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Abstract. For any compact Riemannian manifold (V, g) and any Lorentzian manifold (W, h), we prove
that any spacelike embedding f : V → W that is long (g ≤ f∗h) can be C0-approximated by a C1

isometric embedding F : (V, g) → (W, h).

1. Introduction

The theorem of Nash-Kuiper [9],[7] states that any Riemannian manifold (V, g) admits a C1 isometric
embedding into the Euclidean space (Eq, geuc) as long as there exists an embedding f : V → Eq, such
that g − f∗geuc is positive semi-definite (we say that f is short). This theorem was one of the main
inspirations of Gromov’s h-principle theory ([5], [2]), and it was generalized in many contexts (symplectic
[4], contact [3], sub-Riemannian [8], for totally real embeddings [10]). In the pseudo-Riemannian setting,
the theorem extend immediately if there is enough codimension:

Theorem 1.1 (Gromov [5], [6]). Let (V, g) and (W,h) be two pseudo-Riemannian manifolds, where
(r+, r−) (respectively (q+, q−)) is the signature of g (respectively h). Let f : V → W be an embedding
such that f∗h has the same signature as g. If q+ > r+ and q− > r−, then f can be C0-approximated by
a C1 isometric embedding F : (V, g) → (W,h).

Having both timelike and spacelike normal directions allows deforming the embedding in both direc-
tions and hence, increasing and decreasing the metric following which direction is used. In the following,
we will be interested in the codimension 1 case which is not covered in the theorem above. More precisely,
we will study the case where q− > r− = 0, and r+ = q+:

Theorem 1.2. Let (V, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold, (W,h) a pseudo-Riemannian manifold and
f : V → (W,h) a long spacelike embedding i.e, g ≤ f∗h. Then, the embedding f can be C0-approximated
by a C1 isometric embedding F : (V, g) → (W,h).

The main difference here with the classical Nash-Kuiper theorem and Gromov’s generalization is that
the normal at any point of V (seen as an embedded hypersurface in W ) is timelike. We will use this
normal to deform the initial embedding f following the Nash-Kuiper process. However, we need to
ensure that the tangent space is far from the light cone at each step of the process to guarantee the C1

regularity at the end (see lemma 3.7).
As in the classical Nash-Kuiper theorem, Theorem 1.2 reflects high flexibility when considering C1-

isometric embeddings, which is not the case for higher regularity. Indeed, for any surface Σ of genus ≥ 2
and any cocompact lattice Γ in SO◦(2, 1) isomorphic to π1(Σ), there exists a unique hyperbolic metric
on Σ that admits a smooth isometric embedding in the quotient of the (2 + 1)-dimensional solid timelike
cone by Γ. On the other hand, Theorem 1.2 implies:

Corollary 1.3. Let Σ and Γ as above. Then, any hyperbolic metric on Σ admits a C1-isometric
embedding in the quotient of the (2 + 1)-dimensional solid timelike cone by Γ.
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”Investissements d’Avenir” (ANR-11-IDEX-0007) operated by the French National Research Agency (ANR).
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2. The Nash-Kuiper process

We will give the proof of Theorem 1.2 in the case where (V, g) is a compact Riemannian surface
and (W,h) is a 3-dimensional Lorentzian manifold. The methods used here can be applied in higher
dimensions without employing any additional ideas.

In order to apply the Nash-Kuiper process in this setting, we need to start with a long embedding,
that is an embedding f : V → W , such that the metric ∆ := f∗h − g is positive semi-definite. We call
∆ the isometric default.

The Nash-Kuiper process consists of reducing the isometric default gradually. More precisely, we
will consider a sequence (gn)n∈N of Riemannian metrics defined by gn = g + δn∆, where (δn)n∈N is
a decreasing sequence of positive numbers converging to 0. Using a variant of the convex integration
formula called the corrugation process [10], we build a sequence (fn)n∈N of embeddings from V to W
such that:

(1) ∥ f∗
nh− gn ∥<∥ gn − gn+1 ∥,

(2) fn is C0 close to fn−1,
(3)

∑
dC1(fn, fn−1) is converging,

where the distance dC1 is taken with respect to any Riemannian metric on W , we denote it by h̃. Note
that the first condition implies that fn is long for the metric gn+1. Therefore, we need to be able, starting
from a long embedding, to construct an embedding which is ε-isometric, i.e, with small isometric default.
To do so, we will use Theillière’s corrugation process formula:

Definition 2.1 ([10]). Let f : U → (W,h) be a map from an open set U ⊂ V , π : U → R a submersion,
N ∈ N∗ and γ : U × R/Z → f∗TW be a smooth loop family such that γ(p, .) : R/Z → f∗TWp for every
p ∈ U . The map defined by Corrugation Process is given by:

F : p 7→ expf(p)(
1
N

Γ(p,Nπ(p)))

where Γ(p, s) =
∫ s

0 (γ(p, t) − γ̄(p)dt and γ̄(p) =
∫ 1

0 γ(p, t)dt. We call N the corrugation number.

Remark 2.2. Unlike the convex integration formula, the corrugation process formula is defined directly
on the manifold (coordinate free). Moreover, F (p) is determined by the value of f, γ, π at p.

In addition, since we are using a Riemannian metric h̃ on W to compute the C1 distance, it will be
important to control the norm with respect to h̃ of the timelike normal to fn for each n. We will prove
that this is possible and that the evolution of this norm at each n can be absorbed by a good choice of
the sequence δn, which will ensure the C1 convergence (see section 4).

3. The fundamental example

As stated above, using the corrugation process, we can deform the embedding f on any fixed open
set. Since V is compact, we will use this fact, to deform f on each chart. Hence, the problem is reduced
to a local one. Recall that, the fundamental step in the Nash-Kuiper process is to construct ε-isometric
maps. For simplicity, we will consider the specific case, where (W,h) is the Minkowski space R2,1 of
dimension three and f : C := [0, 1]2 → W is a spacelike embedding (f∗h is a Riemannian metric). The
general case follows immediately (see section 5).

3.1. The case of primitive metrics. We consider here the case of primitive metrics (metrics of the
form f∗h− η dℓ⊗ dℓ), the general case will follow by iteration and it will be presented just after.

Proposition 3.1. Let (W,h) be the Minkowski space R2,1 with the usual Lorentzian metric and let
f : C = [0, 1]2 → (W,h) be a smooth spacelike embedding. Consider the metric µ = f∗h − η dℓ ⊗ dℓ,
where ℓ : C → R is an affine projection and η : C → R≥0 is a smooth function. Then, for any ε > 0,
there exists a smooth ε-isometric spacelike embedding F : (C, µ) → (W,h), i.e. an embedding such that

∥F ∗h− µ∥C0 ≤ ε.

Moreover, F is C0 close to f .
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Remark 3.2. The proposition above can be found in [1]. The map F constructed in the proof will be
used in all what follows, we therefore give a proof for completeness.

Proof. The corrugation process formula in this case is:

∀p ∈ C, F (p) = f(p) + 1
N

∫ Nℓ(p)

0
(γ(p, s) − γ̄(p))ds

We will now construct the family of loops γ : C × (R/Z) → R2,1:

Let (v, u) be an orthonormal basis for the metric f∗h on C such that v ∈ ker(dℓ), and let

v = df(v) t = df(u)

and n to be a normal field to f with respect to the metric h. Note that n is a timelike vector field of
norm −1 since f is spacelike. The basis {v, t,n} is called the corrugation frame.
We can now define the loop family γ by:

(1) γ(·, s) := r(cosh(θ)t + sinh(θ)n) with θ = α cos(2πs)

and where r and α are functions that will be chosen below such that:

(2) γ̄ = t
dℓ(u)

where γ̄ is the average

γ̄ = r

(∫ 1

0
cosh(α cos(2πs))ds

)
t

We call α, the amplitude factor, see the Figure 1 .

Figure 1. The support of γ lies in the ball of radius r for the Lorentzian metric h
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We have:

dF = df + (γ(p,Nℓ(p)) − γ̄(p)) ⊗ dℓ+ 1
N

∫ Nℓ(p)

0
d(γ(p, s) − γ̄(p))ds.

Let
L := df + (γ(·, Nℓ) − γ̄) ⊗ dℓ

We call L the target differential and we denote it by L = L(f, γ,N, ℓ). This target differential coincides
with df on ker dℓ and differs from it on the transversal directions by the addition of a term depending
on γ. It is the term that will participate the most in the deformation. Indeed, since we have∫ Nℓ(p)

0
(γ(p, s) − γ̄(p))ds =

∫ Nℓ(p)

⌊Nℓ(p)⌋
(γ(p, s) − γ̄(p))ds

and γ is continuous on a compact set, we get

F ∗h = L∗h+O( 1
N

)

If N is large enough, then F induces a Riemannian metric on C if L does. We will now choose r and
α so that L is µ-isometric (L∗h = µ), this will imply for N large enough that F is ε-isometric for the
metric µ. We have:

(3) L = df + (r(cosh(θ)t + sinh(θ)n) − t
dℓ(u) ) ⊗ dℓ

and hence
L∗h = f∗h+ (r2 − 1

dℓ(u)2 )dℓ⊗ dℓ

We choose now r so that
r2 − 1

dℓ(u)2 = −η

this is of course possible since we assumed µ to be Riemannian (µ(u) = 1 − ηdℓ(u)2 > 0).

The only thing left now is to choose α, so that equation 2 is satisfied. We can write equation 2 as:

φ(α) = 1
rdℓ(u)

where φ is the map defined by

(4) φ : α ∈ [0,+∞[ 7→
∫ 1

0
cosh(α cos(2πs))ds ∈ [1,+∞[

We conclude that equation 2 has a unique, smooth solution over C, since φ is smooth, increasing and
surjective (see Figure 2) and

1
rdℓ(u) ≥ 1

□

Notation 3.3. The map F constructed in the proof above using the corrugation process with the family
of loops 1 is denoted by:

CP (f, µ,N)
Proposition 3.1 shows that the map CP (f, µ,N) is ε-isometric if N is large enough.

Remark 3.4. Notice that for any p ∈ C such that η(p) = 0 (µ(p) = f∗h(p)), we have f(p) = F (p).
This fact will help us go from the local construction to the global one (see section 5).

It would be important in the following to understand the behavior of the amplitude factor with respect
to the metric.

Lemma 3.5. The amplitude factor α decreases when the isometric default decreases.
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Figure 2. The graph of the map φ

Proof. Notice that in the proof of proposition 3.1, we have

α =φ−1
(

1
rdl(u)

)
=φ−1

(
1√

1 − ηdℓ(u)2

)

Since φ−1 is increasing, we can conclude. □

Fix now a Riemannian metric h̃ on W , we will denote by ∥ . ∥
h̃

the norm with respect to h̃. By taking
N large enough, the maps F = CP (f, µ,N) and f can be arbitrarily close with respect to h̃. Controlling
the difference dF − df is more delicate.

Lemma 3.6. For f and F = CP (f, µ,N) as before, we have the following inequality:

∥ dF − df ∥
g,̃h

≤ O(1/N) +M(αmax)η 1
2 ∥ dℓ ∥

g,̃h
(∥ df ∥

g,̃h
+ ∥ n ∥

h̃
)

where by ∥ . ∥
g,̃h

we mean the operator norm with respect to any metric g ≤ f∗h and h̃ and M(αmax) is
a constant that depends on the maximal value αmax of the amplitude factor α over C.

Proof. Since ∥ dF −L ∥
g,̃h

= O(1/N), the inequality reduces to the study of ∥ df −L ∥
g,̃h

. Since we have
L(v) = df(v), the difference L− df reduces to studying (L− df)(u), we have:

∥ (L− df)(u) ∥
h̃
= ∥ (rdℓ(u) cosh(θ) − 1)t + rdℓ(u) sinh(θ)n ∥

h̃

≤ ∥ (rdℓ(u) cosh(θ) − 1)t ∥
h̃

+ ∥ rdℓ(u) sinh(θ)n ∥
h̃

Using the fact that φ(α) = 1
rdℓ(u) , the inequality becomes:
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∥ (L− df)(u) ∥
h̃
≤
(∣∣∣∣cosh(θ) − φ(α)

φ(α)

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣ sinh(θ)
φ(α)

∣∣∣∣) (∥ t ∥
h̃

+ ∥ n ∥
h̃
)

≤

(√
(cosh(θ) − φ(α))2 + sinh(α)

φ(α)

)
(∥ t ∥

h̃
+ ∥ n ∥

h̃
)

≤

(√
cosh(θ)2 + φ(α)2 − 2 cosh(θ)φ(α) + sinh(α)

φ(α)

)
(∥ t ∥

h̃
+ ∥ n ∥

h̃
)

≤

(√
2 cosh(α)2 − 2φ(α) + sinh(α)

φ(α)

)
(∥ t ∥

h̃
+ ∥ n ∥

h̃
)

For the last inequality we used the fact cosh(α) ≥ φ(α). Recall now that r2 − 1
dℓ(u)2 = −η, hence

(5) ηdℓ(u)2 = 1 − (rdℓ(u))2 = 1 − 1
φ(α)2

The function:

α ∈ [0,+∞[ 7→
(
√

2 cosh(α)2−2φ(α)+sinh(α))2

φ(α)2

1 − 1
φ(α)2

is continuous on ]0,∞[ and well defined at 0 (by L’Hôpital’s rule, see the appendix). Therefore, as long
as α is bounded from above (say by αmax), which is the case here, there exists M(αmax) verifying:√

2 cosh(α)2 − 2φ(α) + sinh(α)
φ(α) ≤ M(αmax)

√
1 − 1

φ(α)2

By equation 5, we get

∥ (dF − df)(u) ∥
h̃
≤ O(1/N) +M(αmax)η 1

2 | dℓ(u) | (∥ t ∥
h̃

+ ∥ n ∥
h̃
)

and since
| dℓ(u) |≤∥ dℓ ∥

g,̃h
∥ u ∥g,

∥ t ∥
h̃
=∥ df(u) ∥

h̃
≤∥ df ∥

g,̃h
∥ u ∥g

and ∥ u ∥g≤∥ u ∥f∗h= 1 we conclude that

∥ dF − df ∥
g,̃h

≤ O(1/N) +M(αmax)η 1
2 ∥ dℓ ∥

g,̃h
(∥ df ∥

g,̃h
+ ∥ n ∥

h̃
)

□

Before considering the general case, we need to establish the following lemma:

Lemma 3.7. Let f and F = CP (f, µ,N) as before and let K(αmax) = 2 cosh(αmax) + 1, where αmax

is the maximal value of the amplitude factor α over C. Then, for N large enough, we have

∥ dF ∥
g,̃h

≤ K(αmax)(∥ df ∥
g,̃h

+ ∥ n ∥
h̃
)

Moreover, if we denote by nF a normal vector field of F (C) with respect to the Lorentzian metric h of
norm −1, then

∥ nF ∥
h̃
≤ K(αmax)(∥ df ∥

g,̃h
+ ∥ n ∥

h̃
)
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Proof. From 3, we have

∥ L(u) ∥
h̃
= ∥ rdℓ(u) [cosh(θ)t + sinh(θ)n] ∥

h̃

≤cosh(θ) + | sinh(θ)|
φ(α) (∥ t ∥

h̃
+ ∥ n ∥

h̃
)

≤2 coshα
φ(α) (∥ df ∥

g,̃h
+ ∥ n ∥

h̃
)

where for the last inequality, we used the fact

∥ t ∥
h̃
=∥ df(u) ∥

h̃
≤∥ df ∥

g,̃h
∥ u ∥g

and that ∥ u ∥g≤∥ u ∥f∗h= 1. Now, since η is bounded and ηdℓ(u)2 = 1 − 1
φ(α)2 , we can restrict α

to a closed interval [0, αmax] and we can take K1 = max 2coshα
φ(α) . Since ∥ dF − L ∥

g,̃h
= O(1/N) and

L(v) = df(v), we conclude that

∥ dF ∥
g,̃h

≤ O(1/N) +K1((∥ df ∥
g,̃h

+ ∥ n ∥
h̃
)

and for N large enough, we get

∥ dF ∥
g,̃h

≤ (K1 + 1)((∥ df ∥
g,̃h

+ ∥ n ∥
h̃
)

For the second part of the lemma, we consider the vector nL = − sinh(θ)t + cosh(θ)n normal to
Im(L) with respect to h. We have:

h(nL,nL) = −1

h(nL, dF (v)) = O(1/N) + h(nL, L(v)) = O(1/N)

h(nL, dF (u)) = O(1/N) + h(nL, L(u)) = O(1/N)
Hence, for N large enough, and by continuity of h, we have

∥ nF − nL ∥
h̃
≤ O(1/N)

Therefore, since
∥ nL ∥

h̃
≤ cosh(α)(∥ t ∥

h̃
+ ∥ n ∥

h̃
)

and by the same argument as before

∥ nL ∥
h̃
≤ cosh(α)(∥ df ∥

g,̃h
+ ∥ n ∥

h̃
)

we get for K2 = max[0,αmax] cosh(α) + 1, and N large enough

∥ nF ∥
h̃
≤K2(∥ df ∥

g,̃h
+ ∥ n ∥

h̃
).

We can conclude by taking K(αmax) = 2 cosh(αmax) + 1 since K(αmax) ≥ max{K1,K2}. □

3.2. The case of a general metric. We can now generalize the previous construction for any metric.
Let f : C → R2,1 be a smooth long spacelike embedding, and let µ be a Riemannian metric on C of
the form f∗h −

∑k
i=1 ηidℓ

2
i , where each ηi is a smooth positive function on C and each ℓi : C → R is

an affine projection (we can always write µ in this form see section 5). We can construct a ε-isometric
embedding F : C → R2,1 for the metric µ using a successive corrugation process. More precisely, we
construct a sequence of maps f = F0, F1, ..., Fk = F , where

Fj = CP (Fj−1, µj , Nj)

where µj = F ∗
j−1h − ηjdℓj ⊗ dℓj . By taking Nj large enough, Fj will be long for the metric µj+1, and

hence, we can use proposition 3.1 to iterate the process.

To control the difference dF − df now, we need to use lemmas 3.6 and 3.7 successively.
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Proposition 3.8. For any ε ≥ 0, we have the following inequality:

∥ dF − df ∥
g,̃h

≤ ε+M(αmax)c ∥ ∆ ∥
g,̃h

(∥ df ∥
g,̃h

+ ∥ n ∥
h̃
)K̃(αmax)

where by ∥ . ∥
g,̃h

we mean the operator norm with respect to any metric g ≤ µ and h̃. The constant c
depends only on dℓ1, ..., dℓk, M(αmax) depends on the maximal value αmax of the amplitude factors αj

of Fj = CP (Fj−1, µj , Nj) over C for all j ∈ [[1, k]] and K̃(αmax) = (2 cosh(αmax) + 1)k.

Proof. We have by lemmas 3.6:

∥ dF − df ∥
g,̃h

≤
k−1∑
j=0

∥ dFj+1 − dFj ∥
g,̃h

≤
k−1∑
j=0

[
O(1/Nj) +M(αj

max)η
1
2
j ∥ dℓj ∥

g,̃h
(∥ nj ∥

h̃
+ ∥ dFj ∥

g,̃h
)
]

Here, nj is a normal to TFj , αj
max is the maximum value of the amplitude factor for Fj = CP (Fj−1, µj , Nj)

over C and Nj is taken large enough as in lemma 3.7. Take now αmax = maxαj
max and let K =

2 cosh(αmax) + 1. Note that K satisfy
K ≥ Kj(αj

max)
where Kj(αj

max) = 2 cosh(αj
max) + 1 as in lemma 3.7. We have

∥ dF − df ∥
g,̃h

≤
k−1∑
j=0

[
O(1/Nj) +M(αmax)η

1
2
j ∥ dℓj ∥

g,̃h
Kj(∥ df ∥

g,̃h
+ ∥ n0 ∥

h̃
)
]

Recall that we have ∆ =
∑k

j=1 ηjdℓ
2
j , then there exists a constant c > 0 that depends only on dℓ1, ..., dℓk

and by taking each Nj large enough we get

∥ dF − df ∥
g,̃h

≤ ε+M(αmax)c ∥ ∆ ∥
1
2

g,̃h
(∥ df ∥

g,̃h
+ ∥ n0 ∥

h̃
)K̃(αmax)

where K̃(αmax) = (2 cosh(αmax) + 1)k. □

4. The C1 embedding

We are now ready to apply the Nash-Kuiper process, recall that f : (C, g) → R2,1 is a long spacelike
embedding, meaning that the isometric default ∆ = f∗h − g =:

∑k
1 ηjdℓ

2
j is positive semi-definite (we

recall that h is the Lorentzian metric on the Minkowski space). The goal is to construct a C1 isometric
embedding f∞ : (C, g) → (R2,1, h). The construction goes as follows:

• First, notice that by lemma 3.5, if the isometric default converges to 0, then the amplitude factor
α converges to 0 too. In the Nash-Kuiper process (see section 2), the isometric default is getting
smaller in each step. Hence, we can choose αmax from the beginning such that the amplitude
factor is bounded above by αmax for any n.

• Up to taking large corrugation numbers at each step and since C is compact, we can choose the
1-forms dℓ1, ..., dℓk once for all (see lemma 29.3.1 in [2]).

• We consider a sequence (gn)n∈N of Riemannian metrics defined by gn = g+ δn∆, where (δn)n∈N
is a decreasing sequence (δn)n∈N of positive numbers converging to 0 and such that lim δn = 0
and: ∑√

δn−1 − δnK̃
n < ∞

where K̃ = (cosh(αmax) + 1)k.
• For any ε > 0, we introduce a sequence an of positive numbers such that∑

an < ε

Starting from f0, we build by corrugation process a sequence (fn)n∈N of embeddings such that:
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(1) ∥ f∗
nh− gn ∥

g,̃h
≤∥ gn+1 − gn ∥

g,̃h
,

(2) ∥ fn − fn−1 ∥
h̃
≤ an,

(3) ∥ dfn − dfn−1 ∥
h̃
≤ an + T ∥ gn − gn−1 ∥

1
2

g,̃h
K̃n ,

where T is a constant that does not depend on n. By the construction 3.2, we only need to
take large corrugation numbers at each step to satisfy the first two conditions. Regarding the
third condition, notice that condition one ensures that fn−1 is long for the metric gn, applying
3.2 on fn−1 we can build an almost isometric embedding fn for the metric gn. We have by
proposition 3.8:

∥ dfn − dfn−1 ∥
h̃
≤ an +M(αmax)c ∥ gn − f∗

n−1h ∥
1
2

g,̃h
K̃(∥ dfn−1 ∥

g,̃h
+ ∥ nfn−1 ∥

h̃
)

where by nfn−1 we mean the normal to fn−1(C) with respect to the Lorentzian metric h. Using
lemma 3.7 successively, we get

∥ dfn − dfn−1 ∥
h̃
≤an + 2M(αmax)c ∥ gn − f∗

n−1h ∥
1
2

g,̃h
K̃n(∥ df0 ∥

g,̃h
+ ∥ nf0 ∥

h̃
)

≤an + 4M(αmax)c ∥ gn − gn−1 ∥
1
2

g,̃h
K̃n(∥ df0 ∥

g,̃h
+ ∥ nf0 ∥

h̃
)

the last inequality comes from combining the first condition with the triangle inequality:

∥ f∗
n−1h− gn ∥

1
2

g,̃h
≤ ∥ f∗

n−1h− gn−1 ∥
1
2

g,̃h
+ ∥ gn−1 − gn ∥

1
2

g,̃h

≤2 ∥ gn − gn−1 ∥
1
2

g,̃h

We take the constant T := 4M(αmax)c(∥ df0 ∥
g,̃h

+ ∥ nf0 ∥
h̃
).

By construction, the sequence (fn)n∈N will converge to a C1 embedding f∞ which is isometric between
(C, g) and (W,h). Indeed, condition (2) implies that the sequence (fn)n∈N converges to a continuous
map f∞ and such that

∥ f0 − f∞ ∥
h̃
≤ ε

Moreover, combining condition (3) and the fact that∑
∥ gn − gn−1 ∥

1
2

g,̃h
K̃n =

∑√
δn−1 − δnK̃

n < ∞

ensures that f∞ is C1. We conclude by condition (1) that f∗
∞h = g.

5. The Global construction

The constructions presented in section 3 are defined locally and can be extended globally by the
relative property of the corrugation process. We give here the global construction for completeness.

Proposition 5.1. Let (V, g) be a closed Riemannian surface and (W,h) a Lorentzian manifold. For any
long spacelike embedding f : V → W (i.e, ∆ = f∗h − g is semi-definite positive), and any ε > 0, there
exists a spacelike embedding F : V → W such that:

∥F ∗h− g∥C0 ≤ ε

Proof. The construction follows the approach of Nash [9] and relies on the relative property of Theilllière’s
corrugation process [10]:

• We choose a finite set ϕi : Ui ⊂ R2 → Vi ⊂ V of local parametrizations of V and a partition of
unity {ρi} subordinated to it (supp(ρi) ⊂ Ui) for all i ∈ [[1,m]].

• We identify the space of inner products of R2 (given by symmetric positive definite matrices[
E F
F G

]
) with the interior of the cone S+(R2) ⊂ R3 defined by the conditions:{

EG− F 2 > 0,
E,G > 0
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• We note ∆i =: ϕ∗
i ∆|ϕi(supp(ρi)) so that we have

∆ =
∑

i

ρi∆i.

Since supp(ρi) is compact and ∆i : supp(ρi) → S+(R2) is continuous, we can find pi squares of
linear forms ℓi,1 ⊗ ℓi,1, ℓi,2 ⊗ ℓi,2, ..., ℓi,pi ⊗ ℓi,pi such that

∆i =
pi∑

j=1
ηi,jℓi,j ⊗ ℓi,j

where each ηi,j : supp(ρi) → R+ is a smooth function. For a proof of this fact, check lemma
29.3.1 in [2].

• Working chart by chart, we will build a sequence of intermediary maps f = F0, F1, ..., Fm defined
on V such that ∥∥∥∥∥F ∗

i h− (f∗h−
i∑

k=1
ρj∆j)

∥∥∥∥∥
C0

≤ ε

The map Fm will be ε-isometric for the metric g provided the corrugation numbers are large
enough in each step.

• Each map Fi is built by applying pi successive corrugation process on Fi−1. We will use propo-
sition 3.1 in the chart Ui to build a sequence of maps Fi−1 = F 0

i , F
1
i , ..., F

pi

i = Fi, where

F j
i = CP (F j−1

i , µj
i , Ni,j)

and µj
i = F j−1∗

i h− ρiηi,jℓi,j ⊗ ℓi,j . By remark 3.4, the maps are well defined on Σ, in fact, they
all coincide outside ϕi(supp(ρi)) since the metric µj

i is equal to F ∗
i−1h there.

Even though we introduced the construction when W is the Minkowski space, the construction is still
well defined for general W and the conclusion remains the same. Indeed, in the coordinate free definition
2.1 of the corrugation process, If we take U to be compact and such that f∗TW is trivial, then we can
find a smaller neighborhood of the zero section of f∗TW → U where the exponential map is well defined.
Since Γ(x, s) is bounded, we can choose N large enough so that 1

N Γ(x,Nπ(x)) lies inside this tubular
neighborhood. Using the same loop family 1 as in proposition 3.1, we get an ε-isometric embedding.

Using standard arguments of Nash-Kuiper, the construction above can be adapted to prevent self
intersections provided, we start with an embedding. Hence, it produces embeddings and not only
immersions. Moreover, if the Euler characteristic of V is different than 0, the immersions constructed
are embeddings. Indeed, we can choose a tubular neighborhood of f(V ) which is globally hyperbolic,
of the form V×] − ε, ε[, where f(V ) is identified with level 0. By C0-closeness, we can construct the
immersion F to lie inside V×] − ε, ε[. Now, notice that F composed with the projection on the first
factor is a covering map (since F is spacelike), and since V is compact and its Euler characteristic is
different from 0, we conclude that it is a diffeomorphism. Therefore, F is an embedding. □

6. Appendix

In this appendix, we prove that the function ψ appearing in the proof of lemma 3.6 and defined by:

ψ : α ∈ [0,+∞[ 7→

√
2 cosh(α)2−2φ(α)+sinh(α)

φ(α)√
1 − 1

φ(α)2

is well defined and continuousat zero.
First, notice that:

ψ(α) =
√

2 cosh(α)2 − 2φ(α) + sinh(α)√
φ(α)2 − 1
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We note

ψ1(α) := cosh(α)2 − φ(α)
φ(α)2 − 1 and ψ2(α) := sinh(α)2

φ(α)2 − 1
In the following, we will use L’Hôpital’s rule to prove that ψ1 and ψ2 are well defined at 0. Noting that
ψ =

√
2ψ1 +

√
ψ2, we can conclude.

By 4, we have:

φ′(α) =
∫ 1

0
cos(2πs) sinh(α cos(2πs))ds

φ′′(α) =
∫ 1

0
cos(2πs)2 cosh(α cos(2πs))ds

Since cosh(0)2 − φ(0) = 0 = φ(0)2 − 1 and both ϕ1 and φ(α)2 are differentiable on the right, we can
apply L’Hôpital’s rule:

lim
α→0

ψ1(α) =
lim
α→0

(cosh(α)2 − φ(α))′

lim
α→0

2φ′(α)φ(α)

=
lim
α→0

sinh(2α) − φ′(α)

lim
α→0

2φ′(α)φ(α)

Since sinh(0) − φ′(0))′ = 0 = 2φ′(0)φ(0), we need to apply L’Hôpital’s rule a second time, we get:

lim
α→0

ψ1(α) =
lim
α→0

(sinh(2α) − φ′(α))′

lim
α→0

(2φ′(α)φ(α))′

=
lim
α→0

2 cosh(2α) − φ′′(α)

lim
α→0

2φ′′(α)φ(α) + 2φ′(α)2

We have

2φ′′(0)φ(0) + 2φ′(0)2 = 2
∫ 1

0
cos(2πs)2ds = 1

Hence ψ1(0) is well defined.

By the same arguments, we have:

lim
α→0

ψ2(α) =
lim
α→0

sinh(α)2

lim
α→0

2φ′(α)φ(α)

=
lim
α→0

sinh(2α)

lim
α→0

2φ′(α)φ(α)

=
lim
α→0

sinh′(2α)

lim
α→0

(2φ′(α)φ(α))′

=
lim
α→0

2 cosh(2α)

lim
α→0

2φ′′(α)φ(α) + 2φ′(α)2

= 2
2
∫ 1

0 cos(2πs)2ds
=2

Therefore, the function ψ is well defined and continuous at 0.
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