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Cl1=¢ ISOMETRIC EMBEDDINGS

ANGEL D. MARTINEZ

ABSTRACT. In this paper we use the convex integration technique en-
hanced by an extra iteration originally due to Kallén and revisited by

Kroner to provide a local h-principle for isometric embeddings in the

class C11~¢ for n-dimensional manifolds in codimension in(n + 1).

1. INTRODUCTION

At the beginning of the 20th century the concepts of differential geometry
had been defined in two different ways: extrinsically, using some ambient
space; or, intrinsically, using coordinate charts as B. Riemann did in his
famous Uber die Hypothesen welche der Geometrie zu Grunde liegen (1854).
For some time this two approaches co-existed. Until H. Whitney proved
that they are equivalent in 1936. More concretely, he proved that it is
nevertheless possible to smoothly embed a manifold into an Euclidean space
of high dimension. This settled the equivalence of definitions for topological
smooth manifolds. It was not clear, however, how to produce an embedding
that preserved lengths.

In 1827, even before B. Riemann delivered his Habilitationsschrift lecture
on geometry, C. F. Gauss had proved his theorema egregium which shows
that the scalar curvature is an intrinsic object invariant by isometries. It was
already known how to relate the curvature of surfaces in R3 to the ambient
metric provided the embedding is twice differentiable and isometric. This
imposes some rigidity for C? isometric maps. Indeed, a classical application
of this shows the impossibility to isometrically embed a two dimensional
flat torus in the three dimensional euclidean space. It was rather natural
to try to extend this rigidity to C' maps which is the minimal regularity
needed to pull-back the metric from the ambient space. This remained an
open problem for decades.

Until 1954, when J. F. Nash astonished the mathematical community with
an ingenious construction of C'! isometric embeddings for Riemannian mani-

folds in codimension at least two. His construction departed from a smooth
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embedding whose existence is assured in high codimension by Whitney’s
embedding theorem. (The immersion conjecture, proved by R. L. Cohen
in 1985, predicts the sharp codimension that an immersion would require.)
Nash also predicted that a variant of his proof could lower the codimension
restriction to one. This was achieved by Kuiper in 1955. This result is nowa-
days known as the Nash-Kuiper theorem. Nash’s proof proceeds providing
an iterative scheme that converges in C' norm. Each stage consist on a
series of steps where the metric tensor is succesively approximated with the
help of a spiral in a plane which is essentially perpendicular to the tangent
plane. Kuiper proceeded in a similar manner, replacing spirals by what he
called strains (compare with corrugations).

A refinement of this scheme does in fact converge in C'%* for some posi-
tive a which depends, for instance, on the number of steps and, therefore,
deteriorates with the dimension. A C%'/7=¢ result for analytic metrics on
the disc was announced by Borisov in 1965. The best general bounds for
embeddings in R"™! of n-dimensional balls and smooth metrics are due to

Conti, De Lellis and Székelyhidi which give a < m One of the diffi-
culties that arise is the loss of derivatives inherent to the method. Borisov
avoided this difficulty using the analyticity hypothesis and keeping track of
all the derivatives. On the other hand Conti, De Lellis and Székelyhidi get

rid of the analyticity assumption using a mollification step.

Quite recently De Lellis, Inauen and Székelyhidi reached aw < 1/5 — ¢ for
embeddings of two dimensional balls in three dimensional space. The im-
provement is possible, at least heuristically, due to the existence of conformal
mappings that diagonalize the metric and, therefore, reduce the number of
steps. Indeed, with the help of this change of variables, instead of approxi-
mating three tensorial coordinates (the tensor is symmetric), one only needs
to approximate the diagonal. Furthermore, the new coordinates are isother-
mal which implies both entries in the diagonal are equal. This technique
can not be carried to higher dimensions (cf. Liouville’s theorem).

A striking conjecture due to M. Gromov predicts that the threeshold
for flexibility is @ < 1/2 in codimension one (cf. [18], Problem 39, also
[17, 111, 25]). There is strong evidence in favour of this. Let us mention the
work of De Lellis and Inauen were the authors found that this exponent is
critical for the Levi-Civita connection and studied the problem for spherical
caps in codimension twelve (cf. [12]). D. Inauen has introduced a natural
extrinsic notion for parallel transport in his PhD dissertation that works in
codimension one (or higher) and coincides with the intrinsic notion provided
a > 3(v/5—1)>1/2 (cf. [22]). This rigidity is lost in higher codimension
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where even better regularity can be achieved as J. F. Nash already showed
(cf. [31,19, 24]). The literature is vast and we refrain from trying to provide
a complete account of it here. The best result is due to Giinther proving
the existence of smooth isometric immersions in codimension in(n + 1) +
max{n,5}. We refer the reader to [30} 27, 1], 2, 8, [, [10} 20} 21], 22] and the
references therein.

The following result explicitly stated in Kroner’s master thesis, after
Kallen’s work, provides an h-principle in the class C*!~¢ in a slightly smaller
codimension than the best for which a smooth result is known to hold:

Theorem 1.1 (Kéllen, Kroner). Let o < 1, u > 0 and h : (Bf,,,9) —

R+ be ¢ short embedding with smooth metric g. Then, for any e > 0,
there is a CH* isometric embedding f : (B}, g) — (R™" Y ¢) such that

|f —hllo<e.

We will revisit the argument leading to this result which relies on an
ingenious iteration introduced by Kallen together with the vanishing of an
error of a certain type. The main result in this paper improves this result
by reducing the necessary codimension by half, namely %n(n +1):

Theorem 1.2. Let a < 1, p > 0 and h : (BY,,,9) — R+2nntD) pe g
short embedding with metric smooth g. Then, for any € > 0, there is a C1©
isometric embedding f : (BT, g) — (R" 274D ¢} such that

If = hllo <e.

In this paper we apply a new variant of the strains a la Kuiper for which
a miraculous cancellation occurs. The theorem also holds for immersions
although our presentation will not take care of this duplicity and will only
deal with the embedding case explicitly. The proof of this result follows
the standard arguments as in the literature (cf. [9, [I1]) together with the
aforementioned almost fixed point theorem due to Kallén.

It should be noted that in this paper we focus our attention to the local
case only. A possible extension of the argument, following the setting of
adapted short immersions introduced by Cao and Székelyhidi, should pro-
vide the global version of this result (cf. [24] [7]). Another fundamental
difference with Kallen’s work is that it applies for rough metrics too. We
shall not attempt to achieve, nor describe this here, and will focus on the
main cancellation phenomena which is new and allows to drop the dimension
by a factor of two.
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For the two dimensional sphere it is known that this kind of h-principles
can not hold if a > 2/3 in R3 due to a result of Borisov. Very recently De
Lellis and Pakzad have showed the same limitation for isometric immersions
of the flat two dimensional torus in codimension one (cf. [13]). We refer
to the literature for more details on rigidity results (cf. [32] or [9] for an
alternative proof, and the references therein).

It is quite remarkable that the convex integration technique is also useful
to construct Holder continuous solutions for the Euler equation that do
not conserve energy as predicted by Onsager in 1949. This has been first
observed by De Lellis and Székelyhidi who initiated a succesful program to
attack this problem. This culminated with P. Isett’s breakthrough which
allowed him to construct solutions compactly supported in time with the
optimal Holder exponent o < 1/3. Recently after the publication of this
result Buckmaster, De Lellis, Székelyhidi and Vicol where able to construct
solutions whose energy decays (cf. [14] [15] [16, [3 23] [4]).

2. MAIN INGREDIENTS AND SKETCH OF PROOF

2.1. Heuristics of the method. Nash’s idea can be summarized as fol-
lows. Given a compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) first use Whitney’s
theorem to produce a smooth embedding (or you might have one of your
own choice a priori). It is very unlikely that it is an isometric immersion
but, by a suitable contraction of the euclidean space, one is able to produce
a different embedding such that all lengths between points in the metric
induced by the embedding are shorter than the ones the metric g would
induce. Embeddings satisfying this property are known as short. Then one
runs an iterative argument that will smoothly enlongate the manifold at
each point (and direction) simultaneously. Some parts will need to be en-
longated more than others though and one would not expect to achieve this
in a single stage. In order to make this an inductive argument one needs to
end up with a short embedding again. This produces a sequence of embed-
dings whose induced metrics better converge to g. At the same time one
observes that a number of derivatives of the embeddings might (and will)
blow up. Nash was able to control the C' norms of this sequence in the
limit. Our interest is on C''*® norms for which some notation will be needed.

The scheme proceeds iteratively from a given short embedding f, : M —
R"*1 such that the induced metric g7 = fge is at some distance to the de-
sired metric, say, ||gi; — gi;llo < dg1. Then it provides a new approximation
fot1 = fq+wys1, which is short again, using a spiral w41, which is a vector
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field which oscillates at frequency Ag41 that essentially solves
9ij = 935 = Owgs1 - Ojwesr + Egn

with probably some small error term £,;; that we can control when we
choose the perturbation w,1. This suggests that the spiral satisfies ||wg1]jo <
5;421 /Ag+1. With this in mind let us comment on the inductive step, which
reduces to bound the difference
1
9ij — 95 = g5 — 9 — 201 fq - Ojwe1 — wgsr - Ojwen

by d4+2. It would be enough for d;wy,1 to be essentially orthogonal to the
image of f, and the error term E,;; in the previous equation to be smaller
than d,42. A technical requirement to close the argument is to ensure f 41

is again a short embedding.

It is worth mentioning now how to control the C*’ regularity of the limit,
f. For the sake of illustration let us employ the geometric ansatz, namely
g = A2 = A7?% for some A > 1, until the end of this section. Notice that
04 tends to zero which would imply that the metric at each stage g9 tends
uniformly to the desired metric g. On the other hand it is clear that

1 = follerer <3 Nwglhe = 361200 = 37 A€/
q=1 q=1 q=1

which converges if o < a.

Let us finally state a variant of the Holder version of the Nash-Kuiper
theorem for a ball in codimension one:

Theorem 2.1 (cf. [9]). Let n >0, u >0 and h : (BY,,,9) = (R*"' e) be
a short embedding such that g — h*e > nld. Then there is some ag(n) > 0
such that for any e > 0 there exist a CY* embedding hgy : (B}, g) — Rt
such that ||h — hollo < ¢ and g — hie = nld.

Notice that this corresponds to the work of Conti, De Lellis and Szekélyhidi
for n = 0. In fact it is equivalent to it. Indeed, notice that g = g — nld >
hfe > 0 is a metric for which h is a short embedding. Then there is an
isometric embedding hg : (B,g) — (R™!, ¢) which satisfies the conclusion
above. We refer the reader to the literature for a proof. We include this
statement here for reference only as it will be useful later to provide an
initial step for the induction process that proves Theorem (cf. Section

).
In the next section we provide a statement of an inductive step that is key
in the proof. In Section (] we resume some technical auxiliary results that
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will be used in Section [l Section [Hlis devoted to introduce the general form
of the perturbation and some useful notation . In Section [7] we conclude the
proof of Theorem [LIl Finally, in Section 8 we introduce the strains and
explain the modifications in the argument that allow to prove Theorem [1.2]

3. THE INDUCTIVE STEP

The inductive step will need a specific choice of parameters to work. In
this section we present the so-called double exponential ansatz. Namely,

—2ab9~1 a
6, =a " and )\, = "

(This is needed due to the € loss in our choice of ¢, defined in Section[]). The
parameter a will be chosen large enough and b = b(«) > 1 independently of
the stage ¢. Notice that under this ansatz

00 ) 0
’ -1
1 = Folloror <D Nwglliw = 0Y2ae =3 g lemeti
q=1 q=1 q=1

which converges if o/ < «/b. This already suggests the need to choose b
close to one to achieve optimal results.

The following result provides an inductive step that allows to control the
Holder norms through the iteration

Proposition 3.1. Let g be the smooth fized metric, 5 € (0,1) and
(3.1) 20 <2 -3

For a sufficiently small ¢ € (0,1/4) there exist a choice of parameters
in the double exponential ansatz such that the following holds. Suppose
that we have constructed smooth short embeddings fo,..., f, : (Br,g) —

n(n+1)

(R™"7=2,e) such that f, = ;q_l +w, (cf. Sectionlf) where

o — gl
P79 _1a| <A
5‘14—1 0
p—s
TS
5114-1 B

gl < O8N,

[ fallr < g,
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and wy = 0. Then there exists a smooth short embedding fo+1 : (Bpr—s,,9) —
n(n+1)

(R™ 35 e) such that

gttt
B9 1l <o,
Og+2 .
o gitt
gl] gzy . Id S )\5;15’
Og+2 5

1/2 \r—
lwgall- < CoLAN
and
r 1/2 yr—
| ol < g+ O8N
for any r € [0,2] and a constant C' > 1 independent of q.

The hypothesis on the metric ensure the existence of a decomposition
satisfying Lemma [£2] It is worth mentioning that

19i5 — g5 llo < 20444
which relates to the heuristics as discussed in Section 2.1l Furthermore, it
immediately implies f,.; is short (cf. Lemma [£.3).

g
P 79 _a| < axe

0

Og+1

implies

The parameter b > 1 will be chosen sufficiently close to one, depending on
a, while € will be fixed and sufficiently small depending on it. The statement
implicitly assumes that a is chosen large enough depending on the rest of
parameters, the initial data fy and ¢g. In the exposition we will deduce that
such a choice is possible.

4. TECHNICAL LEMMATA

Some remarks are in order. The proof has been partitioned in a series of
lemmata below. Implicitly all of them assume that we can choose a large
enough and b > 1 so that the parameters satify certain natural restrictions
steming from the proofs. Let us also remark that, as the reader might expect
from the statement, we will use a complete induction argument (cf. Lemma
[4.4)). That means that we will assume the hypothesis for fy,..., f, and then
prove it for f ;1 (cf. LemmalZ4 below). No constant in this section depends
on ¢ unless we indicate it explicitly.



8 A. D. MARTINEZ

Furthermore, the notation of this section will be kept to a minimum
whenever possible. As it is customary the constants might change from
line to line. We will therefore commit some abuse of notation for the sake of
clarity. Some quantities are tensors but there are many parameters which
are not tensorial such as the mollification parameter ¢, which will oscillate
from top to bottom in the notation. In fact, in this section, and until the
end of the proof of Proposition B.1]in Section [6l we fix

(20 = \I225, 04,

but we will omit the dependence on ¢ (which is fixed, cf. Proposition B1)
and denote it as ¢ = ¢,. Another simplification is that we will not keep track
on the shrinking process but will indicate when it occurs for the reader’s con-
venience. This is not dangerous because the total shrinking length, namely

i l, < i A
q=0 q=0

can be made smaller than p by choosing a large enough (cf. Theorem [L.2)).
Analogously, mé is bounded uniformly by a constant depending on the initial

fo only and Iig < C&;/ 2>\q for some appropiate constant C' > 0 independent
of ¢. Finally, at many points the exposition is purposely redundant for the
very same reason. We hope all this does not affect readability but enhance
it.

We denote the mollification of f, at scale ¢ by fqg and the metric it induces,
( f(f)ﬁe, by g7 (cf. Section [@)). The following clarifies our choice for .

Lemma 4.1 (Mollification). Under the hypothesis of Proposition[31. The
mollified metric satisfies

_q
’ 990 _1d|| <OAF(M0)° <O
6‘1+1 0
and, more generally,
_q
Hg Il _1dl| < oagmepres
Og+1 ,

for any r > 0. We can also control the mollification as
l T —
||fq||7" S K’q fOT r= 172
and
£l < COL2N ™2 for v > 2
where the constants depend only on the constants from Lemmal9.3, r and
[gllr+2-
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PROOF: observe that once it is proved for r € N the rest follows by
interpolation (cf. Section [). By definition,

lg — g7 = g1 1d |l = llgss — 0 fs - Oi fs — bqra1dyjlln

which can be splitted into three terms as follows

g5 —gi5* el +19i— (0: £ 05 £) = Oqua1di e+ [(8i fg-0; fo) ¥ 0o =i f - 05 £l -

This is where the domain has to be shrinked as in the statement of Proposi-
tion B.I]in order for the convolution to make sense. Using the bounds from
Lemma [0.3] this can be bounded from above by

(41)  C(Plgyllrsz + P gis = 0ify - 0 fq = dg1dlls + 7| foll3 o)
for any o € (0,1]. Choosing o = 1 the above is bounded by
C(|gllri2 + g1l "N+ LP776,02) < CNJ7 77641

Indeed, absorbing the constant ||g|,42 in C, the first term is smaller than
the right hand side because ¢ < 5q+1)\qﬁ_5€5 holds or, equivalently, after
some algebraic manipulation,

5, <AL

Assuming the double exponential ansatz this follows if 2a < 2b, which
holds for any b > 1. On the other hand, the second and third terms balance
equality for our particular choice of /. The last two inequalities follow from
Lemma [0.3] (i) inmediately. For instance,

Hfj“r = || fg * @ell» < Cﬁ"‘+2||fq||2_

It will be useful to denote

(1.2) ¢ oo (San)”
q 5(1

where 8* = (2 — 3)7! and &* = ¢8* are positive constants. From this
it is evident that A\,¢ < 1 which shows that we are really perturbing our
hypothesis in Proposition Bl at the same scale, for » = 0, § respectively,
finishing the proof.

In this case we shall use a metric decomposition due to Kéllén instead of
isothermal coordinates (cf. [2§]).
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Lemma 4.2 (Metric decomposition). For any fized vectors ny, . . ., Nn(nt1)/2—1 €
Sn=L, there exists a o1 > 0 with the following property: given symmetric ten-
sor valued functions T, 7, and Ty such that

n(n2+1) 1 n(n2+1) -1
lr=Idllo+ D o+ D lmwlo <o,
k=0 e, k=0

then there exist a vector valued function A such that

n(n2+1) 1 n(n2+1) 1 n(n2+1) 1
@)= Y AelPmend Y A@n@)+ Y Au@)Av(@)m ()
k=0 k=0 k,k'=0
with ¢; > oy and satisfying the estimate
n(n2+1) 1 7L(7L2+1) 1
Al <Gl 1 lrle+ D dmlle+ Y llmwlle
k=0 k,k'=0

for any r € N. Furthermore, there exist a smooth F such that
Ap(x) = F(1(2), 76 (), Tipr () ).

A recent proof of this fact, using the implicit function theorem, can be
found in [12] (cf. Proposition 5.4). Their statement does not correspond to
the one we provide here but their proof does provide the extra information
on the existence of a smooth F' from which it is derived.

In the next result we introduce bounds for the metric error h.

Lemma 4.3. Under the hypothesis of Proposition [31. For any 6 € (0,1)
the tensor h defined by dq41h = g — gf — dg4+21d is positive and satisfies

||h —1Id ||a2 < 0.
Furthermore,
[h]l, < CXJ=e0+7
for any r € N.

REMARK: @ is a parameter that will be chosen later small enough and
independently of q.

PROOF: indeed, if it is not positive at some point there will be a unit
vector v such that the quadratic form is non positive, i.e.

0> v"ho =v"[6 (g — gf) — IdJv + (1 — 64420, )v" Idv.
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Lemma [4.1] implies that the first is bounded by O(A;¢) while the second is
close to one since 9,19 decays much faster than 44 1. Indeed, 4120, 1 =0(1)
if —2a(b— 1) < 0 which follows from b > 1. Here we are using the notation
o(1) to denote a quantity that tends to zero as a increases to infinity. This
implies 0 > 1+ 0(1), a contradiction. On the other hand let us observe that
Lemma [4.1] implies

Ih—Tdlle < (18704 (9 — 67) —1d) = 8,00, 1y1d]lce < CEN 4 6,006,2, < 6

which is true if )\q_eﬁ_ez = o(1). Using this the notation above this is equiv-
alent to
AL S 60T = o(1).
Using the double exponential ansatz this reads
—b+e((1+2af8"+e")b—2a8") <0

which holds for any « € (0,1) and b > 1 provided ¢ < 1/4 is small enough.
This forces a = a(e) to be large. The last part follows by a direct application
of the definition and the estimates from Lemma F.T]

We can take § < 01/2 as in Lemma This shows that h, defined as in
Lemma above, can be considered a metric satisfying the hypothesis of
Lemma

To construct the spirals we will need a pair of smooth vector fields or-
thogonal to the surface at any point. The following result provides their
existence together with some Holder estimates we will need later.

Lemma 4.4. Let fy be a smooth immersion into R"*?. There exist a con-
stant oy such that for any smooth map f such that ||f — foll1 < 0o. Then
there exist smooth orthonormal vector fields v! (x) fori=1,...,d such that

(i) They are orthogonal to the plane tangent to the image of f at x.
(ii) Furthermore, they satisfy the estimate

171l < Cr @+ 1 f llr)-

REMARK: this corresponds to Proposition 5.3 from [12] where the reader
will find a detailed proof. The constants involved, including oy, depend on
a finite number of derivatives of fj.

5. THE PERTURBATION wg4q

The perturbation w,,; will be defined inductively. First we define f© =
fhand f®) = f=D) —i—w((li_ll) for k > 1. To define the perturbation w((ll_?l we
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will need an orthonormal basis vi, i =1,2, k=0,..., "(n;l)

to the tangent plane of £ as given by Lemma B4 with d = n(n+1). Then
we can define

— 1 orthogonal

1/2 Ak(fb’)
g+1 )\

w((ll_?l () =19 (sin(Ag12 - i) v (@) + cos(Aga1 - ) v (2))

q+1
where the frequencies are given by A\ 41 = )\g. The choice of coefficients Ay,

will be specified later (in the proof of Lemma[6.5 below). For the time being
let us advance that the perturbation will have the form

n(n+1)
— —1

Ap(z) .
wr@) =05 Y S 0y mw @) + s i (0).
k=0 q+

Before proceeding with the proof itself we we need to introduce some nota-
tion. Let us observe that by construction

7L(7L+1) 1 7L(7L+1)71

Difor1 - O far1 = ai.fj : ajff Z 0; fz 9; wq-‘,—l + Z a7~Uq+1 9; wq+1
0

k,k'=

holds. Expanding the perturbations one observes the identity

nntl) 4
< Au(z) .

gttt =gy + > 0ifl- 9 (5;61 ;(H) 81n()\q+1x~nk)) vl (z)
k=0 q

Az
#0850, (A5 s ) ) (o)

g+1
n(n+1) 1

+ Z 0 fy - ;421 Ak( ) (8 v (@) sin(Ags1@ - ng) + 014 () cos(Agr1z - ny) )

7L(7L+1) 1

+ Z aqurl q+1

k,k'=

Notice that the first sum vanishes because the normals are orthogonal to
the tangent to fqg at x. We are abusing the notation, as we will, since one
more term, corresponding to the second summand with ¢ and j reversed,
should appear (cf. Section B below). It will be convenient to introduce the
following notation for a relevant linear term (which is part of the second
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sum above)
”(”;Fl) 1
_ o Arlz) - o
L(A) = Z Oify—am (Ojvp (@) sin(Agqa - i) + 01 () cos( A1 - my) )
k=0 q+15q+1

Then we get that
7L(7L+1) 1
gq+1 = g + 5q+1L + Z i wq+1 0 wq-{-la
ke,k'=0
using the notation we have just introduced for the linear term. We shall

need some more notation to decompose the quadratic term. Let us digress
and introduce it. The main term has the form

(5.1)
GRSV
M(a) = Y ar(z) (cos(Agnz - np)vp(x) — sin(Agpaz - ng)v () -

cap () (cos(Ags1 - np v (@) — sin(Aga1@ - np )V () g, ©
%_1
= Z ar(x)*ng, @ ny,
k=0
using the orthogonality of the normals. It will be convenient to introduce

also some notation for a relevant bilinear tensor valued error term R =
R2 + Rg + R4 where

ag(z) ap(x) , .
Ry(a);; = Z ;( ) ; (z) (sin(Ag12 - k) Oy (@) + cos(Agar@ - ) O () -
k,k'=0 q+1 q+1
- (sin(Ag12 - nw )05 () 4 cos(Agr1z - ny )01 () |
n(n+1)
= O;a(x)0;aw () , .
Rs(a);; = Z ];\( ); v (@) (sin(Ag12 - i)y () + cos( g - i)V () -
k,k'=0 q+1"\g+1
- (sin(Agz1z - v () + cos(Ag1z - ) v (2))
and
n(nt+1)
—  ap(r) dap(x) ,
Ry(a);; = Z ;( )%() (sin(Ag1z - ni) O (@) + cos( A1 - i) O () -
k,k'=0 q+1 q+1 .

- (sin(Ag12 - vy () + cos(Ag1a - v (2))
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Furthermore, we define

n(n+1) 1

ag(x)ag () , .

Rs(a);; = Z w (sin(Ag12 - ng) Qg (@) + cos(Agr 2 - i) O () -

ke k' =0 g+l

- (cos(Ag12 - v () — sin(Ag1z - v (2)) (),
and finally
n(n+1)
= O;ar(x)aw () , .

Rg(a);; = Z M (sin(Agz12 - i)y (@) + cos(Ag1@ - ng v () -

ke, k'=0 a+1

- (cos(Agz1z - v () — sin(Agaz - ) v (2)) (),
Quite strikingly Rg = 0 by orthogonality considerations. The main purpose
of this analysis is to express the quadratic term in the expression for g4*!

above as follows
7L(7L+1) 1

o Z Brw®) - ;0™ = M(A) + Ro(A) + Ry(A) + Ry(A) + Rs(A)
ke,k'=

Let us dlgress from the presentation a bit to make a number of remarks. The
last term Ry is of utmost importance in the analysis of this problem. For
example, the key argument of Kallén takes advantage of the extra cancella-
tion of Rg that occurs in codimension n(n + 1) to prove a CH1~¢ isometric
embedding theorem (cf. [26]). We shall provide a proof of Theorem [I.1]
isometric embedding theorem first and then we will show how to adapt it
to reduce the codimension by half using strains.

6. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [3.1]

In this section we construct the coefficients that we shall use to construct
the needed perturbation as in our previous section. This will require the
following

Lemma 6.1. The tensors

Oift .
(Tk)ij = 7[11/2 . (8]-1/,1(1') sin(Ag+12 - ng) + 8]-1/,3(55) cos(Ag+1 - nk))
Q+16q+1
and
(Thr )ij = (sin()\q+1x . nk)aiy,i (x) + cos(Ag1 - nk)&yg(:c)) .

Agt1

- (cos(Ag12 - v () — sin(Ag12 - v (2)) ()
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satisfy the estimates
N

+ Ny < .
Il + el < 5%

PROOF: it is elementary to check using Lemmata T}, EEfland £~ < A\ ,4y
(cf. equation [6.2] below) that

Il = =28 s,
q+1%+1
while
||7‘kk’||r = i](jl) 5;/2)‘q)‘2+1-
Then the statement follows provided
(6.1) 12Ny < SANSE < 7

holds. Using the definition of ¢ (cf. equation [4.2]) one can check that this is
a consequence of the stronger

di1)” (3}
5‘1 N 5‘1
which holds observing that d,41 < 8, and 5* € [3, 1) by definition.

The next result provides the usual bounds for a first guess of coefficients.
These approximation only takes into account M, L and Rs. This will feed
the ingenious iteration originally due to Kéllén, and revisited by Kroner,
that will provide the actual choice of the coefficients that we need (cf.
Lemma [6.4] below).

Lemma 6.2 (First coefficients). Consider Lemma [{.2 with 7, and Ty as
in Lemma and T = h as in Lemma[{.3 There exist constants C > 0
such that the following bounds hold

(i) 4o < C.
(ii) For any 1 <r <y
)\7‘
AW, < o=t
40N < o5,
REMARK: the constants depend on ¢, 0, rg, the initial data f, but not on
q.

PROOF: the inequalities regarding A follow from Lemmata [£2] and
immediately. Indeed, the bounds from Lemma dominate both the
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constant and the ones coming from the metric error h. We leave further
details to the reader.

Notice that this choice of coefficients is far from enough for our purposes
since the estimates do not close for the rest of error terms. To deal with
this issue, improving the error, we shall use the Kéllén’s iteration.

Proposition 6.3 (Kéllén’s iteration). Fiz ry € N, i, b (with inverse F')
and R = Ry 4+ Rs + R4 a combination bilinear terms. Suppose that for two
fized constants A\, L > 0 the first ro + 1 derivatives of F' satisfy

>\7”
F)| <C | T, +—
P, < c. (I + 57 )
and
1)~ F@)l, < O (1T~ Tl + (1T, + MIT ~ T'o)

for any tensors T and T' in in a (3C,) " -neighbourhood of Ty and, futher-
more, AL is large enough (depeding on C, ). Consider also any tensor T in
the (3C.)"'-neighbourhood of Ty satisfying

)\’f‘
T, < C—
7l < 05
fo(r) r > 1. There exists ro = 1o(ig,r1) € N such that if a® = 0 and
aV = FY(T) satisfy
(i) [laM]lo < C.
(ii) For any 1 <r <rg—1 the norm
>\7”
O < o=
||CL HT — >\L
(iii) while the error
E, =T —ba¥,a¥) — R(a®)
satisfies

>\7”
<C—.
1B, < 0o

Then, there ezist ') satisfying

(1) [Jatp < C.
(2) For any 1 <r <ry the norm
. A"
(Z()) < Cl
o], < '3
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(3) while the error satisfies
)\7‘

) < .
||EZO||7“ — C ()\L)ZO

(4) For every step 1 < s < iy
>\7”
(AL)®
provided that, iteratively, the following inequalities hold for the bilinear error

) ) . . , . Cp A"
|R(a®tD, attD) — O, + || R(a®) — at+D, a@)||, < L)

Ha(s+1) . a(s)Hr < C

REMARK: the constant C’ > 0 might be large and depend on ig, C,, ki
which are fixed. A proof of this an a generalization might be found in [29].

The following is a direct application of this proposition and Lemma
Lemma 6.4 (Final coefficients). Under the hypothesis of Lemma[6.2 and

[£.3. For any step s > so(f3) there exist A®) and constants C > 0 such that
the following holds:

i) Ao < C.
(ii) Forany 1l <r <2
1A, < Cxrle

(iii) Furthermore, for this choice of coefficients

|l = M(A®) = L(A®) — R5(A®) = R(AW)||, = O ((;Z%S) ’

REMARK: the constants depend on ¢, 0, 7y, the initial data f and on the
number of steps s taken in the iteration but not on q.

CHOICE OF PARAMETERS: to prove (i) and (ii) we will apply Ka&llén’s
iteration (i.e. Proposition [6.3) with the following choice of parameters:
r = 2, ip = s large (to be determined), T = h, Ty = Id, (V) = AD from
Lemma B2 A = A\,y1, L = ¢, Cy > 0 satisfying o' < 3C, large enough,
the map F' will be defined as the inverse map corresponding to

b(a,a) = M(a,a) + L(a) + Rs(a).
Using the map F' given by Lemma it can be written as

F(T) = F(T7 TkaTkk’)
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noticing that, with this definition,

n(n+1) _1 n(n+1) _1 n(n+1) _1
E aknk X nk+ E QT + E QAR Tri!
k,k'=

with 7, and 74 as defined in Lemma 6.1 (notice that this has been implicitly
used in Lemma above). Taking into account the estimates from Lemma
together with Lemmata (4.2 and [0.4] we immediately obtain the required
conditions on F'. Notice that the constant C, is already fixed by F' and o;.
We finally define the error term R by the formula

R(a) = Rg(&) + Rg(&) + R4(a).

Before continuing any further let us introduce some back of the envelope
calculations that shall be used in the proof. We will use these to check
the initial step and the hypothesis of Proposition on the tensor and the
error R. We will conclude proving part (iii) which is our main goal for the
application.

BACK OF THE ENVELOPE CALCULATIONS: in this section we summarize
some of the inequalities that hold in the appropiate range of parameters.
We have already used that A,/ <1 which is a consequence of equation [4.21
Furthermore, for any constant C' > 0 there is an appropiate choice in the
double exponential ansatz such that

(6.2) Al <1< C< gy

Notice that the second condition implies AL can be chosen to be large enough
which is an hypothesis on Proposition above. Indeed, we can ensure this
by choosing a large enough depending on C,. Indeed, the condition phrased
in this way is equivalent to (A, 1¢)™' = o(1). Since we will need it at the
end of the proof let us observe now a stronger statement, namely

(6.3 Do) ™ = 0(6,000,71).
For instance if ¢ = 0 and s is large enough this essentially reduces to 2a <
b/B*. Indeed, unravelling ¢ it is equivalent to

)\8 (1+e7) 56* =o(A7
Under the double exponential ansatz this follows provided
s(14e")b? — 2aB*sb7 < (5 — )b — 2a(b + 5*5)b*
which can be shown to imply

50 < s(b—1)b N b2 — s8*b
R+ psb—1) B2+ prsb—1)

e gohsy .

q+1Yq+1
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It is now evident that for a fixed b > 1 this restriction is irrelevant for small
enough £ = £(b) > 0 when compared with the main one for a fixed but large
enough s > so(b, B) (cf. equation B.).

It will be convenient to observe also that

)\r
(6.4) Ni=egmmth < o
Ag+1?
holds for any r > 1. This can be deduced from above. Another useful
inequality will be
(6.5) SY2NL < 8 ANL = 613 A gl < 1

q+1 q+1

which follows provided

a(l-281-b0")>b-1—¢"

This follows for any € > 0 provided it holds for ¢ = 0. The latter is true for
any « > 0 provided b = b(«) is sufficiently close to one.

HYPOTHESIS ON THE TENSOR: we can impose ||T — Ty|lo < (3C,)~! by
choosing # small enough (which can be done by letting a be large enough
in Lemma [£3). Furthermore, the bounds for T, which involve r > 1, follow
from Lemma (3] and equation

THE INITIAL STEP s = 1 OF PROPOSITION [6.3} it is now evident that the
initial step holds for (i), (ii) immediately from Lemma [6.2 (parts (i) and (ii)
respectively). We are only left to check condition (iii) from Proposition
is satisfied. By the construction of A in Lemma we have the identity
Ey = R(AW). Let us observe now the following straightforward inequalities
hold:

O(1
IR, = S 60
q+
O1) [ Ay
(1) _ q+ r
Al = G () o
and
O(1) Ay
1) _ I\ Agtl g1/2y yr
||R4(A )HT )\2“ )\q+1£6q >‘)‘q+1

as can be checked by the reader by inspecting the definition of Ry, R3 and
R, above. The bound || R, = O(A"(AL)™!) follows because it holds true for
each of the above error terms individually. This can be easily checked as a
consequence of equation
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THE BILINEAR TERM OF TYPE Ry: using the definition and the avail-
able bounds on the derivatives of the normals ;v (cf. Lemma [4.4]) we can
estimate

S & y
1R2(a, D)l < G5 > llallllbll A
a+1 ji4ja=0

which, in the case of evaluating at {a,b} = {A®) A — A+ and {a, b} =
{AG+DAG) — AG+HDY ysing that the difference satisfy Proposition 6.3] (4)
we get the bound O(A\"(AL)™*~!) immediately using equation 6.5

THE BILINEAR TERM OF TYPE Rj: using the definition and the bounds
for the normals we can bound

T
IRs(a. D)l < Co > lalljurallbll e Xy

J1+32=0

which, in the case of evaluating with {a,b} = {A(S)’A(s) o A(s—i—l)} and
{a,b} = {AE+D, AG) _ AG+DY yging that the difference satisfy Proposition
(4) and (ii) we get the bound O(¢=2\"~2(\L)~*~1).

THE BILINEAR TERM OF TYPE Ry: in this case we need to be slightly
more careful than in the previous. Again, using the definition and the
bounds for the normals we can bound

||R4(CL> b)”r < Cr(;;/Q)\q Z HaHjl||b||j2+l)\2;]1'1—j2—2

J1+j2=0

which, in the case of evaluating with {a,b} = {A®), A®) — A+ and
{a,b} = {AGTD A®) — A+ ysing that the difference satisfy Proposition
(4) and equation [6.5 we get the bound O(A"(AL)™*~1) as before.

This ensures the induction that allows to use Kallén’s iteration is closed
but to conclude the proof we still need to check (iii).

END OF PROOF, PART (iii): by definition
b(A®)) = M(A®) + L(A®) + R5(A®)
which gives
h—b(A®) — R(A®) = h — M(A®) — L(A®) — R5(A®) — R(A¥)) = E,
which corresponds to the error in estimate (3) in Proposition [6.3

The following result merges all the previous to provide the perturbation
we were seeking for.
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Lemma 6.5 (Perturbation). Under the hypothesis of Proposition[3.1. There
exist a perturbation wqyiq such that ||weeq ||, < C’é;fl)\;i forr e |0,2],

lg(z,y) — qu(ifa Y) — Og2 Id [[o < 5q+2)\;f1
and
Hg(:c, y) - gq+1(x’ y) - 5q+2 Id HB < 5q+2>\§;1€

PROOF: we will produce now a perturbation as indicated in Section
with a choice of coefficients A given by A® from Lemma 6.4l By definition
and the bounds in Lemma [6.4] one observes

1/2 \ —
wgrallo < COMANL

On the other hand by interpolation (cf. Section @) it is enough to prove
that

1/2 1/2
lwgrlly < Co5 and [[wgialls < O33N

to gain the required control of the perturbation in the full range r € [0, 2].
To prove these we might observe first that

n(n2+1)_1 1/2
1
[wgsall = )\q—;O (I Allollwelly + ALl llo 4+ Agall Allol[#0lo)
k=0 a

Using this, together with the previous observation and Lemmata [£4] and
we conclude

51/2
lgiall = SEO(E A+ 7! 4+ Apm) < €5
q

which follows taking into account inequality Analogously, expanding
two derivatives of wgy1, from its definition above, the terms where no deriva-
tives are attached to v, are bounded by

n(n2+1)_1 1/2
1

)\q+ (A2 + gl Al + g (1 Allo) -
k=0 q+1

On the other hand if any derivative hits v; one gets the bound

U S ey

1
> 3EOwllallAllo + Il (1Al + AgsallAllo)).
k=0 q+1

We deal with them separately. The first can be bounded using Lemma
by
1/2

Gk O()‘q-i-lf_l + )‘q-i-lg_1 + ()‘q+1)2)
)‘q+1
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where the constant depends on the bounds from Lemma and, in partic-
ular, is independent of ¢. Again, using equation this bound simplifies
to 0(51/2 Ag+1)- Using the same strategy, Lemmata 4.4 and [6.4] the second

q+1
can be bounded as follows
512
L:lo (B2 07 4 8120 (071 + Agi1)) = O(012 N gi1)
q

which proves our claim for r = 2. The rest follows by interpolation.

Notice that, since we defined f,41 = f(f + wy41, the above implies
r 1/2 yr—
| faally < fally + gl < w§+ CELANE

Finally observe that with our notational convention (cf. Proposition
and Lemma [6.4))

1
9i; — 95 = g1 — (90)i; — 20if; - Ojwasr — Owes - Djwai

= 0g+1(Es + Re).
Taking into account the cancellation Rg = 0 and the bounds given by Lemma
6.4 (iv) for E one obtains
C(SO))‘ZH
(Ag+1£)%
with 7 = 0,1. The error is of order o(d,42A;17) due to equation above.

Finally, interpolating produces the required C” norm and finishes the proof
of Proposition 3.1l

||g(:L',y) - gq+1($ay) - 5q+21d||7’ S 5q+1

7. THE INITIAL STEP AND PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section we end the proof of the main result by providing an initial
step for the induction. Without loss of generality we can assume the short
embedding A is such that g — hfe — nld > 0 pointwisely in the quadratic
forms sense for some 7. By taking n even smaller if necessary we can also
suppose that = 6, = a=2* for some a large enough. An application
of the refinement of the Nash-Kuiper theorem (Theorem 2.1]) provides the
existence of a Ch* embedding hy such that such that g — hge —nld =0
and ||k — hollo < e. To fulfill the hypothesis of Proposition B.1] we need to
control higher norms. This suggest to use a small mollification (at some
small scale £) of hg, say fo, so that || fo||2 is bounded by some (maybe large)
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constant and arguing as in the proof of Lemma [l (cf. equation L] where
the middle term vanishes by our construction) one gets

_
g foe—Id

; < Cn (Pl gijlla,s + 2% || Ro|F 00 )

B

One can take now ¢ very small so that this is less than a™! = \;' < 0.
Notice that this requires 8 < 2 which together with equation [3.1] provides
the limitation g < 1.

The induction step is precisely Proposition 3.1l which produces a sequence
of functions f,. The limit would be well defined in C*'~=" if we can bound the
sequence uniformly in a space where it is compactly embedded (cf. Lemma
0.1). Indeed, as a consequence of the bounds in the Proposition B.1] for
2c0 < 2 — B one gets

ol < Wfolleror +C 3 82

q=1

which is bounded thanks to the double exponential ansatz for any o’ < a/b.
This finally shows the existence of a subsequence which converges to an
isometric embedding f in CV'~¢ for any ¢ > 0 provided we choose the
parameters ( small enough, b close enough to one and a large enough.
Furthermore, by taking ¢ = {(¢) small enough and a large enough we can
make

15 = fllo < b= hollo + llho = follo + > 672" < 3e.
q=1
Indeed, the first is bounded by € by Theorem 2.1l and our construction, the
second is bounded by C/||ho||; by Lemma [0.3] while the last one is as small
as we please choosing a large enough.

REMARK: the reader might want to compare this with De Lellis, Inauen
and Székelyhidi who construct their initial fy using two approximations in
their paper [I1]. Observe also that the proof provides even more that stated
in Theorem [.2] namely g, — ¢ in C*.

8. THE PERTURBATION USING STRAINS AND PROOF OF THEOREM

The perturbation wyy; can be adapted to deal with the codimension one
case. In this section we sketch how to adapt the method. In this case, we
follow closely the original construction by Kuiper, using a new variant of
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strains instead of spirals (cf. [27], sections 6 and 7; an alternative to strains
are corrugations, see [9]).

We define f(0 = ff and f®) = fk=1) 4 wé’_fll) for k > 1 as before. We
will define v (z) as the directional derivative V f{(x) - v, where

vk = (90" ().

We are using the notation ¢ to denote (g7 !);. as usual. On the other hand

the v2, k=0,..., @ — 1, will still correspond to an orthonormal basis

of vectors orthogonal to the tangent plane of fqg at = (cf. Lemma [1.4] with

d= w for a construction). Notice that, by definition, every v! is a linear
combination of tangent vectors. In particular, they are orthogonal to the /2.
Let us digress on their properties a little bit more and prove the following

Lemma 8.1. The normals v' satisfy the bounds ||v!||o < C and
[, < Gt

forr >1.

REMARK: notice that v' depends implicitly on ¢ while the constant de-
pends on the fixed metric g but not on the step q.

PROOF: their definition requires to invert the tensor g§ which is close to
the fixed metric g. Using Lemma [L.T]it is evident that it satisfies the bounds

lgéllo < C(g)

and
gellr < Cg) + Sga1 A= (AD) P

for » > 1. The inverse of gﬁ exists since it exist for g and also for any
other metric in the neighbourhood of g. That gé is close enough to g can
be fulfilled if d; is small enough for a fixed g, using Lemma Il Actually,
by continuity, reducing the neighbourhood if necesary, we can impose their
determinants to be comparable. It is now easy, observing that the inverse
can be written algebraically using the functions defining the mollified tensor
in a canonical basis, to show that

1(g) " llo < Clg)
and
1(g8) " llr < Clg) (14 6412, (A0 L7T).
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Using these estimates, Leibniz’s rule, the estimates for fqg from Lemma E.1]
and the inequality dg41A,%(A0)? = O(1) it follows that

[ ], < Cr (8, Ag + €71) €7
which implies our claim taking into account equation 6.5l

The reader might want to check that these estimates are consistent with
the proof of Lemma above. On the other hand, the 1? satisfy identical
estimates as our previous v. The normals of type v} are not orthogonal to
the tangent plane but satisfy the following fundamental identity

Its proof is almost immediate from the definition. Indeed, for any i =
1,...,n we have

8f Vk_ Zﬁfsa fsvk Zgzrvk Zgzrg N t—(nk)

r,s=1 rit=1

where f = f(f and g = g7. This time, the perturbations will be based on
strains having the form

®) (o) — et A(@)® o) | 1/2\[ Awlz) oy 2

Wt () = Tsm@ g1 T )V () + 04 cos (Ag12 - ) vie ()
g+l Ag+1

where the frequencies are given by A1 = )\q. (This definition might be

compared with equation 6.7 in [27].) The choice of coefficients A; will be

specified later as in the proof of Theorem above. This time we get

7L(7L+1) 1

q+1 _ 0; ! Ag(2)® 2\ ) 1
9" =gl + Z fq- Og+1 Dot sin(2Ag12 - ny) | vi(2)
q

Az
Lot (;ﬁﬂ S cos (g2 ) ) (o)

n(n+1) _1

Sqi1A2(x) .
+ Z afq <] vi(x )%ﬁf)sm@)\ﬁm-nk)

A
+8ju2(x)(5;fl\/§ )\ki) cos (Ag41 - nk)>
q

n(n+1) 1
w®)
T Z awq-Irl Wa+1
k,k'=

Again, we are abusing the notation since two more terms corresponding to
the second and third summands with ¢ and j reversed should appear. It will
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be convenient to introduce the following notation for a relevant analogue to
our previous linear term

n(n+1)
— 1

¢ 1 Ai(m) .
L(4) = Z Oify - aj’/k(f’f)ﬁ Sin (2117 - ng)
k=0 q+1
A
—H(?jl/]z(l’)\/i% cos (A1 - nk)> .
Q+16q+1

Let us introduce the following linear operator acting on tensors
1
(sym A)ij = 5 (A + Aji),

that leaves invariant symmetric tensors. We will use it in the sequel to
correct our previous abuse of notation. Then we get that

7L(7L2+1) -1 A ( )2
T .
gq"‘l = gg + sym Z aif(f -0 ((Sq-i-l;;i1 SIH(Q)‘q-i-lx : nk)) I/,i(:lf)
k=0 a*
w_l
k K’
+ 20441 sym L + Z 5iw¢(1+)1 : @-wéﬁ
k,k'=0

because the normals v? are orthogonal to the tangent. We should remark

now that, in this case, part of the metric error is approximated using the
linear part too. This justifies the introduction of the following main term

n(n+1) 1
2
M(a);; = sym Z 8Z-fq£ - ag(z)? cos(2Ag112 - ng)Vp (x)(ng);

k=0
n(n+1)
— 1

(8.2) +2 Z ap(z) sin (A1 - ng) v (2)-
k,k'=0
~a () sin (A1 - ) v (2) (nge)i (e )
n(n2+1) _1
= Z ak(x)z(nk ® N )ij
k=0

which can be justified using the orthogonality of the normals, equation [8.1]
and the elementary identity

cos(2z) = 1 — 2sin®(2).
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Let us introduce some notation analogous to our previous analysis for the
relevant tensor valued error terms. The first that we list,

n(n+1) _1
1/2 a(x .
a)ij = Z 5q<_1 \/_ak/( ) cos(2Ag12-n1) sin(Ag12-np i (2) Vi () (ng@ng )ij = 0,
k,k'=

vanishes by orthogonality. It is, nevertheless, not bilinear. This will also happen
with the rest of terms. The next three are symmetric tensors:

7L(7L+1) 1
2
x
Ri(a);j = Z 5q+1 ; ) o8 (2 g 1171 ) Vg () -cos (2N g 1124 Wi () (RE@n )i
k,k'=
n(n2+1)_1 1 51/2
Ra(a)i; = Z o 1 <qT+lak( )2sin(2Ag 412 - ng) v (z) + V2a(x) cos(A q+1x-nk)8iyg(x)>'
kk'=0 "4t
512
. (%lakr( )2 sin(2Ag 112 - )9 (2) + V2ap (@) cos(Ag1 - ny )05V (:E)) ,
and
7L(7L2+1) _1 1 51/2
Rs3(a);j = Z 32 < qil8 ap(z)? sin(2h g 12 - np)vi (2) + V20;a(x) cos(Ag i1 - n;.ﬂu,%(m)) .
k,k'=0 q+1
512
. (%18]-%/(:5)2 Sin(2\g 12 - np )i (@) + V20, a8 () cos(Ags 1 - nkr)ug,(a;)> .

The rest of them are not symmetric, namely:

n(n+1)_1 1/2
2 1 5 ‘
Ry(a)i; = Z o <qT+lak( )2sin(2Ag412 - k)9 () + V2a(x) cos(A +1x'nk)8il/£(x)>-
kk'=0 “atl
512
' (%18]-%,(@2 Sin(2Ag412 - g ) () + V20503 ( )COS(Aq+1$'nk')V§/(!E)),
nlntl) g L (82
Rs(a)i; = Z o <qT+1&k( )2 sin(2Ag 412 - ng) O () + V2ax(x) cos(Ags1 - nk)@"ﬁ%(@) .
kk'=0 "9

51/2
. (%ak/( )2cos(2)\q+1x nk/)l/k/( ) \/_ak’( )sm( q+1x’nk’)1/]%/($)> (nk’)ja
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n(n+1) 1

5 . 512 .
Rg(a);j = Z o (%laak(xf sin(2\g 417 - ng)vp () + V20;a5 () cos(Agr12 - ng)vi (z) | -
kk'=0 "9
512
: <qT+lak/(a;)2 cos(20g 11 - Ny )W () — V2ap (2) sin( Mgy 12 - nk/)ug,(az)> ()
and, finally,
n(n+1) 1
: arp(z)0;ar(x) .
R7(a)ij = Z aiff . (2)0; k() sin(2\g12 - ng )vp ().
k=0 A1

We observe that there are new error terms, namely R; and R;. Further-
more, if we unfold the products it becomes evident that this error terms
contain bilinear, trilinear and cuatrilinear expressions in a (cf. R; above).
Let us denote by R; the trilinear and cuatrilinear parts of R;. As before one
can readily check that

9" = gf + 6gr18ym(2L + M + Ry + Ry + Rs + Ry + Rs + Rs + 2Ry)
= g} + 0g41(sym(2L + M + Ry + Ry + Rs + Ry + R5) 4+ sym(Rg + 2R7)).

This formula can be used to observe that although L, R4, R5 and Rg and R~
are not symmetric by definition, but jointly they are. The specific grouping
of terms will be seen to be relevant later.

We might then try to apply Proposition as before to get rid of the
extra error terms. Before proceeding any further let us digress and introduce
the following substitute for Lemma above

Lemma 8.2. The symmetric tensors

(Th)ij = 2sym aifqg -0V () cos (Ag1T - n,)

1/2
q+1%+1
and
1 .
(Thr )ij = 3 V2sym cos(Ags 17 - 1y )02 () - V2 sin( Ay 1@ - np )i () ()
g+l
1 .
+ 5kk,2)\ 1 sym @ff -0t (x) sin(2\g 12 - ny,)
a+

satisfy the estimates
< )\24‘1
D WY/

17l + [l
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Notice that this tensors are intimately related the bilinear parts of L and
Rs5. The proof of this result is identical to the one of Lemma employing
Lemma [B.1] to deal with the term involving v'. We leave further details to
the reader.

Our goal now would be to provide a substitute for Lemma [6.4l The
bilinear parts of the errors of types R, R3, Ry and Rs are virtually the
same. Indeed, notice that they depend only on the bounds on 2, which are
the same as in the proof of Theorem [6.3] Nevertheless there are some new
obstacles too. As already mentioned, there are trilinear and cuatrilinear
error terms that we will need to handle separately, the error Rg does not
vanish nor is it suitable to Kallén’s iteration and there is a similar error
term R; which is also not suitable to the iteration.

Before continuing any further let us observe that R; can be kept out of
the iteration. Indeed, notice that it can be bounded in C" by O(dg41A; 1),
it is then easy to observe that the corresponding metric error term d,41 %)
will close the induction. In general,

Lemma 8.3. The following estimate holds
= 1/2 \r
|Billr = O3 N )
foranyi=1,2,3,4,5,6 and r > 0.

We leave checking this to the reader’s discretion. This estimates allow to
also leave the rest of trilinear and cuatrilinear parts out of Kéallén’s iteration.

Our analysis reduces then to handle the errors of type Rg and R; ap-
propiately. A rough estimate for Rg or R; would lead to the restriction
a < 1/3 which is certainly weaker than the one claimed in the statement of
Theorem The same issue happens with R;. It is nevertheless surprising
to observe that taken together they satisfy

O A
M&m+%&mm=0(ﬁ¥ﬂ).

Ngril

This estimate follows as a consequence of an algebraic identity that cancels
R; with the bilinear part of Rg. Indeed, one can show such a cancellation
using equation Il and the elementary sin(2z) = 2sin(z) cos(z) to prove

1 n(n2+1) 1

2(R7)i o
q

ap(x)0jar(x)2sin(Ag12 - ng) cos(Agr1x - ng) (k)i
k=0
= (Rs — Re)ji-
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This allows us to deal with the error terms as in the proof of Lemma [6.5
either separately or within Ké&llén’s iteration (using a substitute for Lemma
[6.4). We would still need to check that the estimates in Lemma for the
perturbation wy1; hold. This can be done using Lemma Bl to take into
account the new bounds for the normals v'. We leave further details to the
reader.

An extension of this following the setting of adapted short immersions
introduced by Cao and Székelyhidi, provides the global version of this result

(cf. [24,17]).

9. APPENDIX: HOLDER SPACES AND MOLLIFICATION

For any integer & > 0 and a € (0,1) the Holder space C*(B) is defined
as the set of functions whose norm

aa a
£l = 1l = sp 3 [0 )+ sup Y D=0

|a\<k r#YyEB la|=k |LL’ - y‘a

is finite. Tensors are measured with respect to the usual Holder norms in
local coordinates componentwise.

Lemma 9.1. Letn > 0 and o < B then Id : C™? — C™ is compact.

Lemma 9.2 (Interpolation). Given A € (0,1) such that @ = Ao+ (1 —\) e
the following inequality holds

1 lle < IAlGL A Nl

Let us introduce how we intend to mollify functions. Fix a positive smooth
compactly supported symmetric ¢ such that [ ¢ = 1. We will need to mol-
lify at different scales which justifies the introduction of @y(x) = ¢~"p(xf™1).
The new (, are also positive smooth compactly supported symmetric func-
tion with unit mass. Given a function f we define its mollification at scale
¢, usually denoted f;, as f * ¢p. Of special importance for us will be the
following

Lemma 9.3 (cf. [9, [11]). Let ¢ € C°(R") as explained before. Then for
any r,s € N and o € (0,1] we have

) [f *odrs <CC2 flrs

i) [f = f*edr < CCJIfllrse,

) [(fg) * 00— (f*@e)(g * o)l < CC|| fllallglla and
1f = f *pello < CU f]]1-
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The constants might depend on r or s. Notice o« = 1 the endpoint case is
included.

REMARK: if f is not defined in all space then the domain where we can
obtain the bound shrinks an amount of £ units. Notice also that for s = 0
the constant in (i) can be taken to be exactly one.

We recall here a technical property that will be needed.

Lemma 9.4. Given G(u,v) a smooth function. Let u,u',v,v" € C" with
|u/||o + [|'|lo < C for a fived constant. Then

G (u, v)=G (', )| < Co(lfu—=tt |+ l[o=0 o+l [+ |) (lu—t[Jo+][v—=v"]|0))

REMARK: this appeared in Kéllén’s work (cf. H4 condition in [24]). We
refer the reader there for a proof.
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