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Explicit elliptic estimates for nowhere vanishing harmonic
1-forms
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Abstract

We compute an explicit constant for an injectivity estimate on T3 = S! x §1 x S! involving
the Laplace Operator. First, we provide motivation for such explicit estimates. We perform the
computation for T3 endowed with the flat metric gflat before generalising to perturbed metrics.
Finally, we apply these results to show existence of a nowhere vanishing harmonic 1-form on
the 3-Torus endowed with a perturbed metric.

Contents
1 Introduction il

2 Explicit elliptic estimates
2.1 Background . . . ...
2.2 Local estimates . . . . . . . . . . L 2]
2.3 Estimates on 3-Torus with the flat metric . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... .. ... 9]
2.4 Estimates on 3-Torus with respect to a non-flat metric . . . . . .. .. .. ... ... 11

3 Application: nowhere vanishing harmonic 1-forms 19
A Appendix 20
A.1 Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem . . . . . . . . ... ... ... L. 201
A.2 Explicit Sobolev Constant . . . . . . . . . .. ... 21
A.3 Poincaré Inequality . . . . . . . . ..
A4 Morrey’s Inequality . . . . . . . . .. 23
B Cut-off functions 25]
C Index of Constants 20|
C.1 Section[2:2] Section[2Z3]. . . . . ... 271
C.2 Section 4l . . . . . ... D7
C.3 Section[Bl . . . ... A

1 Introduction

The Laplace operator on a compact manifold M is one of the best understood elliptic differential
operators, and much is known about it. In particular, standard elliptic theory, which was developed
over the course of the last century, provides the following injectivity estimate:


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.21751v1

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem H.27 in Besse| (1987)). There exists a constant ¢ > 0 depending on M (but
not on f) such that the following is true: for all f € W?P(M) which are L? -orthogonal to Ker A
we have that:

”f“wln sc ”Af”U . (1.2)

This theorem is typically shown by contradiction, and the constant ¢ depends on the geometry of
the manifold in a highly complicated way. In many problems in analysis, existence of the constant
¢ alone is not enough, but it is necessary to give an upper bound for it.

Often, the manifold M is given through an explicit construction depending on some parameter, and
it suffices to understand how ¢ (or an upper bound for it) asymptotically depends on this parameter
for extreme values. One example is the construction of anti-self-dual instantons in Taubes| (1982),
pioneering this technique in geometry. In this application, the parameter controlled the size of a
connecting piece along which two manifolds are glued together. Another example is the first counter-
example to Payne’s conjecture in [Hoffmann-Ostenhof et al.| (1997). Here, the parameter controlled
the number of holes of a region in RZ.

However, even more challenging are cases in which the manifold M does not depend on a parameter,
and it does not suffice to understand some asymptotic behaviour. In these cases, one needs explicit
elliptic estimates. Such estimates have been studied in their on right: in [Plum/ (1992)), explicit
estimates for a class of second-order operators were proved, depending on the shape of a region in
R2. In Giineysu and Pigolal (2018bla) estimates on manifolds, depending explicitly on geometric
data such as the curvature, were proved. Recently, the interest in such explicit estimates has been
renewed, because they are required to carry out numerically verified proofs. (Nakao et all [2019,
Section 4.1) has examples of such proofs making use of explicit elliptic estimates.

Almost all explicit estimates appearing in the literature are for domains in R” and for a weaker
norm instead of the W2”-norm on the left side of Eq. . We are not aware of a work which gives
an explicit constant for Eq. on a closed manifold. In this paper we prove such estimates:

e For T3 endowed with the flat metric
e For T3 endowed with a metric ”"close” to the flat metric.

The injectivity estimate for T2 endowed with the flat metric follows readily from the local theory
and we obtain the following result:

Proposition 1.3. For all f € W24(T3) which are L?-orthogonal to Ker A we have that:

||f||w2/4 <G ||Af||L4 ’ (1.4)
where Cy is defined in Fq. .

If one perturbs the metric, then the same estimate holds, only with a slightly perturbed constant.
That is made precise in the following result:

Proposition 1.5. Let gaa: be the flat metric on T3 and g another metric. If ||g - gﬂat”(jl < Ca,
then for all f € LL(T?):

£l < Callaflla (1.6)

where Cs is defined in Fq. 1) and Co must satisfy C36(Ca) < C% Here, Csg is defined in
Eq. (2.79) and Cy is defined in FEq. (2.39).

Our choice of T3 is motivated by (Joyce and Karigiannis, 2021, Section 7.5): there, a 3-torus
contained in a 6-manifold is considered. It inherits a metric from the ambient manifold whose



definition is complicated, but it is expected to be close to (but not equal to) the flat metric on T3.
If the metric was the flat metric, it would admit a harmonic 1-form that is nowhere vanishing. Since
the metric on T3 is conjectured to be close to be flat, it is still expected to admit a harmonic 1-form
that is nowhere vanishing.

We can use Eq. to give an effective bound for this. Using it, we find the following sufficient
criterion for how close a metric on T2 needs to be to the flat metric so that it admits a suitable
1-form. This makes (Joyce and Karigiannis| [2021} Section 7.1(E)) more precise:

Theorem 1.7. Let gaay be the flat metric on T3. If Hg—gﬂat”gﬁ c1 S Cy, then there exists

& € C®°(M) such that dx, + d(&) € QY (M) is a nowhere vanishing 1-form that is harmonic with
respect to §. Here, C4 must satisfy C4 < Co and Czg(Cyq) > 0, where Csg is defined in Eq. (3.7).

The article is structured as follows: in Section 2:I]we list some basic definitions of geometric analysis
to fix notations. In Section We prove the aforementioned injectivity estimates on T3: in Section
we give explicit constants for some standard local estimates from the literature; from this Eq.
quickly follows and the remainder of the proof is presented in Section then Eq. follows from
comparing nearby metrics, which is done in Section[2:4] Last, in Section [3]we prove our application
to nowhere vanishing harmonic 1-forms.
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2 Explicit elliptic estimates

2.1 Background

The standard definition of a Sobolev Space over a general manifold from (Hebey and Robert), {2008,
2.1) is the following:
For Riemannian manifold (M, ), the Sobolev Space W*?(M, g) is the completion of C*(M) for the

norm:

k
lullwera,g) = Z ”Viu”g,U’(M) ’
i=0

where ||Viu||g vy 18 the LP-norm of the function |V'u| with respect to g.
Here, we use the pointwise norm of a (k,I) tensor T as the norm defined by the following inner
product

(F,G) = glu’l ,-.glk?’kg]-151 g]ISIFﬁZ:{ Giif}’( (2.1)
For M = Q c RV, the pointwise norm of the (0, 1)-tensor Vu is equal to the vector norm of the

gradient of u, and the pointwise norm of the (0, 2)-tensor V2u is equal to the Frobenius norm of the
Hessian of u.



2.2 Local estimates

In this section, we work in (open subsets of) Euclidean Space endowed with the flat metric. Any
Sobolev norm in this subsection is assumed to be taken with respect to the flat metric.

Let QO ¢ R" bounded and let f € LP(Q) for some 1 < p < co. Define the Newtonian potential of f
as

wt)= [ 17w dy,
where T is the fundamental solution of Laplace’s equation in dimension 7.

Theorem 2.2 (Theorem 9.9 in|Gilbarg and Trudinger|(2001))). We have that w € LZ(Q) and Aw = f

almost everywhere, and
||Difw||LP < Ccalderon-zZygmund(1, p) Hf”m ’ (2.3)
where C calderon-Zygmund(,p) =1 if p =2 and for p > 2:
C Catderon-Zygmund(n, ) = CMarcinkicwics(1,2,p )CECE™,
And for 1 <p < 2:
C catderon-Zygmund(, p) = CMarcinkiewic=(1, 2, p)CEC3™4,
where % + % =1, the numbers Ciurarcinkiewic(1,2, p’) and a are defined in Eq. .

Proof. We use the proof presented in |Gilbarg and Trudinger| (2001)), which aims to use the Mar-
cinkiewicz Interpolation Theorem (Eq. ) for the case 1 < p < 2 and extend by duality. The
Marcinkiewicz Interpolation Theorem gives us a sufficient condition to show that a linear map from
LP(Q) into itself is bounded, namely two inequalities regarding the distribution functions of T (refer

to Eq. (A.1))
Define the linear operator: T : L2(Q) — L2(Q) as

Tf = Dijw (2.4)

Where i, j are fixed and w denotes the Newtonian Potential.
By the above discussion it is sufficient to show the following two inequalities:

171l )
f (2.5)

A1l

o

pr(t) < Cs (

prs(t) < Ce

Where ¢ (t) := [{x such that f(x) > t}|.

Cs =1 is derived explicitly in (Gilbarg and Trudinger} 2001, Equation 9.29).

We derive an explicit value for the constant Cg and break down the derivation of this constant into
steps.

Step 1: Rewrite f = b + ¢ € L?(Q) as a sum of two functions for appropriate b, ¢ € L*(QQ)
Our choice of functions b, g € L?(Q) is motivated by the Cube Decomposition presented in (Gilbarg
and Trudinger| 2001, Section 9.2). We first extend f to vanish outside Q and we fix a cube Ko
satisfying () C K, chosen to be large enough such that for a fixed choice of t > 0 we have that:

/ 11 < HKol.
Ko



|Kg| denotes the Lebesgue measure of the cube. Subdivide Kj into 2" congruent subcubes. We
organise the subcubes as follows: let Ko denote the collection of subcubes where each subcube
K € K5 satisfies:

/ £l < K. (2:6)
K

The remaining subcubes satisfy

JEE (2.7)
K

and we add them to the set Y. For each of the subcubes in Ky we repeat the process and decompose
it into 2" subcubes. If they satisfy Eq. , then they are a part of a newly defined set K3, if not we
add them to the set Y. This process is continued inductively, and we denote by Y; an enumeration
of all cubes in Y. For each subcube K € Y, we denote K to be the subcube whose subdivision yields
K. By construction, |K|/|K| = 2". So, for K € Y we find:

/K Ifl< /Km < 1|R| = 2"1|K.

Combining this with our assumption that K € Y we obtain the following inequality.

]' n
t<®/K|f|s2t. (2.8)

By the Lebesgue Differentiation Theorem (Steinl 2005, Chapter 3, Theorem 1.3) we have that,
|f| <t almost everywhere on G := Ko — U;Y;. Now we split our function f into a good and bad
part, as done in (Gilbarg and Trudinger} |2001} p.232). Define the good part, g, as follows:

) for x € G
g(x)_{ﬁfnf for x € Y7

The bad part is defined as b = f — g, by the linearity of T we have that:
urs(t) < prg(t/2) + urp(t/2). (2.9)

We list some properties of the "good” and ”bad” function which we will use later (Gilbarg and
Trudinger, [2001}, p.226) :

lgl < 2"t a.e.,
b(x) =0 for x € G,

/bzo.
Y

Step 2: Show that there exists a constant C; > 0 such that

s 5) = 1l

(2.10)

The explicit estimate for prg(t/2) is obtained in (Gilbarg and Trudinger, 2001} p.232), this is:

g (é) < 27 [1£1l: (2.11)



We also provide the derivation here for completeness:

£<£/ 2<2n+2/||
Ms\2) =2 Jo% =71 S

For the first inequality we use Markov’s Inequality Eq. (A.4]) and for the second we use Eq. (2.10)
Step 3: Show that there exists a constant Cg > 0 such that:

t C
uTb(i) < TS ||f||L1 . (2.12)
As done in (Gilbarg and Trudinger}, 2001, p.233) we define:

by = {b on 1y, (2.13)

0 elsewhere.

Hence we have that:

Tb = i Th.
i=1

Now it suffices to show that there exists a constant such that for each I we have the following;:

x € Ko such that Tbh;(x) > % < % ||f||L1 . (2.14)

Remark 2.15. Define p := diam(Y;) and let B; be a ball of radius p centred at i, where 7 denotes
the centre of Y;. The rough idea is to obtain bounds of the form:

x € Ko — By such that Tb(x) > % < % AL - (2.16)
t|  Cn
x € By such that Thi(x) > 5| < == || ]|, (2.17)

Combining the above two bounds will give Eq. . The choice to remove B; specifically is made
for the following reason: we aim to use Markov’s inequality to show Eq. and the corresponding
integral can then be written in spherical coordinates. To obtain the latter bound, we bound the
measure of the set Bj.

For fixed I we approximate b; by a sequence of functions {b;,} € Cy’(Y;) with compact support
converging to by in L?(Q). For x ¢ Y}, we have the formula:

Thp(x) = /T DT (x = )bim(y)dy = /Y {DiT(x = y) = DyT(x = 7)}bim(y)dy,

Where we use the definition of T Eq. (2.4]) in the first equality and Eq. (2.10) for the second. We
apply the mean value inequality: there exists i between y and 7 satisfying:

(Thim(x)] < /Y DTG~ -y = b (y)dy.
1



From the estimate of I in the proof (Gilbarg and Trudinger} |2001} Lemma 4.4) we have
IDD;iT(x — y)| < Crolx —y[™"7 1. (2.18)

Where Cio = '1(:)—:5), consequently:

(i ()] < Caa6[dist(x, Y1)~ /Y b1 ()\dy.
1

Recall By is the ball centred at 7 of radius p, i.e. B; = Bs(7). Let r(x) := dist(x, Y;). By integrating
both sides and switching to spherical coordinates we arrive at:

1
[ omoianscen [ o [ biar
Ko—B; Ko-B T T
* 1
=C12p/ —QdV/ dw |b1m|
s 7 lw|=1 X
2
=C12inn—/ b1l
p Y

=2C12nwn/ |biml,
T

where in the third step we used that the volume of the unit sphere in R" is nw,. Define C13 =
2C1onw, = 2n?(n +5). Next write F* = UB;, G* = Ko — F*. For each I,m € N we have from

Eq. (219):
/ |Tblm| < C13‘/v Iblml
G* Y

Taking the limit as m — oo we have the following:

(2.19)

[omvi<cua [ o (2.20)
G* Y

We now sum over [ and obtain:

[moiccuy, [wi=cu [ wi<cn [ wl<cn [ 1n+gs [ 2,
G* 1=1 Y uY; Ko Ko Ko

where in the first step we used [Tb| = X;2; |Tb| from Eq. (2.13) together with Eq. ([2.20)
Applying (Gilbarg and Trudinger} 2001, Lemma 9.7) we obtain:

4C
< 2/ ITb| < M (2.21)
t o f

We bound the distribution function of Tb on F* by simply bounding the measure of F*. By (Gilbarg
and Trudinger, 2001} p.234):

{x € G" satisfying |Tb(x)| > é}

|F*| < Cy4/Y], (2.22)

where C14 = w,n"/2.
We use Eq. (2.8)) to deduce that for each subcube Y; € Y:

Jr f

Y| < —.
Y] < ;



Summing over all subcubes in Y and applying Eq. (2.22)) gives us:

A l:
rant
The prior bounds Eq. (2.23)) and Eq. (2.21]) imply that:

ity 0t Sl

IF*| < Cus (2.23)

We substitute this into Eq. (2.9) and together with Eq. (2.11)) obtain that:

Il
t

prf(t) < prg (é) + urp (é) <(2"%+4Cy3+ C1a)
Thus, we have proven Eq. to hold for the following values of C5 and Cg:
Ce =2""2 +4Cy3 + C14,C5 = 1. (2.24)
Applying the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem finishes the proof for 1 < p < 2. We obtain that:
|Dijwl| < Caarcinkiewic=(1, 2, PYTETL || £l -

As in (Gilbarg and Trudinger} 2001, Theorem 9.9), this is extended to p > 2 by duality. Namely,
the Calderon-Zygmund Constant for p is the same as that for the conjugate of p, which completes
the proof. O

We state the estimate relevant to the rest of this section:

Remark 2.25. We are interested in the constant in the case p = 4 and n = 3, we have that:
Cis:= CCalderon—Zygmund(S/ 4) =193

We are specifically interested in this result in the case of Compactly Supported Functions.

Corollary 2.26 (Corollary 9.10 in|Gilbarg and Trudinger|(2001))). Define ||D2u“Lp = ||(|D2M|pmb)HU,

Letu € WO2’4(Q), 1< p < oo, where WOZ'p(Q) denotes the L*-Sobolev space with two weak derivatives
and compact support on Q C R". Then

||D2uHU’ < n2CCalder0n-Zygmund(n/ P) ||AM“UJ s

where C caideron-Zygmund(1, p) was defined in Eq. (2.2)).

Proof. We have that u is the Newtonian potential of Au, because u has compact support (by
(Gilbarg and Trudinger}, 2001, Equation 2.17)), so we can apply Eq. (2.2).

n n
ID2u]l,, = |I\| > @gw2|| < || > Dy

i=1,j=1 o \ i=1.j=1 o
. 2 (2.27)

<\l 2 Pl

\ i=1,j=1
< nQCCalderon—Zygmund (1’1, P) “AMHL!’

In the second inequality we apply (Hardy, 1952, Theorem 202) O



Corollary 2.28. Let u € W02'p(Q), 1<p<oco. Then
ID2ull,, + IDullyy < Cag llAully, ,

— 52
where C16 = n CCalderon—Zygmund(n,p)(nC17 +1).

Proof. The Calderon-Zygmund estimate, Eq. 1] bounds ||D2u“m7 it remains to bound ||Du||y.
We have that aixiu is compactly supported for i € {1,...,n}. Thus, by the Poincaré inequality

Eq. (A.24):
ID;ully < Ci7IDDjullzy , (2.29)

Where Ci7 = ((U%JQD% Hence

i IDi(1)]? Z IDi(w)]?
i=1 i=1

In the second inequality we apply (Hardyl [1952, Theorem 202) inside the square root. We combine
the above two estimates to conclude:

1
2

IDullpy = <

n 2
Z ID; )|l | <7 max (1D;i()|l) -
‘= 1<i<n

Lp

Lp

||D2u||LP + ”Du”Lp < (I’lC17 + 1) ||D2u||U7 < nQCCalderon—Zygmund(nr P)(”C17 + 1) ”Au”LP . o

The constant that we have derived in Eq. (2.28) involves a constant term Cy7 which is dependent

on the volume of Q; and in our case we will be applying Eq. l) to Q = é = [-1,2]3, this will
be motivated shortly. _
Denote Cyg = (%)1/3, as the value of C17 with Q =Q

2.3 Estimates on 3-Torus with the flat metric

Theorem 2.30. From now we specialise to the case p =4 Let u € W24(T3). Then

lullwzacra) < Cro (I8l + el (2:31)

Where Cig is defined in Eq. (2.37)

Proof. As usual we view u € W24(T3) as a function in W?4(R?) that is periodic in each of the
coordinate directions. Using a cutoff function we can apply the results from the previous section
which requires ”"zero boundary”. Let Q := [0,1]®> ¢ R3 and Q := [-1,2]? c R3. Let x : Q — [0,1]
be twice differentiable such that x(x) =1 for all x € Q and x(y) = 0 for all y € dQ. We define such
a x explicitly in Eq. . Then

||M||w214(T3) = ||X”||W2/4(Q) ’

< ||Xullw2/4(é) ’

(2.32)
= ”Xull[}(é) + ”D(Xu)”L4(§) + ||D2(Xu)||L4(é) ’
< ||Xu||L4(é) +Cie ||A(Xu)”L4(é) .
where we used Eq. (2.28)) in the last step. Here we find for the last term:
AN, 15) < 1A e @) Il sig) + 2D - Ditllagy + Il MMl gy (2:33)
N———— —————
<C2 <1



where y is the cut-off function and constants Cap, C21 and Cao are defined in Eq. (B.1). We now
bound the middle term:

1
I(Dx) - (Dl < 277 [(DX) - (Do g,
1
2712 Cgg (HDQXHCO(Q) ' ||DM|IL2(§) + ”DXHCO('Q') ’ ”DZu”L?(é)) (2'34)

1
(= maX(”Dz)(HLoo(é) ’ ||DX||Lw(§))C39 ||u||w2,2(§)

m""

<271

IA

IA
o

IA
|~

271

|

C22Cs0 l[ully22(g) -

In the first step we use Holder’s inequality; in the second step we use the Sobolev Embedding
Theorem, Eq. (A.19)); third we use the product rule and last we use Eq. (B.1)). Since it arises fairly
frequently denote

Coy = 2712,

In order to prove Eq. (2.30)), we require the following lemma:

Lemma 2.35 (Lemma 8.2.3 in |[Jost| (2014)). Let u be a weak solution of Au = f with f € L*(Q).
We then have for any Q' C Q whose closure is contained in )

V17
IDull2cry < =55 lllzo) + 8% 1Aull 2
where 6 = d(Q’, 0Q0)

Remark 2.36. In the following we use Eq. li with Q' =Q,Q = é, 6=1.
We return to the proof of Eq. (2.31)). We perform the tedious computation of combining the above
lemma with Eq. (2.32) and Eq. (2.3

o

el ecrsy < il + Co 1Al g
< 27lullpag) + Cro(Cao llitll s ) +2C23C22Ca0 llull G, + [1Aull4(g)
< 27(1 + C16Ca0) llullpe(q) + 27C16 [|AullL4(g) + 54C16C23C22Cs0 [[ullw22()
< 27(1 + C16Ca0) llullir () + 27C16 [|Aul|La(q) + 54C16C23Ca2Cao (|l 2(rsy + [[Dutl|p2rs) + ||D2u||L2(Q))
< 27(1 + C16C20 + 2C16C23C22C30) [lullpa(g) + 27(Cr6 + 2C16C23C22Ca09) [|AU]14() + 54C16C23C22C39 ||Dull 2o
< 27(1 + C16C20 + 2C16C23C22C30) |luelpa(g) + 27(Cr6 + 2C16C23C22Ca09) [|Au]| 1)
+ 54C16C23C22C39(\/ﬁ||M||Lz@) + [ Aull 2a))
<{27(1 + C16Ca0 + (2 + 54(27)V17)C16Ca3Ca2Cao} llull 1) + {27(Ci6 + 2 + 54(27)C16C23C22Ca0} | Aullp1 )
In the first step we recall Eq. (2.32)), second we use Eq. (2.33]) and substitute Eq. (2.34]), third we use
the periodicity assumption, fifth we use the fact that Ccﬂlderon_zygmlmd(n, 2) =1 (when the matrix
norm is the Frobenius Norm, see Eq. (2.25))) for any choice of n and Holder’s inequality, in the sixth

step we use Eq. (2.35) in accordance with Eq. (2.36)) and the last step is similar to the third step.
This concludes the proof of Eq. (2.31)), with

C19 = 27(1 + C16Cag + (2 + 54(27) V17)C16Ca3C22Co. (2.37)

O

10



We have shown Eq. @, our goal is to prove Eq. and the only difference is the [|ul|pprs) term
on the right hand side. In the rest of the section we explain how to bound this term by Au as well,
this is reliant on the assumption in Eq. that f is L2-Orthogonal to Ker A

The following result is well known:

Lemma 2.38. Assume that u € L2(T?), with /TS u =0, then:

1
lllp2ersy < ) lAul|2(rs) -

Proof. By (Chavell, [1984] p.30), the smallest eigenvalue of A acting on functions with mean zero is
472, Writing u in an orthonormal eigenbasis for A proves the claim. O

In the following we appeal to Eq. (A.22):
We now have gathered enough tools to prove the main result of the section Eq. (1.3).

Proof of Eq. (1.3). We have
lllwzacrsy < Crollullpacrsy + |Aulpars))
< C19Cyo llullp2(rsy + C19Cao IDull 2(r3) + Cio [|Au|| 4(rs)
< C19Cuo [[ullp2(rsy + Cig l|Aullpacrs) + C19C40(\/1_7||u||L2@) +[lAull25)
< C19Cao(1 +27V17) llwellp2(rsy + C1o(1 + 27Cyo) [|Aut|pars)

1
< R{C19C40(1 + 27\/1_7)} + C19(1 + 27C40)] ||Au“L4(T3) .

In the first step we appeal to Eq. (2.31), we next use Eq. (A.22), in the third step we use Eq. (2.35)

p=2
with Eq. (2.36), in the last step we use Eq. 1) together with ||Aul|2 < vol(T3) % ||Aul|,, and
vol(T3) = 1. This proves the proposition with

1
Ci= H{C19C40(1 +27V17)} + Cig(1 + 27Cao}). (2.39)

O

2.4 Estimates on 3-Torus with respect to a non-flat metric

We now turn to proving the injectivity estimate on T3 with respect to non-flat metrics, namely

Eq. .

Throughout the section, let gga¢ denote the flat metric on T3 and let g denote another metric.

In this section, we work exclusively with the manifold T3. Thus we omit it from the notation
introduced to describe norms on Sobolev and LF spaces, For example:

We write g, W?# instead of W27 (T3.g) (2.40)

If the metric is not specified in a calculation assume that it is gaa¢. In calculations we use the co-
ordinates x1, X2, x3 which have the property that e; := % form an orthonormal basis with respect to

Zflat, but not necessarily with respect to g. We write Sii=8 (%, %) for the matrix representation
1 ]

of ¢ in this coordinate basis.
The claim Eq. (1.5) will be established by showing the following intermediate inequalities, which
illustrates the rough strategy of the proof.

||u||g/w2,4 < Coy “u”gﬂat,W2'4 < C1Coy ||Au||gﬂat,L4 < Cas ||Alxl||g,L4 + C(0) ”u”gﬂat,sz (2.41)

11



In the last inequality if we take 6 > 0 to be sufficiently small can absorb the remainder term to
obtain our desired inequality. To show our application in Section [3] it also turns out to be necessary
to find an explicit constant for the following inequality:

llullg w2a = Cag llullgq,, w2 (2.42)

Before we proceed we provide some linear algebra estimates that will be useful later.

Definition 2.43. Define the following norm on matrx valued functions on T3

A = max Aji(x
Ao = _max_ 145 ()
lAllcr = lAllc, + [ldAllco

Note this norm is not submultiplicative.

Lemma 2.44. If ||g - gﬁat”Co < 0, then we have the following bound for the determinant:
Cor < det(g) < Cog,

where Co7 and Cag are defined in Eq. (2.45)).

Proof. The assumption implies 1 -0 < gi; < 1+ 0,[gij| < 6 for i # j. The claim then easily follows
from the explicit formula for the determinant of a 3 X 3 matrix with

Cog =(1+06)%+20%+3(1+06)6%, Car = (1 - 6)> — 2% — 3(1 + 6)6°. (2.45)
O

The following two lemmas involving the inverse of the Riemmanian metric also play a role:

Lemma 2.46. Suppose ||g - gﬂat”(:l < 6 and that 6 < %, then we have the following:

llg7! = gatllcr < 26. (2.47)

Proof. We prove the C° bound and C! bound seperately. Denote ¢ = [ — A, we intend to use
the series expansion of ¢™1 = (I — A)™! and then use submultiplicativity, the C® and C! norms on
matrices that we defined are not submultiplicative so we compare them to different matrix norms.

3
[-A)" =1l < |[T-A)" =1, = Aii
“( ) ||C0 ||( ) ”1 je?ﬁig}é' il

iAi—I
0

||(I _A)_l - I”CO =

1=

<) (36) <66,
1 i=1

We now bound the derivative: We first set B := I — A and we differentiate the identity BB™! = I to
obtain:

B'(B™Y)+B(B7!)Y =0. (2.48)
Rearranging this identity and multiplying both sides by B™1 to the left gives the following:

(B'Y = -B7'B'BL. (2.49)
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Using the submultiplicative property of the 1-norm:

B, < B> 1Bl - (2.50)
Using our prior work we have that:
1B [leo < [IB7Y]], < 366°. (2.51)
We obtain that:
Il = Allc: <66 +366%, (2.52)
which gives Eq. (2.47). This concludes the proof. o

The next lemma compares the pointwise norm of covectors with respect to the flat metric and the
perturbed metric.

Lemma 2.53. Assume that V is a vector space equipped with two inner products g, h. For an
h-orthonormal basis e1, ez, ..., e, write gij = g(ei, ej) If |gij — 0ij| < 0, for alli,j€{1,2,3,...,n} then
for each v € V we have that:

(1= n6)2oly < [vlg < (1+16)2 o] (2.54)
Proof. Fix v € V it follows that v = Y7, vie;

n

lg(v,v) = h(v,v)| = Z vivj[g(ei, ej) — h(ei, ej)]

i=1,j=1

n
<6 ), loiwl (2.55)

i=1,j=1

<5 loil)?
i=1
< onh(v,v)

In the third step we observe that |v;vj| = |v;l|vj| and manipulate the sum accordingly and in the
final step we apply norm equivalence between the 1-norm and the 2-norm. By using the triangle
inequality we obtain that:

(1 -=nd)h(v,v) < g(v,v) <(1+nd)h(v,v). (2.56)
Taking the square root in each term of the above gives the required result. O
Slight adjustments to the above lemma gives us the analogous claim for tensors.

Lemma 2.57. Suppose w € T;(T?), where T;(T?) is the cotangent space of T at x and |gij(x)—(5ij| <
6, we obtain the following bound on pointwise norms.

C29|w|gﬂa¢ < |w|g < C30|w|gﬁat/
with Cgo = (1 + 36)% and Cag = (1 - 35)%
Proof. T;(T?) is a vector space with orthonormal basis dx; for i € {1,2,3}. Applying Eq. (2.53)

gives the claim. O
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We now prove a similar claim to Eq. (2.57) but for covariant 2 tensors.

Lemma 2.58. Suppose T = Z?:szl Tyjdx; ® dxj € (T;T3)®? and g (x) - 0ij| < 0, then we have the
following bound on pointwise norms.

C31lTggae < ITlg < C32|T|gq,, -

Proof. We would like to use Eq. (2.53). Note that dx;®dx; with i, € {1, 2,3} forms an orthonormal
basis with respect to ggat. It suffices to establish a bound for |gij'kl = 6ij k1|, where we used the
notation gk = (dx; ® dx;j, dy ® dx;) = g’ g/
g g" — 6;i0ul <187 g" — g6k + g6k — ik
<1g7g" = g6kl + 18" 6x1 = 6:j6kl
<Ig71Ig" = ral + 1okllg” — 64l
< (2 +26)26.
Now applying Eq. (2.53)) yields the claim with:

C31 = V1 —9(2+20)20, (2.60)
C3o = V1 +9(2 + 20)26. (2.61)

(2.59)

O
We also require a bound for the Christoffel Symbols:
Lemma 2.62. Suppose ||g - gﬂat||cl < 0. Then fori,j,me{l,2,...,n} we have the following:
IT7H] < Cas = 3767 (2.63)
Proof. We use the usual formula for the Christoffel Symbols of the Levi-Civita Connection:
3
1 ogni  98nj 9gij
k=" gk ( Bni | Z8nj _ g’]) . (2.64)
— 2 Jx; Jdx;  dxy
By the Triangle Inequality we arrive at the following:
| < Z?’: L T 98nj _ 9gii| ZS: L 06)(30) = 326 (2.65)
ijl = £ 2 8 oxj  dx;  dx,|” 2 B '
We use Eq. (2.47) and our assumption in the second step. O
Theorem 2.66. With the assumptions in Eq. (1.5]), we have the following:
Cao lllgy,, wev < ltllg e < Cou lltllgy., wo - (2.67)
Where:
a a
Cas = |C35(1 +3V3C33)C32C% |, Ca6 = Caa + (1 = 3V3C33)C,% Can. (2.68)
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Proof. Step 1: We begin by proving
Csq ||u||gﬂat,w1m < ||u||g,w1,p <Css ||”||gﬂat,wlrp ’

where Csy4, C35 are defined in Eq. (2.70).
We first exhibit the upper bound:

Iilgne = ([, o det(g) ( [t det(g)
|/ W) ( |du|”)]
o) ()}

1
3
< Cyq

< C30C28

where we used Eq. (2.44) in the second step, and we used Eq. (2.57)) in the third step.

The lower bound follows similarly:

lullg s = ( /T 3 |u|Ndet<g))" + ( / |du|§Jdet<g>)”

zcﬁ;( |u|") ( |du|”)l |
s cac|( [ ) | [t ]|

where
1 1
2p 2p
C35 = C30C28 and C34 = C29C27.

Step 2: Pointwise estimate for V8w, where w € Q(T?).

(2.69)

(2.70)

In what follows, we write V for the Levi-Civita connection of gg.¢ and V& for the Levi-Civita

connection of g. We compute at a fixed point that we omit from the notation. We have

VEwlg < V8w = Valg + Volg < Ca(Vw = Valgg,, + [Valg,,,).

where we used the triangle inequality and Eq. (2.58)).
By definition

3
Vo -Vol2, = > Vialei,e) — Valei, e,
i=1,j=1

where we wrote e; = %, which is an orthonormal basis with respect to ggat.
Notice we have that:

ng(ei, (3}') - Va)(ei, ej) = a)(Ve,.ej) - w(Vfie]-) = —w(Vfiej),

where we used that Vee; =0 for i,j € {1, 2,3}
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We will first compute the required estimate for dx,,, the standard orthonormal basis for 1-forms on
T3, which are dual to the e,, from above. The same result for @ will follow immediately. Substituting

Eq. (2.64) and Eq. (2.73) into Eq. (2.72) gives us:

3
V8 dxy — Vdxul2,, = ldxn (V5 e))]?
i=1,j=1
3 3 (3 2
_ L ko (98ni , 98nj _98ij
o Z dxim (Z( 28 ( ax]' * ox; ox, Gk
i=1,j=1 k=1 \n=1
2
) 23: 23: lgmn (agm. .\ Ignj @) (2.74)
S | 2 Jx; ox;  dxy
3
< > gt
i=1,j=1
< 3054

In order to show the inequalities above we repeatedly use Eq. (2.47) and our main assumption
||g - gﬂat”Cl < 6. In the fourth step we use Eq. ||

Eq. implies that:
[VEdxy, — Vdxulgq,, < 3Cas.
By linearity we obtain:
V8@ = Valg,,, < 3V3Csslwlg,, -
Evidently, in order to prove Eq. we are interested in the above bound for the 1-form w = du

The bound we care about is the following:

3
|V8du — Vdulgﬂat < 3Css Z
i=1

) (2.75)

combining Eq. (2.75)) and Eq. (2.71]) gives us:

\V&dulg < |V8du — Vdulg +|Vdulg
< C32(|V8du — Vdulg,,, + [Vdulg,.,)
3

< C32(3Cs3 Z

i=1

u

83(1'

+ Veulg,.,)
(2.76)

< C32(3V3Ca3

< C32(3\/§C33|du|gﬂat + |Vdulgg,,)-

In the penultimate step we use the equivalence of 1-norm and Euclidean norm and in the last step
we use the definition of |dulg,.,.
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We derive similarly:
[V8duly 2 Ca1(|Vdulgg,, — [VEdu = Vdulg,,,)
du

e ) (2.77)

> Ca1(|Vdulgg,, — 3‘/§C33|d”|gﬂac)'

> C3y (IVdu|gﬂat 3Cs3 Z

i=1

We now have gathered all the ingredients required to prove Eq. (2.67). We start with Eq. (2.76)),
IV8dulg < Caa(V3|dulgy,, + [Vdulg,.,).

This pointwise bound readily gives a bound in the LP norm.

1
4
IV8dullg 1p = (‘/Td V& dul, det(g)dx) < C2p Ca2 {(/ Veulf,, d )

Summing the above estimate with Eq. (2.69) gives us the result.

1
4
+ (/ 3‘/§C33|dulgﬂatdx) }
T3
P
lullg wer(rsy < C35[(/ |u|P) (/ |du|gﬂ t) + C2P Cso (/ |Vdu|gﬁ tdx) +3\/_C28C33C32 (/ Idulgﬂ . )

< (C35 +(1+ 3\/§C33)C32C22§) [l w2 -

In order to obtain the corresponding lower bound, we perform a similar calculation. We obtain the
following integral estimate from Eq. (2.77):

1
IVl 1 2 Co1C3t {IVdullg,, 1 = 3V3Cas ldullgy,, 1o}

1
lullg s = Caalllllgy v +alg 1) + Cor ol {IVaull v = 3VBCas ldulg,, 1}
O
Our work in the first section immediately gives us the second step in Eq. ) This is the following;:
lullwzy < Col|Aullp .
In order to prove Eq. , it remains to compare Laplace operators of ggat and g.

Lemma 2.78. Assume Hg - gﬂat”CI <9,

r
(/3 |Au — ASu(det g)211ﬂ|’”) < Cse ||ullwze , (2.79)
T

where Csg is defined in Eq. (2.80).

Proof. We recall a convenient equivalent definition of A8 in terms of Christoffel Symbols.

> ot >\, ou
$(y) = ij _ e o"
afw) Z J Ix;dx; ;r” oxi |’
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We now compute that:

3 22 3
1
— A8 % ij - 11 k
frussuiant], 2| 32 st -anZid o] 3 graast 2
i=1,j=1 I i=1.j=1,k=1 v
% 5 92 = du
s(( on —1) (1+26)+26) Z Tox +9(1 +206)C33C% o
i=1,j=1 / Grtac LP k=1

1
<3 ((c;g - 1) (1+26) + 25) ||D2u||gﬂ +9V3(1 + 26)C33C IDull;,
<3 ((Cz” - 1) (1+206)+ 26) +9V3(1 + 26)C33C )||u||W2p

In the second step we use the bound presented below on the summand exclusively in i and j, for
the latter term involving Christoffel Symbols we use Eq. (2.63)) and in the third step we use norm
equivalence of the 1-norm and the 2-norm.

1

18 (det )7 — 5, < |g'i(det §)7 — gli| +[g" — 5| < (C§§ - 1) (1+26)+25.

The factor of 2 in the first summand in the second step arises due to Eq. (2.47). We conclude that

C36(6) = C36 = 3 ((CQ” - 1) (1+20) + 25) +9(1 + 26)C33\/§ng. (2.80)

O

We are now ready to prove the main result of the section.

Proof of Eq. (1.5). First observe that

1Aullg,, 1 < “Au — ASu(det 9

8
L asulg (2.81)

dflat,

We consider Eq. (1.3 ,substituting Eq. (2.81) and Eq. (2.79) into the right hand side, we obtain:

lullg,, rn < C1 ”Agu“g,LP + C1Cs [ull

8flat, gﬂat/Lg 4

by taking 6 > 0 to be sufficiently small, C3¢ < =, it follows:

Ci

lullg,, in < T-C,Cos lAZully, 1r
Using Eq. (2.67) we obtain the required result with:

CasCy
= " 2.82
Cs 1= CyCo (2.82)

O

Remark 2.83. Using Wolfram Mathematica we compute that in fact Co < 3 x 10714 satisfies the
condition from Eq. (L.5).
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3 Application: nowhere vanishing harmonic 1-forms

We are now ready to give the proof of Eq. :
Proof of Eq. (L7). Let & := A;l(d*g dx1), then
Ag(dxy — d&) = AS{dxy — dA; (dgdx1)}
= A8dxy — ASdAL (dydoxy)
= A8dxy — dd;dxl
= A8dx; — ddy dxy — dyddx, = 0.

(3.1)

In the second step we use the fact that d and AS commute and in the third step we use the fact
that d2 = 0. We now verify that the one-form dx; — d& is nowhere-vanishing.
The function & satisfies

lIdEllg,co < Csolldéllco g,
< Ca1Cso llEll g, w2

C41Cs0
< o lEllg,ra
< C41C30C3

Cas

where we use Eq. (2.57) in the first step, we use Eq. (A.60) in the second step, we use Eq. (2.66) in
the third step, and use Eq. (1.5) in the last step.
Denote:

dg dX1”g,L4 ,

_ Cu1Cs0Cs

Csr Coo

(3.2)

We use a definition of the codifferential which involves Christoffel Symbols, for convenience of
calculation. For w = }; wj dx;:

* ij ijTk
dga) =—Zg’/3iwj+2g”rijwk, (33)
i,j i,j,k

letting w = dx; in the above expression gives:

d; dxy = Z 8T, (3.4)
L]

because each of the w; are constant functions. Egs. (2.47) and (2.62)) then give:
|d; dx1| < (3 + 185)(:33 (35)
This then implies the claim, because for all x € T3 we have that

|dx + d‘flg(x) 2 |dx1|g(x) - |dé|g(x)
> Co9 — lld<llg,co

2 Coo=Cor i an, 9

1
> C29 - C37(3 + 185)C33C22§,
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which is > 0 for small 6. That is, the 1-form dx; + d & € QY(T?) is nowhere vanishing. For future
use, we denote:

a1
Csg = ng(é) = Cog — C37(3 + 18(3)C33C22§ (37)

O

A Appendix

A.1 Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem

Theorem A.1 (Theorem 9.8 in |Gilbarg and Trudinger| (2001)). Let T be a linear mapping from
LY(Q) N L"(Q) into itself, 1 < q < r < oo, and suppose there are constants Ty and Ty such that

urs(t) <

;o prf(t) < ( ) , (A.2)

for all f e LQ)NL(Q) and t > 0. Then T extends as a bounded linear mapping from LP(Q) into
itself for any p such that q <p <r, and

||Tf||Lp < CMarcinkiewicz(p/ q, r)TlaTzl_a Hf”LP , (A3)
where % = % + %‘)‘ and
p(r—q) )””
C arcinkiewicz\Fr Y, =2|—
orenkicuice(P :7) ((P—q)(r—p)

Proof. The same proof can be found in |Gilbarg and Trudinger| (2001), to make this paper more
self-contained we present the proof here also. These are two basic facts about distribution functions
which are also defined below

For any p > 0 and |ulP € LY(Q):

pu(t) := [{x € Qlu(x) > t}| < =—— /Q |f|

P = Oopflu dt. A.
/Q|u| p/ot () (A.5)

Fix u € L(Q) N L"(Q) and s;0, then rewrite # = f; + fo where

u(x) if [u(x)] > s
= A6
A {0 if lu(x)| <s (A.6)
if [u(x)| > s
. A7
folx) = {u(x) if [u(x)| <s (A7)
Using the triangle inequality and the assumptions we obtain that:
t
pru(t) < #Tﬁ( )ﬂlm( ) (A.8)

<[22V [ors (2] [rar (A9)
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We combine the above with Eq. (A.5|) to obtain:

/lTul"’ :p/mt’”_lprf(t)dt (A.10)
Q 0
=p(2T1)4/0 tp=a-1 (/Q |f1|‘7) dt+p(2T2)*/0 Pt (/Q |f2|’)dt (A.11)
= = - -1 r ~ -r-1 r
= p(2T1)‘7/0 th=a (/|f|>s |f|q) dt + p(2Tz) /0 tF (/Iflss Lf] )dt. (A.12)

The main trick presented in the proof (Gilbarg and Trudinger} [2001, Theorem 9.8) is that we take
t = As where A is a positive constant to be fixed later. We first derive our required estimate with
the constant being a function of A and then minimise it to obtain a sharper result.

P qAP—4 ” p—q-1 q rAp-T ” p-r-1 r
/Q|Tu| <p2T)TA /0 s (/|f|>s Wl )ds +p(2T1)"A ./0 5 (~/|f|Ss d )ds. (A.13)

The above integrals on the RHS have strictly non-negative integrand and thus can be rewritten and
evaluated using Fubini’s Theorem as follows:

/Ooosp“i‘1 (/Ws |f|‘1)ds = /Q|f|q/0|f|5p—q—1ds (A14)

1
—/Ifl”, (A.15)
—4qJa
/ sP=r1 (/ |f|’) ds:/lfl’/ sPTlds (A.16)
0 Ifl<s Q I£1
5
= [fIP. (A.17)
r=pJa /
Substituting these evaluated integrals above gives us the required bound as a function of A as
promised.
2T1)1AP™1 2T ) AP~
[ < EEEE L PEVEE . (A18)
Minimising the expression in braces with respect to A gives us the required result. ]

A.2 Explicit Sobolev Constant

Theorem A.19 (Explicit Sobolev Inequality for compactly supported functions). If 1 < g < n,
then all u € Wg’q(R”) satisfy :
llullyy < K(n, q) IDulls (A.20)

with ’% = —% and

Cg-1( n-gq \i T(n+1) '
K(n,q) = n-gq (n(q—l)) (r(”/Q)r(”"‘l—%)wn—l ,

1
q

where wy, is the volume of the n-dimensional sphere with radius 1. (Aubin, 1998, 2.14)
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Remark A.21. We use the above claim in Eq. (2.34) with n = 3,9 =2, denote C39 = K(3,2)

Theorem A.22 (Explicit Sobolev Inequality (full generality) on the cube). Suppose p = 4, Q =
[0,1] and u € W2(Q) , Then the following inequality holds:

luellaq) < Cao llullwr2(q) - (A.23)
This can be found in (Mizuguchi et al.; |2017}, page 15, table 6) with C49 = 13.25

A.3 Poincaré Inequality

We first prove the following lemma.

Theorem A.24 (Poincaré Inequality). Suppose u € Wol’p(Q) and 1 < p < oo, then we have the
following inequality:

1 "
llully < (m—IQI) IDullpp . (A.25)

There are two tools which we use to prove this theorem, one represents u(x) as an integral (spe-
cifically a Riesz Potential to be defined below) and then refer to a bound for the norm of Riesz
Potential:

Lemma A.26 (Lemma 7.14 Gilbarg and Trudinger| (2001))). Let u € Wol’l(Q) Then:

o i —Yi)Di
u(x) = n;n;/g(x ydDi(y) . (A.27)

lx =yl

Proof. We use the same proof as (Gilbarg and Trudinger, 2001, Lemma 7.14) but we provide the
elementary details which are omitted. First we prove the claim for u € C%(Q): For an arbitrary
choice of direction w € R" and |w| = 1 we have that:

u(x) = - /Ooo %(u(x +rw))dr (A.28)
=— /00 D, (u(x + rw))dr (A.29)
0

1 o0

- /0 A | Dalulx+ rw)ar (A.30)
1 [s]

= e /0 -A:l—l w - D(u(x +rw))dr (A.31)

(y-x)-D(u(y)) 1
/ 'EE R (432
/ (xi = yi)Di ”(y)d (A.33)
na)n lx —y[" '

i=1

For the first inequality we use the fundamental theorem of calculus (and the fact that u is compactly
supported), for the second we use the multivariate chain rule (noting that D, (u(x+rw)) = w-D(u(x+
rw)), for the third we integrate over |w| = 1 and divide by the measure of this set (surface area of
the n-1 sphere) (one integrates LHS and RHS to get this), for the fifth equality we change from
spherical coordinates back to cartesian.

O
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Remark A.34. By applying the Cauchy-Schwarz Inequality to the above claim we obtain a useful
estimate.

1 [Du(y)|

u(x)| <
el < o= |

(A.35)

Lemma A.36 (Bound for norm of Riesz Potential, Lemma 7.12 in |Gilbarg and Trudinger| (2001))).
We define the operator V,, on L*(Q) to be the Riesz Potential:

V) = [ e= gy (A37)
The operator V,, maps LF(Q) continuously into L1(Q) for any 1 < q < oo satisfying
0<6=0(p,q)=p ' -q " <u (A.38)
Additionally, for any f € LF(Q) :
L_s\ 7
Viflho < (5=5) @10k 5l (A

Proof of Eq. (A.24]). We are now ready to prove the Poincaré Inequality.

3 (xi = yi)Diu(y)
1= / e (A.40)
|x1 ]/1||Dzu(y)|
< — / ; =y — 4y (A.41)
(Zi:l |x;i — yzl ) (2 =1 |D; u(y)| )2
B / lx -yl 4y (A.42)
1 [Du(y)|
- nwy /Q eyt (4.43)
= (V1IDul)(x). (A.44)

For the first equality we use Eq. (A.26)), for the second inequality we use the triangle inequality,
for the third we use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the last equality is using the definition of Riesz
potential.

1
1 1-1 1 1 n

nw, "[Q" [|[Dull, = {—IQ[| [IDull . (A.45)
%) Wy

n

lllly <

We take the LP norm of the derived inequality above and then we apply Eq. (A.36)), this concludes
the proof. O

A.4 Morrey’s Inequality

In this section we aim to prove the following:

Theorem A.46. Suppose u € C1(T?), then for p = 4, we have the following inequality.

llullcoqrsy < Can llullwrr(rs) - (A.47)
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Proof. Tt is sufficient to prove the same claim for periodic functions defined on Q = [0,1]>. A more
general claim is proved in (Evans| 2010, Theorem 4, Section 5.6), the proof is constructive and we
obtain the desired constant following this construction. The rough idea is as follows: A similar
bound to Eq. can be exhibited for mean zero functions rather than compactly supported
functions, this integral representation readily gives the result. This heuristic is made precise below.

1

()] = o [ () |y
| B X (A.48)
<2 [ @ -uwidy+ [ fuian
W3 JB(x,1) W3 JB(x,1)
We first prove the following:
Lemma A.49.
" [Du(y)|
lu(x) —u(y)|ldy < —/ ——dy. A.50
~/B(x,r) Yy n JB(x,r) |x—]/|” ! Y ( )

The proof of this lemma is (Evans, 2010, Theorem 4, Section 5.6). We follow the proof carefully
and obtain explicit constants for the bounds. We aim to apply Holder’s inequality to the right hand

side of Eq. (A.49) in order to obtain a ||[Du||;, term. Applying Hélder’s inequality to the second
integral in Eq. (A.48)) will yield the required claim with explicit constants for spheres.
We first fix 0 < s <7 and w € S", we obtain that:

[u(x + sw) —u(x)| = ‘/S %u(x + ta))dt. = ./S Du(x + tw) - wdt
0 0

< /Os [Du(x + tw)|dt. (A.51)

In the first step we use the fundamental theorem of calculus, in the second we use the multivariate
chain rule and in the third we use that @ has length one.
Using Fubini’s Theorem we obtain that:

S
/ [u(x + sw) —u(x)|ldw < / / |[Du(x + tw)|dwdt. (A.52)
wes" 0 weSs"

We now use the substitution ¥ = x + tw to convert the above integral from spherical to cartesian

coordinates.
Du
/ [u(x + sw) —u(x)|dw < / l—(yn)_lldy
weS" yeB(x,s) |x - yl

D
of louel,,
yeB(x,r) |x - ]/l

In the integral on the left hand side we use the substitution z = x + sw, we obtain the following;:

(A.53)

/ [u(x + sw) —u(x)|dw = nl_l / [u(z) — u(x)|dz, . (A.54)
weSs™" s z€dB(x,s)
thus we have that:
D
/ [u(z) — u(x)|dz < "1 / |u—(‘1{1)_|1dy. (A.55)
z€dB(x,s) yeB(x,r) |x - y|
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Integrating the left and right hand side from 0 to r with respect to s yields the claim.

" [Du(y)|
u(x) —u(y)|dy < —/ —
L(x,r)| ( ) (y)l Y " JB(x,r) |x —]/|”_1 Y

Substituting Eq. (A.49) into Eq. (A.48) with v = 1 yields:

| | Du(y)|
()l < — / )iy + —— / LN
W3 JB(x,1) B

nws (x,1) |X - y|"’1 ’

Applying Hoélder’s Inequality to both integrals yields, using p = 4, the following:

nws

1 3 1 1)t
u(x)| < w—(w3)4 letller Bx,1y) + —— (/ |x — y|3(n 1)) IDullrr ey -
3 B(x,1)

(A.56)

(A.57)

(A.58)

The unit ball B(x, 1) contains a translate of Q = [0, 1]3. By periodicity we arrive at the following:

3
_1 40, 1
|u(x)| < Wq 4 “u“Lp(TS) + (‘L( )|x - ylg(ﬂ 1)) ||Du”U’(T3)

x,1
1 4(p—1)\ 3
< max (6051,(/( : |x — y|3(” 1))4 “u”Lq(TB) .
B(x,1

1

We compute that in the case that n=3: Cy4; = max (w;*, (ﬂ;(x,l) |x — y|%)% ||”||L‘1’(T3)
We prove a corollary that is used in Section
Corollary A.60. Suppose u € Lg(T3), then the following inequality holds:

l[dullco < Can fidullyy -

The claim follows upon computation of the pointwise norm |du|g,,

Proof.

= Cyq ||dul|

p.
Sflat /Ll

B Cut-off functions

(A.59)

(A.61)

(A.62)

The function S defined below was introduced in |Perlin| (2002) as the smootherstep function. It

interpolates between 0 and 1 and is twice continuously differentiable.
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Proposition B.1. Let

S:R—]0,1]
0 ift <0 (B.2)
t > 36t5 —15t* + 1063 if t €[0,1] )
1 ift>1
define Q =[0,1]3 c R3 and é =[-1,2]3 cR3 and let
x:Q—10,1]
x = d(x,Q) = min|x — g|. (B.3)
7€Q
Then x is twice continuously differentiable and
92
w2kl S Caz,
AU ()
d
A0 - <Cy3 (B.4)
@
92
T X < Cyg.
dxdy L)

for
Cap = —60(—6 + %3(9 +V3) - i(9 +V3)% + %8(9 +vV3)%), Cu3=602V3-3), Cus =20(5V3-6).

The above inequalities hold up to permutation of z,y and z by the symmetry of the cut off function.
We use these bounds to compute Cog and Coq

”AX”Lm(é) < 3Ca2,
”DX”Loo(é) < \/§C43/ (B.5)
2
”D X”Lw@) < 3Cya.

We conclude that

Coo = 3C42,
Co1 = V3Cys, (B.6)
Caoo = 3Cy4.

C Index of Constants

In this section we list all the constants used in this paper and where they arise. When the value of a
certain constant is explicitly stated, it is larger than the constant computed by Mathematica. When
computing future constants in terms of prior constants we use the values stored in Mathematica
and then round up.
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C1

C.2

Section [2.2], Section
C1 = 5{C19Ca0(1 + 27V17)} + C19(1 + 27C40), The main result of Section 3.1: injectivity

472

estimate with respect to the flat metric, see Eq. (|1.3))

Cs,Cg, bounds on Distribution Functions which allow us to prove the Calderon-Zygmund

Estimate. Applying Eq. (A.1) to Eq. (2.5)) proves Eq. (2.2)

C7, Cg, these bounds are used to derive Cg

Ci2 see Eq. (2.18) and (Gilbarg and Trudinger} 2001, Lemma 4.4)
Ci3, used in the proof of Eq. (2.2)
C14, in the proof of Eq. (2.2), see Eq. (2.22)) and Eq. (2.23)

, _ =) _
CMurcinkiewicz(lz 2/P )TlaTgl ¢ = 2(?__p/)1/PT1aT21 ¢ p> 2

CCalderon—Zygmund(nr P) = CMurcinkiewicz(lr 2, p)TlaTglia = 2(%)1”’1—‘1&]—'217(1 p < 2
1 p=2

see Eq. (2:2)

Ci5 = Ccalderon-zygmund(3,4) = 293.519, this particular case of the Calderon-Zygmund estim-
ate is used throughout the rest of Section and Section see Eq. ([2.25))

Ci6, see Eq. (2.28)), this shows L? orthogonality to KerA in Eq. (1.5 is only necessary to
bound the norm of ||f||

Ci7 = (wilel)%, an explicit estimate for the Poincaré Inequality, see Eq. Ii is dependent
on Q CR"

1 ~
Cig = (%) 3, the explicit value for the Poincaré Inequality Eq. 1) when Q = Q.

Ci9 = 27(1 + C16Ca0 + (2 + 54(27)V17)C16C23C22C39, denotes an explicit value for which the
Schauder Estimate holds on T3, see Eq. (2.31))

Ca0, maximum value of the Laplacian of the cutoff function used in the proof of Eq. (2.31))

Cs1, maximum value of the derivative of the cutoff function. The cutoff function is defined in

Eq. (B.1).
Cag, largest entry of the second derivative of the cutoff function, Eq. (B.1))

Co3 = 27%, This is the explicit Holder Constant in the following case.
||f||L4([-1,2]3) < Cos ||f||L6([—1,2]3)

Section [2.4]

Co: denotes an amount we are able to perturb the metric so that our injectivity estimate still

holds, see Eq. (|1.5)
C3, The main result of Section 3.2, see Eq. (|1.5)

Ca4 The explicit upper bound in Eq. (2.67)
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C.3

Cos Eq. (2.41)
Ca6 See Eq. (2.67)), this is an estimate that is required for the application in Section 4.

Co7 = (1=0)3 =263 —3(1+ 06)62 A lower bound for the determinant of the perturbed metric,

see Eq. (2:44)

Cag = (1+0)3 +26% +3(1+6)06% An upper bound for the determinant of the perturbed metric,

see Eq. (2:44)

Co9 Compares pointwise norms of covectors when taken with respect to the flat metric and
the perturbed metric, this is the lower bound, see Eq. (2.57)

C3o Compares pointwise norms of covectors when taken with respect to the flat metric and
the perturbed metric, this is the upper bound, see Eq. (2.57))

C32 Compares pointwise norms of covariant 2-tensors when taken with respect to the flat
metric and the perturbed metric, see Eq. (2.57))

C33 See Eq. (2.62), this is a bound on the value of the Christoffel Symbols for the perturbed
metric.

C34 is an explicit value for the lower bound in Eq. (2.69)
C3s is an explicit value for the upper bound in Eq. (2.69)),

Csg, the constant computed in Eq. (2.79)), this is necessary to compare the norm of the laplacian
between the flat and perturbed metrics.

Section [3]
Css is defined in Eq. (3.7)
C39 The optimal Sobolev Embedding constant for the embedding L%,O < L4, this is Eq. (A.19)

Cap, an explicit Sobolev Embedding constant for the embedding L2 < L% when Q = [0, 1]3,

this is Eq. (A.22)

C41 An explicit bound for the constant appearing in Morrey’s Inequality.
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