = f; and f"(1) = f, 0 ¢, and
such that

lim E(f") = dist([fi] [F)"

Thus, it is clear that f"(t), for all n and ¢, lie in a large enough metric ball centered at
fi. Arguing as in Theorem 2.1, we obtain that f" is bounded in H((0,1), H*(M,R?)).
Thus f" converges weakly in this space to some f € H'((0,1), H*(M,R%)), hence also in
C%2([0,1], H*(M,R%)), and, by the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem and the compact embedding
of H*(M,R%) into H*¢(M,R%) for all ¢ > 0, up to extracting a subsequence we even
have f* — f strongly in C°([0,1], H*=¢(M,R%)). In particular we have f(0) = f, and
f(1) = lim, f*(1) = lim, f2 o ©,, where the limit is taken in H*¢. As a consequence,
[f(1)] is arbitrarily close to [f2 o ©,] = [f2] in S¥~¢(M,R?). Since the space S*~¢(M,R?)
is Hausdorff [16, Proposition 6.2], we obtain that f(1) = f, o ¢ for some ¢ € Diff*<(M).
The proof is done if we show that ¢ € Diff*(M). Note that f(1), f» € H* (since f(1) is the
H*-weak limit of f*(1)). Thus, it is sufficient to show that (locally) f, ' : fo(M) — M is an
H*-map, since ¢ = f, ' o f(1) and the composition of H* maps stays in H*. Here, we need
to work locally as f; might not be an embedding.

This claim follows by the same standard argument in differential geometry as is employed
for the fact that, for a C*-embedding f : M — R%, f(M) is a C*-manifold (with respect to
the ambient atlas defined by graphs over the tangent spaces in RY) and the inverse of f is
also C*. The only additional ingredient needed is that the inverse of an invertible H*(R¢, R¢)
map, for k > % + 1, is also in H*, as shown in [33]. O

7. COMPLETENESS PROPERTIES OF THE CURVATURE-WEIGHTED H*-METRIC

In this Section, we will construct a family of reparametrization-invariant mean-curvature-
weighted H*-metrics for k > 3 that satisfy both Assumptions A and B, which in turn directly
leads to a proof of our main result Theorem 1.1.

Definition 7.1 (Mean-Curvature-Weighted H*-Metric). Forl >k >3 and f € Imml(M, ]Rd)
and hy,hy € Tflmml(M, R?) we consider the mean-curvature-weighted H* inner product
given by

(29) Gl}(hh ha) = / hy - hy + [H|* (Q(Vhl, Vhs) + g(V?hy, V2h2)) + Q(thl, th2) vol,
M

where g, H,vol and V all depend on the surface f.

First, we note that G’} is well-defined for [ > k > 3, that is, the terms in the integrand are
integrable. Indeed, if [ > 4 then by the Sobolev embedding H'=2(M) C L>(M) it follows
that the mean curvature H is uniformly bounded, from which the integrability of the middle
terms in G’}‘ immediately follows with Theorem 3.3. In the case | = k = 3, we have that
H'"2 = H' C L? for any p < oo, hence both the mean curvature H and the terms V?2h;



32 MARTIN BAUER, CY MAOR, AND BENEDIKT WIRTH

are in, say, L% so that the most difficult term |H|*g(V?hy, V2hy) is integrable (note that we
always have that g and p = vol/vol are in L>).

Next we show that the Riemannian metric G* satisfies the two main assumptions, which
we needed to prove completeness and existence of minimizing geodesics:

Theorem 7.2. Let M be a two-dimensional, closed manifold, letd, k > 3 and let Immk(M, R%)
be the space of immersed surfaces equipped with the curvature-weighted H*-metric G* from
(29). We have:

(a) G* is a smooth Riemannian metric, which is invariant under the action of the dif-
feomorphism group Diff*(M) as defined in Section 3.3.
(b) G* satisfies both Assumption A and Assumption B.

Proof. Item (a): The invariance of G’} under the action of the diffeomorphism group follows
directly by an application of the transformation formula for integrals as well as the fact
(Vih)op =V o, (hoyp) for any ¢ € Diff (M) (where the index to V indicates what immersion
the covariant derivative is associated with). Thus it only remains to show that G* depends
smoothly on the foot-point f, which is non-trivial as all the terms in the definition of G¥ —
e.g., the covariant derivative V and the mean curvature H — depend highly nonlinearly on
the immersion f. For Sobolev type metrics, even of fractional order, this has been studied
in detail in previous work [43, 10], and the metric (29) satisfies the conditions derived there.
This is, however, somewhat difficult to see, and for the reader’s convenience we give a direct
proof in the following. To this end we first rewrite the inner product as

Gl}(hh ha) = / (9(h17 ha) + [H|*g(Vhy, Vhs)

M

+ [H*g(Vhy, Y¥hy) + g(V* T hy, V’HWQ)) ot

where we used that V acting on functions does not depend on the immersion f and thus we
have Vh = Vh for any h € TyImm" (M, R?). Next we study the individual components of this
inner product: The mapping f — p is a smooth mapping from Imm* (M, R?) to H*~' (M, R%)
by [10, Lemma 3.1]; similarly the mapping f — H is smooth as a mapping from Imm®* (M, R?)
to H*2(M,R%). Finally, by [4, Lemma 3.5] the mapping f ~ V is smooth as a mapping
from Tmm*(M,R?) to L(H*(M,E), H*"'(M,T*M ® E)) for any vector bundle E over M
and s € [0,k — 1]. Note that we cannot choose s = k, but this is not a problem since we
rewrote the inner product before to exchange the first V with a V. From here the result
follows by the module properties of Sobolev spaces, cf. [14].

Item (b), Assumption A: By definition the metric G* includes the first and last term
on the right-hand side of condition (24) and thus trivially bounds these two terms. The
third term, [|[Vh| (), follows by applying the Sobolev embedding theorem, as stated in
Theorem 4.5, to Vh,

IVhl < CVVOL(I92h 20y + [HIPVhll ) < Gl(h b,

where we used in the last step that the total volume is controlled on metric balls by Theo-
rem 5.2.
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For the remaining term, || V2h||s(y), we distinguish again between k = 3 and k > 3. For
k = 3 Theorem 4.2 implies

192kl < C (92l i2g) + IVIHIV Bl 2y + IV hlL20)

< € (I9%hllz2(o) + I1v/T+ THIEV?hllgagq) + VAl 120, )
< G, ),

where we used that /(1 + |H|*) > /|H] as well as Theorem 4.6. For k > 3 we apply the
same argument as we used above for ||Vh| = to bound ||[V?h||re.

Item (b), Assumption B: To show the weak sequential lower semicontinuity of f +— E(f),
let us abbreviate, for any [, a, p,

LP = LP(M,N), H" = H'(M,N), W" = W"(M, N),
L*IP = L*((0,1),LP), L?H' = L*((0,1), H"), H'H' = H'((0,1), H"),
CoL? = C°([0,1], L), C°H' = C°([0,1], HY, W' = C°([0, 1], W'P),
cOc® = C°([0,1],C°%(M, N)), Cc*H' = C**([0,1], HY),

where the codomain N should always be clear from the context (most often N = R?) and the
norms of function spaces on M are always with respect to the background metric g unless
otherwise specified.

Next we consider a sequence f* — f weakly in HYH*. By ||h; — hsl||gx = || fst By dr| g <
fst Aol grdr < A/t — s]||Al|lp2me (using Holder’s inequality in the last step), we have the
continuous embedding H'H* — C%Y/2H%_ Hence also f* — f weakly in C®Y2H*. Further-
more, since by Sobolev embedding H* embeds compactly into W*~1? for any p > 1, we may
apply the Arzela—Ascoli Theorem to obtain another subsequence (still indexed by n) with
f* — f strongly in COWk-1»,

Let us denote the (time-dependent) metric, volume density, covariant derivative, and mean
curvature on surface f™ by ¢", p", V,,, H,, (analogously for f).

Since T f™ — Tf in C'W*=2P and since W*~2? forms a Banach algebra for p large enough
[1, V Theorem 5.23], we have g" = (T f™ T f"Vga — (T f-,Tf)ga = g in COW* 2P As in
the proof of Theorem 4.7 (a) this implies convergence of the extended metric (on arbitrary
tensor bundles)

gt =g in COWk=2r 5 0000
(and the same for its inverse, exploiting that inverting an operator is smooth for operators
with eigenvalues bounded away from zero). Consequently, also

Pl —=p in C°C°.

We also require convergence of the change of metric operator that turns g into ¢”. In detail,
note that the operator g—tg" : TM — TM is positive definite g-selfadjoint, thus has a unique
positive definite g-selfadjoint square root R™ : T'M — T'M that depends smoothly on g". It
is straightforward to check g(R"X, R"Y) = ¢"(X,Y) for any tangent vectors X,Y € TM.
Analogously one can define R" as an endomorphism on (TM)® @ (T*M)%® @ (R?)®™ with
same properties. The above convergence of " implies

R" > R  in COW"r2P — 0000,
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Next we consider the convergence of I',, = V,,—V. Working in a chart, I',, can be expressed
as the difference of the Christoffel symbols (of the second kind, see Section 3.4) associated
with ¢" and g, where with a slight abuse of notation we also use ¢",g for the respective
coordinate representations of the metrics. The Christoffel symbols of the second kind are
sums of products of (¢")~!, which converge to g=! in COW*=2? with derivatives of g", wich
converge in COW* =32 If k > 3, then W*~3P is a Banach algebra for p large enough [1, V
Theorem 5.23] so that these Christoffel symbols of g™ converge to those of g in COW*=3»_ If
k=3, then (¢")™' — g~ in COW'P — CYL*> while the derivatives of g" converge in C°LP.
In either case we arrive at

I, €e C°H*?%  with I, —=T  in COW"3»r
if I" acts on tangent vectors and analogously if it acts on arbitrary tensors.

Now consider the mean curvature. We have V,,T'f" = VT f" + I', T f", of which the first
summand converges to VT f in COW*=3P <3 COLP and the second to I'Tf in C°LP/? (as the
product of two functions converging in C°L?). Consequently, we have convergence of the
second fundamental forms S, = V,Tf* — VT'f = S in C°LP/2. Together with the uniform
convergence (g")~! — ¢g~! this implies

H, = Tr((¢")'S,) = Tr(g'S)=H  in COLP/2
Finally, we have
V"=V Vf=Vf  weakly in L2H"* ' — L?LP,
as well as (using sz” — ?215 weakly in L2H*2 < L[2[P and Vf" — Vf weakly in
L?H*! — L2LP while T, — I strongly in C°LP)
Vif” :va.”—i—anf” 4v2f+FVf: Vif weakly in L2LP/2.
Likewise,
VEfr ~V*f  weakly in L*L?,

which can be obtained as follows: Expanding Vflf” = (V+T,)kfn = (V + I,)* 1T f" and
applying the product rule for derivatives of products and contractions of tensors, one obtains
a large sum of products between a (higher order) derivative of f™ and (higher or zero order)

derivatives of multiple I',,. Exactly one summand, v f”, contains no I',,, and it converges
weakly to v fin L?L% Again exactly one summand, [Vkﬁfn]T f™, contains only a single
derivative of f*, and it converges weakly to [V' TI]7f in L?>L? as can be seen as follows:

Due to V' T, € C°L? and T f™ € L2C° one can readily check that the product lies in L2L2.
Now for any smooth ¢ we have

/0 1 /M $(V"°T,)T fvoldt = /0 1 /M T (6T ) T, voldt

1 1
= o —=k—3 —— —k—2 —
- /O /M Vi (6Tf) V' Tvoldt = /0 /M (V' T)T fvoldt

since Tf" — Tf weakly in L2H*', ¢ is smooth, and vk_:il"n N v strongly in CYLP.
Finally, all other summands contain in total at most & — 3 derivatives of (multiple) I, (which
all converge in C°LP) and at most k — 1 derivatives of f* (which converge weakly in L2L?),
so all other summands converge weakly in L?L? for p large enough.
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In summary, we obtain
lim inf B(f") = lminf ||/ f"[3ap + VA Hal2R'V 0 7 3
+ IV MRV 22 + VPRV |72
>[IV are + IVAIHI RV f 2212
+ VAIHP RV f1IZ2 2 + | VPRV 7212 = E(F)

since the argument of each norm converges weakly in L2L? and the norm is weakly lower
semicontinuous. O

Remark 7.3 (Other Choices for G*). From the above proof we note that the metric G* is
not the optimal choice in terms of the chosen powers of the mean curvature weight, e.q. for
the H3-case we could choose

G (h1, ha) = / (1, ha) + [H['g(VIhn, Vha) + f(H)g(V?hi, Viho) + g(VPha, VPhy)vol,
M

where f(x) : R? — [0, 00) is any smooth function that grows at least like |x|, and would still
satisfy both Assumption A and Assumption B.

Remark 7.4 (Existence Conditions). The coercivity condition from Assumption A will en-
sure sequential compactness of the set of finite energy paths between fy and fy. This and the
lower semicontinuity condition, Assumption B, represent the typical ingredients of a vari-
ational existence proof. Eramples where the lower semicontinuity condition is violated and
thus existence of minimizing geodesics is not expected to hold include metrics Gy that depend
in a nonconvexr way on V¥, such as

Gy(h,h) = G%(h,h) (1 + /M 1 —exp[—(1—|V*f*)?] vol) :

which encourages |V* f| = 1 (for concrete counterezamples to existence of minimizing geodesics
it may actually be easier to replace, in the last integral, f by its first component and V by
Vx for a fized given vector field X on M ).

Using the above our main result immediately follows:

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We have shown in Theorem 7.2 that G is a smooth, reparametrization-
invariant metric on Imm* (M, R?) that satisfies Assumptions A and B. Thus all statements
of the theorem follow by invoking Theorems 6.1 to 6.3 and 6.5. OJ

APPENDIX A. TABLE OF NOTATION

Below we summarize some of the main notations used in the paper. These notations are
explained in Section 3.

General Notation

M a two-dimensional, closed manifold; the parameter space
Imm (M, R%) the space of smooth immersions in R? with d > 3

Imm' (M, R%) the space of H' immersions in R? with [ > 2

SY(M,R?) the space of unparametrized H' immersions in R?

f € Imm‘(M,R?) an immersion

[f] € SY(M,R?) an unparametrized immersed surface
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h € TyImm' (M, R?) a tangent vector to the space of immersions

(-, Vpa the Euclidean inner product on R?

Tr trace of an endomorphism

Surface Geometry

q a fixed background Riemannian metric on M

vol the volume density of g

v the Levi-Civita derivative of g

g=f) the pullback metric of f

vol the volume density of f

\Y the Levi-Civita derivative of f

Vol total volume of f

S=VTf the vector-valued second fundamental form of f
H="Tr(g7'S) the vector-valued mean curvature of f

r=v-vV deviation from the background covariant derivative
I particular instances of I'" acting on tangent and cotangent vec-

tors, respectively

Riemannian Metrics on Imm'(M, RY)

G* mean-curvature-weighted, reparametrization-invariant H*-
metric as defined in Theorem 7.1

el background H*-metric as defined in Theorem 3.4
distg distance metric induced by Riemannian metric G
dist distance in a metric space

Induced Norms on T;Imm' (M, R9)

IPllc, norm of h € TyImm'(M,R?) w.r.t. a metric G
12| £2(g) L?-norm of h € TyImm'(M,R?) w.r.t. vol

2l L2(q) L?-norm of h € TyImm'(M,R?) w.r.t. vol
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