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Abstract. We present sufficient criteria for the equivalence of tame knots at low regularity. To
this end, we introduce a localized version of Gromov’s distortion for any closed path-connected
subset of Rn. If two such sets have local Gromov distortion below a universal dimension-
dependent constant gn at some scale, and if their Hausdorff-distance is less than one quarter
of that scale, we can show that the fundamental groups of their complements are isomorphic.
In addition, we construct this isomorphism so that it restricts to the corresponding peripheral
subgroups as an isomorphism as well.

Applied to the images of one-dimensional knots it follows that two knots are equivalent if their
Hausdorff-distance is bounded in terms of the scale under which their local Gromov distortion
is controlled. From that we deduce novel stability results for knot equivalence in the Lipschitz
category, and in the setting of fractional Sobolev regularity below C1. Moreover, we prove a
compactness theorem of knot equivalence classes with respect to weak W 3/2,2-convergence.

As an application we show that the Möbius energy introduced by O’Hara [32] can be mini-
mized within arbitrary prime knot classes under a symmetry constraint, and that these mini-
mizers are in fact critical points and therefore smooth and even real analytic. In particular, in
every torus knot class there are at least two distinct critical knots for the Möbius energy.

Contents

1. Introduction 1
1.1. Motivation 1
1.2. Isomorphic fundamental groups via localized distortion 2
1.3. Stability of knot equivalence 3
1.4. Symmetric critical points for scale-invariant knot energies 4
1.5. Strategy and outline of the paper 5
2. Sets with local distortion below a quarter circle 6
3. Pseudo-gradient flow for the distance function 9
4. Isomorphisms of fundamental groups 12
5. Stability of knot equivalence 15
6. Harmonic substitution 17
7. Weak fractional compactness 23
8. Symmetric critical knots 29
Acknowledgements 31
References 31

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation. The notion of ambient isotopy is used in classical knot theory to distinguish
between different knot classes. It follows from a result of Fisher [20, Theorem 15] that two
knots γ1, γ2 ∈ C0(R/Z,R3) are ambiently isotopic if there exists an orientation preserving
homeomorphism h : R3 → R3 such that h ◦ γ1 = γ2. In concrete applications it might be hard
to come up with such a homeomorphism, but in the smooth category one has the following
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useful stability theorem which to the best of our knowledge has first been explicitly stated and
proven by Diao et al. who give also credit to Ken Millet.

Theorem A (C1-isotopy stability [18, Lemma 3·2], [35], [16, Proposition 3.1]). For any im-
mersed embedded curve γ ∈ C1(R/Z,R3) there is some number ϵγ > 0 such that all curves
η ∈ C1(R/Z,R3) with ∥γ − η∥C1 < ϵγ are embedded and ambiently isotopic to γ.

This result also follows from the fact that any C1-isotopy can be extended to an ambient
isotopy in arbitrary dimensions and co-dimensions which was proven1 by the first author in [1].
The C1-stability of isotopy is used quite frequently in geometric knot theory where one produces
and investigates specific knot representatives as minimizers or critical points of so-called knot
energies, to obtain more information about their knot classes; see, e.g., the surveys [4, 38–41]
and the many references therein. However, for the most interesting and mathematically more
challenging scale-invariant knot energies such as the Möbius energy2 introduced by O’Hara [32]
the underlying energy spaces do not embed into C1. Therefore, one cannot expect, e.g., that
minimizing sequences for these energies subconverge in C1, so that it is a priori not clear if the
limit curves still belong to the prescribed knot class. One of our goals in the present paper is
therefore to develop criteria for stability of knot classes at low regularity.

For that we consider the slightly weaker notion of knot equivalence instead of ambient isotopy.
Two knots γ1, γ2 ∈ C0(R/Z,R3) are said to be equivalent, denoted by γ1 ∼ γ2, if and only if there
is a homeomorphism h : R3 → R3 such that h(γ1(R/Z)) = γ2(R/Z); cf. [14, p. 4]. It is known,
e.g., that the trefoil knot is not ambiently isotopic to its mirror image; see [9, Theorem 3.39
(b)]. The corresponding reflection, however, is an orientation reversing homeomorphism of
R3 mapping the image of the trefoil knot onto its mirror image, so that the two knots are
equivalent. So, there are more (ambient) isotopy types than knot equivalence classes in knot
space. On the other hand, if two tame arclength parametrized knots are equivalent, then one
can show that they are either ambiently isotopic, or one is ambiently isotopic to the other one’s
mirror image.

Gordon and Luecke studied in [24] the fundamental groups of the knots’ complements, also
called knot groups, and their peripheral subgroups. Combining their work with results of
Waldhausen [43] yields the following sufficient criteria for knot equivalence.

Theorem B (Knot equivalence via knot complements [24, 43]). Let γ1, γ2 ∈ C0(R/Z,R3) be
two tame knots.

(i) If their complements R3 \ γi(R/Z), i = 1, 2, are homeomorphic, then γ1 ∼ γ2.
(ii) If γ1, γ2 are prime and their knot groups π1(R3 \γi(R/Z)), i = 1, 2, are isomorphic, then

γ1 ∼ γ2.
(iii) If the knot groups π1(R3 \ γi(R/Z)), i = 1, 2, are isomorphic and if this isomorphism

induces isomorphic peripheral subgroups Pγi, i = 1, 2, then γ1 ∼ γ2 even if the γi are
composite knots.

Recall that for a set M ⊂ Rn with path-connected complement Rn \M two closed loops
c1, c2 ∈ C0(R/Z,Rn \M) are equivalent if they are homotopic, and that the fundamental group
π1(Rn \M) consists of the respective equivalence classes. The group structure is induced by
concatenation of closed loops containing a fixed base point in Rn \M . The peripheral subgroup
PM ⊂ π1(Rn \ M) then consists of all equivalence classes that possess representative loops
arbitrarily close to M .

1.2. Isomorphic fundamental groups via localized distortion. In order to apply the
results on knot equivalence, i.e., Theorem B, under low regularity assumptions we are going to

1For a proof in the simpler setting of the C2-category see [26, Chapter 8].
2In addition to scale-invariance the Möbius energy is also invariant under Möbius transformations of the

ambient Euclidean space [21, Theorem 2.1], which lent this energy that name.
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use a localized version of Gromov’s distortion [25]. For a closed, path-connected set M ⊂ Rn

its distortion is defined as the quantity

(1.1) δ(M) := sup
x,y∈M
x̸=y

dM(x, y)

|x− y|
≥ 1,

where dM(x, y) denotes the intrinsic distance between the points x, y, i.e., the length of the
shortest curve inM connecting x with y. It is well-known that the circle c2π satisfies δ(c2π) =

π
2

uniquely minimizing the distortion among all closed curves (see [29, Proposition 2.1] for a nice
and short proof of that fact). Moreover, any non-trivial tame knot γ ∈ C0(R/Z,R3) has
distortion at least 5π

3
, which was shown by Denne and Sullivan in [17]. So, distortion detects

knottedness, but it is not useful to distinguish between different knots. For example, distortion
cannot prevent the pull-tight phenomenon where knotted subarcs of a curve can be scaled
down to vanish in the limit without any effect on the curve’s distortion [31]. In addition,
O’Hara constructed infinitely many different prime knots with a uniform upper bound on their
distortion [33, Theorem 3.5]. On the other hand, Gromov asked if there is a universal bound
on the distortion under which every knot type can be represented. This was answered to the
negative by Pardon in [34, Theorems 1.1 & 1.2] who also points out [34, p. 638] that there are
even wild knots with finite distortion such as [14, Figure 5].

Nevertheless, a universal bound on a localized version of distortion together with a compa-
rable L∞-distance guarantees knot equivalence as we will see in Corollary 1.3 below.

Definition 1.1. For a nonempty closed, path-connected set M ⊂ Rn and r > 0 we define the
local distortion of M at scale r as

(1.2) δ(M, r) := sup
x,y∈M

0<|x−y|≤2r

dM(x, y)

|x− y|
.

We say that M has local distortion strictly below ε > 0 if there is some rM > 0 such that
δ(M, rM) < ε, and we call any such rM > 0 an admissible scale.

Our first result on fundamental groups is stated for general subsets of Rn and might therefore
be of independent interest. Its formulation uses the dimension-dependent constant

(1.3) gn :=

√
2n− 2

n
arcsin

√
n

2n− 2
for n ≥ 3,

converging in a strictly decreasing manner to g∞ := π√
8
as n → ∞. Notice that g3 =

2√
3
arcsin

√
3
2

=
√
32√
27
g∞ equals the distortion of one third of a circle, whereas g∞ is the dis-

tortion of a quarter circle.

Theorem 1.2 (Isomorphic fundamental groups). Let n ≥ 3. If two nonempty closed, path-
connected sets Mi ⊂ Rn with path-connected complements Rn \Mi have local distortion strictly
below gn at scales rMi

> 0 for i = 1, 2, and satisfy

(1.4) distH(M1,M2) <
1

4
min{rM1 , rM2},

then there exists an isomorphism J : π1(Rn \M1) → π1(Rn \M2) such that its restriction to
the peripheral subgroup PM1 ⊂ π1(Rn \M1) maps PM1 isomorphically onto PM2 ⊂ π1(Rn \M2).

1.3. Stability of knot equivalence. As an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.2 in com-
bination with part (iii) of Theorem B we obtain a simple sufficient geometric criterion for knot
equivalence.

Corollary 1.3 (Knot equivalence via local distortion). Two tame knots γi ∈ C0(R/Z,R3) with
local distortion δ(γi(R/Z), rγi) < g3 at scales rγi > 0 for i = 1, 2, and distH(γ1(R/Z), γ2(R/Z))
< 1

4
min{rγ1 , rγ2}, are equivalent.
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Notice that a small Hausdorff-distance, even an arbitrarily small L∞-distance ∥γ1 − γ2∥L∞

alone does not guarantee knot equivalence: One can insert small knotted arcs at any scale to
produce highly complex knots arbitrarily close to the round circle. Essential is the combination
of controlled local distortion at some scales and the Hausdorff-distance bounded in terms of
these scales. With Corollary 1.3 we can prove the following stability of knot equivalence in the
Lipschitz category.

Corollary 1.4 (Lipschitz stability of knot equivalence). Let γ : R/Z → R3 be an arclength
parametrized tame knot with local distortion δ(γ(R/Z), rγ) < g3 at scale rγ > 0. Then for all
h ∈ C0,1(R/Z,R3) there exists ϵγ,h > 0 such that γϵ := γ + ϵh is an immersed knot equivalent
to γ for all |ϵ| ≤ ϵγ,h.

Note that Lipschitz continuous curves are differentiable a.e., and we call such curves immersed
if vγ := essinfu∈R/Z |γ′(u)| > 0.
For C1-knots γ one has, of course, δ(γ(R/Z), r) → 1 as r → 0, so that one finds a scale

rγ sufficiently small so that γ has local distortion strictly below g3. In fact, this observation
implies a weaker version of Theorem A where ambient isotopy is replaced by knot equivalence.
But we will prove here that a fractional Sobolev regularity (below C1) suffices, which leads to
the following fractional stability result for knot equivalence.

Corollary 1.5 (Fractional stability of knot equivalence). For any arclength parametrized knot

γ ∈ W
3
2
,2(R/Z,R3) there exists ϵγ > 0 such that every arclength parametrized curve η ∈

Bϵγ (γ) ⊂ W
3
2
,2(R/Z,R3) is a knot equivalent to γ.

The preceding statement can be shown to hold true also if γ and η are only immersed and
not necessarily arclength parametrized, but we will not discuss the details here. Open at this
point, however, is if the bound on local distortion in Corollaries 1.3 and 1.4 already implies
tameness of the knots, or some improved regularity.

1.4. Symmetric critical points for scale-invariant knot energies. The fractional Sobolev
space W

3
2
,2(R/Z,R3) is the natural energy space for the Möbius energy

(1.5) EMöb(γ) :=

ˆ

R/Z

ˆ

R/Z

(
1

|γ(s)− γ(t)|2
− 1

dγ(γ(s), γ(t))2

)
|γ′(s)||γ′(t)| dsdt.

Indeed, an arclength parametrized curve γ : R/Z → R3 has finite Möbius energy if and only

if γ is embedded and of class W
3
2
,2(R/Z,R3) as shown in [2] (see [23, Theorem 3.2 (i)] for an

explicit a priori bound on the fractional seminorm in terms of the energy). Freedman et al.
managed to use the Möbius invariance of EMöb to find minimizing knots in any given prime
knot class [21, Theorem 4.3]. Critical points of the Möbius energy were shown to be smooth and
even real-analytic [5, 8] without using the invariance of EMöb under Möbius transformations.
But how can we find critical knots possibly different from the absolute minimizers? One option
is to use symmetry as carried out in [23] for O’Hara’s energies above scale-invariance whose
energy spaces do embed into C1.

As in that paper we consider here for the Möbius energy a discrete rotational symmetry. To
be more precise, for p ∈ N, p ≥ 2, we call a curve γ ∈ C0(R/Z,R3) (p-rotationally) symmetric
if and only if

(1.6) Rot 2π
p
◦ γ(s− 1

p
) = γ(s) for all s ∈ R/Z,

where Rotβ ∈ SO(3) denotes the rotation about a fixed axis, say, the e3-coordinate axis, with
rotation angle β. Define for a given knot equivalence class K the (p-rotationally) symmetric
subset

(1.7) Σp(K) := {η ∈ C0,1(R/Z,R3) : |η′| > 0 a.e., [η] = K, η satisfies (1.6)}.
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Theorem 1.6 (Symmetric critical prime knots). If the symmetric subset Σp(K) of a prime knot
equivalence class K contains a knot with finite Möbius energy or, equivalently, a W 3/2,2-knot,
then there exists an arclength parametrized knot γ ∈ Cω(R/Z,R3) ∩ Σp(K) such that

(1.8) EMöb(γ) = inf
Σp(K)

EMöb(·),

and γ is a critical knot, i.e., dEMöb(γ)[h] = 0 for all h ∈ W
3
2
,2(R/Z,R3). Moreover, all torus

knot classes T (a, b) for co-prime a, b ∈ Z \ {0,±1} contain at least two different critical knots
for the Möbius energy.

One may prove a similar result for other scale-invariant knot energies with energy spaces
W 1+1/p,p such as those from O’Hara’s family; cf. [6, 33].

It might be easier to check the symmetries for polygonal curves, so instead of a knot with finite
Möbius energy we might require in Theorem 1.6 that Σp(K) contains a polygonal knot. Indeed,
smoothing the corners such that the symmetry is preserved yields an immersed embedded
smooth curve in Σp(K) which has finite Möbius energy due to [2] and the energy’s invariance
under reparametrization. We do not know, on the other hand, if it suffices to assume in Theorem
1.6 only that K is tame and that Σp(K) is nonempty.

We mentioned before that two equivalent arclength parametrized tame knots γ1, γ2 : R/Z →
R3 are either already ambiently isotopic, or γ1 is ambiently isotopic to the mirror image γ∗2 of
γ2. The O(3)-invariance of the Möbius energy therefore allows us to strengthen Theorem 1.6
to ambient isotopy classes.

Corollary 1.7 (Symmetric critical prime knots in ambient isotopy classes). Let K be an ambient
isotopy class of prime knots and Σp(K) be the class of p-rotationally symmetric regular Lipschitz
curves whose ambient isotopy class equals K. If Σp(K) contains a knot of finite Möbius energy,
then there is an arclength parametrized minimizing real analytic knot in Σp(K) such that (1.8)
holds, and this knot is EMöb-critical. If, more specifically, K equals the ambient isotopy class of
torus knots, T (a, b) for co-prime a, b ∈ Z\{0,±1}, then there are at least two such EMöb-critical
knots.

Kim and Kusner use in [27] symmetric criticality to construct EMöb-critical torus knots (even
with explicit formulas for their energy values). Their numerical experiments suggest, that for
(co-prime) parameters a, b with |a|, |b| > 2 these critical points seize to be stable. Analytically,
this remains an open question.

1.5. Strategy and outline of the paper. In Section 2 we analyze the effects of the smallness
condition on local distortion on general closed, path-connected subsets M ⊂ Rn. For each x
near (but not in)M we find a direction that “points away fromM”. These directions are glued
together in Section 3 with a partition of unity to construct a kind of pseudo-gradient vector
field for the distance function dist(·,M). We solve uniquely and globally two different flow
equations with respect to this vector field to define homotopies in the complement Rn \M of
M . These mappings are then used in Section 4 for M := M1 and M2 in combination with the
sets’ controlled local distortion to construct an isomorphism between the fundamental groups
π1(Rn \M1) and π1(Rn \M2) as stated in Theorem 1.2.
We use in Section 5 the immediate Corollary 1.3 to prove the Lipschitz stability and fractional

stability of knot equivalence, i.e., Corollaries 1.4 and 1.5. The first one relies on the fact
that for curves the smallness condition on local distortion is stable with respect to Lipschitz
perturbations. For the fractional stability we recall in Corollary 5.2 that a small local fractional
semi-norm of the tangent implies a local bilipschitz estimate, which can be turned into a local
distortion bound for embeddings.

More analytical work is required for the existence of symmetric EMöb-critical prime knots as
stated in Theorem 1.6. Since minimizing sequences converge only weakly in W

3
2
,2 to a limit

curve, we can not relie on the (strong)W
3
2
,2-stability of Corollary 1.5 to guarantee the prescribed

knot equivalence class in the limit. Nevertheless, the limiting curve γ has finite Möbius energy
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because of the energy’s lower-semicontinuity, so that we have an arclength parametrized tame
W

3
2
,2-knot γ as a limit. Exactly as in the proof of Corollary 1.5 we therefore find a scale at

which γ has its local distortion strictly below the universal constant g3. The same holds true
for all members of the minimizing sequence, because each of them is an arclength parametrized
W

3
2
,2-knot as well. But the L∞-convergence of that sequence towards γ might be too slow

to satisfy the assumptions of Corollary 1.3 for any sequence member. In other words, the
scales at which the members of the minimizing sequence have local distortion below g3 might
decay to zero much faster than their L∞-distance to γ. The analytic reason for that behaviour
lies in the fact that we do not have uniform absolute continuity of the integrals defining the
fractional semi-norms of the tangents of the minimizing sequence. So, we are led to study
possible concentrations in these semi-norms to cut them out, and replace the corresponding
subarcs of the curves by straight segments. Since such a substitution generally destroys the
W

3
2
,2-regularity3, a careful analytic investigation of that procedure based on some subtle BMO-

type estimates is required in order to keep the local distortion of these modified curves under
control. This analysis is carried out in Section 6.

In Section 7 we interpret the fractional semi-norms of sequences of W
3
2
,2-knots as Radon

measures on R/Z×R/Z to pass to a weak limiting Radon measure in order to analyze its set of
concentration points. At a carefully chosen scale around these concentration points we apply
the cutting procedure of Section 6 to members of the minimizing sequence with sufficiently large
index. The result is a weak fractional compactness theorem in the set of symmetric, arclength
parametrizedW

3
2
,2-knots (see Theorem 7.1), which might be of independent interest. This is the

main tool in the existence proof for symmetric EMöb-minimizing knots in Section 8. A simple
symmetrization argument which uses the invariance of the Möbius energy under rotations then
leads to the fact that these minimizing knots are also critical points for EMöb, and therefore are
real analytic. This finalizes the proof of Theorem 1.6.

2. Sets with local distortion below a quarter circle

LetM ⊂ Rn for n ≥ 3 be a nonempty closed path-connected set with local distortion strictly
below the dimension-dependent constant gn defined in (1.3). Let rM = rM(n) be an admissible

scale. Since the function g(x) := x/2
sin(x/2)

is strictly increasing on [0, π] with limx↘0 g(x) = 1 and

limx↗π g(x) =
π
2
> gn >

π√
8
> 1 for all n ∈ N, n ≥ 3, there exist unique angles 0 < αM < βn < π

such that 1 ≤ g(αM) = δ(M, rM) < gn = g(βn) <
π
2
. We call αM (which depends on the (non-

unique) scale rM) the distortion angle of M , and by direct computation,

(2.1) βn = 2arcsin

√
n

2n− 2
.

Our first lemma bounds the set of directions generated by a given point x ∈ Rn \M with
0 < dx := dist(x,M) < rM and all points z ∈ M close to x. More precisely, abbreviate for
ϵ > 0 this nonempty set of directions by

(2.2) Σϵ(x) :=
{ x− z

|x− z|
: z ∈ B(1+ϵ)dx(x) ∩M

}
⊂ Sn−1.

Lemma 2.1 (Diameter bound on set of directions). Let M ⊂ Rn be a non-empty, closed
and path-connected set satisfying δ(M, rM) < gn at some scale rM > 0 with distortion angle
αM = g−1(δ(M, rM)) ∈ (0, βn). Then for each α ∈ (αM , βn) there is some ϵ0 = ϵ0(α) ∈ (0, 1)
such that

(2.3) diamSn−1 Σϵ(x) < α for all ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ0), x ∈ B rM
1+ϵ

(M) \M.

3For arclength parametrized embedded curves,W
3
2 ,2-regularity is equivalent to finite Möbius energy according

to [2]. Due to [21, Corollary 1.3], such a curve has a local bilipschitz constant (cf. Footnote 9), arbitrarily close
to 1. However, replacing a subarc of a curve by a line is likely to produce sharp corners at its endpoints which
results in a bilipschitz constant strictly larger than 1.
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Before proving this notice that the spherical version of Jung’s theorem [15, Theorem 2] implies
that Σϵ(x) is contained in a geodesic ball of radius

(2.4) R(α) := arcsin
(√2n− 2

n
sin

α

2

)
<
π

2
.

Corollary 2.2 (Common direction away from M). Under the assumptions of Lemma 2.1 one
finds for each α ∈ (αM , βn) and ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ0(α)) and for every x ∈ B rM

1+ϵ
(M) \M some unit vector

ex ∈ Sn−1 such that Σϵ(x) is contained in the geodesic ball on Sn−1 of radius R(α) centered at
ex. In particular,

(2.5)
〈 x− z

|x− z|
, ex

〉
Rn

≥ cosR(α) > 0 for all z ∈ B(1+ϵ)dx(x) ∩M.

Proof of Lemma 2.1. Assume that the assertion is wrong. Then there is some α ∈ (αM , βn)
such that for any ϵ0 ∈ (0, 1) we may find some ϵ ∈ (0, ε0) and some x ∈ B rM

1+ϵ
(M) \M such

that diamSn Σϵ(x) ≥ α. In particular, dx = dist(x,M) > 0. Thus, we may find z1, z2 ∈
B(1+ϵ)dx(x) ∩M with

(2.6) π ≥ χ := <)
(

x−z1
|x−z1| ,

x−z2
|x−z2|

)
≥ α.

Since Bdx(x) ∩M = ∅, the images of all curves c : [0, 1] →M with c(0) = z1 and c(1) = z2 are
contained in Rn \Bdx(x) so that their lengths L(c) satisfy by our assumption (2.6)

(2.7) L(c) ≥ H1(c([0, 1]) ≥ H1(Pdx ◦ c([0, 1]) ≥ dist∂Bdx (x)

(
Pdx(c(0)), Pdx(c(1))

) (2.6)

≥ χdx,

where Pdx(z) := x+dx(z−x)/|z−x| for z ∈ Rn \Bdx(x) denotes the next-point projection onto
the sphere ∂Bdx(x). Notice that this projection is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant
1 on Rn \Bdx(x), thus decreasing the Hausdorff-measure, which leads to the second inequality
in (2.7) due to [19, Theorem 2.8]. Now (2.7) implies dM(z1, z2) ≥ χdx, whereas

|z2 − z1| ≤ dx
∣∣ x−z1
|x−z1| −

x−z2
|x−z2|

∣∣+ |x− z1|
∣∣1− dx

|x−z1|

∣∣+ |x− z2|
∣∣1− dx

|x−z2|

∣∣
≤ 2dx sin

χ
2
+ 2ϵdx ≤ 2(1 + ϵ)dx < 2rM ,

which for 0 < ϵ < ϵ0 for sufficiently small ϵ0 = ϵ0(α) leads to the contradiction

δ(M, rM) ≥ dM (z1,z2)
|z2−z1| ≥ χ/2

sin χ
2
+ϵ

≥ α/2
sin α

2
+ϵ
> αM/2

sin
αM
2

= g(αM) = δ(M, rM),

where we also used that the function s 7→ s/2
sin s

2
+ϵ

is non-decreasing on [0, π] for any ϵ > 0. □

In Corollary 2.2 we established for every x ∈ B rM
1+ϵ

(M) \M a common direction ex ∈ Sn−1

pointing away from M . This unit vector keeps this property under small perturbations of the
base point x.

Corollary 2.3 (Locally uniform common direction). Let M ⊂ Rn be a non-empty, closed and
path-connected set with g(αM) = δ(M, rM) < gn at some scale rM > 0 with distortion angle
αM ∈ (0, βn) and βn as in (2.1). Then for each α ∈ (αM , βn) there is ϵ0 = ϵ0(α) > 0 such
that the following holds: For all ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ0) and x ∈ B rM

1+ϵ
(M) \M there exists ex ∈ Sn−1 and

σ0 = σ0(α, ϵ) ∈ (0, 1) such that for all σ ∈ (0, σ0] one has the inclusion

(2.8) Bσdx(x) ⊂ BrM (M) \M,

and

(2.9)
〈 y − z

|y − z|
, ex

〉
Rn

≥ 1

2
cosR(α) > 0 for all y ∈ Bσdx(x), z ∈ B(1+σ)dy(y) ∩M,

where R(α) is given in (2.4).
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Proof. Take ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ0) for ϵ0 = ϵ0(α) from Lemma 2.1. For all 0 < σ ≤ ϵ
4
< ϵ0

4
< 1

4
and

y ∈ Bσdx(x) one has

0 < (1− σ)dx < dy = dist(y,M) < (1 + σ)dx <
1+σ
1+ϵ

rM < rM ,

which implies (2.8). Moreover,

(2.10) B(1+σ)dy(y) ⊂ B[(1+σ)2+σ]dx(x) ⊂ B(1+4σ)dx(x) ⊂ B(1+ϵ)dx(x).

Estimate for y ∈ Bσdx(x) and z ∈ B(1+σ)dy(y) ∩M∣∣ x−z
|x−z| −

y−z
|y−z|

∣∣ = ∣∣ (x−z)|y−z|−(y−z)|x−z|
|x−z|·|y−z|

∣∣ ≤ 1
|x−z|

(
|(x− z)− (y − z)|+

∣∣|y − z| − |x− z|
∣∣)

≤ 2 |x−y|
|x−z| < 2σdx

dx
= 2σ,

because |x− z| ≥ dx for all z ∈M . Thus, by (2.10) and (2.5) in Corollary 2.2,〈
y−z
|y−z| , ex

〉
Rn =

〈
x−z
|x−z| , ex

〉
Rn −

〈
x−z
|x−z| −

y−z
|y−z| , ex

〉
Rn

(2.10),(2.5)
> cosR(α)− 2σ ≥ 1

2
cosR(α) > 0

if σ ≤ σ0(α, ϵ) :=
1
4
min{cosR(α), ϵ}. □

By means of a suitable covering and a partition of unity we can use the unit vectors ex ∈ Sn−1

of Corollary 2.3 to construct a globally defined smooth vector field that near the set M points
away from M .

Proposition 2.4 (Vector field pointing away from M). For a non-empty, closed and path-
connected set M ⊂ Rn with δ(M, rM) < gn at scale rM > 0 there exists a vectorfield V ∈
C∞(Rn,Rn) such that for all y ∈ BrM (M) \M

(2.11)
〈 y − z

|y − z|
, V (y)

〉
Rn

≥ 1 for all z ∈M with |z − y| = dy = dist(y,M).

Proof. Let δ(M, rM) = g(αM) < gn and fix α := 1
2
(αM + βn) ∈ (αM , βn), where βn is given in

(2.1). For this particular α let ϵ0(α) > 0 be the number of Corollary 2.3. For any x ∈ U0 :=
BrM (M) \M there exists εx ∈ (0, ϵ0(α)) such that x ∈ Uεx := B rM

1+εx
(M) \M . According to

Corollary 2.3 there exists ex ∈ Sn−1 and σ0 = σ0(α, εx) > 0 such that (2.9) holds true for all
y ∈ Bσ0dx(x) and z ∈ B(1+σ0)dy(y) ∩M .

For the covering U0 =
⋃

x∈U0
Bσ0(α,εx)dx(x) we choose4 a locally finite refinement W :=⋃

x∈Z W (x) = U0, where for each x ∈ Z ⊂ U0 the set W (x) ⊂ Bσ0(α,εx)dx(x) is open and
contains x. Since U0 ⊂ Rn is Hausdorff there is a partition of unity subordinate to the lo-
cally finite open covering W , i.e., there are functions (ξx)x∈Z ⊂ C∞(Rn) with 0 ≤ ξx ≤ 1,
supp ξx ⊂ W (x),

∑
x∈Z ξx(y) = 1 for all y ∈ U0, and, finally, for each y ∈ U0 there is an open

neighborhood Y (y) of y such that we have ξx|Y (y) ≡ 0 for all but finitely many x ∈ Z. Setting
wx := 2ex

cosR(α)
, where R(α) is given by (2.4) for α = 1

2
(αM + βn), we define

(2.12) V : Rn → Rn, y 7→
∑

x∈Z ξx(y)wx,

which is a smooth vector field since for each y ∈ U0 the sum is a finite sum on an open
neighborhood Y (y). For y ∈ supp ξx ⊂ W (x) ⊂ Bσ0(α,εx)dx(x) for some x ∈ Z, and for z ∈ M
with |z − y| = dy one has by (2.9) in Corollary 2.3〈

y−z
|y−z| , wx

〉
Rn = 2

cosR(α)

〈
y−z
|y−z| , ex

〉
Rn

(2.9)

≥ 1,

because |z − y| = dy < (1 + σ0(α, εx))dy so that z ∈ B(1+σ0(α,εx))dy(y) ∩M . We conclude with〈
y−z
|y−z| , V (y)

〉
Rn =

∑
x∈Z ξx(y)

〈
y−z
|y−z| , wx

〉
Rn ≥

∑
x∈Z ξx(y) = 1

for all y ∈ U0. □
4This is possible since each subset of Rn is a metric space with the inherited Euclidean metric, and therefore

paracompact.
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3. Pseudo-gradient flow for the distance function

The globally defined vector field V constructed in Proposition 2.4 for the set M ⊂ Rn satis-
fying the local distortion bound induces geometric flows on the complement Rn \M increasing
or decreasing the distance toM . To construct a distance-increasing flow h+M : Rn \M× [0, 1] →
Rn \M take a cut-off function φ ∈ C∞(Rn) with

(3.1)


φ ≥ 0 on Rn,

φ ≡ 1 on B 1
2
rM−ρ(M),

φ ≡ 0 on Rn \B 1
2
rM

(M)

for some ρ ∈ (0, 1
2
rM). Now, define

(3.2) Ṽ :=
1

2
rMφ · V ∈ C∞(Rn,Rn),

and consider the initial value problem

(3.3)

{
d
dt
h(x, t) = Ṽ (h(x, t)) for x ∈ Rn \M, t ∈ R,
h(x, 0) = x.

According to the Picard-Lindelöf theorem (3.3) possesses a unique smooth solution for all times
t ∈ R with smooth dependence on the initial data. Define h+M ∈ C∞(Rn \M × [0, 1],Rn) to be
the restriction of that solution to the time interval [0, 1].

Theorem 3.1 (Distance-increasing flow). Let M ⊂ Rn be a non-empty, closed and path-
connected set with local distortion δ(M, rM) < gn at scale rM > 0 for gn as defined in (1.3).
Then for every ρ ∈ (0, 1

2
rM) there is a function h+M,ρ ≡ h+M ∈ C∞(Rn \M × [0, 1],Rn) with

image h+M(Rn \M × [0, 1]) ⊂ Rn \M , satisfying

(1+) h+M(·, 0) = IdRn\M ,
(2+) h+M(Rn \M, 1) ⊂ Rn \B 1

2
rM−ρ(M),

(3+) h+M(·, t)|Rn\B 1
2 rM

(M) = IdRn\B 1
2 rM

(M) for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Furthermore, the map h+M(·, t) : Rn \M → Rn is an embedding for every t ∈ [0, 1], and the
function t 7→ dist(h+M(x, t),M) is non-decreasing on [0, 1] for each x ∈ Rn \M .

Proof. We construct h+M as above as the smooth and unique solution to (3.3) restricted to
[0, 1]. Uniqueness secures that h+M(·, t) : Rn \M → Rn is an embedding for each t ∈ [0, 1].
The prescribed initial value in (3.3) guarantees condition (1+). For x ∈ Rn \ B 1

2
rM

(M) the

constant function t 7→ h+M(x, t) := x is the unique solution to (3.3) since Ṽ (h+M(x, t)) = Ṽ (x) =
1
2
rMφ(x)V (x) = 0 because of (3.1), which settles claim (3+).
As soon as we have proven that the function t 7→ D(t) := dist(h+M(x, t),M) is non-decreasing

for each x ∈ Rn \ M , we also know that h+M(Rn \ M × [0, 1]) ⊂ Rn \ M . To prove this
monotonicity it suffices to consider x ∈ B 1

2
rM

(M) \ M because of of (3+). Notice that the

image Hx := h+M(x, [0, 1]) ⊂ Rn is compact, so that by means of (1+)

(3.4) ∆x := max
y∈Hx

dist(y,M) > 0 for any x ∈ B 1
2
rM

(M) \M.

Therefore,

(∗) dist(y,M) = infz∈M |y − z| = minz∈Kx |y − z| = dist(y,Kx) for all y ∈ Hx

where we have setKx := B2∆x(Hx)∩M . SinceKx is compact we may apply [10, Theorem 2.1(4)]
and [12, Exercise 9.13, p. 99] to infer that the Clarke gradient ∂(dist(y,M)) of the 1-Lipschitz
function y 7→ dist(y,M) is given by

(3.5) ∂(dist(y,M)) = conv
({

y−z
|y−z| : z ∈ ΓKx(y)

})
for all y ∈ Hx \M

(3.4)
= Hx,



10 SIMON BLATT, ALEXANDRA GILSBACH, PHILIPP REITER, AND HEIKO VON DER MOSEL

where conv(A) denotes the convex hull of a set A ⊂ Rn, and ΓA(y) := {z ∈ A : dist(y, A) =

|y − z|}. (Notice that here, ΓKx(y) = ΓM(y) for all y ∈ Hx \M
(3.4)
= Hx.

5) Since h+M is smooth,
the function D(t) = dist(h+M(x, t),M) is Lipschitz continuous on [0, 1], and we can apply the
non-smooth vectorial mean-value theorem [11, Proposition 2.6.5] to deduce for 0 < t1 < t2 < 1
that

(3.6) D(t2)−D(t1) ∈ conv
(
∂D([t1, t2])(t2 − t1)

)
,

which means that the difference D(t2)−D(t1) is contained in the convex hull of the set {Z(t2−
t1) : Z ∈ ∂D(u) for some u ∈ [t1, t2]}. To obtain information about the Clarke gradient ∂D(u)
we apply Clarke’s non-smooth chain rule [11, Theorem 2.3.9] which implies for u ∈ [t1, t2]

(3.7) ∂D(u) ⊂ conv
({

⟨α, ζ⟩Rn : ζ = d
dt
|t=uh

+
M(x, t), α ∈ ∂

(
dist(y,M)

)
, y = h+M(x, u)

})
.

With (3.5) for y := h+M(x, u) ∈ Hx \M and α ∈ ∂(dist(y,M)) we can represent α as a convex
combination (where the number Ju ∈ N of summands depends on u)

α =
∑Ju

i=1 λi
y−zi
|y−zi| , λi ∈ [0, 1] ∀ i = 1, . . . , Ju,

∑Ju
i=1 λi = 1,

where zi ∈M satisfy dy = dist(y,M) = |y− zi| for all i = 1, . . . , Ju. Consequently, by (3.3) and
(2.11) in Proposition 2.4

⟨α, ζ⟩Rn =
∑Ju

i=1 λi
〈

y−zi
|y−zi| ,

d
dt
|t=uh

+
M(x, t)

〉
Rn

(3.3)
=

∑Ju
i=1 λi

〈
y−zi
|y−zi| , Ṽ (h+M(x, u))

〉
Rn

= 1
2
rMφ(y)

∑Ju
i=1 λi

〈
y−zi
|y−zi| , V (y)

〉
Rn

(2.11)

≥ 1
2
rMφ(y) ≥ 0,(3.8)

if y = h+M(x, u) ∈ BrM (M) \M , which is certainly the case if t2 ≪ 1 by continuity of the flow
and our initial condition h+M(x, 0) = x ∈ B 1

2
rM

(M) \M . So, combining (3.7) with (3.8) we

obtain

∂D(u) ⊂
[
1
2
rMφ(h

+
M(x, u)),∞

)
,(3.9)

which inserted into (3.6) yields

D(t2)−D(t1) ∈ conv
({
Z · (t2 − t1) : Z ∈

[
1
2
rMφ(h

+
M(x, u)),∞

)
for some u ∈ [t1, t2]

})
⊂

[
1
2
rM minu∈[t1,t2] φ(h

+
M(x, u))(t2 − t1),∞

)
⊂ [0,∞).

Therefore,

(3.10) D(t2)−D(t1) ≥
1

2
rM min

u∈[t1,t2]
φ(h+M(x, u))(t2 − t1) ≥ 0 for all 0 < t1 < t2 < 1,

as long as h+M(x, [0, t2]) ⊂ BrM (M)\M . This means that the distance D(t) = dist(h+M(x, t),M)
is non-decreasing as long as h+M(x, t) ∈ BrM (M) \M , and as soon as D(t) = 1

2
rM it remains

constant by means of the already established property (3+) and uniqueness of the solution to
(3.3), so that D(t2)−D(t1) ≥ 0 for all 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ 1 by continuity of D.
In order to settle claim (2+) it suffices to assume that the starting point h+M(x, 0) = x is

contained in B 1
2
rM

(M)\M because of (3+). We have to show that D(1) = dist(h+M(x, 1),M) ≥
1
2
rM − ρ. If D(t) ≥ 1

2
rM − ρ for some t ∈ [0, 1) then D(1) ≥ D(t) ≥ 1

2
rM − ρ since D(·)

was just shown to be non-decreasing on [0, 1]. If, on the other hand, D(s) < 1
2
rM − ρ for all

s ∈ [0, 1) then by definition (3.1) of φ one has φ(h+M(x, s)) = 1 for all s ∈ [0, 1) (even for s = 1
by continuity of φ ◦ h+M(x, ·)), and we can apply (3.10) to all 0 < t1 < t2 < 1, for example for
t1 := σ and t2 := 1− σ for any σ ∈ (0, 1

2
). Hence,

D(1− σ)
(3.10)

≥ D(σ) + 1
2
rM(1− 2σ),

from which we deduce D(1) ≥ D(0)+ 1
2
rM > 1

2
rM−ρ also in this case, by sending σ to zero. □

5“⊂” follows by Kx ⊂ M and (∗). “⊃” follows by (∗) and dist(y,M) ≤ ∆x, so any z ∈ M with dist(y,M) =

|y − z| satisfies z ∈ B∆x(y) ⊂ B∆x(Hx).
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For future reference we draw the immediate conclusion, that having reached a certain distance
from the set M at time t = 1 according to property (2+) of Theorem 3.1, means that we have
also moved away from sets A close to M with respect to the Hausdorff distance distH. More
precisely, we can state then following assertion.

Corollary 3.2 (Complements of nearby sets under h+M). Let M ⊂ Rn be a non-empty, closed
and path-connected set with δ(M, rM) < gn at some scale rM > 0, and suppose a set A ⊂ Rn

satisfies

(3.11) distH(M,A) <
1

2
rM − ρ for some ρ ∈ (0,

1

2
rM).

Then the image of the function h+M(·, 1) in Theorem 3.1 for this ρ satisfies the inclusion

(3.12) h+M(Rn \M, 1) ⊂ Rn \ A.

Proof. Property (2+) in Theorem 3.1 implies by means of (3.11) for all x ∈ Rn \M

dist(h+M(x, 1), A) ≥ dist(h+M(x, 1),M)− distH(M,A)
(2+)

≥ 1
2
rM − ρ− distH(M,A)

(3.11)
> 0. □

In a similar fashion we can flow towards M .

Theorem 3.3 (Distance-decreasing flow). IfM ⊂ Rn satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 3.1,
then for every 0 < ρ < δ < rM there is a function h−M,ρ,δ ≡ h−M ∈ C∞(Rn \M × [0, 1],Rn) with

h−M(Rn \M × [0, 1]) ⊂ Rn \M such that

(1-) h−M(·, 0) = IdRn\M ,
(2-) h−M(Bδ(M) \M, 1) ⊂ Bρ(M) \M ,
(3-) h−M(·, t)|(B 1

2 ρ
(M)\M)∪(Rn\BrM

(M)) = Id(B 1
2 ρ

(M)\M)∪(Rn\BrM
(M)) for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Moreover, the map h−M(·, t) : Rn\M → Rn is an embedding for every t ∈ [0, 1], and the function
t 7→ dist(h−M(x, t),M) is non-increasing on [0, 1] for each x ∈ Rn \M .

Proof. Choose a cut-off function ψ ∈ C∞(Rn) with ψ ≥ 0 on Rn, ψ ≡ 0 on B 1
2
ρ(M) ∪ (Rn \

BrM (M)), and ψ ≡ 1 on Bδ(M) \ Bρ(M). We take the unique smooth solution h ∈ C∞((Rn \
M)×R,Rn) of (3.3) with the vector field Ṽ replaced by W̃ := −rMψ ·V , where V ∈ C∞(Rn,Rn)
is the vector field constructed in Proposition 2.4. Define h−M ∈ C∞(Rn \M × [0, 1],Rn) as the
restriction of h to the interval [0, 1]. Again (1-) immediately follows from the initial condition
in (3.3), and uniqueness of the solution implies that h−M(·, t) : Rn\M → Rn is an embedding for
each t ∈ [0, 1]. Property (3-) follows from the fact that ψ vanishes on B 1

2
ρ(M)∪ (Rn \BrM (M))

since the constant function t 7→ h−M(x, t) := x is the unique solution to (3.3) on regions where
the right-hand side of (3.3) vanishes. This already implies that h−M(Rn \M × [0, 1]) ⊂ Rn \M.

To show that D(t) := dist(h−M(x, t),M) is non-increasing on [0, 1] it suffices to consider
x ∈ BrM (M) \ B 1

2
ρ(M) since for all other x ∈ Rn \M the distance D(t) is constant on [0, 1]

by virtue of the already established property (3-). The characterization (3.5) of the Clarke
gradient ∂(dist(y,M)) for y ∈ h−M(x, [0, 1]) \M continues to hold true, as well as the vectorial
mean-value inclusion (3.6) for 0 < t1 < t2 < 1, and the inclusion (3.7) for ∂D(u), u ∈ [t1, t2].
For y := h−M(x, u) ∈ h−M(x, [0, 1]) \M we use (3.5) and the differential equation (3.3) with W̃

instead of Ṽ to conclude by means of (2.11) for α ∈ ∂ dist(y,M)) and ζ = d
dt
|t=uh

−
M(x, t),

⟨α, ζ⟩Rn =
∑Ju

i=1 λi
〈

y−zi
|y−zi| , W̃ (y)

〉
Rn = −rMψ(y)

∑Ju
i=1 λi

〈
y−zi
|y−zi| , V (y)

〉
Rn ≤ −rMψ(y)

where λi ∈ [0, 1],
∑Ju

i=1 λi = 1, zi ∈M such that dy = dist(y,M) = |y− zi| for all i = 1, . . . , Ju,
if y = h−M(x, u) ∈ BrM (M) \M , which holds true for sufficiently small t2 ∈ (0, 1) by continuity.
So, we obtain for such t2 and u ∈ [t1, t2]

∂D(u) ⊂
(
−∞,−rMψ(h−M(x, u))

]
.
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Inserting this into (3.6) yields

(3.13) D(t2) ≤ D(t1)− rM min
u∈[t1,t2]

ψ(h−M(x, u))(t2 − t1) ≤ D(t1)

for all 0 < t1 < t2 < 1 subject to h−M(x, [0, t2]) ⊂ BrM (M) \ M , which proves that D(·) is
non-increasing as long as the flow remains in BrM (M) \M . But as soon as D(·) reaches the
value ρ

2
it remains constant due to (3-) and uniqueness of the flow.

To finally establish (2-) we may assume that

(3.14) δ > D(0) ≥ D(s) ≥ ρ for all s ∈ [0, 1),

since if D(s) < ρ for some s ∈ [0, 1), then by the monotonicity we just proved we find D(1) < ρ
as well, which settles (2-). So, with (3.14) we are in the situation that we can apply (3.13) for
all 0 < t1 < t2 < 1 and that ψ(h−M(x, s)) = 1 for all s ∈ [0, 1). Consequently, by (3.13) for
t1 := σ, t2 := 1− σ, σ ∈ (0, 1

2
) we find D(1− σ) ≤ D(σ)− rM(1− 2σ). Upon σ → 0 we obtain

by continuity and (3.14) the inequality 0 ≤ D(1) ≤ D(0)− rM < δ − rM < 0, a contradiction,
so that the situation (3.14) can never occur. □

4. Isomorphisms of fundamental groups

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2. To start with, notice that the mappings
r 7→ δ(Mi, r), i = 1, 2, are non-decreasing, where Mi are the two non-empty, closed and path-
connected sets with path-connected complement Rn \Mi, such that

(4.1) δ(Mi, rMi
) < gn for i = 1, 2, and distH(M1,M2) <

1

4
min{rM1 , rM2},

as requested in Theorem 1.2. So, we set

(4.2) r∗ := min{rM1 , rM2},
and apply Theorem 3.1 to the set M :=M1 but with respect to the (possibly smaller) scale r∗

instead of rM1 , and with the parameter ρ required in Theorem 3.1 chosen to satisfy

(4.3) 0 < ρ <
1

4
·
( 1

4
min{rM1 , rM2} − distH(M1,M2)

)
=

1

4
·
(1
4
r∗ − distH(M1,M2)

)
,

to obtain the smooth function h1 := h+M1
: Rn \M1 × [0, 1] → Rn \M1 with all the properties

listed in that theorem. Define the group homomorphism J : π1(Rn \M1) → π1(Rn \M2) by
means of

(4.4) J([c]1) := [h1(·, 1) ◦ c]2,
for any closed curve c in Rn\M1 representing the equivalence

6 class [c]1 ∈ π1(Rn\M1). Corollary
3.2 for M :=M1 and A :=M2 implies that

(4.5) h1(Rn \M1, 1) ⊂ Rn \M2,

because our assumption (4.3) on ρ clearly implies distH(M1,M2) <
1
4
r∗ < 1

2
r∗ − ρ, that is,

hypothesis (3.11) of Corollary 3.2 is satisfied for rM := r∗. Inclusion (4.5) shows that the
mapping J defined in (4.4) actually maps into π1(Rn \M2), but we need to verify that the
definition does not depend on the particular choice of the loop c in Rn \M1. Indeed, for any
other representative loop c̃ in Rn \ M1 with [c̃]1 = [c]1 there is, by definition, a homotopy
ψ ∈ C0(R/Z × [0, 1],Rn \ M1) such that ψ(·, 0) = c(·) and ψ(·, 1) = c̃(·). Then by (4.5)
the map h1(·, 1) ◦ ψ is a homotopy in Rn \M2 connecting h1(·, 1) ◦ ψ(·, 0) = h1(c(·), 1) and
h1(·, 1) ◦ ψ(·, 1) = h1(c̃(·), 1), so that J([c]1) = J([c̃]1). Hence J is well-defined.

Lemma 4.1 (J injective). The linear mapping J : π1(Rn \M1) → π1(Rn \M2) as defined in
(4.4) above is injective.

6We choose the obvious notation [·]i to indicate equivalence classes of closed loops in the respective funda-
mental group π1(Rn \Mi) for i = 1, 2.
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Proof. It suffices to show that for any null-homotopic loop in Rn \ M2 the preimage of its
equivalence class under J only contains null-homotopic loops in Rn \M1. To that extent let
[c]1 ∈ ker J ⊂ π1(Rn\M1), which means that there is a homotopy Ψ ∈ C0(R/Z× [0, 1],Rn\M2)
such that Ψ(·, 0) = h1(·, 1)◦c(·) and Ψ(·, 1) is constant. By means of Theorem 3.1 forM :=M2

(again with respect to the possibly smaller scale r∗ instead of rM2) we find the smooth function
h2 := h+M2

∈ C∞((Rn \M2)× [0, 1],Rn \M2) with all the properties listed there, as well as

(4.6) h2(Rn \M2, 1) ⊂ Rn \M1

by means of Corollary 3.2 applied to M := M2 and A := M1. This corollary is applicable
since our assumption (4.3) implies the hypothesis (3.11) similarly as in our justification of (4.5)
above. Consequently, the mapping (s, t) 7→ h2(Ψ(s, t), 1) is a homotopy in Rn \M1. By means
of the monotonicity of t 7→ dist(h2(x, t),M2) for any x ∈ Rn \M2 established in Theorem 3.1,
we infer with the help of the properties (1+) and (2+) therein, and (4.3),

dist(h2(·, t) ◦Ψ(s, 0),M1) ≥ dist(h2(·, t) ◦Ψ(s, 0),M2)− distH(M1,M2)

≥ dist(h2(·, 0) ◦Ψ(s, 0),M2)− distH(M1,M2)
(1+)
= dist(Ψ(s, 0),M2)− distH(M1,M2)

≥ dist(Ψ(s, 0),M1)− 2 distH(M1,M2)

= dist(h1(·, 1) ◦ c(s),M1)− 2 distH(M1,M2)
(2+),(4.3)
> 1

2
r∗ − ρ− 2

(
1
4
r∗ − 4ρ

)
= 7ρ > 0 for all s, t ∈ [0, 1].

Therefore, the mapping (s, t) 7→ h2(Ψ(s, 0), t) is also a homotopy in Rn \M1, as well as (s, t) 7→
h1(c(s), t) with c(s) = h1(c(s), 0) due to property (1+) in Theorem 3.1 for M := M1. We now
conclude with (1+) for M :=M2:

[c]1 = [h1(c, 1)]1 = [Ψ(·, 0)]1
(1+)
= [h2(Ψ(·, 0), 0)]1

= [h2(Ψ(·, 0), 1)]1 = [h2(Ψ(·, 1), 1)]1 = [const.]1,

since Ψ(·, 1) is constant. Here we have also used that (s, t) 7→ h2(Ψ(s, t), 1) is a homotopy in
Rn \M1 by means of (4.6). Thus, we have shown that J is injective. □

Lemma 4.2 (J is surjective). The injective linear mapping J : π1(Rn \M1) → π1(Rn \M2) as
defined in (4.4) is also surjective.

Proof. For a given closed curve c̃ in Rn\M2 representing [c̃]2 ∈ π1(Rn\M2) consider the smooth
functions hi := h+Mi

from Theorem 3.1 for M := Mi, i = 1, 2, but with respect to the common
smaller scale r∗ defined in (4.2) instead of rMi

, and with ρ as in (4.3) with all the properties
listed in that theorem, and satisfying (4.5), and (4.6), respectively. Then we can estimate,
again using that t 7→ dist(h1(x, t),M1) is non-decreasing, properties (1+) for h1 and (2+) for
h2 and our smallness assumption (4.3),

dist(h1(·, t) ◦ h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃,M2) ≥ dist(h1(·, t) ◦ h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃,M1)− distH(M1,M2)

≥ dist(h1(·, 0) ◦ h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃,M1)− distH(M1,M2)
(1+)
= dist(h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃,M1)− distH(M1,M2)

≥ dist(h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃,M2)− 2 distH(M1,M2)(4.7)
(2+),(4.3)
>

(
1
2
r∗ − ρ

)
− 2

(
1
4
r∗ − 4ρ

)
= 7ρ > 0,

to infer that the mapping (s, t) 7→ h1(h2(c̃(s), 1), t) is a homotopy in Rn \M2. Therefore, by
definition (4.4) of J and property (1+) for h1

J
(
[h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃]1

) (4.4)
= [h1(·, 1) ◦ h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃]2 = [h1(·, 0) ◦ h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃]2

(1+)
= [h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃]2 = [c̃]2,
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where for the last equality we used the fact that also (s, t) 7→ h2(c̃(s), t) is a homotopy in
Rn \M2. □

To investigate peripheral subgroups of the fundamental groups we first use the distance-
decreasing flow of Theorem 3.3 to derive a quantified sufficient condition for loops c ∈ Rn \M
to generate elements [c] in the peripheral subgroup of π1(Rn \M).

Proposition 4.3 (Elements of peripheral subgroups). Let M ⊂ Rn be a non-empty, closed and
path-connected set with path-connected complement Rn \M , such that δ(M, rM) < gn for some
positive scale rM . Then the equivalence class [c] of any loop c : R/Z → BrM (M) \M is an
element of the peripheral subgroup PM of π1(Rn \M).

Proof. Fix a loop c ∈ C0(R/Z,Rn) with image c(R/Z) ⊂ BrM (M) \ M . We need to show
that for arbitrary small ϵ > 0, the closed curve c is homotopic to a loop c̃ in Bϵ(M) \M . If
ϵ > δ := maxx∈c(R/Z) dist(x,M) the curve c itself is the desired loop, so we may restrict to
ϵ ∈ (0, δ] ⊂ (0, rM). Apply Theorem 3.3 for ρ := ϵ and δ := maxx∈c(R/Z) dist(x,M) < rM
(assuming w.l.o.g. that ϵ < δ, otherwise increase δ slightly), to obtain a smooth function
h := h−M : Rn \ M × [0, 1] → Rn \ M with all the properties listed in that theorem. Then
the map (s, t) 7→ h(c(s), t) = h(·, t) ◦ c(s) defines a homotopy in Rn \ M , connecting the
curve c(·) = h(·, 0) ◦ c(·) with the loop c̃(·) := h(c(·), 1). Property (2-) of h implies that
c̃(R/Z) ⊂ Bϵ(M). □

Now we are in the position to give the full proof of our first main result.
Proof of Theorem 1.2. The mapping J : π1(Rn \M1) → π1(Rn \M2) defined in (4.4) is an
isomorphism as shown in Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2. It remains to be checked that J restricted to the
peripheral subgroup PM1 ⊂ π1(Rn \M1) maps PM1 isomorphically onto the peripheral subgroup
PM2 of π1(Rn \M2). In the light of Lemma 4.1 is it sufficient to show J(PM1) = PM2 .
“⊂”: For p ∈ PM1 take a representative loop c in Rn \M1, i.e., [c]1 = p, with

(4.8) sups∈R/Z dist
(
c(s),M1

)
< 1

2
min{rM1 , rM2} = 1

2
r∗,

where r∗ was defined in (4.2). Let h1 := h+M1
: Rn \M1 → Rn \M1 be the smooth function7

of Theorem 3.1 for M := M1, but using the scale r∗ instead of rM1 and ρ as in (4.3). Then,
properties (2+) and (3+) of that theorem imply

(4.9) 0 < 1
4
r∗ < 1

2
r∗ − ρ

(2+)

≤ dist(h1(c(s), 1),M1) ≤ 1
2
r∗ for all s ∈ R/Z,

since if there were some s ∈ R/Z such that dist(h1(c(s), 1),M1) >
1
2
r∗ then by continuity of h1

we could find some t∗ ∈ (0, 1) such that

1
2
r∗ = dist(h1(c(s), t

∗),M1)
(3+)
= dist(h1(c(s), 1),M1) >

1
2
r∗,

contradiction. Moreover, by Corollary 3.2 for M := M1 at scale r∗ (instead of rM1), and
A :=M2, we have

(4.10) h1(Rn \M1, 1) ⊂ Rn \M2,

since by means of (4.3), distH(M1,M2) <
1
4
r∗ − 4ρ < 1

2
r∗ − ρ, so that hypothesis (3.11) of

Corollary 3.2 is satisfied. In particular, h1(c(R/Z), 1) ⊂ Rn\M2 so that by (4.9) and hypothesis
(1.4)

0 < dist(h1(c(s), 1),M2) ≤ dist(h1(c(s), 1),M1) + distH(M1,M2)
(4.9),(1.4)
< 1

2
r∗ + 1

4
min{rM1 , rM2} = 3

4
min{rM1 , rM2} < rM2

for all s ∈ R/Z. Therefore, h1(c(R/Z), 1) ⊂ BrM2
(M2) \M2.

By definition (4.4) of the isomorophism J we find

J(p) = J([c]1)
(4.4)
= [h1(·, 1) ◦ c]2 ∈ PM2 ⊂ π1(Rn \M2)

7This function was the one used for the definition of the isomorphism J in (4.4).
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by means of Proposition 4.3 applied to M :=M2 and to the loop h1(·, 1) ◦ c.
“⊃”: We finally need to show that PM2 ⊂ J(PM1). For q ∈ PM2 there is a representative loop

c̃ : R/Z → Rn \M2 with [c̃]2 = q and sups∈R/Z dist(c̃(s),M2) <
1
2
r∗. According to Theorem 3.1

applied to M := M2 and the smaller scale r∗ ≤ rM2 and to ρ as in (4.3), we find the smooth
function h2 := h+M2

: Rn \M2 → Rn \M2 with all the properties listed in that theorem but at
scale r∗ (instead of rM2). Using properties (2+) and (3+) in the same way as for h1 above we
obtain

(4.11) 0 < 1
4
r∗ < 1

2
r∗ − ρ

(2+)

≤ dist
(
h2(c̃(s), 1),M2

)
≤ 1

2
r∗ for all s ∈ R/Z.

From Corollary 3.2 we deduce

(4.12) h2(Rn \M2, 1) ⊂ Rn \M1.

Consequently, by (4.11) and hypothesis (1.4),

0 < dist
(
h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃,M1

)
≤ dist

(
h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃,M2

)
+ distH(M1,M2)

(4.11),(1.4)
< 1

2
r∗ + 1

4
r∗ = 3

4
min{rM1 , rM2} < rM1 ;

hence h2(c̃(R/Z), 1) ⊂ BrM1
(M1) \ M1, which leads us to set p := [h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃]1 ∈ PM1 ⊂

π1(Rn \M1) by Proposition 4.3. Exactly8 as in (4.7) in the proof of Lemma 4.2 we can show
that the mapping (s, t) 7→ h1(h2(c̃(s), 1), t) defines a homotopy in Rn \M2, connecting the loop

h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃
(1+)
= h1(h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃, 0)

with h1(h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃, 1) so that by definition (4.4) of J ,

J(p) = J([h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃]1)
(4.4)
= [h1(·, 1) ◦ h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃]2

= [h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃]2 = [c̃]2 = q,

as desired. For the last equality we have used the fact that (s, t) 7→ h2(c̃(s), t) is a homotopy
in Rn \M2 connecting c̃ = h2(c̃, 0) with h2(·, 1) ◦ c̃. □

5. Stability of knot equivalence

The equivalence of two tame knots γ1, γ2 ∈ C0(R/Z,R3) with local distortion below g3 (or
even below π√

8
) at some positive scales, such that the knots are sufficiently close in terms of

these scales, was stated in Corollary 1.3. This was a direct consequence of Theorem 1.2 applied
to the knots’ images Mi := γi(R/Z), i = 1, 2, in combination with Theorem B. We are going
to apply Corollary 1.3 now to a knot and a small Lipschitz perturbation of that knot to prove
the Lipschitz stability of knot equivalence, i.e., Corollary 1.4. For that we specify the local
distortion at some scale r > 0 as defined in (1.2) in Definition 1.1 to the image M := η(R/Z)
of a knot η ∈ C0(R/Z,Rn) by writing

(5.1) δ(η, r) ≡ δ(η(R/Z), r) = sup
u,v∈R/Z,u̸=v

0<|η(u)−η(v)|≤2r

dη
(
η(u), η(v)

)
|η(u)− η(v)|

,

where the intrinsic distance dη(η(u), η(v)) reduces to the periodic parameter distance |u−v|R/Z
in case of arclength parametrized curves η.

Proof of Corollary 1.4. By assumption there is a scale rγ ∈ (0, 1
2
) such that δ(γ, rγ) < g3 (or

even less than π√
8
.) Our aim is to show that for a given function h ∈ C0,1(R/Z,R3) the

perturbed curve γϵ = γ+ ϵh has also local distortion δ(γϵ, r̂γ) < g3 at a (possibly smaller) scale
r̂γ > 0 independent of 0 < |ϵ| ≪ 1. Keeping that scale fixed we can then take |ϵ| so small
(depending on h) that the L∞-distance is controlled in terms of the two scales rγ and r̂γ.

8The only prerequisite for the estimate (4.7) was that c̃ is a loop in Rn \M2 which we have in the present
context as well.
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To that extent consider x, y ∈ [0, 1] with x < y to estimate

(5.2) |γϵ(x)− γϵ(y)| = |γ(x)− γ(y) + ϵ(h(x)− h(y))| ≥ |γ(x)− γ(y)| − |ϵ|∥h′∥L∞(y − x).

The intrinsic distance dγϵ(γϵ(x), γϵ(y)) ≡ dγϵ(x, y) on γϵ may be compared to dγ(γ(x), γ(y)) ≡
dγ(x, y) on γ by means of∣∣ ´ y

x
|γ′ϵ(u)|du−

´ y
x
|γ′(u)|du

∣∣ = ∣∣ ´ y
x

(
|γ′ϵ(u)| − |γ′(u)|

)
du

∣∣ ≤ ´ y
x

∣∣|γ′ϵ(u)| − |γ′(u)|
∣∣du

≤
´ y

x
|γ′ϵ(u)− γ′(u)|du =

´ y
x
|ϵh′(u)|du ≤ |ϵ|∥h′∥L∞(y − x),(5.3)

whence

(5.4) dγϵ(x, y) ≤
´ y
x
|γ′ϵ(u)|du

(5.3)

≤
´ y
x
|γ′(u)|du+ |ϵ|∥h′∥L∞(y − x) ≤ (y − x)(1 + |ϵ|∥h′∥L∞).

Without loss of generality we may assume that 0 < y − x ≤ 1
2
, so dγ(x, y) = y − x. Combining

(5.2) with (5.4) we deduce supposing |γ(x)− γ(y)| < 2rγ

dγϵ (x,y)

|γϵ(x)−γϵ(y)|

(5.4),(5.2)

≤ dγ(x,y)(1+|ϵ|∥h′∥L∞ )

|γ(x)−γ(y)|−|ϵ|∥h′∥L∞ (y−x)
= dγ(x,y)(1+|ϵ|∥h′∥L∞ )

|γ(x)−γ(y)|
(
1−|ϵ|∥h′∥L∞

dγ (x,y)

|γ(x)−γ(y)|

)
≤ δ(γ, rγ) · 1+|ϵ|∥h′∥L∞

1−|ϵ|∥h′∥L∞δ(γ,rγ)
< g3,

(5.5)

if

(5.6) |ϵ| ≤ ϵ0 := min
{ g3−δ(γ,rγ)

δ(γ,rγ)(1+g3)∥h′∥L∞+1
, rγ
∥h′∥L∞+1

}
> 0.

Consequently, if |γϵ(x)−γϵ(y)| ≤ 2r̂γ where r̂γ = 1
2
rγ we infer |γ(y)−γ(x)| ≤ 2rγ, so δ(γϵ, r̂γ) <

g3 for all |ϵ| ≤ ϵ0 due to (5.5) and (5.6). It is important to notice that the scale r̂γ does not
depend on ϵ ∈ [−ϵ0, ϵ0]. With ∥γ − γϵ∥L∞ = |ϵ|∥h∥L∞ this allows us to choose

(5.7) ϵγ,h := min
{
ϵ0,

r̂γ
8∥h∥L∞+1

}
< 1

4
min{rγ, r̂γ}

to also satisfy the hypothesis on the L∞-distance in Corollary 1.3 to conclude that γ ∼ γϵ for
all |ϵ| ≤ ϵγ,h. In addition, essinfR/Z |γ′ϵ| ≥ essinfR/Z |γ′| − |ϵ|∥h′∥L∞ > 1

2
for all |ϵ| ≤ ϵγ,h, since

ϵγ,h ≤ ϵ0 ≤ 1
2
(∥h′∥L∞ + 1)−1. □

Before treating the stability of knot equivalence in the setting of fractional Sobolev regularity
let us point out that bounding the bilipschitz constant9

(5.8) biLipI(γ) := inf
u,v∈I
u̸=v

|γ(u)− γ(v)|
|u− v|R/Z

on an interval I ⊂ R from below, is closely related to controlling the local distortion δ(γ, ·)
at some scale related to I, if the absolutely continuous parametrization γ has positive speed
vγ = essinfR/Z |γ′|, i.e., if γ is an immersed curve.
The seminorm ⌊γ′⌋ defining fractional Sobolev spaces allows us to bound biLip(γ) as in the

following lemma, which is essentially contained in [2, Lemma 2.1]; see also [7, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 5.1. Let I ⊂ R be an interval and γ : I → Rn an absolutely continuous immersed
curve with positive speed vγ = essinfI |γ′|. Then one has for all s, t ∈ I with s < t

(5.9) |γ(t)− γ(s)|2 ≥
{
v2γ −

1

2

tˆ

s

tˆ

s

|γ′(u)− γ′(v)|2

|u− v|2
dudv

}
|t− s|2.

As an immediate consequence one deduces

9In [21] a bilipschitz constant is defined as any number L > 0 such that L−1dγ(u, v)| ≤ |γ(u) − γ(v)| ≤
Ldγ(u, v) holds for all u, v ∈ R/Z. If γ is parametrized by arclength then the infimum of those L is biLipI(γ)

−1.
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Corollary 5.2 (Fractional seminorm controls bilipschitz constant). If γ ∈ W
3
2
,2(I,Rn) is arc-

length parametrized, then

(5.10) |γ(t)− γ(s)|2 ≥
(
1− 1

2
⌊γ′⌋21

2
,2,I

)
|t− s|2 for all s, t ∈ I.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. For parameters s, t ∈ I with s < t estimate

|γ(s)− γ(t)|2 =
´ t
s

´ t
s
⟨γ′(σ), γ′(τ)⟩Rndσdτ = 1

2

´ t
s

´ t
s

(
|γ′(τ)|2 + |γ′(σ)|2 − |γ′(τ)− γ′(σ)|2

)
dσdτ

≥ v2γ|t− s|2 − 1
2

´ t
s

´ t
s
|γ′(τ)− γ′(σ)|2dσdτ ≥ |t− s|2

{
v2γ − 1

2

´ t
s

´ t
s

|γ′(τ)−γ′(σ)|2
|τ−σ|2 dσdτ

}
. □

We observe in (5.10) that a small fractional seminorm yields a bilipschitz estimate, which is
the key ingredient for the proof of the fractional stability of knot equivalence.
Proof of Corollary 1.5. Due to the absolute continuity of the double integral defining the
fractional seminorm there is a radius ρ = ρ(γ) ∈ (0, 1

4
] such that supx∈R/Z⌊γ′⌋ 1

2
,2,Bρ(x)

< 1
2
√
2
.

Therefore,

(5.11) supx∈R/Z⌊η′⌋ 1
2
,2,Bρ(x)

≤ supx∈R/Z⌊γ′⌋ 1
2
,2,Bρ(x)

+ ⌊η′ − γ′⌋ 1
2
,2 <

1√
2

for all η ∈ B 1
2
√

2
(γ) ⊂ W

3
2
,2(R/Z,R3). By means of Corollary 5.2 we infer

(5.12) min
{
|γ(t)− γ(s)|, |η(t)− η(s)|

}
>

√
3
2
|t− s| ≥

√
3
2
dγ(t, s) =

√
3
2
dη(t, s)

for all arclength parametrized curves η ∈ B 1
2
√
2
(γ) ⊂ W

3
2
,2(R/Z,R3) and all parameters s, t ∈

R/Z with intrinsic distance dγ(t, s) ≡ dγ(γ(s), γ(t)) = |t−s|R/Z = dη(η(s), η(t)) ≡ dη(t, s) < 2ρ.
On the other hand,

σγ := inf{|γ(t)− γ(s)| : dγ(s, t) = |t− s|R/Z ≥ 2ρ} ∈ (0, 1
2
].

By Sobolev embedding there is a constant CE such that ∥ζ∥L∞ ≤ CE∥ζ∥W 3
2 ,2 for all ζ ∈

W
3
2
,2(R/Z,R3), so that

(5.13) ∥η − γ∥L∞ < σγ

16
for all η ∈ Bϵγ (γ) ⊂ W

3
2
,2(R/Z,R3),

where we have set ϵγ := min{ 1
2
√
2
, σγ

16CE
}. Therefore, for all s, t ∈ R/Z with dγ(s, t) = dη(s, t) ≥

2ρ one has

(5.14) min
{
|γ(t)− γ(s)|, |η(t)− η(s)|

}
> 7

8
σγ >

1
2
σγ.

Defining the common scale rγ := σγ

4
we find in view of (5.12) and (5.14)

(5.15) max
{
δ(γ, rγ), δ(η, rγ)

}
≤ 2√

3
< g3

for all arclength parametrized curves η ∈ Bϵγ (γ) ⊂ W
3
2
,2(R/Z,R3), since g3 =

√
32√
27

π√
8
∈ ( 2√

3
, π
2
).

Inequality (5.13) allows us to apply Corollary 1.3 to conclude. Notice that we also used the

fact that arclength parametrized W
3
2
,2-knots have finite Möbius energy according to [2, Theo-

rem 1.1], and are therefore tame [21, Theorem 4.1], which is needed in Corollary 1.3. □

6. Harmonic substitution

In this section we study the effects on the local distortion of a curve if we replace some
subarcs of a curve by straight segments, since this is what we will do later to adequately
modify minimizing sequences for the Möbius energy. By Blatt’s characterization [2, Theo-
rem 1.1] of the corresponding energy space we can assume arclength parametrized curves of

class W
3
2
,2(R/Z,Rn), but keep in mind that such a replacement by straight segments generally

destroys this fractional Sobolev regularity.
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We begin with a result that basically reflects the embedding ofW
3
2
,2 into the space of bounded

mean oscillation (BMO). Denote the integral mean of a function f over a set A by

(f)A ≡
ˆ

A

f(z) dz :=
1

|A|

ˆ

A

f(z) dz,

and abbreviate the annular region

(6.1) Ar,θ(x) := Br(x) \Bθr(x) ⊂ R/Z for θ ∈ (0, 1), x ∈ R/Z,
with measure

(6.2) |Ar,θ(x)| = 2r(1− θ).

Lemma 6.1 (Quantitative embeddingW
3
2
,2 ↪→ BMO). Assume that for an arclength parametrized

curve η ∈ W
3
2
,2(R/Z,Rn) there is a parameter x ∈ R/Z and there exist constants θ, r ∈ (0, 1

2
),

such that

(6.3) ⌊η′⌋21
2
,2,Ar,θ(x)

< θ.

Then we have

(6.4)

ˆ
Br(x)

|η′(z)− (η′)Br(x)|2 dz < 8θ,

and if θ < 1
8
in addition, then |(η′)Br(x)| > 0 and

(6.5)

ˆ
Br(x)

|η′(z)− ν|2 dz < 32θ,

where

(6.6) ν ≡ νBr(x) :=
(η′)Br(x)

|(η′)Br(x)|
∈ Sn−1.

Proof. We start with estimates for the mean quadratic deviation on the annulus A := Ar,θ(x)
with (6.2), Jensen’s inequality, and (6.3):

´
A
|η′(z)−(η′)A|2dz

(6.2)
= 1

2r(1−θ)

´
A
|η′(z)−

´
A
η′(u)du|2dz

(6.2)

≤ 1
4r2(1−θ)2

´
A

´
A
|η′(z)−η′(u)|2dudz

≤ 1
(1−θ)2

´
A

´
A

|η′(z)−η′(u)|2
|z−u|2 dudz

(6.3)
< θ

(1−θ)2
< 4θ,(6.7)

since θ ∈ (0, 1
2
). With |η′| = 1 a.e. on R/Z we have the rough estimate |η′(·)− (η′)A| ≤ 2 a.e.,

which implies for the mean deviation from (η′)A on the full ball B := Br(x)´
B
|η′(z)− (η′)A|2dz = 1

2r

´
A
|η′(z)− (η′)A|2dz + 1

2r

´
Bθr(x)

|η′(z)− (η′)A|2dz
(6.2)
= 2r(1−θ)

2r

´
A
|η′(z)− (η′)A|2dz + 2θr

2r

´
Bθr(x)

|η′(z)− (η′)A|2dz
(6.7)
< (1− θ)4θ + 4θ < 8θ.(6.8)

This proves (6.4) since the function c 7→
´

B
|η′(z)−c|2dz is minimized on Rn by the mean value

c∗ := (η′)B ∈ Rn.
If θ ∈ (0, 1

8
), then take the integral mean of the inequality |(η′)B| ≥ |η′(z)| − |η′(z) − (η′)B|

over B = Br(x) to obtain with (6.4) and Hölder’s inequality |(η′)B| > 1 −
√
8θ > 0, so that

the vector ν in (6.6) is well-defined. With the help of |b − b
|b| |

2 = | b|b|−b
|b| |2 = ||b| − 1|2 for

b := (η′)B ∈ Rn \ {0} we obtain´
B
|(η′)B − ν|2dz =

´
B

∣∣1− |(η′)B|
∣∣2dz = ´

B

∣∣|η′(z)| − |(η′)B|
∣∣2dz ≤ ´

B
|η′(z)− (η′)B|2dz,

so that by means of (6.4)

´
B
|η′(z)− ν|2dz ≤ 2

{´
B
|η′(z)− (η′)B|2dz +

´
B
|(η′)B − ν|2dz

} (6.4)
< 2{8θ + 8θ} = 32θ. □
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To find suitable subarcs to be replaced by straight segments on a given curve, we pick up an
idea of Semmes [36] from his study of chord-arc surfaces with small constants.

Define for a fixed parameter x ∈ R/Z and constants r ∈ (0, 1
2
) and θ ∈ (0, 1

20
) the localized

excess function on the ball B := Br(x) as

(6.9) eB(z) :=
(
η′(z)− ν

)
χB(z) for z ∈ R,

where ν ≡ νB = νBr(x) ∈ Sn−1 is the vector defined in (6.6) of Lemma 6.1, and χA denotes
the characteristic function of a set A ⊂ R/Z. Moreover, we consider the Hardy–Littlewood
maximal function of the excess,

(6.10)
(
MeB

)
(y) := sup

ρ>0

ˆ
Bρ(y)

|eB(z)| dz

satisfying the weak-type inequality (see, e.g., [37, Chapter 3, Theorem 1.1, p. 101])∣∣{y ∈ R : (MeB)(y) > t
}∣∣ ≤ 3

t
∥eB∥L1(R) =

3
t

´
B
|η′(z)− ν|dz

≤ 6r
t

(´
B
|η′(z)− ν|2dz

) 1
2

(6.5)
< 6r

t

√
32θ < 36

√
θ · r

t
for all t > 0,

where we used Hölder’s inequality and (6.5). Choosing t := θ
1
4 we obtain∣∣{y ∈ R : (MeB)(y) ≤ θ

1
4

}
∩B r

8
(x± r

2
)
∣∣ ≥ |B r

8
(x± r

2
)| −

∣∣{y ∈ R : (MeB)(y) > θ
1
4

}∣∣
>
r

4

(
1− 144 · θ

1
4

)
> 0

for

(6.11) 0 < θ < θ1 :=
1

1444
<

1

8
.

Consequently, the sets

(6.12) G±(x, θ, r) :=
{
y ∈ R : (MeBr(x))(y) ≤ θ

1
4

}
∩B r

8
(x± r

2
) ⊂ Br(x)

of good endpoints of replaceable subarcs near the two parameters x± r
2
have positive measure if

θ ∈ (0, θ1). The next lemma clarifies the term “good” in this context, by stating that difference
quotients of the curve η rooted at points in the set G±(x, θ, r) can be approximated well by the
unit vector ν = νBr(x) ∈ Sn−1.

Lemma 6.2 (Difference quotients close to ν). Assume that the arclength parametrized curve

η ∈W
3
2
,2(R/Z,Rn) satisfies

(6.13) ⌊η′⌋21
2
,2,A

< θ for some x ∈ R/Z, θ ∈ (0, θ1) and r ∈ (0, 1
2
),

where θ1 is defined in (6.11), and A := Ar,θ(x) = Br(x) \Bθr(x). Then one has for ν := νBr(x)

defined in (6.6)

(6.14) 1 ≥
〈η(y)− η(x0)

y − x0
, ν
〉
Rn

≥ 1− 2θ
1
4 and

∣∣∣Π(Rν)⊥
(η(y)− η(x0)

y − x0

)∣∣∣ ≤ 2θ
1
8

for all y ∈ Br(x) and x0 ∈ G±(x, θ, r) as defined in (6.12). Here, ΠV denotes the orthogonal
projection of Rn onto a linear subspace V ⊂ Rn.

Proof. The very left inequality in (6.14) is obvious since ∥η′∥L∞ = 1 by assumption, and |ν| = 1.
The second inequality can be derived with the fundamental theorem of calculus as follows:

1−
〈
η(y)−η(x0)

y−x0
, ν
〉
Rn = 1

y−x0

´ y
x0
⟨ν − η′(u), ν⟩Rndu

≤ 1
|y−x0|

´
[x0,y]

|ν − η′(u)|du = 1
|y−x0|

´
[x0,y]

|eBr(x)(u)|du,

since both y and x0 are contained in Br(x). The last integral may be bounded from above by

1
|y−x0|

´
B|y−x0|(x0)

|eBr(x)(u)|du = 2
´

B|y−x0|(x0)
|eBr(x)(u)|du ≤ 2

(
MeBr(x)

)
(x0) ≤ 2θ

1
4 ,
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because x0 ∈ G±(x, θ, r), which proves the first chain of inequalities in (6.14). The last in-

equality follows from the first via
∣∣Π(Rν)⊥(ζ)

∣∣2 = ∣∣ζ − ⟨ζ, ν⟩ν
∣∣2 = |ζ|2 − ⟨ζ, ν⟩2 ≤ 1− ⟨ζ, ν⟩2 =

(1 + ⟨ζ, ν⟩)(1− ⟨ζ, ν⟩) ≤ 2(1− ⟨ζ, ν⟩) for all ζ ∈ B1(0) ⊂ Rn (where we abbreviated ⟨·, ·⟩Rn by
⟨·, ·⟩). □

Given a curve η : R/Z → Rn and N distinct parameters x1, . . . , xN ∈ R/Z, as well as
θ ∈ (0, θ1),

(6.15) 0 < r <
1

2
min

{
|xi − xk|R/Z : i ̸= k, i, k ∈ {1, . . . , N}

}
≤ 1

4
,

and good sets Gi
± := G±(xi, θ, r) as defined in (6.12) for i = 1, . . . , N , containing the parameters

xi± ∈ Gi
±, we replace the N subarcs η([xi−, x

i
+]) by straight segments to define the modified curve

(6.16) η̃(z) :=

{
η(xi−) +

z−xi
−

xi
+−xi

−

(
η(xi+)− η(xi−)

)
for z ∈ [xi−, x

i
+], i = 1 . . . , N,

η(z) for z ∈ R/Z \
⋃N

i=1[x
i
−, x

i
+].

We call this procedure a harmonic substitution comparable to Courant’s and Morrey’s method
in the theory of classic two-dimensional minimal surfaces [13, p. 25], [30, Theorem 4.3.2]. But
in the present context, even if η were smooth, the modified curve η̃ may not even be of class
W

3
2
,2. Or, in terms of the Möbius energy, EMöb(η̃) may be infinite even if η̃ is embedded and

if the original curve η has finite energy. Nevertheless, η̃ is L∞-close to η, and its distortion
quotient remains under control.

Lemma 6.3 (Distortion under harmonic substitution). Let η ∈ W
3
2
,2(R/Z,Rn) be an arclength

parametrized curve satisfying

(6.17) ⌊η′⌋21
2
,2,Ar,θ(xi)

< θ

for finitely many distinct parameters x1, . . . , xN ∈ R/Z with r ∈ (0, 1
4
) chosen as in (6.15), and

θ ∈ (0, θ2) for θ2 := 256−4, and let η̃ be the modified curve defined by harmonic substitution as
in (6.16). Then

∥η − η̃∥L∞ < 6θ
1
8 r and(6.18)

max
{

sup
y,z∈[xi−r,xi+]

y ̸=z

dη̃(η̃(y),η̃(z))

|η̃(y)−η̃(z)| , sup
y,z∈[xi−,xi+r]

y ̸=z

dη̃(η̃(y),η̃(z))

|η̃(y)−η̃(z)|

}
< 1 + 4θ

1
4 for all i = 1, . . . , N.

Proof. Note that 0 < θ2 = 256−4 < θ1 <
1
8
so that Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 are applicable here. The

first inequality in (6.14) for y := xi+ ∈ Gi
+ ⊂ Br(xi) and x0 := xi− ∈ Gi

− for an arbitrary fixed

i ∈ {1, . . . , N} implies for νi := νBr(xi) ∈ Sn−1 as in (6.6), and ∆i :=
η(xi

+)−η(xi
−)

xi
+−xi

−
∈ B1(0) ⊂ Rn

(6.19) |νi −∆i|2 = 1 + |∆i|2 − 2⟨νi,∆i⟩Rn ≤ 2
(
1− ⟨νi,∆i⟩Rn

) (6.14)

≤ 4θ
1
4 .

Therefore, by virtue of (6.5) in Lemma 6.1 for ν := νi, x := xi, and z ∈ [xi−, x
i
+] ⊂ Br(xi),

|η(z)− η̃(z)| = |η(z)− η(xi−) + η̃(xi−)− η̃(z)| =
∣∣ ´ z

xi
−

(
η′(u)− η̃′(u)

)
du

∣∣
=

∣∣ ´ z
xi
−

(
η′(u)−∆i

)
du

∣∣ ≤ 2r
´

Br(xi)

(
|η′(u)− νi|+ |νi −∆i|

)
du

≤ 2r
(´

Br(xi)
|η′(u)− νi|2du

) 1
2 + 2r|νi −∆i|

(6.5),(6.19)
< 2r

(√
32θ +

√
4θ

1
4

)
= 2rθ

1
8

(√
32θ

3
8 + 2

)
< 6θ

1
8 r,

which proves the first inequality in (6.18), since z ∈ [xi−, x
i
+] was arbitrarily chosen as well as

the index i ∈ {1, . . . , N}.
Before proving the second inequality in (6.18) let us insert an auxiliary result comparing the

intrinsic distance on η with that on η̃, which turns out to be useful later, too. As in some proofs
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before, we abbreviate the intrinsic distance dη(η(y), η(z)) on η as dη(y, z), analogously on the
modified curve η̃.

Lemma 6.4 (Comparison of intrinsic distances). Under the assumptions of Lemma 6.3 one
has

(6.20)
7

8
dη(y, z) < (1− 2θ

1
8 )dη(y, z) ≤ dη̃(y, z) ≤ dη(y, z) for all y, z ∈ R/Z, y ̸= z,

and the length L(η̃) of η̃ is contained in the interval [1− 2θ
1
8 , 1] ⊂ [7

8
, 1].

Proof. As in the previous proof we set ∆i :=
η(xi

+)−η(xi
−)

xi
+−xi

−
∈ B1(0) ⊂ Rn and νi := νBr(xi) ∈ Sn−1

as in (6.6), for i = 1, . . . , N . Use (6.19) to infer∣∣1− |∆i|
∣∣ = ∣∣|νi| − |∆i|

∣∣ ≤ |νi −∆i|
(6.19)

≤ 2θ
1
8 ,

so that the tangent vector of the modified curve η̃ satisfies

(6.21) |η̃′(z)| =

{
|η′(z)| = 1 f.a.e. z ∈ R/Z \

⋃N
i=1(x

i
−, x

i
+),

|∆i| ∈ [1− 2θ
1
8 , 1] for all z ∈ (xi−, x

i
+), i = 1, . . . , N.

Consequently, we can estimate the length of η̃ as

(6.22) L(η̃) =
´ 1
0
|η̃′(u)|du ∈ [1− 2θ

1
8 , 1] ⊂ [7

8
, 1].

For the proof of (6.20) we may assume 0 ≤ y < z < 1. If dη(y, z) =
´ z
y
|η′(u)|du then by (6.21),

dη̃(y, z) ≤
´ z
y
|η̃′(u)|du

(6.21)

≤ dη(y, z).

If, on the other hand, dη(y, z) = 1−
´ z
y
|η′(u)|du =

´ 1+y

z
|η′(u)|du, then

dη̃(y, z) ≤
´ 1+y

z
|η̃′(u)|du

(6.21)

≤ dη(y, z),

which proves the right inequality in (6.20).
Similarly, if dη̃(y, z) =

´ z
y
|η̃′(u)|du, then

dη̃(y, z)
(6.21)

≥ (1− 2θ
1
8 )|z − y|R/Z ≥ (1− 2θ

1
8 )dη(y, z) >

7
8
dη(y, z).

If dη̃(y, z) = L(η̃)−
´ z

y
|η̃′(u)|du =

´ 1+y

z
|η̃′(u)|du, then

dη̃(y, z)
(6.21)

≥ (1− 2θ
1
8 )
´ 1+y

z
|η′(u)|du ≥ (1− 2θ

1
8 )dη(y, z) >

7
8
dη(y, z). □

Now we return to the
Proof of Lemma 6.3. It remains to establish the estimate for the distortion quotient in (6.18).
Fix i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, abbreviate x := xi, x± := xi±, and consider the intervals A := [x − r, x−],
B := [x−, x+], and C := [x+, x+ r]. If y, z ∈ B then dη̃(y, z) = |η̃(y)− η̃(z)| due to r < 1

4
, which

implies the right inequality in (6.18), since we are on the straight segment in that case.
So, we distinguish two remaining cases:

I. (y, z) ∈ A×A, (or (y, z) ∈ C × C),
II. (y, z) ∈ A× B, (or (y, z) ∈ B × C, or C × B, or B ×A).

It suffices in each case to treat the situation named first, the alternatives in brackets can then
be proved analogously.
Case I. For any ζ ∈ A one has

|ζ − x| ≥ |x− − x| = |x− − (x− r
2
) + (x− r

2
)− x| ≥ r

2
− |x− − (x− r

2
)| > r

2
− r

8
= 3

8
r > θr,
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so that A ⊂ Ar,θ(x) = Br(x) \ Bθr(x). Therefore, our assumption (6.17) implies that we can
apply Corollary 5.2 to the interval I := A, γ := η|A, to deduce from (5.10) by definition (6.16)
of η̃

(6.23)
dη̃(y,z)

|η̃(y)−η̃(z)|
(6.16)
= dη(y,z)

|η(y)−η(z)| =
|y−z|R/Z

|η(y)−η(z)|

(5.10)
< 1√

1− θ
2

< 1 + θ
1
4 .

Case II. For (y, z) ∈ A × B and ν := νBr(x) ∈ Sn−1 as defined in (6.6) we infer from the
definition (6.16), (6.14) of Lemma 6.2, and (6.20) of Lemma 6.4

|η̃(z)− η̃(y)| ≥ ⟨η̃(z)− η̃(y), ν⟩Rn = ⟨η̃(x−)− η̃(y), ν⟩Rn + ⟨η̃(z)− η̃(x−), ν⟩Rn

(6.16)
= ⟨η̃(x−)− η̃(y), ν⟩Rn + z−x−

x+−x−
⟨η(x+)− η(x−), ν⟩Rn

(6.14)

≥ (1− 2θ
1
4 )
[
(x− − y) + (z − x−)

]
= (1− 2θ

1
4 )(z − y)

= (1− 2θ
1
4 )dη(y, z)

(6.20)

≥ (1− 2θ
1
4 )dη̃(y, z),

which implies
dη̃(y,z)

|η̃(y)−η̃(z)| ≤
1

1−2θ
1
4
= 1 + 2θ

1
4

1−2θ
1
4
< 1 + 4θ

1
4 ,

because 0 < θ < θ2 = 256−4. □

Finally we show how to control the distortion quotient globally under harmonic substitution,
which may be reinterpreted as controlling the bilipschitz constant of η̃ measured in its intrinsic
distance dη̃(·, ·).

Lemma 6.5 (Bilipschitz control under harmonic substitution). Let η ∈ W
3
2
,2(R/Z,Rn) be an

arclength parametrized curve satisfying (6.17) for finitely many distinct parameters x1, . . . , xN ∈
R/Z with r ∈ (0, 1

4
) as in (6.15) and θ ∈ (0, θ3], where

(6.24) θ3 :=
1

424L8
=

( 1

64L

)8
,

with L ∈ [1,∞) such that

(6.25) |η(y)− η(z)| ≥ 1

L
|y − z|R/Z for all y, z ∈ R/Z.

If η̃ is the modified curve obtained from η by harmonic substitution as in (6.16), then there
exists some number L̃ ∈ [L, 2L] such that

(6.26) |η̃(y)− η̃(z)| ≥ 1

L̃
dη̃(y, z) for all y, z ∈ R/Z.

Proof. Note that the smallness assumption (6.24) implies 0 < θ ≤ θ3 < θ2 = 256−4 < θ1 =
144−4, so that all previous lemmas in the present section are applicable. We distinguish three
(partly overlapping) cases:

I. y, z ∈ [xi − r, xi+] (or y, z ∈ [xi−, xi + r]) for some i ∈ {1, . . . , N},
II. y, z ∈ R/Z \

⋃N
i=1[x

i
−, x

i
+],

III. y ∈ [xi−, x
i
+], z ∈ R/Z \ [xi − r, xi + r] for some i ∈ {1, . . . , N}.

Case I. We apply (6.18) of Lemma 6.3 to deduce for dη̃(y, z) ≡ dη̃(η̃(y), η̃(z))

(6.27) 1024
1025

dη̃(y, z) ≤ dη̃(y,z)

1+4θ
1
4

(6.18)
< |η̃(y)− η̃(z)| for all y, z ∈ [xi − r, xi+](or [x

i
−, xi + r]).

Case II. For y, z ∈ R/Z \
⋃N

i=1[x
i
−, x

i
+] we have by means of (6.20) dη̃(y, z) ≤ dη(y, z) and

|η̃(y)− η̃(z)| = |η(y)− η(z)|, so that by assumption (6.25)

(6.28) 1
L
dη̃(y, z) ≤ 1

L
dη(y, z) =

1
L
|y − z|R/Z

(6.25)

≤ |η(y)− η(z)| = |η̃(y)− η̃(z)|.
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Case III. For y ∈ [xi−, x
i
+] and z /∈ [xi− r, xi+ r] we find by (6.20), the first inequality in (6.18)

of Lemma 6.3, and assumptions (6.25) and (6.24)

dη̃(y,z)

|η̃(y)−η̃(z)|

(6.18),(6.20)
< dη(y,z)

|η(y)−η(z)|−12θ
1
8 r

=
( |η(y)−η(z)|

|y−z|R/Z
− 12θ

1
8 r

|y−z|R/Z

)−1 (6.25)
<

(
1
L
− 12θ

1
8

3/8

)−1 (6.24)

≤ 2L,

(6.29)

since |y − z|R/Z ≥ |z − x|R/Z −max{|x− xi−|, |x− xi+|} > r − 5
8
r = 3

8
r. □

7. Weak fractional compactness

From the introduction we recall Definition (1.7) of the p-rotationally symmetric subset Σp(K)
of a given knot equivalence class K for p ∈ N \ {1}. Consider now for given constants L ≥ 1
and R > 0 the subset
(7.1)

Fp,L,R(K) := {η ∈ Σp(K)∩W
3
2
,2(R/Z,R3) : |η′|=1a.e., biLip(η)≥ 1

L
, max{|η(0)|, ⌊η′⌋21

2
,2
}≤R},

where biLip(η) denotes the bilipschitz constant defined in (5.8) in Section 5. Then we can
prove the following compactness result which may be of independent interest in geometric knot
theory.

Theorem 7.1 (Weak fractional compactness). For any tame prime knot equivalence class K the

set Fp,L,R(K) is weakly sequentially compact in W
3
2
,2(R/Z,R3) in the restricted sense that for

any sequence (γn)n ⊂ Fp,L,R(K)∩C1(R/Z,R3) there is a knot γ ∈ Fp,L,R(K) and a subsequence

γnk
⇀ γ in W

3
2
,2 as k → ∞.

Strictly speaking, the tameness requirement is superfluous since Fp,L,R(K) = ∅ if K is wild
as pointed out at the end of the proof of Corollary 1.5. The additional smoothness assumption
on the sequence (γn)n guarantees that sequence members remain tame after the harmonic
substitution described in Section 6. This assumption might be of purely technical nature and
can possibly be omitted.

For our application in search of symmetric minimizing knots for the Möbius energy in Sec-
tion 8, however, a mollification argument allows us to focus on smooth minimizing sequences
satisfying all assumptions of Theorem 7.1 above.
Proof of Theorem 7.1. We proceed in several steps.

Step 1. Subconvergence to a candidate curve γ. Since |γ′n| = 1 a.e. on R/Z and |γn(t)| ≤
|γn(t)− γn(0)|+ R ≤ 1 + R for a.e. t ∈ R/Z one finds a constant C = C(R) independent of n
such that

(7.2) ∥γn∥W 3
2 ,2 ≤ C for all n ∈ N.

The space W
3
2
,2(R/Z,R3) is reflexive so that we may assume that there is some curve γ ∈

W
3
2
,2(R/Z,R3) such that (up to a subsequence)

(7.3) γn ⇀ γ as n→ ∞.

By the Poincaré inequality (cf. [28, Proposition A.3]) the seminorm ⌊·⌋ 1
2
,2 is a norm on the

subspace {f ∈W
1
2
,2(R/Z,R3) :

´
R/Z f(u)du = 0} equivalent to ∥ ·∥

W
1
2 ,2 . Since

´
R/Z η

′(u)du = 0

for all η ∈ W
3
2
,2(R/Z,R3) we therefore have by (7.3),

(7.4) ⌊γ′⌋ 1
2
,2 ≤ lim inf

n→∞
⌊γ′n⌋ 1

2
,2 ≤

√
R.

Moreover, due to the compact embeddings W
3
2
,2 ↪→ C0 and W

3
2
,2 ↪→ W 1,1 and the theorem of

Fischer–Riesz, we find (up to a further subsequence)

(7.5) γn → γ in C0, and γ′n → γ′ a.e. on R/Z as n→ ∞.



24 SIMON BLATT, ALEXANDRA GILSBACH, PHILIPP REITER, AND HEIKO VON DER MOSEL

This implies |γ(0)| = limn→∞ |γn(0)| ≤ R and |γ′| = limn→∞ |γ′n| = 1 a.e. on R/Z. The uniform
convergence in (7.5) leads to the bilipschitz estimate

|γ(u)− γ(v)| = limn→∞ |γn(u)− γn(v)| ≥ 1
L
|u− v|R/Z for all u, v ∈ R/Z;

hence

(7.6) biLip(γ) ≥ 1
L
,

and γ is embedded. Also the symmetry relation (1.6) is preserved in the uniform limit since

γ(s) = limn→∞ γn(s)
(1.6)
= R 2π

p
limn→∞ γn(s− 1

p
) = R 2π

p
γ(s− 1

p
) for all s ∈ R/Z.

So, the only requirement on the limiting knot γ to be checked, is that γ represents the prescribed
knot equivalence class, i.e., that [γ] = K.

Step 2. Controlling the local distortion of the limiting knot γ. Combining (5.10) in Corollary

5.2 with the absolute continuity of the double integral defining the seminorm ⌊γ′⌋ 1
2
,2 ≤

√
R

yields a number ργ ∈ (0, 1
4
) such that for dγ(s, t) ≡ dγ(γ(s), γ(t)) = |s− t|R/Z

(7.7) sup
{ dγ(s,t)

|γ(s)−γ(t)| : s, t ∈ R/Z, 0 < |s− t|R/Z = |s− t| ≤ 2ργ
}
< g3.

For parameters s, t ∈ R/Z with dγ(s, t) > 2ργ, on the other hand, we infer from (7.6)

2ργ < dγ(s, t) = |s− t|R/Z ≤ L|γ(s)− γ(t)|.
This together with (7.7) leads to

(7.8) δ(γ, rγ) < g3 at scale rγ := ργ
L
.

Suppose we had δ(γm, rγm) < g3 for some m ∈ N at some scale rγm > 0, then we could
conclude the knot equivalence K = [γm] = [γ] from Corollary 1.3, if, in addition, ∥γm−γ∥L∞ <
1
4
min{rγ, rγm}. But as indicated in Section 1.5 of the introduction this might be too much to

hope for because of possible concentrations in the seminorms ⌊γ′m⌋ 1
2
,2 as m → ∞. Therefore,

we are going to carefully cut out possible concentrations of the curves γn, replace these subarcs
by straight segments to obtain modified curves γ̃n, and use the estimates of Section 6 to finally
find a sequence member γ̃m sufficiently L∞-close to γ, so that Corollary 1.3 indeed implies
[γ] = [γ̃m] = [γm] = K. The details are presented in the remaining steps. This is where the
assumptions γn ∈ C1(R/Z,R3) and K prime come into play.
Step 3. Localizing concentrations via weak convergence of measures. Fix

(7.9) θ ≡ θ4 :=
(

1
6·128L

)8
< θ3 < θ2 < θ1 <

1
20
,

such that we have Lemmas 6.1, 6.2, 6.3, 6.4, and 6.5 of Section 6 at our disposal. In addition,
set

(7.10) ε :=
2

3
− 6

π2
> 0

and define the Radon measures10

(7.11) µn(A) :=
˜

A
|γ′

n(u)−γ′
n(v)|2

|u−v|2 dudv for Lebesgue measurableA ⊂ R/Z× R/Z, n ∈ N.

By means of the assumed uniform bound ⌊γ′n⌋ 1
2
,2 ≤

√
R we find supn∈N µn(R/Z×R/Z) ≤ R <

∞, so that there is a Radon measure µ on R/Z× R/Z such that (up to a subsequence)

(7.12) µn ⇀ µ as n→ ∞,

cf. [19, Theorem 1.41]. (Note that the limiting measure µmight be different from ⌊γ′⌋21
2
,2,·.) Since

the mapping r 7→ µ(Br(x) × Br(y)) is non-negative and non-decreasing for fixed parameters
x, y ∈ R/Z, its limit

(7.13) lim
r↓0

µ(Br(x)×Br(y)) exists and is non-negative,

10suitably extended to an outer measure; see, e.g., [42, pp. 13,14].
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so that we can consider the set

(7.14) Wε :=
{
(x, y) ∈ R/Z× R/Z : lim

r↓0
µ
(
Br(x)×Br(y)

)
> ε

}
.

We claim that concentrations take place only on the diagonal, i.e.,

(7.15) Wε =
⋃
x∈Vε

{x} × {x},

where Vε := {x ∈ R/Z : limr↓0 µ(Br(x)×Br(x)) > ε}. Indeed, for arbitrary fixed n ∈ N, distinct
parameters x, y ∈ R/Z, and 0 < r < 1

4
|x− y|R/Z, one has |u− v| ≥ |x− y| − 2r > 1

2
|x− y|R/Z

for all u ∈ Br(x), v ∈ Br(y), so that (with |γ′n| = 1 a.e.)

(7.16) µn

(
Br(x)×Br(y)

)
<

4

|x− y|2R/Z
· 4(2r)2,

and therefore, by the characterization of weak convergence of measures [19, Theorem 1.40],

µ
(
Br(x)×Br(y)

)
≤ lim infn→∞ µn

(
Br(x)×Br(y)

) (7.16)

≤ 64
|x−y|2R/Z

· r2 → 0 as r → 0.

Hence (x, y) ̸∈Wε, which proves our claim (7.15).
We also claim that Wε contains only finitely many elements, that is,

(7.17) ♯Wε = ♯Vε ≤ ⌈R
ε
⌉,

where ⌈a⌉ denotes the smallest integer greater or equal to a. For that take j parameters
x1, . . . , xj ∈ Vε and choose radii r1, . . . , rj > 0 such that µ(Brk(xk)×Brk(xk)) > ε and Bri(xi)∩
Brl(xl) = ∅ for all i, k, l ∈ {1, . . . , j} with i ̸= l. Then

ε · j <
∑j

k=1 µ
(
Brk(xk)×Brk(xk)

)
≤ µ(R/Z× R/Z) ≤ lim infn→∞ µn

(
R/Z× R/Z

)
≤ R,

which establishes (7.17).
Our last claim in this step says that the measure µ is uniformly small on small sets off Wε.

More precisely,

(7.18) There exists ρµ > 0, such that µ
(
(Bρµ(z)×Bρµ(z)) \Wε

)
≤ 2ε for all z ∈ R/Z.

To prove this define the restricted measures (cf. [19, Definition 1.2]) µ̄ := µ
¬
[(R/Z×R/Z)\Wε]

satisfying
(7.19)
µ̄(A) = µ

(
[(R/Z× R/Z) \Wε] ∩ A

)
= µ

(
A \Wε) for Lebesgue measurable A ⊂ R/Z× R/Z,

and assume for contradiction, that for every k ∈ N there is a parameter zk ∈ R/Z such that
µ̄
(
B 1

k
(zk) × B 1

k
(zk)

)
> 2ε. We may assume that zk → z0 ∈ R/Z as k → ∞, so that for every

r > 0 there is an index k0 ∈ N such that |zk − z0| < r
2
for all k ≥ k0, which implies for all

k ≥ max{k0, 2r}

|u− z0| ≤ |u− zk|+ |zk − z0| <
1

k
+
r

2
≤ r for all u ∈ B 1

k
(zk).

Consequently,

(7.20) µ̄
(
Br(z0)×Br(z0)

)
≥ µ̄

(
B 1

k
(zk)×B 1

k
(zk)

)
> 2ε for all r > 0, k ≥ max{k0, 2r}.

Case 1. If z0 ̸∈ Vε then by definition of Wε, by (7.15), (7.19), and (7.20),

ε ≥ lim
r↓0

µ
(
Br(z0)×Br(z0)

) (7.19)

≥ lim
r↓0

µ̄
(
Br(z0)×Br(z0)

) (7.20)

≥ 2ε,

contradiction.
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Case 2. If z0 ∈ Vε, then write {z0} × {z0} =
⋂

r>0(Br(z0) × Br(z0)) to obtain by virtue of
(7.15), (7.19), [19, Theorem 1.2(iv)], and (7.20),

0 = µ(∅) (7.15)
= µ

(
({z0} × {z0}) \Wε

) (7.19)
= µ̄

(⋂
r>0(Br(z0)×Br(z0)

)
= lim

r↓0
µ̄
(
Br(z0)×Br(z0)

) (7.20)

≥ 2ε,

again a contradiction. This completes the proof of our claim (7.18).
Step 4. Identifying a suitable approximating knot γn0. For any fixed parameter x ∈ R/Z we

estimate the measure µ on annuli Ar,θ(x) = Br(x) \Bθr(x) as

0 ≤ µ
(
Ar,θ(x)× Ar,θ(x)

)
≤ µ

(
(B2r(x) \Bθr(x))× (B2r(x) \Bθr(x))

)
= µ

(
B2r(x)×B2r(x)

)
− µ

(
Bθr(x)×Bθr(x)

)
→ 0 as r → 0

by virtue of (7.13). Thus, there is a radius rx > 0 such that

(7.21) µ
(
Ar,θ(x)× Ar,θ(x)

)
< θ

2
for all r ∈ (0, rx],

where θ is given in (7.9). In particular, for the finitely many parameters in Vε = {x1, . . . , xN},
N ≤ ⌈R

ε
⌉ we find radii rl := rxl

> 0 such that

(7.22) µ
(
Ar,θ(xl)× Ar,θ(xl)

)
< θ

2
for all r ∈ (0, rl], l = 1, . . . , N.

Now set

(7.23) r̄ := min
{
ρµ, r1, . . . , rN , rγ,

1
4p
, 1
4
min{|xi − xk| : i ̸= k, i, k ∈ {1, . . . , N}

}
> 0,

where ρµ > 0 is the radius such that (7.18) holds, and rγ > 0 is the scale at which γ satisfies
the distortion estimate (7.8), and p ∈ N \ {1} determines the prescribed rotational symmetry
defined in (1.6). Inequality (7.22) implies in particular that

(7.24) µ
(
Ar,θ(xl)× Ar,θ(xl)

)
< θ

2
for all r ∈ (0, r̄], l = 1, . . . , N.

For the fixed radius r := r̄ we use the weak convergence (7.12) to find for each l ∈ {1, . . . , N}
some index nl ∈ N such that by [19, Theorem 1.40] µn(Ar̄,θ(xl) × Ar̄,θ(xl)) < θ for all n ≥ nl,
so that

(7.25) µn

(
Ar̄,θ(xl)× Ar̄,θ(xl)) < θ for all l = 1, . . . , N, n ≥ n∗,

where n∗ := max{nl : l = 1, . . . , N}. By means of the uniform convergence in (7.5) we may
choose n∗∗ ∈ N, n∗∗ ≥ n∗ such that

(7.26) ∥γn − γ∥L∞ ≤ 1
128

· r̄
L

for all n ≥ n∗∗.

Now choose finitely many parameters y1, . . . , yK ∈ R/Z \Br̄(Vε), such that

(7.27) R/Z \B 3
4
r̄(Vϵ) ⊂

K⋃
k=1

B 1
4
r̄(yk).

In particular, from y1, . . . , yK /∈ Br̄(Vε) we infer that

(7.28) B 5
8
r̄(Vϵ) ∩

K⋃
k=1

B 3
8
r̄(yk) = ∅.

Then use the weak convergence (7.12) again to find an index n0 ≥ n∗∗ such that in view of
(7.18)

(7.29) max
k=1,...,K

µn0

(
B 1

2
r̄(yk)×B 1

2
r̄(yk)

)
≤ 3ε,
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which is possible, since by [19, Theorem 1.40] and by our choice of r̄ in (7.23) and of the
parameters y1, . . . , yK ∈ R/Z \Br̄(Vε),

lim sup
n→∞

µn

(
B 1

2
r̄(yk)×B 1

2
r̄(yk)

) (7.12)

≤ µ
(
B 1

2
r̄(yk)×B 1

2
r̄(yk)

)
≤ µ

(
B 3

4
r̄(yk)×B 3

4
r̄(yk)

)
= µ

(
B 3

4
r̄(yk)×B 3

4
r̄(yk) \Wε

) (7.23)

≤ µ
(
(Bρµ(yk)×Bρµ(yk)) \Wε

) (7.18)

≤ 2ε for all k = 1, . . . , K.

Summarizing (7.25), (7.26), and (7.29), we arrive at

(7.30)


µn0

(
Ar̄,θ(xl)× Ar̄,θ(xl)

)
< θ for all l = 1, . . . , N,

µn0

(
B r̄

2
(yk)×B r̄

2
(yk)

)
≤ 3ε for all k = 1, . . . , K,

∥γn0 − γ∥L∞ ≤ 1
128

· r̄
L
.

Step 5. Cutting out concentrations of γn0 and harmonic substitution. Now we modify the
knot γn0 in each ball Br̄(xi) ⊂ R/Z, xi ∈ Vε, i = 1, . . . , N, where r̄ is defined in (7.23). We
do that as in (6.16) by choosing suitable truncation points xi± ∈ Gi

± := G±(xi, θ, r̄), where the
sets Gi

± are defined as in (6.12) for x := xi, r := r̄, and θ := θ4 < θ3 = (64L)−8 (see (7.9)), to
obtain the modified curve

(7.31) γ̃n0(z) :=

{
γn0(x

i
−) +

z−xi
−

xi
+−xi

−

(
γn0(x

i
+)− γn0(x

i
−)
)

for z ∈ [xi−, x
i
+], i = 1 . . . , N,

γn0(z) for z ∈ R/Z \
⋃N

i=1[x
i
−, x

i
+].

If Vε = ∅ then simply set γ̃n0 := γn0 . We infer from biLip(γn0) ≥ 1
L
(since γn0 ∈ Fp,L,R(K)) and

(6.26) in Lemma 6.5 for η := γn0 , that there is a constant L̃ ∈ [L, 2L] such that

(7.32) |γ̃n0(y)− γ̃n0(z)| ≥ 1
L̃
dγ̃n0

(y, z) for all y, z ∈ R/Z.

Thus, γ̃n0 is embedded. Since γn0 is assumed to be of class C1(R/Z,R3), and we substituted

the subarcs γn0([x
i
−, x

i
+]) by straight segments with small angels <)

(
γ′n0

(xi±),
γn0 (x

i
+)−γn0 (x

i
−)

xi
+−xi

−

)
for

i = 1, . . . , N , we can modify the arguments given by Crowell and Fox in [14, Appendix I] to
show that the modified curve γ̃n0 is still tame11. Let us briefly sketch their arguments and
indicate the necessary modifications, the details are then left to the reader.

For a given arclength parametrized C1-knot η and any angle α ∈ (0, α0(η)], where the
threshold angle α0(η) depends on the modulus of continuity of the unit tangent η′, Crowell
and Fox construct a necklace of double cones (see [14, Figure 62]) with apex angle α, such
that the finitely many apices of these double cones form a closed polygon P inscribed in η,
and such that η intersects every circular cross-section of each double cone exactly once and is
contained in that necklace. The inscribed polygon P does the same, which leads them to define
a homeomorphism of R3 which equals the identity outside the double cones, by mapping within
each cross-section the unique curve point of η linearly to the respective unique point on P in
that same cross-section; see [14, Figure 64]. This way they show that η and P are equivalent to
conclude that any such C1-curve η is tame. In our situation we proceed in the same way12 with
η̃ := γ̃n0 |R/Z\⋃N

i=1[x
i
−,xi

+] obtaining N open polygonal lines with endpoints γ̃n0(x
i
±), i = 1, . . . , N ,

forming the axes of N disjoint necklaces each consisting of mutually disjoint double cones (by
choosing a suitably small apex angle α and sufficiently small distances between neighboring
apices). Taking the union of these N polygonal lines with the N straight segments γ̃n0([x

i
−, x

i
+]),

i = 1, . . . , N , defines a closed polygon P inscribed in γ̃n0 (coinciding with γ̃n0 in its straight
segments). We will now show that for any α ∈ (0, π

4
) one has

(7.33) β := max
i=1,...,N

max
{
<)
(
γ′n0

(xi−),
γn0 (x

i
+)−γn0 (x

i
−)

xi
+−xi

−

)
, <)

(γn0 (x
i
+)−γn0 (x

i
−)

xi
+−xi

−
, γ′n0

(xi+)
)}

< π − 2α,

11although γ̃n0
is in general not in W

3
2 ,2(R/Z,R3) anymore because of the harmonic substitution; cf. Foot-

note 3.
12Here it is important to let m = biLip η = L̃ (not just L) in [14, Eq. (6), p. 149].
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to prevent intersections of any segment γ̃n0([x
i
−, x

i
+]) with their neighboring double cones. In-

deed, (7.33) is guaranteed by inequality (6.14) of Lemma 6.2, which implies for νi := νBr̄(xi) ∈
Sn−1 defined as in (6.6),

cos<)
(
γ′n0

(xi±), νi
)
= ⟨γ′n0

(xi±), νi⟩R3 = lims→0

〈γn0 (x
i
±+s)−γn0 (x

i
±)

s
, νi

〉
R3

(6.14)

≥ 1− 2θ
1
4 ,

and also

cos<)
( γn0 (x

i
+)−γn0 (x

i
−)

|γn0 (x
i
+)−γn0 (x

i
−)| , νi

)
=

〈γn0(x
i
+)− γn0(x

i
−)

xi+ − xi−
, νi

〉
R3 ·

xi+ − xi−
|γn0(x

i
+)− γn0(x

i
−)|

(6.14)

≥ 1− 2θ
1
4 .

With θ < θ3 ≤ 64−8 we find 1 − 2θ
1
4 ≥ 1 − 1

128
>

√
3
2
, so that β < π

3
, which implies (7.33). In

order to show that no segment γ̃n0([x
i
−, x

i
+]) interferes with other parts of the curve, we argue

as in [14, (I.6), p. 150].
Notice that if Vε ̸= ∅ with some point ξ1 ∈ Vε, then by symmetry of γn0 also the points

ξj := ξ1 +
j−1
p

∈ R/Z for j = 2, . . . , p, are contained in Vε, so that ♯Vε ≥ 2.

We are now going to employ the harmonic substitution. If we replace a part of a curve by a
straight line, we may face both global and local effects. A global effect means that a strand of
γ|R/Z\Br̄(xi) might interfere with the substitution. This means that there are some ξ ∈ [x−i , x

+
i ],

z ∈ R/Z \Br̄(xi) such that γn0(z) lies on the closed segment with endpoints γn0(ξ) and γ̃n0(ξ).
(We can disregard points in [xi − r̄, x−i ] and [x+i , xi + r̄] due to small local distortion.) But in
this case we find

3r̄
8L

≤ 1
L
dγn0

(z, ξ) ≤ |γn0(z)− γn0(ξ)| ≤ |γ̃n0(ξ)− γn0(ξ)| ≤ ∥γ̃n0 − γn0∥ ≤ 6θ1/8r̄

which implies 1 ≤ 8
3
L·6θ1/8 = 1

48
, a contradiction. It remains to consider local effects. So, if any

of the subarcs γn0([x
i
−, x

i
+]) (trivially extended to infinity) were non-trivially knotted, then by

symmetry of γn0 there are at least two such non-trivially knotted subarcs, which implies that γn0

is a composite knot, contradicting our assumption. Consequently, the subarcs γn0([x
i
−, x

i
+]) are

topologically trivial for i = 1, . . . , N , and these subarcs were replaced by the topologically trivial
straight segments γ̃n0([x

i
−, x

i
+]), which implies that γn0 is equivalent to γ̃n0 , i.e., [γn0 ] = [γ̃n0 ].

Step 6. The final local distortion estimate for the modified curve γ̃n0. For any ξ ∈ R/Z one

either has ξ ∈ B 3
4
r̄(Vε), in which case there exists i ∈ {1, . . . , N} with xi ∈ Vε, such that

(7.34) B 1
8
r̄(ξ) ⊂ Br̄(xi),

or, by the covering (7.27), there exists k ∈ {1, . . . , K} such that ξ ∈ B 1
4
r̄(yk), so that

(7.35) B 1
8
r̄(ξ) ⊂ B 3

8
r̄(yk).

If (7.34) holds true then B 1
8
r̄(ξ) is either contained in the interval [xi− r̄, xi+] or in [xi−, xi+ r̄] so

that we may apply (6.18) of Lemma 6.3 to the curve η := γn0 , to the parameters x1, . . . , xN ∈ Vε,
the radius r := r̄, and θ = θ4 ∈ (0, θ2) (see (7.9)), to obtain

(7.36) sup
y,z∈B 1

8 r̄
(ξ)

y ̸=z

dγ̃n0
(y,z)

|γ̃n0 (y)−γ̃n0 (z)|
< 1 + 4θ

1
4 < π

3
< π√

8
< g3 =

√
32√
27

· π√
8
.

If, on the other hand, (7.35) is true, then we know from (7.28) and our construction of γ̃n0 ,
which implies in particular that γ̃n0 = γn0 on R/Z \B 5

8
r̄(Vε), that

(7.37) γ̃n0 = γn0 on B 3
8
r̄(yk).

By means of (7.30) we infer

(7.38) ⌊γ′n0
⌋21

2
,2,B 3

8 r̄
(yk)

= µn0

(
B 3

8
r̄(yk)×B 3

8
r̄(yk)

)
≤ 3ε,
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which we combine with (5.10) in Corollary 5.2 for γ := γn0 to conclude

sup
y,z∈B 1

8 r̄
(ξ)

y ̸=z

dγ̃n0
(y,z)

|γ̃n0 (y)−γ̃n0 (z)|

(7.35),(7.37)

≤ sup
y,z∈B 3

8 r̄
(yk)

y ̸=z

dγn0
(y,z)

|γn0 (y)−γn0 (z)|

(5.10),(7.38)

≤ 1√
1− 3

2
ε

(7.10)
= π

3
< π√

8
< g3,

(7.39)

by our choice of ε in (7.10). In view of (7.36) and (7.39) we have shown that, by continuity of
γ̃n0 ,

(7.40) sup
y,z∈R/Z

0<dγ̃n0
(y,z)≤ 1

4 r̄

dγ̃n0
(y,z)

|γ̃n0 (y)−γ̃n0 (z)|
≤ π

3
< g3.

According to (7.32) we have for two parameters y, z ∈ R/Z with intrinsic distance dγ̃n0
(y, z) >

1
4
r̄ the estimate

1
4
r̄ < dγ̃n0

(y, z) ≤ L̃|γ̃n0(y)− γ̃n0(z)| ≤ 2L|γ̃n0(y)− γ̃n0(z)|.
Therefore, (7.40) implies for the local distortion of γ̃n0

(7.41) δ(γ̃n0 , rγ̃n0
) ≤ π

3
< π√

8
< g3

at scale rγ̃n0
:= 1

16L
r̄. In order to apply Corollary 1.3 to γ1 := γ and γ2 := γ̃n0 it suffices to

verify by means of (7.30) and (6.18) in Lemma 6.3 for η := γn0

∥γ − γ̃n0∥L∞ ≤ ∥γ − γn0∥L∞ + ∥γn0 − γ̃n0∥L∞

(7.30),(6.18)
< 1

128L
r̄ + 6θ

1
8 r̄

(7.9)
= 1

64L
r̄ ≤ 1

4
min{rγ, rγ̃n0

}.
Therefore, we deduce K = [γn0 ] = [γ] by Corollary 1.3. □

8. Symmetric critical knots

In this section we are going to use our weak compactness result, Theorem 7.1, to prove the
existence of rotationally symmetric critical knots for the Möbius energy.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Since Σp(K) contains a knot with finite Möbius energy, the knot
equivalence class K is tame according to [21, Theorem 4.1], the infimum of the energy is finite,
and there is a minimizing sequence (γm)m ⊂ Σp(K) with

EMöb(γm) → inf
Σp(K)

EMöb(·) <∞ as m→ ∞.

Due to parameter invariance of EMöb and because rescaling to unit length and subsequent
reparametrization to arclength preserves the knot equivalence class, and also the p-rotational
symmetry (1.6) according to [23, Lemma 4.6]13, we may assume without loss of generality
that |γ′m| = 1 a.e. on R/Z for all m. In order to apply Theorem 7.1 we use convolutions
γm,ϵm ∈ C∞(R/Z,R3), ϵm → 0 as m → ∞, their rescalings γ̂m,ϵm := (L(γm,ϵm))

−1γm,ϵm , and
reparametrize γ̂m,ϵm to arclength to obtain Γm ∈ C∞(R/Z,R3) with |Γ′

m| = 1 a.e. on R/Z for
all m ∈ N, such that

EMöb(Γm) ≤ EMöb(γm) +
1

m
for all m ∈ N,

which is possible due to [3, Theorems 1.1, 1.3 & 1.4]. Especially [3, Theorem 1.3] in combination
with Corollary 1.5 of the present paper allows us to assume that [Γm] = [γm] = K for all m ∈ N.
As before, this mollification, rescaling, and subsequent reparametrization to arclength preserves
the p-rotational symmetry defined in (1.6), so that Γm ∈ Σp(K) for all m ∈ N.
This new EMöb-minimizing sequence (Γm)m has equibounded Möbius energy, which yields a

uniform bound on the seminorms ⌊Γ′
m⌋ 1

2
,2 according to [2, Theorem 1.1] or [23, Theorem 3.2(i)],

as well as a uniform bilipschitz constant L depending only on the uniform energy bound;

13see version 2 in [22, Lemma 4.6] for the corrected proof.



30 SIMON BLATT, ALEXANDRA GILSBACH, PHILIPP REITER, AND HEIKO VON DER MOSEL

see [33, Theorem 2.3]. So, for each m ∈ N, the curve Γm is contained in the class FR,L,p as
defined in (7.1) for R := supm∈N⌊Γ′

m⌋21
2
,2
, where we assumed (by translational invariance of

EMöb) that Γm(0) = 0 ∈ R3 for all m ∈ N.
Consequently, Theorem 7.1 implies the existence of a limiting arclength parametrized knot

Γ ∈ FR,L,p such that a subsequence (still denoted by Γm) converges weakly in W
3
2
,2 and uni-

formly to Γ as m→ ∞. The lower semicontinuity of EMöb (see [21, Lemma 4.2]) implies

(8.1) inf
Σp(K)

EMöb(·) ≤ EMöb(Γ) ≤ lim inf
m→∞

EMöb(Γm) = inf
Σp(K)

EMöb(·);

hence Γ is the desired symmetric minimizing prime knot.
It remains to be verified that Γ is critical for the Möbius energy on its full domain, because

then Γ ∈ Cω(R/Z,R3) due to [8, Corollary 1.3]. For that notice first that we can proceed
exactly as in the proof of Corollary 1.5 to find a scale rΓ > 0 for the arclength parametrized
W

3
2
,2-knot Γ, such that δ(Γ, rΓ) < g3. We symmetrize any variational vector h ∈ C∞(R/Z,R3)

according to

(8.2) hsym(u) :=
∑p

k=1Rot− 2πk
p

◦ h(u+ k
p
) for u ∈ R/Z,

to obtain by virtue of Corollary 1.4 a number ϵΓ,h > 0 such that the perturbed curves Υϵ :=
Γ+ϵhsym are immersed knots equivalent to Γ for all |ϵ| ≤ ϵΓ,h. Regarding p-rotational symmetry
we compute (using (1.6) for Γ)

Rot 2π
p
◦Υϵ(u−

1

p
) = Rot 2π

p
◦ Γ(u− 1

p
) + ϵRot 2π

p
◦ hsym(u− 1

p
)

(1.6)
= Γ(u) + ϵ

∑p
k=1Rot− 2π

p
(k−1) ◦ h(u+ k−1

p
) = Γ(u) + ϵ

∑p−1
k=1Rot− 2πk

p
◦ h(u+ k

p
) + ϵh(u)

= Γ(u) + ϵ

p∑
k=1

Rot− 2πk
p

◦ h(u+ k

p
) = Γ(u) + ϵhsym(u) = Υϵ(u) for all u ∈ R/Z, |ϵ| ≤ ϵΓ,h.

Hence Υϵ ∈ Σp(K) and (8.1) implies

EMöb(Γ) ≤ EMöb(Υϵ) = EMöb(Γ + ϵhsym) for all |ϵ| ≤ ϵΓ,h.

Therefore, taking the first variation δEMöb(Γ, ·), which is linear in its second entry,

(8.3) 0 = δEMöb(Γ, hsym) =
∑p

k=1 δEMöb

(
Γ,Rot− 2πk

p
◦ h(·+ k

p
)
)
.

Furthermore, from the symmetry (1.6) of Γ and the invariance of EMöb under rotations and
reparametrizations one deduces for every k ∈ {1, . . . , p}

EMöb

(
Γ(·) + ϵRot− 2πk

p
◦ h(·+ k

p
)
) (1.6)

= EMöb

(
Rot− 2πk

p
◦ Γ(·+ k

p
) + ϵRot− 2πk

p
◦ h(·+ k

p
)
)

= EMöb

(
Rot− 2πk

p
◦ [Γ(·+ k

p
) + ϵh(·+ k

p
)]
)
= EMöb

(
Γ(·+ k

p
) + ϵh(·+ k

p
)
)
= EMöb(Γ + ϵh),

which implies

δEMöb

(
Γ,Rot− 2πk

p
◦h(·+k

p
)
)
= d

dϵ
|ϵ=0EMöb

(
Γ+ϵRot− 2πk

p
◦h(·+k

p
)
)
= d

dϵ
|ϵ=0EMöb(Γ+ϵh)=δEMöb(Γ, h)

for all k = 1, . . . , p. Therefore, by (8.3),

0 =
∑p

k=1 δEMöb

(
Γ,Rot− 2πk

p
◦ h(·+ k

p
)
)
= pδEMöb(Γ, h),

which leads to the desired criticality, since by continuity of the first variation we may approxi-
mate an arbitrary variational vector field h ∈ W

3
2
,2(R/Z,R3) by smooth vector fields, for which

the first variation has just been shown to vanish.
In the specific case of torus knot classes K = T (a, b) for co-prime integers a, b ∈ Z \ {0,±1}

we can proceed exactly as in the proof of [23, Theorem 1.2] to show that there are at least two
different EMöb-critical torus knots Γ1,Γ2 in T (a, b) for each co-prime integers a, b ∈ Z\{0,±1}.
The only prerequisite for that proof is the existence of symmetric energy minimizers for different
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rotational symmetries, which can be obtained as above for EMöb on the symmetric subsets
Σpi(T (a, b)), i = 1, 2, for p1 = a and p2 = b. □
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[29] R. B. Kusner and J. M. Sullivan. Möbius energies for knots and links, surfaces and submanifolds. In

Geometric topology (Athens, GA, 1993), volume 2 of AMS/IP Stud. Adv. Math., pages 570–604. Amer.
Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1997.

[30] C. B. Morrey, Jr. Multiple integrals in the calculus of variations. Die Grundlehren der mathematischen
Wissenschaften, Band 130. Springer-Verlag New York, Inc., New York, 1966.

[31] C. A. S. Mullikin. A class of curves in every knot type where chords of high distortion are common. Topology
Appl., 154(14):2697–2708, 2007.

[32] J. O’Hara. Energy of a knot. Topology, 30(2):241–247, 1991.
[33] J. O’Hara. Family of energy functionals of knots. Topology Appl., 48(2):147–161, 1992.
[34] J. Pardon. On the distortion of knots on embedded surfaces. Ann. of Math. (2), 174(1):637–646, 2011.
[35] Ph. Reiter. All curves in a C1-neighbourhood of a given embedded curve are isotopic. Report 4, RWTH

Aachen University, 2005.
[36] S. Semmes. Chord-arc surfaces with small constant. I. Adv. Math., 85(2):198–223, 1991.
[37] E. M. Stein and R. Shakarchi. Real analysis, volume 3 of Princeton Lectures in Analysis. Princeton Uni-

versity Press, Princeton, NJ, 2005. Measure theory, integration, and Hilbert spaces.
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