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Abstract

As is known, the Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator A of a Rieman-
nian surface (M, g) determines the surface up to conformal equiva-
lence class [(M,g)]. Such classes constitute the Teichmiiller space
with the distance d7. We show that the determination is continuous:

A — Al g1 oan)— Lo (aar) — 0 implies dr([(M, g)], [(M', g")]) — 0.
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Introduction

Two-dimensional EIT problem

o Let (M,g) be a smooth] compact two-dimensional Riemann manifold (a
surface) with the smooth boundary (I', dl), g the smooth metric tensor. For
the sake of simplicity, we assume that ' is diffeomorphic to a circle, and
denote by dl and v the length element and unit normal on I'. Let A, be the
Beltrami-Laplace operator on M.

The Dirichlet-to-Neumann operator (DN map) of the surface (M, g) acts
on smooth functions on I' by the rule Af := d,u/ }F, where u/ satisfies

Aju=0 in M\T; u=f onl.

The electric impedance tomography problem(EIT) is to determine the surface
from its DN map. Here are some known facts and results.

e Suppose that (M, g) and (M’, ¢’) are the surfaces with common boun-
dary] 9M = OM’ =T let A and A’ be their DN maps. We write (M’ g') ~
(M, g) if they are conformally equivalent via a diffeomorphism that does not
move points of the boundary. By [(M, ¢g)] we denote the equivalence class of
(M, g).

In [1I] M.Lassas and G.Uhlmann showed that A uniquely determines
not the metric g on M but its conformal class, so that the correspondence
A < [(M,g)] is a bijection. Also, a procedure that recovers M by means of
harmonic continuation from the boundary, is provided. In [2], the same fact
is established by algebraic version of the boundary control method (BCM)
[3]. Recently, it was extended to the case of non-orientable surfaces [4] [5]
and surfaces with (unknown) internal holes [I].

The paper [9] by G.Henkin and V.Michel provides a constructive way to
recover the surface from its DN map by the use of multidimensional complex
analysis technique. Moreover, a characteristic description of the inverse data
is given that is the necessary and sufficient conditions on an operator A to
be the DN map of a surface. In [6] another simpler characterization in the
framework of the algebraic BCM is provided.

e The question on stability of determination A — (M, g) can be posed as
follows. Let the operators A and A’ that correspond to the surfaces (M, g)

Ithroughout the paper, smooth means C>°-smooth
2in the subsequent, the term ‘common boundary’ means that the surface metrics induce
the same length element on the boundary.



and (M',¢'), be close (in a relevant sense). Can one claim that the surfaces
are also close (in appropriate sense)? An affirmative answer given in our
paper [7] is as follows.

First, as is clarified in [10], to discuss a closeness of the surfaces is rea-
sonable only under assumption that M and M’ are diffeomorphic, i.e., have
the same genus m > 0. Accepting this for the rest of the given paper, we
deal with the diffeomorphic surfaces (M, g) and (M’', ¢’') with the common
boundary I' and the length element dl on it. Also, the surfaces are assumed
orientable and oriented in accordance with a fixed orientation of I'.

Let £ : M +— C" be a holomorphic immersion of (M, g); let us write
M" e My if || A = A || g1 onr)— Lo omr) < s fulfilled. Then the convergence

: / !
Sup inf dy (E'(M'), E(M)) =+ 0
holds, where dy is the Haussdorf distance in C™ and the infimum is taken
over all holomorphic immersions £ : M +— C" [1].

Teichmiiller metric

e The motivation to make the latter result more expressive and natural is
as follows. As was noted above, the DN map A determines not the metric g
on M but the conformal equivalence class of metrics [(M, g)]. Such classes
constitute the Teichmiiller space T, [13] (the subscript m indicates the genus
of the surfaces). This space is endowed with the natural Teichmiiller metric
defined below. The set Z,, of the DN maps of surfaces of genus m is contained
in the normed space 21y of the bounded linear operators, which act from
HY(T;R) to H°(T;R) := Lo(T;R). Therefore, it would be most relevant to
consider a continuity of the correspondence A — [(M, g)] from 2, to T,,.
Such a continuity is the main result of our work. To present it, we begin
with basic notions and known facts.

e Let (M,g) and (M’',¢') be the surfaces and let ¢ : M — M’ be an
orientation preserving diffeomorphism. In the holomorphic local coordinates
zon M and 2’ on M’, its differential is of the form

dq(z) = 0.q(2) [dz + pu(2)dz],

where




is called the Beltrami quotient of q. The Jacobian of ¢ obeys Jac(q) =
10.q|* — |0-q]* > 0, whence |u(z)| < 1. Also, |u(z)| does not depend on the
choice of holomorphic coordinates z an z’. Thus, the function

14 )
KO = T

(where z is a holomorphic coordinate of x) is continuous on M. Its value
k(x) is called a dilatation of the map ¢ at the point z. Note that k(x) is
equal to the square of the ratio between length of major and minor axis of
the ellipse by pulling back along ¢ the unit circle in T, M’. The map ¢
is called K-quasi-conformal if its dilatation obeys sup,c,, k(z) = K; in this
case the number K is called the dilatation of q.

If (M, g) and (M’, ¢’) are conformally equivalent (belong to the same class
(M, g)]) via a diffeomorphism ¢ then one has d:qg = 0, u(-) =0, k(-) =1,
and K = 1. Otherwise, the value K # 1 shows to what extent the map
q differs from being conformal. This motivates the basic definition of the
Teichmiiller distance: for [(M,g)], [(M’, g')] € ., one puts

ar([(M, )} [(M',¢)]) = 5 logint K(g), (1)

where the infimum is taken over all orientation preserving diffeomorphisms ¢ :
M — M’ and K (q) denotes the dilatation of q. Note that dr([(M, g)], [(M’, ¢')])
does not depend on the choice of elements of conformal classes.

Main result

e Recall that T, is the set of conformal equivalence classes [(M, g)] of the
genus m oriented surfaces (M, g) with the common boundary I" and length
element dl on it. The surfaces (M,g) € [(M,g)] have the same DN map
A. For a fixed class [(M, g)], by M C ¥, we denote the set of the classes
(M, ¢")] provided ||A — A'||;s,, < t, where A’ is DN map of (M’ ¢’). The
result of the paper is the following.

Theorem 0.1. Let [(M,g)] € T,, and A be the DN map of [(M,g)]. Then

the relation
t—0

sup  dr([(M, g)], (M, ¢')]) — 0. (2)

[(M",g")] €My

holds and means that the correspondence A w— [(M, g)] is continuous from
D, to%,,.



The remainder of the paper is devoted to the proof of Theorem [0.Il Its
idea is to provide constructively a map a : (M,g) — (M’',¢'), whose di-
latation is close to 1 uniformly with respect to (M’, ¢’), the closeness being
derived from the closeness of A and A’.

1 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall the basic notions and facts along with the results
of [7] that will be used in the proof of Theorem [l In the rest of paper,
the objects associated with the surface M are designated by unprimed sym-
bols, while objects associated with the surface M’ are designated by primed
symbols.

Holomorphic functions

e Since the the surface (M, g) is orientable, there is the smooth family
O = {P,},cn of ‘Totations’ &, € EndT, M such that

g(Ppa, ®,0) = g(a,b), ¢g(P.a,a) =0, Ya,b e T,M, x € M.

The boundary I' of M is oriented by the tangent field v := ®v. In the
subsequent, dealing with the set of surfaces (M,g), (M’ ¢'), ... with the
common boundary (I', dl), we agree that their orientations are consistent in
such a way that dv =o'V = ... =~.

A smooth function w : M + C is holomorphic if the Cauchy-Riemann
condition V,Sw = &V Fw holds in M; then its real and imaginary parts
are harmonic i.e. ARw = A,;Sw = 0 holds in M. Denote the lineal of
holomorphic smooth functions on M by 2 (M).

e The one instrument in the proof of Theorem is the generalized
argument principle:

1 dw

o [ = > ordy(w — 2)i(x) (3)
T zew—1({z})

for any w,w € (M) and z € C\n(I'); here ord, (w—z) is the order of zero

of the function w — z. Formula (3)) follows from Stokes theorem (see Theorem

3.16, [12]) and the residue theorem (see Lemma 3.12, [12]) for meromorphic

1-form wdw/(w — z). If w = 1, then the right-hand side of (3]) is just a total
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multiplicity mul(w — 2) of zeroes of w — z and (B)) becomes a usual argument
principle.

e The trace operator Tr : w +— w|r is a bijection from (M) to its
image Tr.Z(M). Let us characterize the lineal Trs# (M) in terms of DN-
map A. Denote the differentiation on the boundary I' with respect to the
tangent field v by 0,. Also, denote the orthogonal complement to constants
in Ly(I';R) by Ly(I'; R) and introduce the integration .J = 97" on Lo(T;R).

As is known, the DN map A is a first-order pseudo-differential operator
that acts continuously from H™(T',R) to H™ }(I',R), m = 1,2,..., where
H™(...) are Sobolev spaces. Its closure in Ly(I';R) (still denoted by A)
obeys Ker A = {const} and RanA = L,(I',R). In particular, JA is well
defined bounded operator in each H™(I',R), m = 1,2,.... Similarly, AJ is
well defined bounded operator in each H™(I",R) N LQ(F, R), m=0,1,....

Denote the projector in Ly(I',R) onto the subspace Ker[l + (AJ)%]* ® R
by P (here I is the unit operator in Lo(I"; R)). As is shown in [2], the formula

Test (M) = {Pf +i[JAPf +c] | f € C®(I;R), c € R} (4)

is valid. Also, the dimension of (I — P)Ls(I",R) is finite and it is equal
to 2 gen(M); hence, the projector P determines the topology of M. In
particular, if M is a disc in R?, then P = I and JA coincides with the
classical Hilbert transform that relates real and imaginary parts of traces of
holomorphic functions.

o Let (M’ g') € M, be a surface with DN-map A’. Due to (), we can
define a real linear map By : Tro? (M) — Tr' 2 (M’) by the rule

Barm = PRy + i[ JAP'Rn + (Sn)],
where (f) := [, fdl, and P’ is a projector in Ly(T',R) onto the subspace

Ker[l+ (A’J)*]* @ R. In [?], it is proved that, for sufficiently small ¢ € [0, o)
and any M’ € M, the map Sy is bijective and the estimate

1By = nllemrsey < emtlinllameirey, V0 € Trst (M) (5)

is valid for m = 1,2,.... Here and in the subsequent, all constants in the
estimates are assumed to be independent of ¢t and M’ € M;. We introduce
the ‘canonical’ real linear map

By = (M) —h%”(M'), B :Tr/_loBM/oTr. (6)



Holomorphic embeddings

e Recall that an immersion is a differentiable map « : M; — Ms between
two differentiable manifolds M; and M, whose differential doy, : T,M; —
To(z)yMs is injective for any x € M;. The immersion « is an embedding if
a: My — «(M;) is a homeomorphism, (where the topology on «a (M) is
induced by M;). We say that the embedding

E: M—-C" z—={wl(x),...,w,(x)}

is holomorphic if it is realised by holomorphic functions wy. In what follows,
we denote 7 := Trwy.

For £ = {&, ..., &} € C") introduce the coordinate projections m; : & —
&. Let D be a domain in C, denote the cylinder {¢ € C" | m¢( € D} by
II,[D]. We say that IL;[D] is £(M)-projective if m; : IL[D]NEM) — C
is an embedding. The embedding & is called projective if each point & €
E(M) belongs to some E(M)-projective cylinder. The existence of projective
embeddings follows from the divisor theorem (see Theorem ?, [8]). In the
parper, we deal with projective holomorphic embeddings only and, for short,
call them just ‘embeddings’. The basic properties of such embeddings are
presented below.

e The image of an embedding of a surface is determined only its DN-
map and the choice of boundary traces 1. Indeed, let (M,g) and (M, ¢’)
be surfaces with the joint boundary (I',dl) and their DN-maps A and A’
coincide. Then there exists a conformal map § : M — M’ that does not
move the points of I'. Then the functions wy € (M), w, € F(M') with
joint boundary traces n;, := Trwy = Tr'w), are connected by wy = wj, o .
Hence, E(M) = E'(M) is valid for € = {wy,...,w,} and & = {w],...,w,}.

o Let &= {wy,...,w,} be an embedding of (M, g). The surface E(M)
is endowed with the metric § induced by standard metric in C"*. With this
choice of metric, the map € : M — E(M) is conformal. Indeed, suppose
that ¢ : [0,1] — M is a smooth curve with the beginning at z, and the
tangent vector 0 at zy. Let ¢ = € o § be a corresponding curve in (M)
with the beginning at & = &£(x) and the tangent vector § = d&,0 at €.
Chose a projective cylinder II;[D] containing &, then (E(M) NIL[D], m) is a
complex chart on £(M) and (€~ 1(IL;[D]),w; = € o m;) is a complex chart on
M. TIn local coordinates (x',2?) = (Rw;(z), Swi(z)) = (Rm&, Im€), where



¢ = &(x), the components of vectors # and 6 satisfy

dwio¢, . dmofo¢, . dmog
dt (0) = dt (0)= dt
Since w; is holomorphic, we have gy = p;(x)dy in local coordinates (zt, z?),

where p; is a conformal factor. Hence, g(6,0) = p;(x0)|0" + i6*|?. Since the
metric § on £(M) is induced by C", we have

' +i6*> =

(0) = 6 + 62,

P " |dwy 0wt dmio g, |2 AL 5212
3(6.6) = ;) ZE 2L 0)] = )0 + PP
where 2 = m¢ = w;(x) and py(x) = Sp_, |0.wy, o w; !>, Hence, we have
3(0,0) = pa(xo)pr(z0)~1g(6,0) and, since ¢ is arbitrary, § = pE*g, where
p € C(E(M); (0, 400)).

Note that the collection {U = E~Y(IL;[D]), w;|y} (where I1;[D]) is £(M)-
projective cylinder) provides a byholomorphic atlas on (M, g) whereas the
collection {V = &(M) N 1I;[D]), m;|yv} provide a byholomorphic atlas on
(E(M), g) (both atlases are consistent with the metrics). With such atlases,
the map €& : M — £(M) is byholomorphism.

e For the embedding £ = {wy,...,w,}, application of the generalized
argument principle ([B]) yields the following. Let £ = £(x) belongs to some
projective cylinder I;[D] and z = mz. Since the map £ — m(x) is an
embedding, = is a unique and simple zero of the function w; — 2z =m0 & — 2.
Due to (3)), the projection 74§ = wy(x) can be found by

_ 1 L
€ = Tmr/ﬁkmdl- (7)

So, the conformal copy £(M) of M can be reconstructed from {n,...,n,}
by using ().

Induced embeddings

o Let &€ = {wy,...,w,} be a (fixed) embedding of (M,g). For a surface
(M',g") € M, we say that its embedding & = {w],...,w.} is induced by €
if the functions wj, are connected with wy by wj = Bypwy, where the map
Bar is defined in (6l). Then (5] yields

17 — 7k om(r;c) < Cml (m=1,2,...) (8)
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for boundary traces n, = Trwy, 7}, = Tv'wy,.

In the subsequent, £ always denotes the embedding of (M’, ¢') induced
by €. In [?], it is proved that, for sufficiently small ¢ € [0,%y) and any
(M',g") € My, the induced embedding £’ is actually projective and

sup  dp(E'(M'), E(M)) — 0,
(M’,g"eM; t—0
where dy (K, Ks) is the Hausdorff distance between two compacts K; and
K5 in C" defined as the infimum of positive s such that s-neighbourhood of
K, contains Ky and s-neighbourhood of K5 contains K.

2 The map o

e Assume that (M, g) is a surface with boundary (I',dl) and £ is a fixed
embedding of (M, g). Also, suppose that (M’, ¢') € M with small ¢ > 0 and
&' is an embedding of (M’, ¢’) induced by €. In this section, we construct the
near-isometric diffeomorphism o = ayys from (M) onto £'(M’). Informally
speaking, the map « is defined is the following way. If £ € £(M) is separated
from E(T"), then «(&) is a point & of &'(M’) closest to £ in C™. If € € E(M)
is close to £(I'), then «(§) is the point & € £'(M') whose semi-geodesic
coordinates (I',7") on £'(M’) coincides with the semi-geodesic coordinates
(I,r) of &.

e More precisely, «(§) is defined as the point of minimum of a certain
function ©(¢,-) : &'(M') — [0, +00) which is constructed in the following
way. First, introduce the function

Dint : E(M) x E'(M') = [0, +00), Dine(€,8) = & — €% (9)

then ©;,:(§, -) attain the minimum at a point £ of £'(M’) closest to &.

For £ € £(M), let r stands for distance between ¢ and (") in (£(M), g).
Also, let [ := £71((), where ¢ is a point of £(T) closest to £ in (£(M),g).
The pair (I,r) provides semi-geodesics coordinates on (£(M), §), which are
regular at least on a certain near-boundary strip r < ¢. The semi-geodesics
coordinates (I',7') on (£'(M'),§') are defined in the same way. In what
follows, we show that, for sufficiently small ¢, the coordinates (I’,r’) are
regular on the near-boundary strip " < rq, where rq > 0 does not depend on
t and M’. Introduce the function

Dp: E(M) x E' (M) v [0, +00),
Dr(E, &) = (diste(I'(€'), 1(€))? + (' (&) — (€)%

9

(10)



then ®r (&, -) (r(§) < 19) attain the minimum at a point &’ with semi-geodesics
coordinates I’ =1, ' =r.

Let x be a non-negative smooth cut-off function on (M) which is equal
to zero for r > 2ry/3 and to one for r < r9/3. The function © : E(M) x
E'(M'") — [0,400) is defined by

D= (1 — Ii)@mt + H@F. (11)
e Along with ®, we also consider the ‘unperturbed’ function
@0 = (]. — K'),/Dint,o + /{@F,O (12)

which coincides with © in the case &'(M’) = £(M). Here the the functions
Dint.0, Or o are defined by (d)) and (I0]), where £'(M’) is replaced by £(M) and
I',r" are replaced by [,r. Note that £’ = £ is a unique and non-degenerated
point of global minimum of the function &' — Dy(&, &) (£ € E(M)).

2.1 Construction of « in a zone separated from £(I').

e Let II;[D] be an (M )-projective cylinder whose closure does not intersects
with (). Then |n;(I) — 2| > ¢ > 0 and mul(w; —z) =1 for 2 € D, [ € T
and @3), () yields

jmul(w’ — 2) — mul(w — 2)| = ’27” / n&’n’ dl — 2%” 7787_77’ dl’ < ct.

Thus, for sufficiently small ¢ > 0, we have mul(w] — z) = 1, whence the
cylinder II;[D] is also £'(M’)-projective. Similarly, differentiating () and
applying estimate (&), we obtain

w0 w; ™" — wj 0 w; |

Cm(D;(C) S Cmt, (m - 1, 2, e ) (13)

Assuming that x = 0 on £(M) N1L;[D] and considering ® = ©;,; and Dy =
Dint,o as functions of local coordinates it =z=mf 2 +ix? =2 =
m;&', we obtain

D(E, &) = Diu(€,€) Z\wow (') — wj 0wy (2)],

Do(£,€) = Dinto(6,€) = D lwj 0w (2) —wj 0w ' (2)[%,

k=1
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where z,2" € D. Then (I3) implies
1D — Do

C"”(DXD;[O,—I—OO)) S Cmt, m = 1, 2, [ (14)

Decreasing the diameter of D, we can assume that £ = £ is a unique point
of local minimum of the function £ — D¢ (§,¢’) in E(M) N IL[D].

e Let I;[D] is a sub-cylinder of II;[D] such that D C D. To construct
the map & — «a(§) for € € E(M) N 1L [D], we need the following

Lemma 2.1. Let X, X,Y be domains with compact closures in R", X C
X, and F € C*X x Y;R") satisfies i) the zero set of F is the graph of
the function f € CYX;Y)NC(X;Y) and ii) for any v € X there exists
(Fy(x, f(x)))~". Then there exists t. > 0 such that, for any t € (0,t,) and
any H € CY(X x Y;R") satisfying

|H = Fllorxxyrny <t (15)
the zero set of H in X x Y is the graph of the function h € C*(X;Y) and

| — fllerryy < ct

(the constant ¢ does not depend on H). Also, if [ is a diffeomorphism from
X to f(X), then h is a a diffeomorphism from X to g(X).

Lemma 2.1] is just a variant of the implicit functions theorem; for the
convenience of the reader, its proof is contained in Appendix [Al

In Lemma 2, put X =Y =D, X =D, F = (0,190,0,2:9y), and
H = (0,19,0,.®). Then, in view of (I4)), we obtain that, for sufficiently
small t > 0, any (M',¢') € M, and any & € (M) N IL;[D], there exists a
unique point ¢ € £&'(M') N II;[D] which is a local minimum of the function
D(&,-). Moreover, the map o = aq,p) : & +— &' is a diffeomorphism from
E(M) NIL;[D] onto a(E(M) N1L[D]) C E'(M') NIL[D] satistying

H7Ti o — 7Ti||C’1(5(M)ﬂHi[D];(C) S ct. (16)
In particular, (I3]) and (I6]) imply
a(§) =&l <ct,  VEeE(M)NIL[D]. (17)

Recall that {U = £(M) N1L[D], ¢ = m|y} is a holomorphic chart on (M)
and {U' = &' (M'")N1L[D], ¢ = m;|y} is holomorphic chart on £'(M’). For-
mula ([I6]) yields

1] = Illew:ae) <, (18)
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where J = {01'% /Oz'} i 1=1.2 is the Jacoby matrix of the map a. Alternatively,
the map & = ¢’oaod™" obeys [|0.a—1|lcp.c) < ct, [|0:allop,c) < ct. Hence,
the Beltrami quotent yu,(§) = 0:6/(2)/0,0(2)|,=r,e satisfies

[tallcwse) < ct. (19)

e Let £ be a point of U with the projection z = 1§, and & = «(¢),
2 =m¢'. Let also 8 € T;E(M) be a tangent vector, and §' = dag(6). Denote
by 6% (§'%) the components of # (#') in local coordinates z* (2'*) and put
9 = 0" +i0? (9 = 0" +40?). Then [99~' — 1| < ct in view of (I8). By
definition of the metrics on £(M) and &'(M'), we have

§(0.0) = p()IP,  p=) 10w 0w,

20)

a'g(0.0) =g'(0'.0)=p (WP p =D 10w 0w
k=1

In view of (I3) and (I6), we have ||p'p~' — 1f|e(pic)y < ct. Therefore, we
obtain the estimate

a*g'(0,0)
9(6,9)

which means that the map « is close to the isometry for small ¢.

—1| <ct, VO e TeE(M), €€, (21)

2.2 Construction of « in a zone near £(I)

e Now, let II;|D] be an £(M)-projective cylinder that intersects with £(I).
Moreover, let its base D be a disc with center at some point zg = 1;(lp).
Denote U = E(M\I') N I;[D]. By decreasing the radius of D, we obtain
the following: a) n;(I') N D is a smooth curve, D\n;(I') has two connected
components Dy and Dy = m;(U), and mul(w; — z) = p on D,; b) the function

! Py i) — 2
l: n (D) =R, I(1) = %W

is invertible and the coordinates z — 2z = (2!, 2%),

Z— 2 2_02—77,~ol~_1($1)
, IT =3xS 22
Bno) B (l) (22)
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are regular on D. Note the ‘rectification property’ of coordinates ([22): in
these coordinates, the curve n;(I') N D becomes a segment of the axis z* = 0
(see pic. 77).

Assume that ¢ is sufficiently small. Denote U" = £'(M'\I")NII;[D]. Apply-
ing the argument principle (B]) and estimate (&), we obtain that the properties
a),b) are also valid for the curve n/(I"). Namely, we have a’) n/(I') N D is a
smooth curve, D\n.(I') has two connected components Df, and D} = m;(U’),
and mul(w; — z) = p on D,; b’) the function

TR 5o ol — 20
Vi D) SR, T = R (23)

. . . . ~ ! i
is invertible and the coordinates 2’ — z' = (x'!, 2'?),

) o A, Z’—l(xl)
xlzﬁﬁg, g =gl e 24
8.1l 8,10 2

are regular on D. In particular, the cylinder II;[D] is also &'(M’)-projective.
Also, there exists a rectangle R = (—a, a) x [0,b), on which both functions
771 21 are defined. As a corollary of (8), (22)), and (24)), we obtain

/

1270 = 2 lomy + 117" = T M lemeaay < 6mty m=1,2,.... (25)

e Now, let us prove that

t—0

1 71 1 ~_1| Cm(m;(c) — 0 (26)

||w;ow;-_ 0Z ' —wjow; oZ

uniformly with respect to (M',¢') € M;. Let £ € U, ¢ € U’ and their
projections z = m;&, 2/ = m;€ are connected by Z(z) = 7/(2') = (2!, 2%) € R.
According to (), we have

m! 11;dn;

O [w) 0w, '(2) = O (m;€') = i | (= ) (27)
T (3

Denote (y := 27((2%,0)) and ¢}, := 2 ~1((2*,0)) (see pic. ??). Let ¢’ € n}(T")
and #(¢') = (y*,0) € R. According to (24)), we have

¢ =G

"1 "1
Yy —r = R——~.
9ym;(lo)

(28)
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From Taylor formula for 7} o ['~! in a neighbourhood of z!, we obtain

ol M (y") = 2 ()] < el = g™ (29)

(c is independent of (M’,g') due to (8) and (25)). Here &' o 1S @ m-th

order polynomial in C’ ¢y and ¢ — Co Comparmg GZﬂ) and (24)), we obtain
ol Y (y™) = nom,H(¢') = w)ow;(¢'). Since w}ow; " is holomorphic on

Dy, the terms with (" — (5 are not included in the polynomial & . Thus,
P Q) =iy P01 (¢ = )t and
m! (nf = 2, o © )i

Ve ’

2 [w 0w () =5

J 27 n, — z')ml
s 30)
(njom" = 2, p)dc ) (
v e e,

n:(T's)
where T'; is a d-neighbourhood of the point n7!({y). In view of (29),

—1
m—+1

77; ©1; m,z’1 C/ C/
(C/ _ Z/)m-i-l C/ —

Formulas (24)), (28)), and (25) lead to the estimate

I =Gl < el Hlomey [yt — 2t < el = 2.

Thus, the second integral in (B0) tends to zero as § — 0 uniformly with
respect to (M',¢') € M;. Also, due to (§), the denominator in the first
integral in B0) satisfies |(n, — 2/)™ ™| > ¢s > 0 for any fixed ¢ and all
2 € Z71(R). Of course, the facts above are also valid if we omit the primes

in (27)-(B0). Also, from (25) we have

|2 — P | < et

for the coefficients in the polynomials in (29) in primed and non-primed cases.
Due to this and (&), we have

) 773 P gt O [ () — P 0 15)d < (o)t
Hym+1 (n; — z)m*1 a
F\F5 F\F5

14



for any fixed § and all (z',2?) € R. From these facts, formula (26]) follows
immediately.

e Recall the expression (20) for the metrics g (§') induced by C™ on (M)
(E'(M'")) in coordinates (Rz, Jz), z = € (coordinates (Rz', 32'), 2/ = m¢’).
Due to this and formulas ([25]), (26]), we obtain the estimate

- =0
15 — Gijllom@y = 0 (31)
for the components of metric tensors g and §’ in local coordinates Z and Z’.
Note that the convergence in (Bl is uniform with respect to (M’, ¢') € M.

Let (I,7) and (I',7") stand for the semi-geodesic coordinates of points
£e&(M) and & € E'(M'), respectively. Denote

V ={¢e &M) | distr(l,lo) < g, r €10,q)},

VI _ (€ e £00) | diste(llo) < g, ' € [0.)}. (32

We are going to prove that there exists a sufficiently small ¢ > 0 independent
of (M',¢") € M and such that the coordinates (I,7) and (I',7’) are regular
on V and V', respectively. Also, we will prove that the map ay : V — V7,
defined by the rule

Hay() =1&), r'(av(€)) =r(E),

is near-isometric for small ¢. To this end, we need the following auxiliary
fact.

Let % be a neighbourhood of the origin in the half-plane R x [0, +00)
containing a segment [—7g, 7] x {0} and h be a metric tensor on % with
components h;; € C?(%;R). Denote the outward normal on [—7g, o] X
{0} corresponding to the metric h by vy. Introduce the bundle z; of semi-
geodesics (with respect to the metric h) curves r — xp(r, u) in %, where
W€ [—ro,mo], ¥ > 0, and

ZL’h(O,ILL) = (Oa:u)> 87’171(0’:“) = _Vh(:u)'
Put 2, = (—r,r) x [0,7).

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that x4 is a diffeomorphism from 2,, onto x,(2,,) C
AB. Then there exist so > 0 and the sub-rectangle 2,, C 2,, such that, for
s € (0,s0) and any metrics k' on B, satisfying

i — hijlle2(am) < s, (33)
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the map xp: is a diffeomorphism from 2., onto xp/(2,,) C £ and
||l’h/ — l’h”cl(grl;RZ) S CS. (34)
In particular, the map » = x} o a:;l obeys

1(e"h)ij = hijlleo,, ) < cs. (35)

Lemma is just a variant of the theorem on the local solvability of
Cauchy problem; for the convenience of the reader, this proof is contained in
Appendix

Put # = R and hiy; = gy, hi; = §i;- According to Lemma and
formula (31I), the semi-geodesics coordinates (I,7) and (I, 7’) are regular on
the neighbourhoods V' and V' given by (82]) for sufficiently small ¢ > 0 and
q = q(lp) > 0. For the map ay, formula (B5) takes the form

* ~ ~ t—0
(V)5 = Gijllcomvry) = 0 (36)
where g;; and (af¢');; are the components of metric tensors § and of ¢’ in
local coordinates Z. In view of (28), formula (34) yields

|17 0 v — mill i) = 0. (37)

Chose the holomorphic charts (m;(V), ¢ = m|y) and (m(V'), ¢’ = ml},) on
E(M) and &'(M'), respectively. Due to ([B7), the map ay = ¢ o ay o ¢!
obeys [|0.av — 1||c@ )0y < ct, |0zav] o vye) < ct. Hence, its Beltrami
quotent fio,, (&) = Ozay (2)/0,00 (%) 2=r,e satisfies

t—0
| tay lc@myc) = 0. (38)

Estimates (36]), (37), and (38)) are uniform with respect to (M’, ¢") € M.
The neighbourhoods ([B2) with ly € I" and ¢ = ¢(lp) provide an open cover

of the compact E(I') in £(M). Chose a finite sub-cover {V;}L_ | and the

positive r9 > 0 such that the near-boundary strip (&) € [0,r) is contained

in the union of Vj. Chose the cut-off function x in (IIl) in such a way that
k = 0forr > 2ry/3 and k = 1 for r < ry/3. By definition, the map « satisfies
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for any ¢ in the strip r(§) < 19/3 and, hence, a(§) = ay () for each V' 3 €.
Then estimate (36]) yields

*q'(0,0
sup % —1| =0, (39)
0eTE(M), 7(€)€[0,r0) 9( ) )
Estimate ([B7) implies
sup [a(¢) — ¢| 0. (40)

r(§)€[0,r0)

Note that both convergences (B9) and (E0) are uniform with respect to
(M/, g/) € Mt~

2.3 Construction of o in an intermediate zone

e Let II;[ D] be an £(M)-projective cylinder whose intersection €(M)NIL;[D]
is contained in the strip r € (r0/6,5r¢/6). For £ € E(M) NIL;[D], we have
k(€) € (0,1) and the functions ® and D, in (II]) and (I2) are of general type.
Nonetheless, due to estimates (37) and (26]), we still have the (uniform with
respect to (M’, ¢') € M) estimate

t—0
1D — Dol o1 s (anyrm D)0, +00)) — O-

Also, recall that the function £’ — D¢ (€, ¢’) has a unique and non-degenerated
global minimum point & = £. So, by repeating of arguments of Subsection
2.1] (including the application of Lemma 2.1]), we obtain that the map « is
well defined on U = £(M) N IL;[D], where IL;[D] is a sub-cylinder of IL;[D].
Also,

t—0

sup [o(§) — & =0, (41)
¢eU
sup a'9(6,6) 11 =0 (42)

0T E(M), E€U g(ev 0)

and the map & = ¢’ ooy~ (where ¢ = m|e(annmp) and ¢ = e v, o))

satisfies
t—0

|talle@wye) = 0, (43)

where 11(€) = 070(2)/0,0(2)|=me is the Beltrami quotent of &. Note that
all convergences ([{I)-(43]) are uniform with respect to (M’,¢') € M.
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2.4 Construction of the global diffeomorphism «

e Consider the open cover of the compact £(M) by the following sets: a)
the near-boundary strip Uy = {{ € E(M) | r(§) € [0,709/3)}, b) domains
U = E(M)NIL[D], where I1;[D] is a sub-cylinder of £(M)-projective cylinder
I1,[D] which does not intersect the strip r € [0,7/6] in £(M). Fix some its
finite sub-cover {Uy, Uy, ..., Uk} and denote the cylinders corresponding to
Ug, k = 1,...,K by II;, [Dy] and II; [Dg]. According to the Subsections
2IH23] the map a = ay is defined locally on each Uy.

Suppose that £ € Uy N U, where k # 0 and s # k. Put £ = ax(),
" = ay(§). Due to estimates (I7), @Q), (41, for any 6 > 0, there exists
t(§) > 0 such that |[¢" — ¢&'| < 6 for any t € (0,¢(J)). Hence, for sufficiently
small ¢, the point " belongs to £'(M')IL;, [Dy]. Thus, & and £” are both
points of minimum of the function ©(¢,-) in &'(M')I1;, [Dy]. Due to results
of SubsectionsZIland 23] the function D (¢, -) has a unique point of minimum
in &'(M')IL;, [Dg]. Thus, £’ = ¢£'. So, the map « is well-defined globally on
E(M) for sufficiently small ¢. By, definition, a0 E(1) = E(I') for | € T.

Now, suppose that a(&) = a(&) = &, where & # &. Since aly, is a
diffeomorphism of Uy, and «(Uy,) for each k, there is no domains Uy, containing
both & and &. Hence, |£—&1| > ¢ > 0. Otherwise, estimates (I7), (Z0), (41
imply that |&, — &1| < ¢/2 for sufficiently small ¢, a contradiction. Thus, the
map « is an injection and, thus, a diffeomorphism from £(M) to a(E(M)).
In particular, the set a(E(M)) is open in E(M). Let a(&s) — & as s — oo.
Since £(M) is compact, there is a subsequence of {{;} which converges to
some point £ in E(M) (for simplicity, let this subsequence coincides with
{&}). Since « is continuous, we have «(&s) — a(§) as s — oo and, hence,
¢ = a(€). Thus, the set a(E(M)) is also closed in E(M). So, we have
a(E(M)) = &'(M') and the map a = app is a diffeomorphism from £(M)
onto &'(M’") for small ¢t and all (M’, ¢') € M.

Estimates (21),([36),(@2) imply that

a*q'(0,0) =50

sup -1l =0

bere(M), cesny | 9(0,0)

uniformly with respect to (M’, ¢') € M;. So, the map « is near isometric for
small ¢.

Introduce the diffeomorphism oy = &1 o apr o €. In view of (@),
BY), @3), the map oy = (M, g) — (M',¢') is K-quasi-conformal with the
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dilatation K = K (o) satistying
t—0

sup Koy ) = 1.
(M’,g")eM;

In view of the definition (Il) of Teichmiiller distance between [(M,g)] and
[(M',g")], we obtain

sup dT([(M,g)],[(M’,g’)])§%log sup inf K (o) =200,

(M’,g")EM (M’,g")eMy 1

So, we have proved (2)) and Theorem [0.T]

A Proof of Lemma 2.7

Due to condition ii, the function x — [detF,(w, f(z)| attains the posi-

tive minimum mg on the compact X. Hence, in view of @, we have
|det F (z, f(x)| > mg/2 for sufficiently small ¢ and any z € &. Introduce
the functions

Fla,y) =y — (Fy(z, f(2))" Fz,y),
H(z,y) =y — (H(z, f(2))" H(z,y);

then (x,y) is a zero of F' (or H) if and only if y is a fixed point of the map
F(x,-) (or H(z,-)). Note that

Fi(w,y) =1 — (Fy(x, f(x)) 7 Fy(x,y), (44)
My (w,y) =1 — (Hy(z, f(x)) " Hy(z,y) (45)

and, in view of (IH)),

1# (2, ) = Fyla, ey < ct (46)

Y

(here and in the subsequent, the constants do not depend on H).

For z € X, y € Y, and € > 0, denote the e-neighbourhood of z (y) in
X (Y) by Us(z) (Vo(y)). Let 29 € X and yo = f(x¢), then F(zo,y0) = 0
and F,(zo,90) = 0. Since F' € C'(X,Y), for any § > 0, there exists a
sufficiently small ¢ = £(5) > 0 such that |F,(z,y)| < d for any x € U.(z)
and y € V.(f(z)). In view of (&), there exists to = to(d) > 0 such that
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[H;, (z,y)| < 20 for any t € (0,%p) and any = € U.(w) and y € V.(f(x)).
Then, choosing sufficiently small § = 6(z¢), we obtain

[H(z,y') = H(z,y)| < cdly’ =yl <[y —yl,

[H(z,y) = H(z, f(2))] < cde <e
for t € (0,t)), * € U(xg), and y € V.(f(x)). So, the map H(z,-) :
Vo(f(x)) — Vo(f(x)) is a contraction. Due to the Banach fixed-point the-
orem, for each z € U.(xg) and t € (0,%), there exists a unique point
y =: h(z) € V.(f(x)) such that H(x,y) = h(z) i.e. H(x,y) = 0. Also,
the condition ||} (z,y)|| < 20 and formula ({H) imply that H(z,y)"" ex-
ists for any ¢t € (0,%y), v € U.(xo), and y € V.(f(x)); in particular, there
exists H)(x,g(x))~". Therefore, since H € C'(X x Y;R"), we obtain h €
CY(U.(xp);Y) from the implicit function theorem.

In view of (I5) and the following equality

0= H(x,h(z)) — F(x, f(x)) =
= H(z,h(z)) — F(2,h(z)) + F(z, h(z)) — F(, f(z)),

we have
I/OT Fy(z, f(z) + es)eds| = |F(z, h(z)) — F(z, f(z))| < t,

where 7 = |h(z) — f(z)| and e = (h(z) — f(z))/7. Also, due to the condition
|5, (z,y)|| < 6 and formula (@), we have || F} (v, y) — F}(z, f(z))[| < cd for
te (07t0>7 VIS U&(x0)7 and y e ‘/g(f(']:)) Thusu

|/T Fy(x, f(z) + es)eds| > T|F,(z, f(x))e| — cdT > cr,
0

whence 7 < ct. So, we have proved that ||k — fllc(.(z0))y) < ct. Next,

)

0= I _ e i) + By, s ),
0= w = H,(z, M(x)) + Hy(z, h(z)) (x),

whence

f(x) = K(2) = (Hy(z, h(z))) " Hy(x, (@) — (Fy (=, f(2)) " Fi(@, f(2)) =
= (Hy(z, h(2))) " Hy(x, h(x)) — (Fy(x, h(x))) " F(2, h(z))+
+(Fy (@, h(2))) " Fy(w, h(z)) — (Fy(x, f(2)) " Fy(z, f(2)).
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Thus, ||k — fllerw. @we))y) < ct since F € C*(X x Y;R™) and the condition

(I5) holds.

The neighbourhoods Ues)(xo) (9 € X, § = 0(x)) provides an open
cover of X. Choose a finite subcover U.s)(zox) (K = 1,...,K) and put
t. = min{to(0(zox))}x- Then, fort € (0,t,), the function h is defined globally
on X and obeys H(z,h(z)) = 0 for z € X and satisfies (I5)). Also, there
exists neighbourhood N of the set {(x, f(x)) | # € X} in X x Y such that
all zeroes of H in N belong to the graph of h. The set N’ = (X x Y)\N is
compact, so |F| attains positive minimum M on N’. Due to (IH), H has no
zeroes on N’ for sufficiently small ¢ > 0.

Now, suppose that f is a diffeomorphism from X to f(X). Therefore,
|det f'(x)| > ¢p and |f(2') — f(x)| > ardistp(2’, ) (¢, 1 > 0) for any x € X.
Due to ([IH), |deth'(x)| > ¢o/2 > 0 for x € X. Suppose that h(z) = h(z'),
then

’

o- | " (s)ds = / " fls)dst [ ) = s -

/

~f) - 1@ + [ T (K (s) — /(s))ds,

where integral is taken over shortest curve in X' connecting x and z’. Thus,

crdist(2', z) < |/m (W' (s) — f'(s))ds| < ctdistz (', x)

due to ([IH). So, for sufficiently small ¢, the equality h(x) = g(z’) implies
a' = x. Therefore h is a a diffeomorphism from X to h(X).

B Proof of Lemma

Denote X := x,, Xy := 0,2, and Y] := zp, Yo := O,xp. The functions
X = (X1,X5) and Y = (Y1, Y>) satisfy the following Cauchy problems for
geodesic equations

%_f — A(X),  X(0,) = Xo(p), (47)
%_5: = B(Y), Y(0,pn)=Yy(n), (48)
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where

A(X) = (X2, —T5 (X X3 X35), Xo(p) = ((0, ), —vn(p))
B(Y) = (Y?, -T5 (YY), Yo(u) = (0, ), —viw (1))
and I’ ;k and f;k are Christoffel symbols corresponding to metrics A and b/,

respectively. Denote by ¥ a bounded domain in R? containing all —u;, (1)
(u € (=ro,70)). Condition (B3) implies

|A = Bllor@axr) < s, [[Yo — Xollor(—roro) < €5 (49)

The solutions of (7)) and (48) are fixed points of the maps

T

«%wmmzxum+/vanmmc

0
r

mnmm=%w+/wammw

0

Put a := || A c1(@x). Forri > 0 and € > 0, denote the closed ball in C(2,,)
of radius € with center at F' by B.,, (F). According to (49)), the inequalities

1B(Y1) = ANz, < c(1+¢€)s,
[AXq] = Xolle@z,) < ere,
1BY1] = Yollca,,) < cla+ s)rie

and
JA[X1] = AlXollc@rmy <cll Xy — Xolle@mar,
1BY:] = BY2]ll oy <cllY1 — Yallozr (a+8)

hold for any X, Xy € B, (Xo) and Y1, Y, € B, (Yy). Thus, for sufficiently
small €, 1, s, the maps A (B) are contractions on B, (Xy) and B /s, (Yo) C
B (Xo), respectively, and their fixed points X, Y satisfy

1Y = Xllc@, =IIBY] - AlX]llc@) < I1BY] =AY ]llc@+
HAY] - AlX][[c@m < es + Y = Xlle@r/2-
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Hence ||Y — X||C(Q—T1) < cs and

10,Y = 8, Xl oz =IBIY]  AlX ooy <

< [1BY] =AY llo@yy + 1AY] = AlX][le@) <

Differentiation of (47)) and (48) yields the following systems of linear equa-
tions

0 10X , 0X 0X ,
o () = (X5 G0 = (X0, (),
g oYyN ay oYy B ,
5 () = BN g0 500 = (0,00
Thus, the estimates above lead to
| aYy 0X || <
— — — | < ecs.

and, hence, to ([34]). The remaining statements of Lemma [2.2] easily follows

from (B4]).
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