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EMBEDDINGS OF RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS WITH HEAT KERNELS
AND EIGENFUNCTIONS

JACOBUS W. PORTEGIES

ABSTRACT. We show that any closed n-dimensional Riemannian manifold can be embedded by
a map constructed from heat kernels at a certain time from a finite number of points. Both this
time and this number can be bounded in terms of the dimension, a lower bound on the Ricci
curvature, the injectivity radius and the volume. It follows that the manifold can be embedded
by a finite number of eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator. Again, this number only depends
on the geometric bounds and the dimension. In addition, both maps can be made arbitrarily
close to an isometry. In the appendix, we derive quantitative estimates of the harmonic radius,
so that the estimates on the number of eigenfunctions or heat kernels needed can be made
quantitative as well.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Eigenmaps and Diffusion Maps. Measurements in large experiments or large amounts
of data collected for the purpose of machine learning often satisfy certain nonlinear constraints,
that is, the data lies on a submanifold of the space of all possible outcomes. Due to the linear
character of classical dimension reduction methods such as Principal Component Analysis and
classical Multidimensional Scaling, they are ill-suited to pick up the nonlinear structure. In recent
years, several nonlinear alternatives have been developed [36] [35] [6 2] 43, 15| 37].

Two of these algorithms, namely the methods of Eigenmaps [6] and Diffusion Maps [I5], make
use of eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator on graph approximations of the underlying manifold
to embed the manifolds in a lower-dimensional Euclidean space.

The basic idea is as follows. Suppose ¢, are the eigenfunctions of the (negative of the) Laplace

operator on an underlying manifold M, that is —A¢g = Aok, where \g < A3 < Ay < .... Loosely
speaking, the Diffusion Maps and Eigenmaps are variants of the map Fy, defined by

Experimentally, it turns out that such a map gives a useful representation or embedding of the
manifold. Diffusion Maps have been applied succesfully to problems in machine learning, see for
instance [32], and to recognize patterns in experiments [23].

The question whether Fiy yields an embedding is also interesting from a different perspective.
Whitney’s Embedding Theorem states that any smooth n-dimensional manifold can be embed-
ded into R?". Although the statement that the manifold can be embedded in R?" relies on a
clever trick, it is much easier to prove that any n-dimensional manifold can be embedded into
R2"+1 Greene and Wu [25] showed that one can properly embed any noncompact, smooth n-
dimensional Riemannian manifold into R?"*! by using harmonic component functions. By the
maximum principle, for a compact manifold an embedding with harmonic functions would be im-
possible. However, a next natural question is whether such an embedding can be performed using
eigenfunctions.

1.2. Can a manifold be embedded with eigenfunctions? Bérard [§] answered this question

positively, by showing that a given manifold M can be embedded by a normalized version of Fy

in a high dimensional unit sphere. Later, Bérard, Besson and Gallot constructed an embedding

using all eigenfunctions in the sequence space £2 in [7]. The proof uses that the eigenfunctions

form a complete basis for L2(M), and hence separates points, and that for smooth functions

the differential can be obtained by differentiation of the eigenfunction expansion. This suggests
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that in order to get a bound on the number of eigenfunctions needed, these statements about
eigenfunction expansions should be quantified.

Abdallah [I] showed that a time-varying manifold can be embedded by eigenfunctions, when
the time-varying metric is analytic. The proof uses that in this setting the space of embeddings
will be open, and that the embedding by Bérard et al. can therefore be truncated.

In 2008, Jones, Maggioni and Schul showed that any smooth n-dimensional manifold admitting
charts in which the metric is C®, can be locally embedded in R" by eigenfunctions of the Laplace
Operator [29]. They observe that this follows from using a technique that they call the heat
triangulation: first they show that a small ball can be embedded by the values of the heat kernels
from various points on the manifold. After showing that the same construction can be performed
with a truncated heat kernel, they conclude that there are eigenfunctions that embed the small
ball. In the extended version of the paper [30], Jones et al. mention that a global embedding with
eigenfunctions can be obtained as well, but they do not prove this statement.

1.3. Further results on embeddings. Embeddings of this type are reminiscent of the Kodaira
embedding theorem in Kéhler geometry. This analogy is reflected in the works by Zelditch [411 [42]
and Potash [34]. Zelditch [41] [42] has proved that for manifolds of a certain type (for which the
geodesic flow is either periodic or aperiodic), the first eigenfunctions provide an almost isometric
embedding in Euclidean space. Recently, Potash [34] explained how the argument extends for
general compact manifolds.

The embedding by Bérard, Besson and Gallot [7] is obtained by composing the map that sends
a point p on the manifold to its heat kernel K(p,t;.), with the eigenfunction expansion. Nicolaescu
[33] adapted the construction by Bérard, Besson and Gallot, in that he replaced the heat kernel
by a kernel that only depends on finitely many eigenfunctions, thereby also proving that one can
embed by a finite number of eigenfunctions.

The embeddings discussed so far are in general at best close to isometric. In contrast, Nash’s
embedding theorem shows the existence of an isometric embedding in Euclidean space. Recently,
Wang and Zhu [39] used the embedding by Bérard, Besson and Gallot in an iteration scheme to
create a canonical family of isometric embeddings.

Singer and Wu [37] introduced a data analysis algorihm similar to the Eigenmaps and Diffusion
Maps algorithms, that is however based on the connection Laplacian for vector fields, rather than
the Laplace-Beltrami operator for functions. Analogous to the embedding by Bérard, Besson and
Gallot, they construct an embedding in a sequence space £2, this time recording the inner products
of eigenfunctions of the connection Laplacian. In [40] Wu uses this embedding to introduce a
diffusion distance between manifolds and subsequently shows a precompactness theorem for this
distance in a class of manifolds given certain geometric bounds.

1.4. How many eigenfunctions does one need? An important question that remains is: How
many eigenfunctions does one need to embed and accurately represent the manifold? This question
is especially important from a computational perspective, since an answer may lead to analogous
bounds on the number of eigenfunctions needed in the Eigenmaps [6] and Diffusion Maps [I5]
algorithms.

It is clear that the number of eigenfunctions needed to embed the manifold will depend on its
geometric complexity. Consider for instance a surface in R? consisting of N punctured spheres
connected with very small tubes. It follows from the min-max principle and the Poincaré inequality
that the first N eigenfunctions are almost constant on each of the spheres. Indeed, it is easy to
construct N orthogonal functions that are constant on the spheres and have Rayleigh quotient
close to zero. The first IV eigenvalues are therefore close to zero and the functions are L2-close to
their average on the spheres by the Poincaré inequality. Therefore, Fjy will not be an embedding.
Another example is a flat torus S* x €S, which is not embedded by N eigenfunctions unless the
corresponding eigenvalue Ay is larger than 1/¢2.

As was also observed by Jones et al. [29], in terms of analysis, it may be easier to think of
embedding with heat kernels. Whereas they used heat kernels to obtain a local embedding, we
would like to obtain a global embedding, by recording the heat kernels from many points on the
manifold, reminiscent of a construction by Gromov [27] in which he embeds manifolds into R
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endowed with the maximum norm, by using truncated distance functions. Let K denote the heat
kernel on a manifold M. Let us build a map that in its components records the value of the heat
kernels based at certain points at a certain time. That is, for a finite set of points {g; f-vzol Cc M,
and a time t, define

(1.2) G(p) = (20 (K(p,t;q1),- -, K(p, tqny)) -

The question whether G yields an embedding is in fact interesting on its own.

Our objective is to bound the number of heat kernels and the number of eigenfunctions needed
in terms of geometric information on the manifold. Moreover, we want to make sure that distances
are approximately preserved under the embeddings, that is, we want the local dilatation to be
close to one.

Both Bérard [§] and Bérard et al. [7] used the Minakshisundaram-Pleijel asymptotic expansion
(cf. [@]), that links the heat kernel to the geometry of the manifold. This expansion holds for a
smooth manifold, and may not be used directly in less regular settings. In particular, we at most
wanted to use C'* bounds on the metric, which led us to not use the expansion.

The local embedding by Jones et al. [29] is bi-Lipschitz, with constants that depend on bounds
in coordinates: their starting assumption is that there exists a coordinate patch on which the
metric is Holder continuous, bounded, and coercive. However, these bounds mean that at a
smaller scale, and in possibly different coordinates, the manifold is actually close to Euclidean. It
is at this scale that the construction with the heat kernels can be performed succesfully. The scale
is more or less expressed in terms of the radius at which the coordinates exist and the bounds on
the metric, but we would like to replace these conditions by ones that are more geometric.

1.5. The scale at which a manifold looks Euclidean: the harmonic radius. Naturally,
the scale at which the manifold looks Euclidean plays a large role and is related to the curvature.
In case we would like to get bounds on the dilatation, and bounds on the number of eigenfunctions
needed, we would need to use coordinates with good regularity. It follows by the work of DeTurck
and Kazdan [19] that harmonic coordinates have optimal regularity properties.

Estimates on the harmonic radius provide a passage from geometric information to a scale
at which the metric is close to Euclidean. A typical harmonic radius estimate assumes bounds
on the geometry of a manifold, for instance on the curvature, diameter and injectivity radius,
and concludes that on balls with radius smaller than the harmonic radius, there exist harmonic
coordinates in which the metric is close to Euclidean. What sense can be given to ‘close’, depends
on the exact assumptions on the geometry. Hebey and Herzlich’s survey [28 nicely sums up
various results.

Here we would like to highlight a few estimates. Jost and Karcher [31] obtain a bound under
uniform control on the sectional curvature. Anderson [3] shows that under uniform bounds on the
Ricei curvature, the metric can be controlled in the C'1® sense.

We will initially use the estimate on the C* harmonic radius by Anderson and Cheeger [4], as
for our purposes it suffices to have C'* control of the metric. Anderson and Cheeger show that in
the class of manifolds with a fixed lower bound on the curvature and injectivity radius, there is a
uniform lower bound for the harmonic radius, that is, on any ball with smaller radius there exist
harmonic coordinates for which the metric coefficients are close to Euclidean and have a small C'*
norm for any 0 < a < 1.

Anderson and Cheeger obtained the existence of the harmonic radius by a compactness argu-
ment, that does not give a quantitative estimate. From the perspective of applications to data
analysis, it may be important to be able to make quantitative statements. The harmonic radius
estimate by Jost and Karcher [31] is quantitative, but assumes bounds on the sectional curvature,
rather than only a lower bound on the Ricci curvature. However, it is possible to combine some
estimates in the work by Anderson and Cheeger [4] with the Bishop-Gromov inequality and the
segment inequality to obtain Hoélder continuity of the metric in distance function coordinates.
From there, one may solve a Dirichlet problem to obtain harmonic coordinates with quantitative
estimates. We present the argument in the appendix.
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After initial submission of the manuscript, the author has learned about a recent paper by
Bates [] that combines the harmonic radius estimate with the result by Jones et al. [29] to obtain
a bound on the number of eigenfunctions needed to embed a manifold. Our work differs in that
we do not rely directly on the work of Jones et al., but rather apply PDE arguments to arrive at
similar results. Moreover, we additionally show that the embeddings are close to isometric.

1.6. Summary of main results. In Theorem ] we show that for small enough time ¢ and a
dense enough net {¢;} the map G as defined in (2] is indeed an embedding. Additionally, we
show that after normalization, the map is almost an isometry when R0 is endowed with the
maximum norm.

However dense a net {g;} may be, the map G may not be almost an isometry when embedding
into RN with the Euclidean norm, since the measure on the manifold starts playing a role. In
Theorem [£.2] we show that we can weigh the different components differently, and obtain an almost
isometry in Euclidean space. A simple argument then shows that if the points ¢; can be chosen
more specifically, the map G is an embedding in R™ that is almost an isometry. The result is
presented in Theorem (.3

We estimate the time from below, and the number of points needed from above in terms of the
dimension, a Ricci curvature lower bound, the injectivity radius and the volume of the manifold.

In both theorems, we can replace the heat kernel K by the truncated version Ky (as defined in
21)), and the statements still hold. It follows immediately that a manifold M can be embedded
using a finite number of eigenfunctions, only depending on the dimension, the Ricci curvature and
injectivity radius lower bounds and the volume upper bound. However, in Theorem [5.1] we show
that a suitable multiple of the map

n+2

(1.3) Fn(p) = (26) 5 vV2(4m)"* (e M i (p), ..., e ion(p)) ,

can be made approximately an isometry by taking ¢ small enough, and N large enough. This
map is in fact a truncation of the map constructed by Bérard et al. [7], that was also shown
to asymptotically preserve the metric. Abdallah has shown, in the time-varying case, that the
truncation is asymptotically isometric [Il Theorem 1.3 (ii)]. The important point is that we can
truncate the map uniformly with respect to the geometric bounds and the dimension, and that
we do not rely on smoothness of the manifold.

We believe that the use of the harmonic radius makes the argument very transparent. Moreover,
Theorems 1l and 2], about embeddings in RYo endowed with the maximum norm and Euclidean
norm respectively, provide a unifying perspective on a variant of the Kuratowski embedding, or
the construction by Gromov [27], the local embedding by Jones et al. [29], and the embeddings by
Bérard [§] and Bérard et al. [7]. Indeed, for small times, distance functions and the heat kernel
are closely related, as is illustrated already by Varadhan’s asymptotic formula derived in [3§]

lim 4t log K (p. t: ) = ~d(p. q)°.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section [Bl we will reference estimates on the
decay of the heat kernel and its gradient, and bounds on eigenfunctions and eigenvalues that help
us show that we can truncate the heat kernel. In Section [ we will prove Theorems (4.1 1.2
and that show existence of the embedding using the heat kernel. We will use these results in
Section Bl to construct the embedding with eigenfunctions. In the proofs in Section Ml we will need
to use that on a small enough scale, the heat kernel is actually close to the Euclidean version.
For that, we will use parabolic Schauder estimates as presented in Section [6l Finally, we derive
quantitative estimates on the harmonic radius in the appendix.

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank my thesis advisor Fanghua Lin for suggesting this
problem to me and for helpful discussions. Moreover, I would like to thank Jeff Cheeger for
discussions about the quantitative estimates of the harmonic radius.
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2. SOME BACKGROUND AND NOTATION

Throughout the paper, we will use the letter C' for a constant that may change from step to
step in a computation.

We denote by M(n, k, ¢, V) the set of n-dimensional, closed Riemannian manifolds (M, g) with
the volume bounded above by V', Ricci curvature bounded below by k, and injectivity radius
bounded below by ¢. For simplicity, we assume that M and g are smooth, although this assumption
can be weakened.

We denote by K(p,t;q) the heat kernel on M. By definition, the heat kernel satisfies for
p,qge M, t >0,

WK (p,t;q) — AK(p,t;q) = 0.
Moreover, for every continuous function f on M,

1%1 /M K(p,t;q)f(p)dp = f(q).

The heat kernel on a manifold has the following representation

o0

K(p,tiq) =Y e ' ér(p)or(q),

k=0
where ¢, are the eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator, —Adr = Agdy, normalized by |¢gle = 1.
We define the truncated heat kernel Ky by

N
(2.1) Kn(p,t;q) =Y e M or(p)dr(q).
k=0

Finally, we denote by I'g the standard heat kernel in R™.
exp |- |z -yl
(4mt)n/2 4t '

The local dilatation of a map f from a metric space X to a metric space Y at a point p is
defined as

e AU, )
(2.2) Wty =, 20 ™ dy)

When M is a smooth Riemannian manifold, that is embedded by a smooth map f into a normed,
finite-dimensional vector space V', the dilatation is given by

dﬂp(f) = |(df)p|7
where the norm on the right hand side is interpreted as the operator norm of the map from 7T},(M)
to Tf(p) (f(M))

2.1. The harmonic radius. With a lower bound on the Ricci curvature and injectivity radius,
there is a lower bound on the radius of balls on which there exist harmonic coordinates. This
radius will determine the scale that will play an important role in the rest of the paper. Anderson
and Cheeger proved the following theorem [4].

FE(‘Tu t7y) =

Theorem 2.1 (cf. []). For every Q@ > 1 and 0 < o < 1, there is a radius rp(n, K, 1, a, Q) such
that for every (M, g) € M(n, k,t, V), and any ball B.(p) on M with r < rp, there exist harmonic
coordinates u : By(p) — R™ such that the coefficients g;;, given by,

(2.3) 9i; =9 (i 0 ) ;

oul’ dul
satisfy
(2.4a) Q7 1(6:5) < (g9i5) < Q(345) as bilinear forms,
(2.4b) rillgijllce <@ —1.

In the appendix we will give a quantitative estimate on the harmonic radius 7y,.
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3. SOME HEAT KERNEL ESTIMATES

We will now recall some properties of the decay of the heat kernel, following mostly the book
by Grigor’yan [26]. We will show how these estimates imply heat kernel decay in coordinates.
Moreover, we will see how the decay of the heat kernel implies growth of the eigenvalues of the
Laplace operator on the manifold, with a lower bound expressed in the Ricci curvature, volume,
injectivity radius, and the dimension. After combining this with elliptic estimates, we conclude
that the heat kernel can be truncated.

3.1. Heat kernel decay. By the estimate on the harmonic radius in Section[2.1] there is a radius
rn = rn(n, K, 1, a = 1/2,Q = \/2) such that for every open subset U C M contained in a ball with
radius less than r,, the Faber-Krahn inequality holds for Aynin (U), the smallest Dirichlet eigenvalue
of the Laplace operator on the domain U,

(3.1) Anin(U) = a(n)|U|~>/",

where for any measurable set U on the manifold, |U| denotes the standard volume measure of U.
By [26, Theorem 15.14],

(3.2) K(p,t;q) <

cn) (1 + M)W [_ d(p, Q)T
(a(n) min(t, 72))"/> ’

4t
where d(p, ¢) denotes the (geodesic) distance between p and q.
From interior parabolic Schauder estimates it also follows that for ¢ < 27‘%,

, D(n) d(p, q)*
(3.3) VK (p,t;0)| < 155y /5 exp {—T :
Indeed, for points p and ¢, we can use parabolic interior Schauder estimates (cf. [22, Ch. 4,
Theorem 4]) on a ball around p, to conclude B3)) for ¢ < min(d(p, q)*/2,2r%). For t > d(p, q)?/2,
we can use that the heat kernel is C'-close to the Euclidean heat kernel, as explained in Section
[6] to conclude that the bound (B3] also holds on this scale.

3.2. Heat kernel decay in coordinates. Let p € M, let Q < v2and r < rj,(n, s, 1, = 1/2,Q),
and let the coordinates u : B,, — R™ be harmonic satisfying (24]) and u(p) = 0. Define the
rescaled heat kernels

(3.4) K(z,s;q):=1"K (uil(:zrr), sr2; q) ,
and
(3.5) D(x,s;y) :=r"K (uil(xr), srz;ufl(yr)) .
It follows that in this case, there is a constant Cy = Cy4(n) such that for s < 273 /r?
Ca(n) |z =yl
. I ) < -
(36) (@, 559) < T e | VD
and a constant Dy = Dg4(n) such that
, Da(n) |z -yl
(37) |VF((E,S,y)| S Wexp —T .
3.3. Eigenvalue growth. We use (3.2)) to bound the trace of the heat kernel as follows
C(n)
3.8 K(p, t; p)dp < Vol(M .

It follows by |26l Theorem 14.25] that if
C(n)Vol(M) )2

a(n)™/2rn ’

(3.9) k>
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then the following lower bound on A holds

n

k 2/n
(3.10) A (M) > P a(n) (W) .

3.4. Bounds on the eigenfunctions and their derivatives. In the following lemma, we use
elliptic estimates to get bounds on the supremum norm of the eigenfunctions and their gradients
in terms of their L? norm. These bounds follow from local arguments, and while not optimal from
a global perspective, they are good enough for our purposes (cf. [20]).

Lemma 3.1. There is a constant C = C(n,k,t) such that for all (M,g) € M(n,k,t,V) and
eigenfunctions ¢i of the (negative of the) Laplace operator on M, with corresponding eigenvalues

A, it holds that for k > k(n,k,t, V),

(3.11a) [kl < CA" 0% ]2,
(3.11b) IV&rlloe < CALT4 2.

n/4

Proof. Let rp, = rp(n, k, 1,0 = 1/2,Q = 2) be the harmonic radius. Let p € M. Select harmonic
coordinates u : B, (p) — R™ so that u(p) = 0 and the metric coefficients g%/ with respect to these
coordinates satisfy (Z4). The eigenfunctions ¢y, satisfy —A¢r = Ap¢r on the manifold. By the
estimate (3I0) on the growth of the eigenvalues \; we may now pick k large enough, depending
only on n, k,t and V', such that \; > 1/7“%. We introduce coordinates x = uy/\j, and write down
the equation for ¢

992/ \/ M) 0yi Ogs Ok = Pk, x € u(By, (p)/r
Note that B%ﬂ( ) C u(By(p)). Since the equation has bounded coefficients, if |z| < 1/2,

1/2
o@l<con| [ )Py
B%ﬁ(o)
Consequently, by the elliptic Schauder estimates, for |z| < 1/4 also

1/2

Véi(x)] < Cln) L 64(y) Py

1v2(0)
This implies (B11)). O

3.5. Truncation of the heat kernel. Using the bounds on the eigenfunctions derived in the
previous section, we can control the tail of the heat kernel.

Lemma 3.2. Let M € M(n,k,.,V). Let € > 0 and ty > 0 be given. Then there exists Ny =
No(n, K, t,V, e, to), such that when N > Ny, for every tg <t <4,

(3.12) IKN(.,t;q9) — K(.,t;59) |l <,
(3.13) IVEN(,tq) = VE(, £ 0) |0 <€
Proof. Consider the sum

KN*(p,t;q) Z ey (p) i (q)-

k=N,
By the bounds (BII) we find that for a constant C' = C(n, k,t), and Ny > k(n, k,t, V),

No

n+1

VEN:(p,t:0)| < }jekﬂvm Pllen@ <C 3 e in,?
k=N, k=N,

Since the eigenvalues are bounded below as in BI0), for k > ko(n, &, ¢, V) t),

n+1
ef)\kt)\kg < ef)\kt/Q.
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With BI0), we know that with a constant ¢ = ¢(n, k,¢, V),

N2 N2
Z o~ Ait/2 < Z eﬂ:lcz/"t7
k:Nl k:Nl
and consequently, there is an Ny = Ny(n, k, ¢, V, €,t9) such that if N3 > Ny then (BI3) holds. A
similar argument shows that (BI12) holds as well. O

4. EMBEDDING WITH HEAT KERNELS

In this section we will prove that manifolds can be embedded with heat kernels. In subsections
AT and we will show how the local dilatation can be controlled in case of an embedding into
R endowed with the maximum norm and Euclidean norm respectively.

4.1. Embedding with heat kernels in R" with maximum norm. The next theorem shows
that the map G is an embedding, and almost an isometry, for a dense enough net {qi}f-vzol, when
the image space R0 is endowed with the maximum norm.

Theorem 4.1. For each € > 0, there is a tg = to(n, k,¢,€) such that for all 0 < t <ty there is a
§ = 6(n,k,t,e,t) > 0 such that for all M € M(n,k,t,V) and every d-net {qi}fvz"l C M, the map
G given by

n41

(4.1) G(p) = (2t) = (K(p,t;q1), - .- K(p, t;qn)),
is an embedding of M into (R™°,|.|s), such that

(4.2) 1—e<(2m%e?|(dG),| < 1+e.

In addition, there exists an Ng = Ng(n,k,.,V,e,t) such that whenever N > Ng, the same
statements hold for the map G, defined by

(43) GN(p) = (2t)nT+1 (KN(p7t7 q1)7 R KN(pvt; qNo))

The proof will be divided into three different steps. Step 1 is quite technical, and is mainly to
clarify what the various constants depend on. In it, we select a scale r = V/2t, and a large factor
R, such that:

e On B ;(p), the heat kernel is close enough to the Euclidean heat kernel by results from
Section [GF

e Fundamental solutions from points outside B, j(p) have very small gradients, so that they
do not influence |(dG),|;

e Fundamental solutions from points inside By, (p) are small outside B, ;(p), which we need
to show that G is one-to-one.

With Euclidean heat kernels, we can do calculations explicitly, and it is clear how fundamental
solutions yield an embedding. We show in Step 2 how to use the C'-closeness to conclude that G
is an embedding. In Step 3 we estimate |(dG),|.

Proof. Step 1: find an appropriate scale r > 0.
Let € > 0 be given. Set a = 1/2. Pick 1 < Q < v/2 close enough to 1, less than Q1 (n, €) below,
and such that

(4.4) 2(Q@-1)C(n, ) <o,

where C'(n, «) is as in Lemma [61] and o is less than o1(n), o2(n) and o3(n, €), that are specified
later. Pick also Ry = R(n,a, Cq(n), Q) as in Lemma [6.1] where Cy(n) is defined in (B.6).

Choose Ry = Rj(n) such that for T' satisfying the decay in (3.0), and |y| < 2, |z| > Ry, and
1/2<s<2,

(4.5) T(z, ) <
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where e; (i = 1,...,n) stands for the ith standard unit vector in R™, with a 1 in the ith coordinate
and zeros in the remaining.

Let Ry = Ry(n) be large enough such that for every 7 < rp, = r(n, k5,00 = 1/2,Q), if
d(p7 q) > RZFa

ol 1 n
(4.6) et ‘VK (p, §;q)’ < zemieh.

Define the scale r¢ by

Th(nv Ryl, 0 = 1/27 Q)
2max(R0,R1,R2)

and set to :=r2/2. Set r <rg, and t = r?/2.

(4.7) ro 1=

Step 2: Show that the map is an embedding.

Now suppose q1, . .., qn, is a ér-net on M, where ¢ is less than d1(n), d2(n), and d5(n, €) specified

later. Let p € M, and choose harmonic coordinates u : B, (p) — R™, that satisfy ([24) and

u(p) = 0. Denote y; := r~u(g;) whenever ¢; € B, (p). Note that B,, /ya Cu(B,(p)).
Introduce the rescaled heat kernel

K(z,579) = r"K(u"" (2r), s1; ),
and
[(x,89) = r"K(u (xr),sr?;u~ " (yr)).

We will want to use the results on fundamental solutions of parabolic equations as presented
in Section [l Note that, because the coordinates u are harmonic, I' is a fundamental solution to
the operator L, defined by

Lu=us —a"”0,:0,4u,
on the domain Br(0), where

2
R = ﬁ maX(RO7 R17 R2)7

and a(z) = ¢ (rz), so that the coefficients a* satisfy (6.3). Moreover, as explained in Section
B2 T satisfies the exponential decay estimate (36). By Lemma and our choice of @ and
R > Ry, we know that for y € Bg, = € B,

(48) |VF(‘T7 S;y) - VI‘E(‘Tu S;y)| <o,
for 1/2 < s < 2. Moreover, for y € By and = € Bp,
(49) |F(.’L’,S,y) - FE(‘Tu S;y)| <o.

We calculate )
VFE(‘Tu S5 y) = _%(‘T - y)FE(:I;7 S7y)
Since the ¢; form a (7)-net, for every j = 1,...,n, there is an index i; such that [y;, — e;| < 29,
where e; is the jth standard unit vector in R"™. Then, when |z| < 4p,

< Cn)(6 + p).

1
‘VFE(‘Tu S yij) - %eJPE(Ou S 61)

Hence, also

1
(4.10) 'Vf(x, 531i;) — %ejFE(O, s;e1)| < C(n)(6+ p) + o.
Therefore, when o < 01(n), § < §1(n), and p < p1(n), the ball By, is embedded by the map
(4.11) = Tz, tyi), ., D, tys,)) -

Set
(4.12) Op:x— (Pr(x,s;0),Te(z,s;e1), Tr(x, s;e2), ..., Tr(x,s;en)),
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and note that there is a distance di(n) > 0 between the sets {®g(y) |y € B,(0)} and {Pr(y)|y €
R"™\B,(0)} in R™. Let y;, be such that |y;,| < 2J, and consider the map ® given by

(4.13) O :ax— (T(x,859i), D, 8594,), T, 83915 ), - -, T, 85 94,)) -
Since for every x € Bg,

[®(z) = Pp(x)| < C(n)(o +9),
choosing ¢ < 02(n), § < d2(n), such that C(n)(o + ¢) < di(n)/4, we guarantee that if for some
x € Bgr, y € By, it holds that ®(z) = ®(y), then x = y. By the choice of Ry, (£5)), and the
maximum principle, if G(¢) = G(q) for some ¢ € B,.(p) then ¢ = g. Since p was an arbitrary
point on M, it follows that G is an embedding.

If the heat kernel is replaced by the truncated heat kernel Ky, by (£I0), the same argument
still works to prove that G% is an embedding. Indeed, define

'N(z,t;y) ="Ky (u™(zr), sr;u” (yr)) .
By Lemma B2 for N large enough, the analogue of (£I0) still holds,

1
VI (z, $3Yi;) — gejI‘E(O, s;er)| < C(n)(0+p) +o.

Step 3: Control the dilatation.
Let v € T,(M), |v| = 1. First note that if we fix s = 1/2, the function (z,y) — |VI'g(z, s;y)| is
maximized if |x — y| = 1 and its maximal value is

IVTE (2, 3;9)| = (27‘1’)7%67%.
By ([&3]) and by the definition of Rs, it follows with (6] that for all ¢ € M,
VE (2, 350)| < @m) #e H(1 4+ 0).
Consequently, for all ¢ € M,

. (QW)_%Q_%(l—I—O')
|VK(P=t»Q)| < Q t(n+1)/2

Now we express v = v/9,; and write © = (v, v?,...,0v"). Because the points ¢; form a (67)-net,
there is an index kg such that [0 — yx,| < 26. It follows that
0 VI (0, 359k0) = 0+ VIp (0, 33:9k,) — ol0]

> 6] (2m) " 2e 2 (1 — C(n)(o + 6)).

Therefore,

r2 )" %e 2 (1 — C(n)(o
VK <p,7%) . 5@ ) (inf( )(9+9))

Ast=7r2/2 with 1 < Q < Q1(n,€), § < d3(n,¢€), 0 < o3(n, ), we find that the map G,
G(p) = (20) (K(p.t:q0). ... K (p.1:4,),
is actually an embedding in R endowed with the maximum norm, such that for every p € M,
1—e<(2m%e|(dG),| <1+e.
Clearly, truncating the heat kernel at large enough N > Ng(n, k,t,V,¢€,t) yields by Lemma 3.2
1—e< (2m)%e2|(dGN),| < 1+e.
O

It is illustrative to consider a limit case of the map G. That is, let ¢;, 7 = 1,2,... be dense in M.
Then the map G : M — (> defined by (G(p)); = (27)% ez (2t)"TV/2K (p, t;¢;) is an embedding
for ¢ small enough, and as ¢ | 0, the map becomes closer to an isometry. The map G is similar to
the Kuratowski embedding I, given by I(p); = d(p, ¢;), which is an exact isometry.
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4.2. Embedding in Euclidean space. In the previous section, we observed that whenever points
¢; form a dense enough net, the map G consisting of heat kernels from the points ¢; is an embedding
for some ¢ that is almost an isometry if the image space is endowed with the maximum norm.

Even for very dense nets, the map G may not give rise to an almost isometry when we map
into Euclidean space. The next theorem shows that we do get almost an isometry when we weigh
the heat kernels from the different points differently.

Theorem 4.2. Let € > 0. Then, there exists a to = to(n, K, t,€) such that for all 0 <t <ty there
exists an § = 6(n, K, L, €,t) such that for all (M, g) € M(n,k,t,V) and 6-net q1,...,qn, on M, the
map

(1.14) Hp) = 20" - (02Kt A PR (0,
is an embedding of M into RN satisfying for all p € M,

(4.15) l—e<|(dH)p| <1+e.

Here, {Ai}f\i’l is a partition of M such that for all i, A; C Bs(q;), and

1
V2(4m)E
Moreover, there exists an Ny = Ng(n,k,t,V,€,t) such that whenever N > Ng, the same state-

ments hold for the map HY, which is the map H except with the heat kernel K replaced by the
truncated version Ky,

(4.16) V.= </n(azlrE(o, 1/2;y))2dy)1/2 _

n+2 1

(4.17) HY (p) := (2t)776

The proof of this theorem has great similarities with that of Theorem . lin the previous section.
In Step 2, we calculate |(dH)p|, which now represents the operator norm as a map to Euclidean
space. The proof uses the observation that in Euclidean space R", the integral

(4.18) /n (v-VTE(0,1/2,9))* dy

is independent of the direction of v. In the proof we select points and weights such that the integral
is approximated well by a (Riemann) sum. For that, again we need that the heat kernel is close
to the Euclidean heat kernel on a ball B, 5(p), and that the contribution from heat kernels from
points outside this ball is small by the exponential decay of the gradient of the heat kernel. We
introduce the necessary estimates in Step 1.

(|A1|1/2KN(PJ;Q1)7 cee |AN0|1/2KN(P=t§‘JNo)) .

Proof. Step 1: Determine a scale r > 0.
Let € > 0 be given. Let Ry = Ri(n,¢) be a radius such that for every I' satisfying the gradient
decay B1), 1/2 < s <2,

(4.19) / IVT(0, 539)| dy < e,
R"™\Br, (0)
and moreover, if {B;}; is a partition of R™, such that the diameter of every B; is less than 1,
(4.20) > sup [VI(0,539) | Bi] < e.
i,Bi¢ Br, yeBi

Let o > 0, be less than o (n,€) to be determined later. Set o = 1/2. Pick 1 < Q < v/2 close
enough to 1. To be precise, such that @ — 1 < € and

(4.21) 2(Q - 1)C(n,a) < g,

where C(n,«) is as in Lemma [l Select also Ry = R(n,a, Cyq(n),Q) as in Lemma [61] where
Cy(n) is the constant in ([B.6]).
Set 1y, = rp(n, K, L,a =1/2,Q).
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Let moreover 0 < r3 = r3(n, K, t,€) < r,/2 be small enough such that for ¢ < 273,

n+2

(4.22) (20)"* / VK (p, t:q) dg < e
M\B,, /2(p)

At first sight, the value of r3 may seem to depend on V', yet by the Bishop-Gromov inequality, the
volume of the manifold M grows at most exponentially with the distance, while the heat kernel
decays with the exponential of the distance squared.

Now set
. Th Th
4.23 = —_—, =, .
(4.23) 7o := min (Ro R 7“3)
Let 7 < 19 and t = r?/2. Note that the function VI'g(0,s;.) is uniformly continuous, with

modulus of continuity w, say. Given ¢, let § be smaller than rw(e)/2 and let {g;}X°,, be a d-net.

Now partition the manifold M into Ny sets A; C Bs(q;).

Step 2: Control the dilatation

Let p € M and let u : By, (p) — R™ be harmonic coordinates with u(p) = 0, satisfying (2.4)).
Define

K(x, 5;q) == r"K(u" Y (ar), sr%; q),
and
D(z,s3y) ="K (v (zr), sr?;u ' (yr)) .

Therefore, if v € T,(M), |[v| =1, v = v70,s, and 0 = (v!,...,0"),

No

1 n

(@H)p() = 557" 2 Y (0 VE(p,1;0:))° | 4|
€ =1

1 p2nt2 Mo ~ A;

= LT S0 VR, b))

‘/62 (Tn+1)2 - rn
(4.24) . =t |4y
“7 2 (0VEOEw) T

€ iEIRlT(p)

2 | A

rn’

tor Y (0VEQ

¢ i¢1R1T(ZD)

5%’))

(SIS

where for each 7 > 0 and p € M, I;7(p) denotes the subset of {1,..., Ny} such that A; N B;(p) # 0.
We will first show the first term is close to 1, after which we will prove that the last term is small.
Note that Bg C u(B,, (p))/r, where

R = % max(Ro, Rl)

By Lemma [6.1] and our choice of @ and Ry, for all y € Br(0), x € B2(0),
‘VF (x, %,y) —VI'g (x, %,y)| < o,

which implies that

2 A |4

/rn’ﬂ

> (- VO(05m) E = > (00 Vs (0.5:m))°

iEIer(P) ie]er

<Cn)o > [4i] < C(n)o|Bg, (0)],

iGIer(;D)
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where y; := r"1u(q;) if ¢ € By, (p). By choosing o < 1(n,€), we can bound the right-hand side
by €. Since diam A; < w(e),

Z (0-VTg (0,5 v |A| Z /1 (o-VIg (0, %y))Qd((rflu)#Vol) < C(n)e,

i€Ir,+(p) i€Ir,(p)

where ((r~'u)x Vol) denotes the push-forward under r~1u of the standard volume measure on M.
Since u satisfies ([24)), we find

/Tlu(Ai)( Ve (0,3y))" d((r"u)y Vol) = > / €1+ VI (0,1:1)) dy

i€lRr, (D) i€0ry 0 ( u(Ai )

<Cn)(Q —1) < C(n)e.
Let us now estimate the last term in (£24]). By the choice of R; in (£20),
. A,
> e dm) S < coe
i€1,, 2\ Inyr(9)
Finally, because of ([{22]),
~ 2 . n+1\2
S (R OFe) B S vk 050214 < e

. T Tn .
i€(l,, /2)° i€(Ir, /2)°

Combining the estimates above, we find
[dH@)? - 1] < C(n)e
It follows immediately from Lemma that also
|[dEN ()2 — 1] < C(n)e
for N large enough. O

It follows that particular choices of the points ¢; in fact make G close to an isometry: for that
we can start with an arbitrary net, apply Theorem 2] and just repeat points ¢; in the list with
smaller, but uniform weights.

Theorem 4.3. Let € > 0. Then, there exists a to = to(n, K, t,€) such that for all 0 <t <ty there
exists an No = No(n, K, 1, V, e, t) such that if (M, g) € M(n,k,t, V), there exist points p1,...,DN,
on M such that the map H defined by

(4.25) H(p) := (20) 5 V2(4m) MK (p, 1), - K (p, 1D, ),
for a certain constant X\ > 0, is an embedding of M into RN satisfying for all p € M,
(4.26) l—e<|(dH)p| <1+e.

In addition, there exists an Ng = Ng(n,k,.,V,e,t) such that whenever N > Ng, the same
statements hold with every heat kernel K replaced by the truncated version Ky .

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem This follows because, for any A > 0,
we can replace for each fixed ¢ the point ¢; in the formulation of Theorem by points ¢,
j=1,...,N;, where N; = [|4;]/\], such that

|/\]\/vZ — |Al|| < A\
After renaming the points q{ to pi, it follows that when A = A(n, k, ¢, V)€, t) small enough,
l—e<|(dH)p| <1+e.
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Again let us consider the continuous version of the map H as well. That is, consider the map
H: M — L?*(M) given by

(4.27) Hp)la) = (20)F - K(p.t:0).
Then,

n+21 2
(1.25) @0 = )% 5z [ (0 VK (.10 da

As t — 0, the right-hand side will converge to 1. In fact, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4. Let € > 0. Then there exists a tg = to(n, K, t,€) such that for all 0 < t < ty, and
all (M, g) € M(n,k,,V), the map

nt2 n
(4.29) H(p)(q) = (20)T V2(4m) T K (p, 1, q),
is an embedding of M into L*(M) such that
(4.30) l—e<|(dH)p] <1+e

The proof of Theorem 4] is very similar to, but easier than that of Theorem

5. EMBEDDING WITH EIGENFUNCTIONS

As was also observed by Bérard et al. [7], the map H in Theorem 4] can be composed with
the isometry between L?(M) and ¢? given by the eigenfunction expansion. By the estimates on
the eigenfunctions in Lemma [B.I] we can truncate this map. This yields our main result about
embedding with eigenfunctions.

Theorem 5.1. Let € > 0. Then there exists a to = to(n, K, t,€) such that for all 0 < t < tg, there
is an Ng = Ng(n,k,1,V,€e,t) such that if N > Ng, for all (M,g) € M(n,k,t,V), the map

(5.1) Fx(p) 1= (20 VIAm)" (M 01(p), e 0w (D)
is an embedding of M into RN such that
(5.2) l—e<|(dFn)pl <1l+e

Proof. Tt immediately follows from Theorem [Tl that the map Fx is an embedding for N larger
than some Ng(n,k,t,V, e t). Indeed, as the truncated map G¥ is an embedding, Fy is one as
well.

Next, we note that L2(M) is isometric to £2, by the isometry

U(f)i = /Mf(q)m(q)dq

If we let ¢y be the constant from Theorem 4] we know that for ¢ < tg,

(1—e)? <2(2t)= "/QZ “2At (v Ve (p))?
= |(dH),(v)?
= |(d(U o H))p(v)|*
< (1+¢€2

By Lemma 3] an argument along the lines of the proof of Theorem [3.2] yields that there exists
an Ng = Ng(n, k,t,V, e, t) such that the tail can be ignored for N > Ng.
1
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6. SCHAUDER THEORY FOR FUNDAMENTAL SOLUTIONS ON CHARTS

In this section, we will show how parabolic Schauder estimates in R™ yield closeness of funda-
mental solutions to Euclidean fundamental solutions.
For x € R™ and r,o > 0, we define the parabolic cylinder

(6.1) Pro(x) ={(y,5) eR" xR |y —a| <71,0 <t <o}
We will consider the parabolic operator L given by
(6.2) Lu = uy — a” (2)0,: 045,

acting on functions u defined on a domain Q@ C R™ x RT such that Prr(0) C Q where R > 0
and T > 0 are constants. Moreover, we assume that the coefficients a”/ form a symmetric matrix
(a¥ = a’") and satisfy

(6.3a) Q71 (6:5) < (aij) < Qi) as bilinear forms,
(6.3b) laijlloe <Q -1,

for some Q > 1 and 0 < o < 1. Throughout this section we will additionally assume that Q < v/2.
By a fundamental solution to L we mean a function I' satisfying LI' = 0 for ¢ > 0, and moreover
for every continuous function f on 2,

(6.4 i [ Do)/ @) = Fw)

The function Z is defined as the fundamental solution of the equation with the coefficients
frozen at y, that is

(6.5) Z(x,t;y) :=

det(ag(y)) | Dot aii ()@ —y) (@ —y7)
(2/)"tn/2 P 4t '
The following lemma is the main technical result from the Schauder estimates that we will

need. It states that every fundamental solution to L that decays sufficiently fast, is in the space-
coordinate C''-close to Z. The main part of the proof is based on Lemmas and

Lemma 6.1. Let I' be a fundamental solution of L satisfying
Ca |z —yl?
(6.6) [(z,ty) < /2 P {—T )

for a constant Cq and for all ,y € Br(0), 0 < t < 2. Then for R > R(n,Cq,a,Q), for all
(5,) € P14 (O\Py 1 (9), if la <2 or ly] <2,

(6.7a) T2, tiy) — Z(2,t;9)] < (Q — 1)C(n, av),
(6.7D) [VI(x, t;y) — VZ(I,t,y)I <(Q—-1)C(n, ),
and

(683) |F(Iat7y) - FE(xvtay” < (Q - 1)0(71,04),
(6.8b) VT, ty) — VTs(a,9)] < (Q — 1)C(n, a).

Proof. The inequalities ([6.7)) follow immediately from Lemmas and below.
To show the inequalities in ([G8]), we can calculate explicitly

1 . .
0pi Z(x, tyy) = o7 %id () (" —y")Z(x, t;y),
and )
VIg(z, ty) = 5@ yY)le(z, t;y).

It follows that for (z,t) ¢ P1 1 (y),
|FE(.I,t, y) - Z({E,t, y)| < (Q - 1)0(71, «),
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and therefore also if |y| < 2 or |z| < 2,
Tz, t:9) — (e, )| < (Q — 1)C(n, a),
VT2, t59) — VT, )] < (@ — 1)C(n, a).
O

We first use the parametrix method to construct a fundamental solution that is close to Z. In
the context of heat kernels on manifolds, the parametrix method usually has a related but slightly
different meaning, and is at the basis of the Minakshisundaram-Pleijel expansion. Both methods
start with an initial guess for the fundamental solution. However, our initial guess is courser, and
therefore we need to use less regularity properties. We will follow the method as presented in
Friedman’s book [22]. The precise statement is contained in the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. There is a fundamental solution I' for L on the domain Q such that for y € Bp,
and (x,t) € Prr(0),

(Q-1)C(n,a) |z —y|?
(@ -1)C(n, ) |z —yl”
In particular, there is a Cq = Cq(n,«) such that for t <4, T satisfies
. Cq |z —yf?

Proof. We denote the fundamental solution we are looking for by I'. Following Friedman [22], we
look for a fundamental solution I' of the form

t
[(x,t;y) = Z(I,t;y)Jr/ / Z(z,t — oin)®(n, o3y)dn do,
0 JBg
for some function ®. Since
t
(z,t;y) :LZ(I,t;y)Jr/ / LZ(x,t — o;n)®(n, o5 y)dn do,
0 JBg

we can solve for the function ® by iteration,

(oo}

i=1

where (LZ); := LZ and for i € N,

t
(LZ)ia (2, t;y) = / / LZ(w,t = a3n)(LZ)i(n, 03 y)dn do.
0 JBg
Inspecting the proof of [22] Ch. 1, (4.15)], we find that the following estimates hold for ®. For
every 0 < A < 1/Q, there is a C = C(n, «, \) such that

(Q-1)C Az —y|?
ft2—a)2 XP | T T :

Let us select A = 1/4/2. With [22, Ch. 1, Lemma 3], it follows that

. 2
—1)C(n,a T —
/ / Z(x,t = o3n)|®(n, 03 y)|dndo < %QXP {_l Styl ]
0 JBr

As a consequence,

[@(z, 3 y)| <

Cd(nv O‘) |I - y|2
y)| < 2L AN
Iz, tsy)l < — 75— exp S

Note also that

t
VI(z,t;y) = VZ(z,t;y) + / VZ(x,t —o;n)®(n,0;y) dndo.
0 Br
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Again using [22, Ch. 1, Lemma 3],

4 2
, , @-1)Ca) T -y
|| vzt - omlemoldndr < Lo e |-
0 Br

O

By the previous lemma, we know that there is at least one heat kernel close to the Euclidean
heat kernel. The following lemma shows that any other fundamental solution with sufficient decay
is close to this heat kernel by parabolic Schauder estimates.

Lemma 6.3. Lete >0, Cy >0, and 0 < a < 1 be given. Then there exists an R = R(n, a, Cy,€)
as follows. Suppose T'y and Ty are two fundamental solutions for the operator L on Pg4(0),
satisfying for i =1,2, and 0 <t < 4,

Ca |z —yl?
(6.11) Li(z, t;y) < e exp {—T .
Then
(612) Hl—‘l(vvy) _FQ('v';y)||02*°‘(P2,4) <e
for all y € Br(0), and
(613) ”Fl(v ) y) - F2('7 3 y)HC2’Q(PR71,4) <€

for all y € B2(0).

Proof. Consider I'y —T'5. By interior parabolic estimates [22] Ch. 4, Theorem 4] and the maximum
principle, there is a C; = C1(n, «) such that

IT1Cs59) = Do 59l ez (py i 0)) < Crln, @) [IT1(5 5 9) = T2l 5 9) Lo om, 0y x[0,4)) -
Because of the decay (6I1), for |y| > R1 = Ri(n, «, Cq,€),

€

T2 (o5 9) = T2 59l eo@ms 0y x[0,4)) < Crlna)’

so that ([GI2]) holds for |y| > R;.
Similarly, there exists a constant Cy(n, ) such that for all € Br_1(0),

IT1(., 5 y) = Ta( ';y)HCQv("(Pl/zél(m)) < Ca(n, a) [[T1(., 5y) — Ta(, 43/)”00(191,4@)) ‘

It follows by this bound and the maximum principle that there is a constant Cs = Cs(n, «), such
that for all R > 2,

IT1(,5y) = T2l y)||c2,a(pR,l,4(o)) < Cs(n, o) [T1(., 5y) — T2, -;y)Hco(aBR(o)x[oA]) :

Consequently, if |y| < Ry, and R > Ry = Ra(n, o, Cy,€), (GI3) holds, and (GI2) also holds for
lyl < Ry. U

APPENDIX A. QUANTITATIVE HARMONIC RADIUS ESTIMATES

In [4] Anderson and Cheeger prove that the C*-harmonic radius can be bounded uniformly from
below in the class of n-dimensional manifolds with a fixed lower bound for the Ricci curvature
and injectivity radius. We used this result to bound the number of eigenfunctions or heat kernels
needed to embed a manifold in Euclidean space. However, the proof by Anderson and Cheeger is
qualitative, and does not yield an estimate for the harmonic radius. Consequently, we do not yet
have a quantitative estimate of the number of eigenfunctions or heat kernels needed.

In contrast, under sectional curvature bounds rather than Ricci curvature lower bounds, Jost
and Karcher [31] explicitly constructed harmonic coordinates with quantitative estimates.

The purpose of this appendix is therefore to make a (more) quantitative estimate on the har-
monic radius, under the assumptions of the paper by Anderson and Cheeger. The ideas we use are
similar to ideas used by Cheeger and Colding in [I1], the series of papers by Colding [17, [16] 18],
and by Cheeger and Colding [12 13| [14]. However, where these papers typically argue from a
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local volume lower bound, we assume a lower bound on the injectivity radius. In this less gen-
eral setting, it is possible to show Holder continuity of the metric in terms of distance function
coordinates.

A.1. Setup and construction of harmonic coordinates. Throughout the appendix, (M, g)
will be in the class M(n, A, D) of smooth Riemannian manifolds with or without boundary such
that

(A1) Ric > —(n — 1)A%, (A >0), injp, > ¢

For two points p,q € M that are nonconjugate, we will let v, , : [0,00) — M denote the (con-
tinuation of the) minimizing geodesic from p to ¢ with arclength parametrization. We will select
an arbitrary point p € M such that d(p,0M) > . One of the goals is to construct harmonic
coordinates on a ball B, (p) for some radius r that we can estimate from below, and give bounds
on the Holder continuity of the metric coefficients.
We will select points p1,...,p, such that fori=1,...,n,
3t L

(A.2) 76 S disp) < 7

The first goal is to obtain regularity for the Busemann functions p,, := d(p;,.). The lower bound on
the Ricci curvature and injectivity radius immediately imply a supremum bound on the Laplacian
of the pp,. Indeed, Lemma 1.4 of [4] states that if Ric > —(n — 1)A? (A > 0) as long as p,, < /2,

(A.3) [App, | < (n = 1)A coth(Apy, ).

For completeness, we have repeated the proof of this bound at the end of this section. We will
combine this supremum bound with the Bochner formula to show that the average squared norm
of the Hessian of distance functions is small. By the segment inequality we may from this extract
Holder bounds on g(Vpp,, Vpp,) by a Morrey / Campanato argument.

Subsequently, we choose the points p; in such a way that at the origin, the gradients Vp,,
form an orthonormal system. Afterwards, we construct harmonic coordinates b; by solving the
following Dirichlet problems

(A1) {Abi =0, on B.(p),

bi=pi,  on OB,(p).

Because the supremum norm estimate (AZ3) on the Laplacian of Busemann functions is central
to the estimates that follow below, we will now include its proof for completeness.

Lemma A.1 (Anderson and Cheeger []). Let (M,g) € M(n,A, ) be a smooth Riemannian
manifold. Let p1 € M. Moreover, assume either

e pp, < /2 and d(p1,0M) >, or
o for somep e M, p, <i/4, d(p,0M) > ¢, and d(p1,p) < 1/4.
Then

(A5) [App, | < (n = 1)A coth(Apy, ).

Proof. We only prove the statement under the first assumption, as the proof under the other
assumption is completely similar. By Laplacian comparison, on B, (p1),

App, < (n—1)Acoth(App, ).
Let x € B,/2(p1), denote d = d(p1,x), and consider y = 7, »(2d). Then also
Apy < (n —1)Acoth(Apy).
By the triangle inequality, pp, + py is minimal on +,, ,. Hence, at the point z,
0 < App, +Apy < App, + (n — 1)Acoth(Apy),

Since p,(x) > oy, (@),
—(n— DA coth(Apy, (2)) < Apy, (),

from which the bound follows. O
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A.2. Small average Hessian of distance functions. Let (M,g) € M(n,A,.) and p € M
be as in Section [A]l Let r < ¢/8 and let p; € M be such that ¢/8 < d(p1,p) < ¢/4. Write
P = Ppy = d(pla )

By the Bochner-Weitzenbock formula

(A.6) 0= A|Vp|*> = |Hess, |* + (VAp, Vp) + Ric(Vp, Vp).

As in [4], after integration of this formula and integration by parts,

(A7) / | Hess,, |* < (n — 1)A? Vol(B,) + / (Ap)? + / |Ap.
B, B, OB,

We multiply both sides of the inequality by 72/ Vol(B,(p)) and use the estimate [A.3]) to obtain
2

Vol(B, (7)) /BT@) [ Hess, |
(A8) < (n— 1A + (n— 1?(Ar)? ] coth(Ap) B (5.0
. Vol(0B,(p))

Vol(B, ()

By Bishop-Gromov volume comparison, we know that

(A.9) Vol(B,(p)) fOT Vol(0Bs(p))ds - fOT Volx(0B;)ds  Volx(B,)

' Vol(0B,(p))  Vol(0B,(p)) — Vola(0B,)  Volp(0B,)’
where Vol (0B,) and Volu (B,) denote respectively the volume of the boundary of a ball of radius
r, and the volume of a ball of radius r, in the simply connected model case of constant sectional
curvature —A2. Hence,

(n = )(Ar)|[ coth(Ap)|[ L= (B, (p)-

r2 /
_ Hess, |2
VB ) Sy O
< (n=1)(Ar)* + (n — 1)*(Ar)?|| coth(Ap) ||~ (5, (p)

VOlA (837«)
TW(” = 1)(Ar)| coth(Ap) || Lo (B, (p))

=: (Ar)F(n, Ar, || coth(Ap) || (B, (),

(A.10)

where the last line serves to define F', which is nondecreasing in its second and third arguments.
As the left-hand side is dimensionless, we expect that this will imply certain regularity.
To obtain a (crude) estimate on F, recall that

sinh™~*(Ar)
An—1 ’
where €, is the total solid angle in the simply connected hyperbolic model space of constant

sectional curvature —1. Since sinh"il(.) is convex, we may apply Jensen’s inequality to conclude

" sinh" " !(As
VOlA(BT) = Qn/ Tf)ds

(A.11) Vol (9B,) = O,

0
= %% v sinh™ ! du
(A.12) o, 0 L ar
> An"fl sinh" ! <E/o udu)
> /?n"jl sinh™ ! (Ar/2).
Therefore,
A13) Voly(9B,) _ _sinh" ! (Ar) 9 gos™ (Ar2),

"Vola(B,) = sinh™ (Ar/2)
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and the following estimate holds for F:
F(n, Ar, || coth(Ap)|| L (5, (p)))
(A.14) < (n=1)Ar + (n — 1)*Ar|| coth® (Ap) | o= (B, (n))
+ 2" Y (n — 1) cosh™ H(Ar/2)| coth(Ap)|| Lo (B, (p))-
A.3. Segment inequality. The inequality (A-10) will imply Holder regularity of the inner prod-
ucts of gradients of distance functions by a Morrey / Campanato argument that we will present in
the next section. A technical ingredient that we will use is the segment inequality as introduced

by Cheeger and Colding [I1].
Let Ay and Ay be two Borel sets on a Riemannian manifold (M, g), which satisfies

(A.15) Ric > —(n — 1)A%

Let W C M be an open subset such that for every y; € A; and y2 € A the minimal geodesic
Vyr,y. (With arclength parametrization) is contained in W. Let h be a nonnegative integrable
function on W. Also assume for simplicity that W does not contain a pair of conjugate points.
The segment inequality states that

d(y1,y2)
/ / h(Vy1,y2(5))ds
(A.16) e o
< C(?’L, AD)D[VO](AI) + VOI(A2)]/ h,

w

where
(A.17) D := sup d(y1,y2),

y1€A1,Y2€A2
and

Vola (0By) 1 . (As)
A.18 c(n,As) :=  su —————2 = 92" " cosh” — .
( ) ( ) O<s/2£u§s VOIA(aBU) 2

A.4. Holder continuity of inner product gradient of distance functions. We select points
p1,p2 € M such that 3:./16 < d(p;,p) < ¢/4. The main result in this section is the Holder
continuity of the inner product of the gradients of two distance functions p; := pp,, as expressed
by the following lemma.

Lemma A.2. Let (M,g) € M(n,A,t) and p € M be as above. Let x1,x2 € B, 64(p). Then,

(A.19) 19(Vp1,Vp2) (1) — g(Vp1, Vo) (w2)| < C(n, Ad(z1,22), M)A ?d(w1, 22)' /2,
where
Vol (Buyy) 1/2
(A.20) C(n,Ar,Av) =6 ( 12———=c(n, 3Ar)F(n,3Ar, coth(A¢/16)) .
VOlA(BT)

We will prove the lemma at the end of the section. First, define f : M — R by f(x) :=
g(vpla VPZ)(x)v and set

1
(A.21) Der = G5B, @) /Bm) !

Consider two points x; € B, /64(p), (i = 1,2), and radii r; < ¢/32. Let D := d(x1,22) + 71 +12.
Set

(A.22) $1 := min (d((El,ng), max (0, d(x12, z2) + 2 ;Tl)> ;

and s := d(x1,z2) — $1.
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Lemma A.3. Let x; € B,64(p) and r; < 1/32 fori=1,2. Then, with the above notation,

2 Vola(Bp4s,) | Vola(Bpys,)
(A23) |(f)1177“1 - (.f)xzﬂ“2| < 2 VOlA(BTl) VOlA(BTQ)
x F(n, AD, coth(A:/16))(AD)

¢(n,AD)

Proof. Note that for a vector field X on M,
Vxg(Vp1,Vp2) = g(VxVp1,Vp2) + g(Vp1, Vx Vp2)
= Hess,, (X, Vpz) + Hess,, (Vp1, X),
so that for a vector v € T),(M), and |jv|| =1,
|Dug(Vpr, Vp2)| < |Hessy, [ + | Hess, |.

We write vy, 4, for the minimizing geodesic between y; and y», with arclength parametrization.
We estimate
2

G (R - ot
(Do = Desen = |5615, ) /B o Vol ) /B e’
1 1
a VOI(BN (xl)) VOI(BT‘Q (:CQ)) /BT1 (1) ~/1<3T2 (mg)[f(yl) a f(yQ)]

1 1 ,
= Vol(B, (21)) Vol (By, (2)) /Bn(wl)/BTZ(m [f(y1) — f(y2)]

Now note that
2

d(y1,y2)
Fn) — ) ? < / Ba(f (Vs 3o (5)))ds
0

d(y1,y2) )
< d(yr, o) / 100 (f (s 9o (5))) Pl
d(y1,y2) 9
< d(yr, ) / (| Hess,, | + | Hess,, [)2 0 vy 5o (5)ds
0

d(y1,y2) ) )
<2(nn) [ ([Hessy, [ [Hessy, ) 03,5
0

Since we defined D = d(x1,22) + r1 + 72, it holds that

D > sup d(y1,y2).
Yy1E€A1,y2€A2

Set & = Va4, (81), that is,

Z1, if 11 > ry +d(x1, 22),
x =< T2, if 7o > ry +d(x1, 22),
Var .,z (—7T1+d(x21’x2)+r2) , otherwise,
and
1, if ry > 1o+ d(z1, 22),

R: T2, ifTQ ZTl—Fd(Il,IQ),
D/2, otherwise.

Note that for two points y; € By, (x;) it holds that d(y;,z) < R, (¢ = 1,2) and that the geodesic
Yyr,y» 18 contained in Bp(x). Then, the segment inequality (A6, applied with h = | Hess,, |* +
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| Hess), |?, yields

1 n 1
Vol(B,, (x1)) = Vol(B,,(z2))

(Do = Doarl® <2 | ctn.20)

X DQ/B " (|Hessp1|2 + |Hessp2|2) .
p(x

For all y € Bp(z), it holds that d(y,p) < ¢/8. Hence, the inequality (AI0) implies
Vol(Bp(xz)) Vol(Bp(z))
- )
|(f)1177“1 (f)I27T2| — VOI(BTl (xl)) + VOI(BTZ (1'2))
X F(n,AD, coth(At/16))(AD).

} c(n, AD)

Note that the ball Bp(x) is contained in Bpys,(2;), for i = 1,2, so that from the Bishop-Gromov
inequality it follows that

Vol(Bp(x)) _ Vol(Bp s, (x:)) _ Vola(Bpss,)

Vol(By, (z;)) = Vol(By,(x;)) ~— Vola(By,)
Consequently,
Vol (BD S) VOlA(BD s)
1,71 To,T ? <2 A ta — AD
(A24) |(f) 1,71 (f) 25 2| —_ VOlA(BTl) VOlA(BT2) c(”? )

x F(n,AD,coth(At/16))(AD)
(]

Let us consider two special cases. In the first case, x1 = x2, 7o = 2r; and in the second case
r1 =19 = d(x1,x2), so that in both cases D = 3r;. Consequently, the following estimate holds for
both cases

2 VO]A(B4T1)
(A.25) |(Fzrr = (Fas,ral” < 4WBT1)

x F(n,3Ary, coth(At/16))(3Ary).
With the definition of the constant C' in (A.20),

c(n, 3Ary)

(4.26) (Pewrs = (Desrsl < 500, Arr, A)(Ary) V2
We are now ready to give the proof of Lemma
Proof of Lemmal[A2. First, we show that for 0 < r < ¢/8,
((Fer = F@)] < 5C(n, Ar, Ar)(Ar) 2.
Set s; = 727%. Then, by (A26) we know that
(Foss = (Dol < 5O Ar, ALY (Ar) /2272,
Hence,
((Pess = (Flas,| < S, AT, A(AR)2 (2767072 9=G-072),

The claim follows by letting j — oco.
Now set 71 = ro = d(x1, x2). Then, again by (A25),

(Fewr = (Flear] < 5Cn Ar A (A7)

The Lemma follows with the triangle inequality. O
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A.5. Distance function coordinates. Let (M, g) € M(n,A,t) and p € M as in Section [A1]
Pick an orthonormal basis E; of T,M. Define the points p; := exp,((¢/4)E;). Set p; = p,, =

d(pi7 )
Theorem A.4 (Distance function coordinates). If r < ¢/64 and

(A.27) C(n, Ar, Ao)(Ar)/? < %

the functions p; (i = 1,...,n) are coordinates on the ball B,(p), and in these coordinates the
metric satisfies

(A.28) (1 — nC(n, Ar, AL)(Ar)/?)59 < g1 < (1 +nC(n, Ar, AL)(Ar)'/?)6%,

(A.29) (g7 o1z, () < Cn, Ar, Au)(Ar)'/2.

Proof. Since
gU = Q(Vqu vp])u
and g% (p) = 6", Gershgorin’s circle theorem implies (A:28). Lemma [A2] implies (A:29).
It remains to check that the map (p1,...,pn) : Br(p) — R™ is one-to-one. Let z1,22 € B,.(p),
and let ¢1 = Yz, .2, (¢/4 — 1/64). Note that since r < ¢/64, we have

tf4—1/32 <d(p,q1) < /4.

2
|g(qu1 ) v/)io)| > \/;

The condition (A27) implies by Lemma [A2] that the sign of g(Vpg,, Vpiy)(Var,2.(8)) is the same
for all 0 < s < d(z1,x2). Consequently, p;, (1) # pi, (z2). O

By (A28), there is an iy such that

A.6. Control of Hélder norms with higher exponents. In the previous section, we obtained
distance function coordinates for which the metric is controlled in a C'*/2 sense. In this section,
we will use distance functions from additional points to control the Hélder norm C¢ for arbitrary
0<a<l.

Let q1 € 0B,,4(p) and define the function

(A.30) Py = (Vpar, Vi) () (pj — pi(P)) + P (),
where summation over j = 1,...,n is understood. We will explain why pg, is a good approximation
to pg, -

Let us first, however, recall a lemma on interior elliptic estimates (a simple consequence of [24]
Theorem 9.11] and the Poincaré inequality) and phrase it in a dimensionless form that is useful
for our applications.

Lemma A.5 (Interior elliptic estimates). Suppose the function u satisfies
(A.31) (a7 0y,05,u+ b0y )u = f, on B,(0),

where the coefficients satisfy

(A32) F(SU S a” S Ké”, T1/2[GZ]]01/2(BT(0)) S K, T‘|b1| S K,
then, for some constants Cr(n, K) and Cg(n, K, a),
1
(A.33) 10z, ull 2= (55,40 < Cr(n, K) (TllflleBr(p)) + ;||U||L°°<Br<p>>>
o 1
(A.34) 70z, u]ca By, ,5(0) < Ce(n, K, @) (7°|f||L°°(Br(p)) + ;”“”L“’(Br(p)))

We will now use the Holder bounds from the previous section to show a supremum bound on
the difference pg, — pq, -
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Lemma A.6. Letr < 1/64. Then, the difference between pg, and pg, satisfies
_ _ 2 ~

(A.35) rMoa = Pall (s, < 51+ VA)C (0, Ar, A (Ar)' /2,

where i is the number of j =1,...,n such that g(Vp;,Vpg )(p) # 0.

Proof. Consider a point ¢ € B,(p) and define g = 7, 4(¢/4). Then

d(p,q)
Par(@) = par (p) = / 9(V 02 V) (a5

d(p,q)
= /0 (9(Vpg1, Vg, )(1(8)) = 9(Vpg, s Vg, ) (p)) ds

+d(p,2)9(Vpg,, Vg, ) (p)
We use that

d(p,q)
/0 19V 0> V) Cipa(5)) — 9V pans Vo) () ds
d(p,q)
S/ C(n, Ar, AL)AY2 512 ds
0
< 20(n, Ar, M)A 2d(p, ).

3
In the same spirit, using that g(Vpg,, Vg, ) () = 9(Vpg,, Vg, )(p), we find

d(p,q)
Pan(@) — s (p) = / 9(V 52 V) (tpas))ds

(=)

d(p,q)
= /0 (9(VPars V) (1p,a(8)) = 9(V i Vg, ) (p)) ds
+ d(pv Q)g(qul ’ qu2)(p).

We may now estimate

d(p,q)
/O 190V Vo) (pa(8)) — (Vs Vo) () ds

< /O e 19(Vp5, Vi, )(0)(9(Vps, Vg, ) (vp.q(s) = 9(Vps, Ve, )(p))| ds
< \/ﬁgcm, Ar, A)AY2d(p, q)*/?,
where 7 is the number of j such that g(Vp;, Vp,, )(p) # 0. It follows that
P41 (0) = Pay ()| =[P4, (0) = gy (P) — (Pas (@) — Par (P))]
< 5(1 +VR)C(n, Ar, A)AY2d(p, ¢)*/2.
O

If we combine the supremum bound in Lemma[AZ6of the difference between p,, and p,, with the
supremum bound on the Laplacian of a distance function (A3]) and the interior elliptic estimates,
we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma A.7. Let r < /64 such that in addition

(A.36) Cln, Ar, Ad)(Ar)/2 < 4i
n
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Then, the difference pq, — pq, Satisfies

< Oy (n, Ar, A)(Ar)Y/2,

H ap(h _ aﬁth
L= (By/2(p))

8p1' 8p1'
ro |: aplh aplh

< Oy (n, Ar, Av, o) (Ar)/2,
Opi Opi ]cawr/z(m)
where the constants Cy(n, Ar, At) and Cy(n, Ar, A, ) follow from the proof below.
Proof. We write out the left-hand side of the equation
A(ptn - ptn) = Aplh - Aplh

in coordinates p; and get

gijapiapj (pth - ﬁlh) + Apia i (pth - ﬁlh) = Aplh - Aﬁqr
By Theorem [A4] with Q = 4/3,

1 ... . .
_61J< 7,_]< 613
0 <g” <@

ij 1
7“1/2[9 J]Cl/2(BT(p)) < ﬂ(Ar)1/27

and by the supremum bound on the Laplacian of distance functions,
r|Ap;| < (n —1)Arcoth(A:/16).
Write p := (p1,...,pn) and yo := p(p). Note that B, z(yo) C p(Br(p)). Moreover, with some
abuse of notation, for y1,42 € B, /5(v0),
(L) e 97 (y1) — 9" (y2)]
V@ ly1 — 2|12
We may therefore apply the elliptic estimates of Lemma [A5] with

<129 crra (s, ()

K := max (Q, ﬁ(AT)l/z, (n— 1)Arcoth(AL/16)> ,

and obtain
Ha 'L(p(h - ﬁq1)HL°°(BM/¢@(yo))
, _ va,
< 0. 5) ( (5 ) 180 = )l + L2 o = Pl 0 )
(A.37)

(T/\/a)a[api (plh — P )]C"‘(B,\T/\/Q(yo)))

r _ VQ _
< el K. o) ( () 1800 = P liecon o + 22w Pl )
Now, we realize that the supremum bound (A.3)) also holds for Ap,, , and

n

> 9(Vpi, Vg, ) (p) Ap;

i=1
< VA(n — 1)A coth(A¢/16).

|Ap| =

Finally, by Lemma, [A.6]
_ _ 2 —
" Mpar = PallL(s, ) < 5(1+ VR)C(n, Ar, A)(Ar) '/

so that the interior elliptic estimates (A.37) yield the result. O
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Theorem A.8. Let 0 < a < 1. Ifr < /64 and

1
(A.38) C(n, Ar, Ao)(Ar)/? < e
n
the functions p; (i = 1,...,n) are coordinates on the ball B.(p), and in these coordinates the
metric satisfies
(A.39) (1 — nC(n, Ar, A)(Ar)Y/2)§%9 < g < (14 nC(n, Ar, A)(Ar)/?)6%.
If, moreover, with the constant Cy as defined in Lemma[A]
1
(A.40) Ci(n, Ar, Ao)(Ar)'/? < 53
the metric coefficients additionally satisfy
(A41) r® [gij]CQ(BT/2(p)) < CQ (TL, ATv AL7 CY) (AT)l/Qv

for a constant Co(n, Ar, Ar, &) that follows from the proof below.

Proof. As in the proof of the harmonic radius estimate by Anderson and Cheeger [], we can
introduce more points pge, k, ¢ =1,...,n, { > k given by
Er+E;t
Pke = €Xp,, TZ .

For every such k and ¢, we write out in distance function coordinates the equations |Vpg|? = 1,
that is
Z i 9Pkt Opre 1
dpi Op;

1<i,j<n

We use that ¢“ = 1 and that ¢* = ¢’ so that

i+ Opre Opre <3sz ) 2
2 i OPRL OPKE _ IPL
Z 7 op; Ipj Z

90
1<i<j<n 1<i<n pi

Note that this is a linear system for the coefficients ¢/, 1 <i < j < n. Set

_ 1 1
PRl = ﬁ(ﬂk — px(p)) + ﬁ(pé — pe(p)) + pra(p).
By Lemma [A7] we know that
Hapkl — O < Cy(n, Ar, AL)(AT)1/2,
8[)1' api BT/Q(p)

so that by the condition (AA40Q), we conclude

apkl 1 < 1
dp; 2|~ 8n?’

if i = k or i = ¢, and otherwise

Opri 1
Opi | — 8n?’
It follows that
Opre O 1 Opre O
9 Z Pkt Opre| | L <2 Pkt Okt
Opi Opj | 27 Opk Op

(3,9)# (kL)

This guarantees that the determinant appearing in the system for g%/ (A6 is larger than or equal
to 27", or, alternatively, that (A6) can be solved by LU decomposition where every diagonal
element is larger than or equal to 1/2. This implies the bound (AZT]). O
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A.7. Construction of harmonic coordinates. With the distance functions as coordinates at
hand, we may now construct harmonic coordinate functions by solving a Dirichlet problem.
Define harmonic functions b; : B,.(p) — R by

(A.42) Ab; =0, on B.(p),
b; = pi, on 0B, (p).

In Theorem below we will show that on a smaller ball, the b; are coordinate functions
with bounds on the Hélder norm of the metric coefficients. Now we have constructed the distance
function coordinates we may use interior elliptic estimates in these coordinates. It is an important
realization that such estimates yield control due to the supremum bound on the Laplacian of the
distance functions (A3)). To exploit the interior estimates, we will also need to get control on the
supremum norm of b; — p;. This is facilitated by exploiting quantitative versions of the maximum
principle.

Theorem A.9. Let 0 < a < 1. Ifr <:/64 and
(A.43) Cs(n, Ar, A)(Ar)'/? < =

then the functions b; constructed above are harmonic coordinates on the ball BT/Q(p), and in these
coordinates the metric satisfies

(A.44) (1 = nCs(n, Ar, Ao)(Ar)Y/?)§9 < g < (14 nCs(n, Ar, Au)(Ar)/?)6%
(A.45) g7 co (B, () < Cr(n, Ar, Av, a)(Ar)'/2,
where the constants Cs(n, Ar, At) and C7(n, Ar, A, ) follow from the proof below.

Proof. We first require that

Ar, A (A2 < —
C(”? T? L)( T) < 4”’

so that the p; are coordinates on the ball B, (p).
Recall the bound
|[Api] < (n—1)A coth(Ap;).
Following notation from [I0], we introduce the function Ly (r) that was also used by Abresch and
Gromoll 2],

n— 1
(A.46) / / sinh 1AT)d ds.
sinh™™ " (As)

In the simply connected model space of constant sectional curvature —A?, it holds that AL, =1,
and L(r) < 0, for 0 < r < R. Now we choose R = /4 + r. By Laplacian comparison, the
function u := L, 4. (d(., p;)) satisfies

Au > 1.

Therefore,
Afb; — pi £ (n — 1)A coth(Ar/16)u] = 0.
From the expression ([A40) it follows that there exists a C5(n, Ar, Av) such that
rHull Lo (s, () < !
" (n — 1)A coth(A/16)
so that by the maximum principle the following supremum bound holds
rHbi = pill Lo (B(p)) < C3(n, Ar, Av)Ar.
In the coordinates p;, the Laplacian of b; — p; is expressed as
o b )~ (Bpn) o (b = pi) = =D
Note that by (A1), for k=1,...,n

r|Apr| < (n— 1)(Ar) coth(A¢/16).

Cs(n, Ar, Av)Ar,
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Consequently, from interior elliptic estimates (see Lemma [A5 or [24, Theorem 9.11]) we obtain

0ij < Cy(n, Ar, Av)(Ar).

L>(By/2(p))

’% _
dp;

Hence, the map p — (b1(p), ..., bn(p)) is one-to-one if

Ca(n, Ar, Av)(Ar) < l

n
Since

0b; Ob;
Ad b;, Vb;) = ]
(A.AT) g(Vbi, Vbj) g(Vpk,sz)apk e’

we may estimate

||g(Vbl, Vb]) — 6ij||L°°(Br/2) S C5(7’L, A’I“, AL)(AT)l/z.

From the interior elliptic estimates it also follows that for x1,x2 € B, /Q(p),

ro %(m ) — 9b;
dp; " Ops

(x2)]| < Cs(n, Ar, Av, ) (Ar)d(zq, 22)“.

Again using (A47) we find

=

=)

(10]
(11]
(12]
(13]
14]
[15]
[16]
[17)
(18]
[19]
20]

(21]

| g(Vbs, Vb;) (1) — g(Vbi, Vbj)(x2)| < C7(n, Ar, Ae, oz)(Ar)l/Qd(:El, x9).
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