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Stability of isometric immersions of hypersurfaces

Itai Alpern* Raz Kupferman* Cy Maor*

Abstract

We prove a stability result of isometric immersions of hypersurfaces in Rieman-
nian manifolds, with respect to LP-perturbations of their fundamental forms: For
a manifold M? endowed with a reference metric and a reference shape operator,
we show that a sequence of immersions f,, : M% — N%t1 whose pullback metrics
and shape operators are arbitrary close in LP to the reference ones, converge to an
isometric immersion having the reference shape operator. This result is motivated
by elasticity theory and generalizes a previous result [AKM22] to a general target
manifold N, removing a constant curvature assumption. The method of proof
differs from that in [AKM?22]: it extends a Young measure approach that was
used in codimension-0 stability results, together with an appropriate relaxation
of the energy and a regularity result for immersions satisfying given fundamen-
tal forms. In addition, we prove a related quantitative (rather than asymptotic)
stability result in the case of Euclidean target, similar to [CMMI9] but with no
a-priori assumed bounds.

Keywords: Rigidity, Riemannian manifolds, Isometric immersions, Non-Euclidean
elasticity
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1 Introduction

Background: rigidity in codimension 0 In 1850, Liouville proved that isometries
in R? are rigid [Lio50]: if © C R? is open and connected and f € C1(£;R?), and if for
every x € €, df (x) € SO(d), then, in fact, f is a rigid motion, f(z) = Qz + b for some
Q € SO(d) and b € R%. This theorem has been generalized over the years in a number
of ways:

e Regularity: Reshetnyak showed that the theorem holds for Lipschitz maps
[Res67a]. This is essentially a regularity result, as the proof proceeds by showing
that such Lipschitz maps are harmonic, hence smooth. (Reshetnyak’s theorem
can be reformulated as follows: if a Lipschitz map is a.e. orientation-preserving
and pulls backs a smooth metric, then it is smooth.)

e Asymptotic stability: Reshetnyak also showed that this rigidity is stable: if
dist(df,,, SO(d)) — 0 in L for some p € [1,00), then, modulo a subsequence and
translations, f, — Qz + b in WP(Q; R?) [Res67h].

e Quantitative stability: Friesecke, James and Miiller (FJM) ([FJMO02], see also
[CS06], Section 2.4]) proved a quantitative version of this theorem: for p € (1, c0),
there exists C' = C(Q, p) such that there exists for every f € W(Q;R9) a rigid
map f(z) = Qx + b, such that

I = Fllwrsiozs) < C1ldist(df. SO(@) |

There are many generalizations in other directions (e.g., for conformal maps, multiple
energy wells, incompatible fields), which are beyond the scope of this short discussion.
In the context of Riemannian geometry, Liouville’s and Reshetnyak’s theorems general-
ize to maps between two compact oriented Riemannian manifolds (M, g) and (N, b) of
the same dimension. In this context we denote by SO(g,, b,/) the space of orientation-
preserving isometries T,M — TN (or simply by SO(g, ), when no confusion may
arise).

e Rigidity: The following well-known fact can be thought of as a generalization of
Liouville’s theorem: if f € C?(M; N) satisfies df, € SO(gq, b)) for every ¢ € M,
then f is rigid, in the sense that it is determined by its value and the value of its
differential at a single point: Every ¢ € M has an open neighborhood U > ¢, such
that

flo = exp;l(q) odf, o (eng)_la

where exp? and exp” are the exponential maps in M and N.
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e Regularity: If f : M — N is Lipschitz and satisfies df € SO(g,bh) almost
everywhere, then f is a smooth isometric immersion and the previous statement
applies. This result (or variants of it) has been proved several times, using various

techniques [Res78|, [Res94] [LPT1T], [LS14, [KMST9].

e Asymptotic stability: It was shown in that if f, € W1P(M; N) satisfy
dist(df,, SO(g,h)) — 0 in LP(M), then (modulo a subsequence) f, converges
strongly in WP to a smooth isometric immersion f : M — N (in particular, such
an isometric immersion exists).

A generalization of the FJM quantitative stability result to a Riemannian setting is
yet missing, and even its formulation as a conjecture is not obvious. A particular
case concerning mappings between round spheres appear in [CLS22, Theorem 3.2]; a
stronger version of that result can in fact be deduced from the Euclidean result and
will be proved in a forthcoming paper [KM24].

The above results have direct relevance to elasticity theory: In the Euclidean settings
| dist(df,SO(d))]||}, is a prototypical model for the elastic energy of a strained elastic
solid, hence these theorems relate the smallness of the elastic energy to being close to a
zero energy state; essentially, any rigorous derivation of a low-energy limit in elasticity
uses these results. The Riemannian case arises in non-Euclidean elasticity, which is
an elastic theory for pre-stressed bodies (see, e.g., [ESK09, [ESK13|, [LM22]).
The asymptotic stability result in [KMSI19], for example, implies that (as expected
by physicists) if M cannot be immersed isometrically in N, then the infimal elastic
energy is positive, and the elastic body cannot release all of it stresses by, say, forming
microstructures.

Main result: asymptotic stability of isometric immersions in codimension-1
In this paper we are concerned with codimension-1 versions of the above results. The
classical theorem in this context (for a Euclidean target) is the fundamental theorem
of surface theory (see, e.g., [Ten71]):

Let (M, g) be an oriented, connected, simply-connected, compact d-dimensional
Riemannian manifolds with Lipschitz boundary. Let S by a smooth sym-
metric (1,1) tensor field on M. If g and S satisfy the Gauss-Codazzi
compatibility conditions, then there exists a smooth isometric immersion
f: M — R having shape operator S. This immersion is unique modulo

a composition with a Fuclidean rigid map.

We recall that for an immersion f : M — R we can define the Gauss map ny : M —
TR ~ R4 where ny(g) is the unique unit vector such that (df, (1), . . ., df,(ua), ns(q))
is an oriented basis of R¥™ for any oriented basis (uy, ..., uq) of T,(M). The second
fundamental form of an immersion is a (2, 0) tensor which is given by II; = —df*Vn; :
TMxTM — R; it contains the same information as the shape operator Sy : TM — TM,
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a (1,1) tensor implicitly defined via Vny = —df o Sy (which is well defined since the
image of Vny is normal to ny, and thus in the image of df). Thus, given a metric g and
a (1,1) tensor S, f : M — R is an isometric immersion having a shape operator S if

df € O(g,e) and Vny=—dfolS, (1.1)

where ¢ is the Euclidean metric, and O(g,, ¢) is the set of isometric linear maps 7,M —
Rd—l—l.

The last clause of the fundamental theorem of surface theory is, again, a rigidity state-
ment: An immersion f : M — R4 satisfying (L)) is determined by the values of
f(q) and df, at any ¢ € M. This rigidity statement generalizes to any target (d + 1)-
dimensional manifold (N, ), by replacing in (L)) ¢ with h and V with V/"7N the pull-
back connection of the Levi-Civita connection of (N, ), which is the natural derivative
of vector fields in N along f, i.e., maps that take p € M to a vector in Tf(p)N

The main focus of this article is the asymptotic stability of isometric immersions. The
codimension-0 property of being LP-close to an orientation-preserving isometry is re-
placed by being LP-close to first and second fundamental forms. For f : M — N we
define

Ep(f) = |l dist”(df, O(g, h))”ip(m) + ||vf*Tan +df o SHiP(M)' (1.2)

The first term, denoted 85 (f), is called a stretching energy and the second term,
denoted Ef (f), is called a bending energy. As these name suggest, this energy is
motivated by the elastic theory of thin bodies. There, one often compares the second
fundamental forms ((2,0) tensors) rather than the shape operators ((1, 1) tensors); from
a physical point of view these energies are equivalent, and using the shape operator is
more convenient from a calculus of variations point of view. See for further
details and implications to elasticity theory.

The natural space on which the energy ([L2) is defined and finite is the space of p-
Sobolev immersions,

Imm,(M; N) = {f € WH(M;N) : rankdf = d a.e. and ny € W'"P(M; TN)}, (1.3)

where ny is the unit normal vector field in N along f, which is defined a.e. Note that
for such non-smooth maps, the pull-back bundle f*TN is a non-smooth bundle; we
therefore define V/"7n ¢ using a connector operator, as explained in the next section.

Our main result is the following:

Theorem 1.1 Suppose that there exists a sequence of p-immersions f,, € Imm,(M;N),
p > 1, satisfying
lim &,(f.) — 0.

n—oo

'The uniqueness of an isometric immersion f : M — N having a given shape operator S and
given initial data f(q) and df,, follows from integrating along geodesics of M: Given ¢’ € M, let =
be a geodesic from ¢ to ¢’. Choose a parallel orthonormal frame (uq,...,uq) along v, with u; = 4.
Then the image of v and the frame under f is obtained uniquely by solving the system %ei = Sln,
D

Zn= —Sie;, where e; is the image of u;, n is their normal, and % is the covariant derivative in (N, ).
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Then there exists a subsequence of f, converging in WHP(M;N) to a smooth isometric
immersion f: (M, g) = (N,h). Furthermore, ns, — ngp in WHP(M; TN), and the shape
operator of the limit equals the reference shape operator, V" ™n; = —df o S.

This result was obtained in [AKM22] for the case where (N, bh) has constant sectional
curvature. The proof there was essentially based on reducing the problem to the
codimension-0 problem, by “thickening” (M, g) into a (d + 1)-dimensional manifold,
(M x [=h, h], G) for some h > 0, extending f into a map F' : M x[—h, h] — N, and using
the non-Euclidean version [KMS19] of Reshetnyak’s stability theorem in codimension-0.
This approach has difficulties generalizing beyond constant sectional curvature, since
we exploited in constant curvature the fact that the metric G is uniquely determined
by g and S, independently of the maps f,.

We overcome this by using a different approach. As a first step, we need the following
regularity theorem:

Theorem 1.2 Let f € Immy (M;N) such that the first fundamental form f*t and the
shape operator Sy, implicitly defined ng

VI TNy = —df oS¢ (1.4)
are smooth. Then, f is smooth.

Note that if f was in W?2P, this result would follow by bootstrapping the expressions
for the second derivatives in terms the frame induced by df and n;. However, we only
know that f € W and that n; € W, The improved regularity is then deduced
from compactness of low energy configurations of thin bodies of arbitrary dimension
and codimension [KS14], which, in turn, uses the FJM Euclidean rigidity estimate. It
is interesting whether one can deduce Theorem directly from elliptic regularity, as
done in codimension-0, using an adaptation of the Piola identity to codimension-1 (see

[KMS19]).

Given this regularity result, it is sufficient, in order to prove Theorem [LLI] to prove
that if €,(f,) — 0, then f, converges in W' to a zero energy map. To this end, we
deploy an approach using Young measures, first suggested for the proof of Reshetnyak’s
asymptotic stability theorem in [JK89], and then developed in for proving the
non-Euclidean equivalent result. Since in our case, as in [KMS19]|, the target space of
fn is not a vector space, one needs to work in local coordinates in order to use the
Young measure limit.

As such, this approach works for p > d, since only then maps in W1?(M;N) are
guaranteed to be localizable. In [KMST9], the lower integrability regime p < d (which
includes the most important case from the elasticity point of view, p = 2), is obtained

2As in the Euclidean target case, the shape operator Sy : TM — TM, is well defined by the definition
of ny as a unit vector normal to the image of df. Note that linear maps in 7M are canonically identified
with (1,1) tensors, i.e., as sections of T*M @ TM.



by first approximating f,, by uniformly Lipschitz maps fn A similar use of Lipschitz
truncation for overcoming the localization problem of Sobolev maps between manifolds

was done also in [KM21].

This approach, however, does not work directly on the energy €, since it is not clear
how to approximate immersions in Imm,,(M; N) by Lipschitz immersions (the immersion
property is lost in the truncation process). To overcome this difficulty, we first relax
the energy &, into an energy &, : WHP(M; TN) — [0, 00) (see Definition [B1), which is
defined and finite over all vector fields in W1?(M; TN), and not only for vector fields
that are perpendicular to their projection on N, as in Imm,(M;N). From an elasticity
point of view, the energy (Z’,p is essentially an energy for director fields, rather than
configurations of the elastic body. Thus, we prove a stronger version of Theorem [L.T]
for the energy &, (Theorem B.4) by applying Young measures for the case p > d, and
precede this analysis with a Lipschitz truncation for p < d, to get to the localizable
regime.

Additional quantitative stability result: In the appendix, we include a short
quantitative stability result, in the spirit of the FJM estimate:

We show in Theorem [AT] that if N = R4*! p € (1,00), and if the metric g of M and
shape operator S are compatible (i.e., if there exists an isometric immersion M — R4*1
with shape operator S), then for any f € Imm,(M;R%*!) there exists an isometric
immersion fy : M — R%! with shape operator S such that

1 = follyris + lIng = ng i, < CE(S),

where C' > 0 is a constant independent of f. In particular this implies Theorem [Tl for
a FEuclidean target space, under the assumption of compatibility. Similar results, com-
paring the left-hand side of two immersions with an energy that measures stretching
(discrepancy of the first fundamental forms) and bending (discrepancy of the second
fundamental form), appear in [CMMI19] (in particular Theorem 4.3). These results,
however, require f to be in Imm,(M; R?*!) for ¢ > min{p, 2}, and, more importantly,
requires a-priori uniform bounds on the first an second fundamental forms; Theorem [A.T]
does not require such a priori bounds, and also admits a simpler proof. Additionally,
Theorem [A.J] can be generalized to director fields, using the relaxed energy &, (Defini-
tion B.)), whereas the result of [CMMI19] cannot. The difference is mainly because of
the different structures of the stretching and bending energy (in [CMMT9], the bend-
ing energy measures a discrepancy in the second fundamental forms rather than in the
shape operators). This can be seen as another evidence that the energy &, is the natural
“stretching plus bending” energy from a calculus of variations point of view.

Structure of the paper In Section Bl we review the definitions of Sobolev spaces
between manifolds and prove some basic properties, in particular for Sobolev vector
fields. We also introduce coordinate representations of the energy and the main fields



Codimension-0 Codimension-1

Euclidean Riemannian Euclidean Riemannian
Fundamental
Rigidity [Lio50)] “Folklore” theorem of “Folklore”
surfaces [Ten7]]
Regularity Rosora) | ResT8 Besh | poeyroy Theorem

LS14], [KMS19]
L? Asymptotic

Stability [Res67h] [KMS19] [AKM?22] Theorem [[T]
Constant

L? Quantitative [FINO2 curvature [CMM19],
Stability k>0 |CLS22, | Theorem [A.1]
KM?24

Figure 1: A summary of the results presented in the introduction. This list is
not comprehensive: there are many other results on regularity of isometries (e.g.,
[Har58, [CHTO, [Tay006]), of isometric immersions without assumptions on the second
fundamental form (e.g., [Pak04, [MPO5, Hor1ll [LP13, JP17, [HVIS]), and of stability

of immersions in Euclidean setting in various topologies, stronger than the LP stability

discussed here [Cia03], [CM16], [CMT9, [CMM20].

in Section 2.1l In Section B we define the relaxed energy (Section B.l) and prove
Theorem [[LT] modulo the smoothness result (Theorem [[2]), which we proof in Section [l
Finally, we prove in Appendix [Al the codimension-1 Euclidean stability result. Figure I
displays a table in which our results are put in context with the existing literature.

Notations Let (V,g) and (W, h) be oriented inner-product spaces. We denote the
inner-products by (-, )y and (-, -)s. We denote the corresponding norms by | - |, unless
the notations |- |4 and | - |, help readability. We denote by Hom(V, W) the space of
linear maps from V' to W; we denote by O(g, h) C Hom(V, W) the subset of orthogonal
maps; if V' and W have equal dimensions, we denote by SO(g,h) C O(g,bh) the set of
orientation-preserving orthogonal maps. We denote the norm on Hom(V, W) induced
by g and h by |- |, rather than by the more cumbersome notation | - |;5. For a set
K C Hom(V,W) and A € Hom(V, W), we denote by dist(A, K) the distance (with
respect to the norm |- |) between the element A and the set K. These notation carry
on naturally if V' and W are replaced by vector bundles over a manifold (in particular
to the tangent bundle endowed with a Riemannian metric).

For a manifold M, we denote by QF(M) the space of k-forms on M. For a vector
bundle £ — M, we denote by I'(E) the space of sections of E, and by QF(M;E)
the space of E-valued k-forms on M. Likewise, we denote by LPI'(E), LPQ*(M; E),
WLPT(E) and WPQF(M; E) the corresponding spaces having LP- and WP-regularity;



the corresponding norms are induced by norms on TM and E. Finally, for a Rieman-
nian manifold (M, g), dVol, denotes the Riemannian volume form. More notations are
introduced in the next section in the context of mappings between manifolds.

2 Sobolev maps between manifolds

This work is concerned with Sobolev maps between Riemannian manifolds. Let (M, g)
and (X, ) be Riemannian manifolds of arbitrary dimensions, with M compact, possibly
with boundary, and X without boundary (in the sequel, (X,r) is either a compact
Riemannian manifold (N, ), or its non-compact tangent space (TN, S"), where the
metric SV is described below). For smooth f : M — X, we denote by Df : TM — TX
the tangent map, acting as

Df:(q,6) = (f(q), df¢(&))  qeM, £€TM,

which is a linear bundle morphism covering f (e.g., [Sau89, Chap. 2]). The map D f
should be distinguished from the differential df € I'(T*M ® f*TX), acting as

dfy = & = dfy(£),

which is a linear bundle map; df is the pullback of D f, where as common, f*T'X denotes
a vector bundle over M, with the canonical identification (f*1TX), ~ Ty X.

For p > 1, the space of Sobolev maps W1P(M; X) can be defined intrinsically, along
with a notion of a weak derivative (see Convent and van Schaftingen [CS16] for a recent
account). An equivalent extrinsic (and more common) definition is given by using
Nash’s embedding theorem, introducing an isometric embedding ¢ : (X,1) — (RP,¢),
for some D large enough. Then,

WPV X)={f: M =X : 1ofecWPORY)}.

This space inherits the strong and weak topologies of WP(M;R?), and it is inde-
pendent of the embedding ¢. Moreover, ¢ o WHP(M; X) is a weakly closed subset
of WhP(M;R?), and in particular bounded sequences have weakly-convergent subse-
quences for p € (1,00). That is, if f, € WHP(M; X) satisfies that ¢ o f,, is bounded in
WhP(M; RP), then there exists a subsequence and an f € W1P(M; X) such that f,, — f
in WhP(0M; X), which by definition means that ¢t o f,, — ¢t o f in WP(M;R”). Even
though df has to be interpreted as a weak derivative, it still holds that df, is a linear
map from T;M to Ty X for almost every ¢ € M. Furthermore, the chain rule holds
a.e., D(to f) = Dvo Df [CS16], Prop. 1.8].

Our choice of working with the tangent map D f rather than the differential df is due to
the following: When f is a Sobolev map, the pullback bundle f*T'X is a not a smooth
vector bundle, and consequently df is a bundle map into a non-smooth vector bundle;
this is in contrast with the tangent map D f, which is a map between two smooth vector
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bundles, TM and T'X. The price to pay is that Df is not a linear vector bundle map,
but rather a linear bundle morphism.

Note that, if ¢ : (X,1) — (R, ¢) is an isometric embedding, then by our convention,
Di:TX — RP xRP, Du:(q,&) — (t(q),deg(€)),

which is an embedding of T'X into Euclidean space (though not necessarily isometric),
whereas

do:TX =R di:(q, &)~ diy(€)
is not an embedding. For f € W1P(M, X),

D(tof)=DioDf:TM — R” x R”,
is an immersion if f is an immersion, whereas
d(tof)=dioDf:TM — R”

is not. In this context, T"M ® T'X is a vector bundle over M x X, and the latter
can be viewed as a fiber bundle over M. A section of T"M ® TX — M is a map
¢: M = T"M ® TX, such that for ¢ € M, ((q) is a linear map from T;M to Tr (¢ () X.
Moreover, we interpret Dio ¢ : M — RY x (T*M ®@ RP), i.e., Dt only acts here on the
TX component. We define

PM;TMRTX) ={¢C: M= TMRTX : Do e LF(M;RY x T"M @ RP)}.
Finally, for £ : M — T'X, we denote

[€le = |dv o ],

i.e., for ¢ € M, the norm only captures the linear part of the mapping £(q) € Tr(e(g) X.

When p > dimM, one can equivalently define W'?(M;X) as the set of continuous
functions, which upon composition with charts in M and X are in W1 (Rdm M, Rdim2)

strong convergence in W1P(M; X) is equivalent to strong convergence in every coordi-
nate chart [Weh04, Lemmata B.5, B.7].

I

Sobolev vector fields Given two compact Riemannian manifolds (M, g) and (N, h),
we apply the above construction to Sobolev maps from M into vector fields in N, i.e.,
to maps £ : M — T'N. To this end, we need to introduce a Riemannian metric on T'N.

The Riemannian metric h on TN induces in a canonical way a Riemannian metric on
T'N. Specifically, there exists a one-to-one correspondence between an affine connection
V on TN and a connector operator, K : TTN — TN, such that for ¢ € N and
s € TN,

K : T,TN — T,N.



The connector induces the covariant derivative via

V. = K" o Dn(s) for every n € I'(T'N) and s € T'N.

Denote by z € RY¥™N coordinates on N; by choosing a local frame field in this coordinate

patch, we obtain local coordinates (z,v) € R24mN of TN, We denote the associated
coordinates on TTN by (z,v,w,s) € R*¥mN " In these coordinates, the projection
7w : TN — Nis given by 7(x,v) = z, its derivative D : TTN — TN by D7 (z,v,w,s) =
(z,w), and the connector K is given by

K(z,v,w,s) = (z,s + I'(x)[v,w]),

where I' : REmN s Bil(RY¥™Y) is a smooth map into the space of bilinear maps on
RY™N (yepresenting the Christoffel symbols). In the following, we will always take the
Levi-Civita connection V", and its corresponding connector K.

The map Dr x K" : TTN — TN x5 TN is a linear bundle isomorphism (covering the
projection 7 : TN — N), turned into an isometry by introducing the Sasaki metric

SY on TTN [Sashs],
(V. W)so = (D (V), Dr(W))y + (KO(V), K" (W), (2.1)

By choosing an isometric embedding ¢ : (TN, S%) — (R”,¢), where ¢ is the Euclidean
metric, that is,
<dL(V), dL(W»e - <V7 W>Sh VW € TTN,

we can define the Sobolev space W1P(M; TN) as above.

The zero section ¢ € I'(T'N) is an isometric embedding of (N, ) into (TN, SY): indeed,
for ¢ € N and v,w € T, N,

(v, w)crgr = (D¢(v), DC(w)) g
= (D7 o D((v), Do D((v))y + (K" o D¢(v),K" o D((v))y
= <U>w>h’

where the first equality is the definition of the pullback metric ¢(#S%, and in the last

passage we used the fact that Dm o D¢ = Idpy and K" o D( = 0. Thus, 3 : N — RP
given by 7 = 1o ( is an isometric embedding of (N, h) into (R”,¢) (although for our
uses one can choose any other isometric embedding of N into Euclidean space).

For a map & : M — TN we denote fe = mo&: M — N. Note that by the definition of
the Sasaki metric,
|DE* = [Dfe* +|K" o DEP, (2.2)

or equivalently,
|deo DE|? = |dyo Dfe|* + |dyo K" o DEJ?. (2.3)

(Note that dj : TN — R rather than ¢ : TN — R is the linear isometry.) The
following lemma asserts that strong and weak convergence of a sequence &, implies the
corresponding convergence of f :
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Lemma 2.1 Let p € [1,00). If & € W'P(M; TN), then fe € WH(M;N). Further-
more, if &, — & in WHP (M TN), then fe, — fe in WHP(M;N), and similarly for strong

convergence.

Proof: Let v : (TN,S") — (RP,¢) and 5 : (N,h) — (R, ¢) be defined as above. Let
& € WHP(M; TN). Since N is compact, the fact that fe € W'P(M;N) follows from
(22) (or equivalently, ([23])).

Let & — & in WYP(WM;TN), ie., to &, — vto& in WHP(M;RP). By ([Z3) and the
compactness of N, jo f¢, is bounded in W!'?(M;RP) (and equi-integrable if p = 1),
and thus jo fe, weakly converges to some F' € WH(M;RP) (modulo a subsequence).
We need to show that F' = jo fe. Since weak W!'P-convergence implies strong LP-
convergence, we can move to a subsequence and obtain that ¢ o &, — ¢ o & almost
everywhere, and thus, for that same subsequence, jo f; — jo fe almost everywhere,
which by the uniqueness of the limit implies that F' = j0 fs. As we could have started
with any subsequence of &, and obtain the result for a sub-subsequence, the claim holds
for the whole sequence.

Next assume that &, — & strongly in WIP(M;TN). Since, a fortiori, §, — ¢ in
WHP(M; TN), it follows from the previous clause that fe, — f¢ in W'?(M;N), or
equivalently, that 7o fe, — g0 fe in W'P(M;RP). We need to show that d(yo fe,) —
d(yo fe) in LP(W; T*M @ RP). Tt is sufficient to prove this for a subsequence, and thus
we can assume, without loss of generality, that Dio D, — Dio DE almost everywhere.
Since D¢ is an embedding, it follows that D&, — D¢ almost everywhere (as maps
from M — T*M @ TTN). In particular, Dr o D, — D7 o D¢ almost everywhere
(as maps M — T"M @ TN), i.e., Dfe, — Dfe, almost everywhere, and thus also
d(y0 fe,) = d(y0 fe). To complete the proof it remains to show that

lim / D fe. [P dVol, — / D £l dVol,. (2.4)
M M

n—o0

Since Dfe, — Dfe, almost everywhere we also have that |Df,
everywhere, and since

[Dfe,[” <[D&" and  [Dfel” <[DEJP,

P — |Dfe|P almost

and since it follows from the strong W'P-convergence of &, that

lim / | DE,|P dVoly = / | DE|P dVol,
M M

n—oo

the limit (2.4) follows from a refinement of the dominated convergence theorem (e.g.,

[EGI5] Theorem 1.20]). [ |
The following lemma, which will be needed in the sequel, addresses a situation where
&, — & in WP along with KY o DE,, converging strongly in LP. The fact that the limit
is, as one would expect, K" o D¢ is somewhat non-trivial, since the two converging
sequences have to be interpreted with respect to two different maps into R”. Since this
suffices in the application below, we assume that p is large enough:
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Lemma 2.2 Let p > dimM, and let v and ) be defined as above. Assume that &, — &
in WHP(M; TN). Assume further that djo K o D, — dyo T in LP(M; T*M @ RP) for
some map T : M — Hom(TM, TN). Then T = K" o D¢ a.e.

Proof: Since p > dimM, &, — £ uniformly, hence we can work with local coordinates:
Let X : Q ¢ RI™M M oand YV : Q ¢ RI™N 5 N be local coordinate systems, and
denote (z,,v,) = (DY) o, 0 X, and similarly (z,v) = (DY) 'ofo X, both maps 2 —
Q x RI™N_ The uniform convergence &, — & implies that (z,,v,) — (&, v) uniformly.
The boundedness of &, in WHP(M;TN) implies the boundedness of the coordinate
expressions (1, v,) in WHP(Q, R24mN) “hence (z,,,v,) — (z,v) in WIP(Q, R2dmN) 0
(x,v). In these coordinates,

D&y = (T, U, Day[], Dug[]) : @ = (Q x RI™M) x Hom(RT™N, R dm ),

hence,
K" o D¢, = (v, Dv,[-] + T(2,)[vn, Dx,[]).

Since Dv, — Dv and Dz, — Dz in L?, ' is smooth and (z,,v,) — (z,v) uniformly,
we obtain that

(@, DUa[-] + T(@n)[vn, Dxo[]]) = (2, D[] + D(2)[v, Dz ]])

in LP(€; Q x Hom(RImM RImMNY) = We has thus proved that K" o DE, — K o D¢
weakly in LP in every coordinate patch.

Add now the fact that djo K"o D¢, — djoT strongly in LP. By moving to subsequences,
we can assume that dj o K% o D¢, — dj o T a.e. Since Dj : N — R?X is an embedding,
it follows that K o D¢, — T a.e. Therefore, in coordinates, for almost every p € €2,

(@n(p); Dypvnl-] + T (@n(p))[va(p), Dpzal]]) = T(p)[].

Thus T'= K o D¢ a.e. in every coordinate patch, hence a.e. |
The following is an immediate application of [AKM22] Prop. D.1]:

Proposition 2.8 Let p > dimM. Then, &, — & in WH(M; TN) if and only if
fe. = fe in WEP (M N), and for some isometric embedding j: N — RP,

djoé, = djof in LP(M; RP),

and
djo K" o D&, — djo K"o D¢ in LP(T*M;RP).
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Sobolev immersions Let dimM = d and dimN = d + 1, and let f € W'?(M;N)
satisfy rank df = d a.e. We may define a.e. a map ny € L®(M;TN) covering f, such

that ng(q) € TypN is a unit vector, normal to the image of D f,, and for every oriented
basis (uy,...,uqs) C T,M,

(dfy(wr), - - dfy(ua),ns(q)) C Ty N

is an oriented basis. If ny € WP(M; T'N), we say that f belongs to the set of p-Sobolev
immersions (this is the definition in ([.3])). Since there is a one-to-one correspondence
between f and ny, Imm,(M;N) can be identified with a subset of W?(M;TN), and
specifically a subset of W1?(M; SN), where SN C TN is the sphere bundle of N. It is
however not a closed subset, as the rank condition is not closed under W P-convergence.

For f € Imm,(M;XN), the total energy (I.2)) is more rigorously written as
Ef) = / (dist”(Df, O(g, b)) + |[Df o S+ K" o Dny|?) dVol,, (2.5)
M

as this notation does not rely on non-smooth pullback bundles and their corresponding
pullback connections.

Trivializations Let &, € W?(M; TN) be a sequence converging to & € WhP(M; T'N)
uniformly (hence in particular, fe, — f¢ uniformly). The compactness of M and N
implies the existence of finite open covers U = {U;} and V = {V;} of M and N such
that TN|y, is a trivial bundle for every ¢, and such that f¢ (U;) C V; for n large
enough. For every such U and V (to simplify notations we omit the index i), let
R :V — SO(h, R1mN) bhe a smooth orthonormal frame (which may or may not be a
coordinate frame), namely, for every ¢ € V and n,¢ € T, N,

<777 5)!} = <R on,Ro 5)2
Such a frame exists by the triviality of TN|y. Then, restricting to U,
RoDfe,,RoDfe € LPQYU; N x RNy

where R acts on the vector part dfe, of Dfe . Note that Ro Df, — Ro Dfe #
Ro (Dfe, — Dfe); in fact, the right-hand side is not well-defined, as the images of &,
and & do not belong to the same fiber of TN.

Proposition 2.4 Assume that p > dim M. Then,
fgn — f5 m Wl’p(M; N)
if and only if .
RoDfs, — RoDf:  in LPQY(U; N x RI™X)
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for every U € U. Likewise, if
fe. = fe  in WH(MGN)

then _
RoDfe, =~ RoDfe  in LPQY(U; N x RH™X)

for every U € U.

Proof: Since Ro Dfe, (z) = (fe, (), Ry, (2) © (dfe,)z), and R, is a linear map depend-
ing smoothly on the footpoint, and the footpoints f¢, converge uniformly to fe by

assumption, the proof follows from the same arguments as the one of Proposition
|

2.1 Coordinate representation of the energy

In this section, we present some of geometric constructs and the energy (L.2) in coor-
dinates for the benefit of readers who are more used to this notation. For simplicity,
assume that both M and N are covered by single coordinate charts,

Tyt M — R? and Tn : N — R
A map f: M — N is represented by a map R? D (M) — R4FL,
x> xxo fo :53741,

with components f¢, where for the sake of clarity, we use Latin indexes for the body
manifold M, and Greek indexes for the space manifold N.

Throughout this section, we will denote the projection of a vector bundle onto its base
by 7, where the type (e.g., TM — M or TTN — TN) should be clear from the context.
The tangent bundle TM has coordinates (¢, in¢) : TM — RY x R where, with a
slight abuse of notations which will be used repeatedly, xy¢ = x) o ™ and Ty = dxyg;
the metric g is represented by a matrix-valued function zy(M) — R¢®@R9, with entries
gij, such that for V€ T,

VP = gij(an(V)) &4(V)i(V),

with the Einstein summation convention over repeated indexes. Similarly, the tangent
bundle TN has coordinates (zy, i) : TN — R x RI*L: the metric b is represented
by a matrix-valued function zy(N) — R @RI with entries b3, so that for a vector
W e TN,

W1? = Bagp(x(W)) 25 (W)ag(W).

For f : M — N, the fiber of the pullback bundle f*T'N at a point p € M is canonically
identified with the fiber T}, N; its coordinates are (zyg, @) : f*ITN — R x R4 where
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Ty = Ty o and Zy is identified with @y : TN — R4, via the canonical identification
of fibers of f*I'N with fibers of TN. The coordinate representation of df € I'(f*T'N) is
the map (M) — Hom(R¢, R41) given by 9, f¢, whereas the coordinate representation
of Df : TM — TN is the map xy(M) — R x Hom(R?, R¥*1), given by (f<,d;f%).

We denote by g'/2 : 2y(M) — Hom(R?, %) and /2 : rx(N) — Hom(E*, R*1) the
symmetric positive-definite square roots of the matrices g and b, i.e.,

9i; = 0ra(g"*)¥(g"?)} and bas = 0y, (H'/2)2(5"%)1.

The stretching energy of f : M — N takes the form
) = [ dist(@Qa),0(d) det(g' *(a)
za (M)

where
QF (x) = (0'2(f(2)))3 ;1% () (g7 *(2))],
or, in matrix form,
Q(z) = h'(f(x)) o df (x) o g~ (),
and the distance here is with respect to the Euclidean Frobenius norm.
We proceed with the double tangent TT'N, which has coordinates

(2, T, Un, D) TTN — R 5 R 5 R 5 RO

where xn = xyom, T = Iy om, vy = Tx o Dm and vy = doy. That is, a vector
in T{zy,i0) TN represents a direction of change, in T'N, from the point (wy,Zy); the
coordinate vy represents the direction of change in the coordinate zy, and vy the
direction of change in the coordinate Zy.

We further denote by I' : 2x(N) — Hom(R¥*! @ R4 R4+1) the Christoffel symbols of
the Levi-Civita connection, with coordinates I'3.; the connection map K . TTN — TN
is defined by,

oxn o KV = xy and i o K = iy + () [, vn]-

Let £,Y € X(N) be vector fields having coordinate representation xx(N) — R4+

o o —1 o o —1
¥ =axo&oxy and Y*=a3oY oxy .

The coordinate representation of DE(Y) : N — TTN is the map zn(N) — RIFL x
R x R4 given by
(V2,60 Y7 9pt®).
Thus, the coordinate representation of K90 DE(Y) : N — TN is the map xn(N) — R
given by
VP 98" + T4, (2)Y €7,
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thus showing that indeed K" o DE(Y) = Vy €.

We proceed to write the bending energy in explicit form. The reference shape operator
S is represented by a map (M) — Hom(R?, R?) with indexes S7. The unit normal
n; is represented by a function zy (M) — R such that

(Orf*(x), ..., 0af*(x),nF(2))

is an oriented basis for R¥! and n;(z) is a unit vector normal to range of V f(z) with
respect to the inner-product hs(f(x)). With this we have

&) (f) = / o (g”’(:c)haa(f(@)A?(@Af(:c))m det(g"/*(2)) du,

where
A () = 0§ (x) + T8, (f (2))0:f7 (x)n}(x) + 8 f7 ()55 (),

represents the discrepancy between the target shape operator S and the shape operator

of f as defined in (4.

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

3.1 The relaxed functional

Denote as above d = dim M. Consider the vector bundle of rank d +1, TM & R — M
endowed with the product metric

((v,8), (w,t))e = (v, W)y + st, for g e M, v,w € T,M and s,t € R.

The orientation of TM @ R is induced by the orientation of TM: if (uq,...,u4) is an
oriented basis for T,M, then, (uy,...,uq, 1) is an oriented basis for T,M & R.

For £ € W1?(M; TN) we introduce the map
Dfe® e LP(M; (TMeR)" @ TN),
which is a linear bundle morphism covering f¢ defined a.e. by
(Dfe ®&)q(v,t) = dyfe(v) +1£(q) € Ty (N,

where ¢ € M, v € T,M and t € R. That is, on the left-hand side we identify £(q) €
ng(q)N with f(q) € HOIH(R, ng(q)N).

Definition 3.1 The relazed energy functional &, : W'"?(M;TN) — [0,00) is
defined by

8p(§):/Mdistp(ngEB&,SO(G,U))dVolQ+/M|Df§oS+KhoD§|pdVOZg
= &5(¢) + €5(¢).
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Proposition 3.2 The functional ép is a relazation of €,, in the sense that
&(f)=E,(ng)  forall f € Tmmy,(M,N).

Furthermore éf;(f) = 0 if and only if fe € Imm,(M;N), £ =ny, and Df € O(g,b) a.e.

Proof: We first prove the second claim. Let éf(f) =0, ie, Dfe ® ¢ € SO(G,h) a.e.
Let v € TM. Then,

[Dfe(0)ly = [(Dfe @) (v, 0)[y = [(v,0)|c = [vlg,

thus proving that Dfe € O(g, h). In particular, D f¢ has full rank a.e. Moreover, a.e.,
and for every v € TM,

(Dfe(v), &)y = ((Dfe @) (v, 0), (Dfe ® €)(0,1))y = ((v,0),(0,1))c = 0,

whereas

(€8 = ((Dfe©€)(0,1),(Dfe ®&)(0, 1))y = ((0,1),(0,1))c = 1,

i.e., £ = ny, and since { € WHP(M; TN), it follows that fe € Imm,(M;N). The other
direction is immediate.

The first claim follows from the next lemma. [ |
Lemma 3.3 For f € Imm,(M,N), the following identity holds,

dist(Df @ ny, SO(G, b)) = dist(Df, O(g,h)).

Proof: This is a linear-algebraic statement. Let (V1,g1), (V2, g2) and (W, h) be oriented
d-, k- and (d + k)-dimensional inner-product spaces. Let A € Hom(V;, W) and B €
Hom(V;, W) satisfy

(a) A®B € Hom(V; @ V,, W) is orientation-preserving (with respect with the natural
orientation of V; & V43).
(b) Image(A) = (Image(B))*.
(c) B € O(ga,h).
Then,
dist(A @ B,SO(g; @ g2, b)) = dist(A, O(g1, b)).

In the present case k = 1, A = Df and B = ny. Indeed, by definition, Df @ ny is
orientation-preserving, ny is a unit vector, and G is a product metric. [ |

The fact that €,(f) = &,(ns) implies that Theorem [l is proved if we prove the
following relaxed version:
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Theorem 3.4 Suppose that there exists a sequence &, € WHP(N; TN) satisfying

lim &,(&,) — 0.

n— o0

Then there exists a subsequence of &, converging strongly in W'?(M; TN) to a smooth
limit . Furthermore, €,(§) = 0, implying that fe € Imm,(M;N) is a smooth isometric
immersion, satisfying K9 o Dny, = —=Dfe¢oS, e, S is the shape operator of the limit.

3.2 Basic compactness considerations

Lemma 3.5 Let p > 1, and assume ép(fn) — 0. Then &, has a weakly converging
subsequence &, — & in WYP(N; TN). In particular, if p > d then &, — & uniformly.
The same (weak/uniform convergence) holds for fe, — fe.

Proof: Let &,(&,) — 0. The uniform boundedness of the stretching energy ég (&) and
the compactness of N imply that &, is a bounded sequence in LP(M, T'N) and that D f,
is a bounded sequence in LP(M; T*M @ TN): Indeed,

|Dfe ® €| = max{|Dfel, |£]},

and

dist(Dfe ® €,50(G, b)) > [Dfe ® €| — Vd+ 1,

since every element of SO(G,b) is of norm v/d + 1. The boundedness of the bending
energy £5(&,) implies in turn that K%0DE, is a bounded sequence in LP(M; T*M®QTN).
By the definition (21) of the Sasaki metric, this implies that D¢, is a bounded sequence
in LP(M; T*M @ TTN), i.e., &, is bounded in W'P(M; TN). The claim on &, follows
immediately, and the claim on fe, follows from Lemma 2.1] [

3.3 The case p > d

We first prove Theorem [3.4] for p > d; this restriction is relaxed further below. The
analysis for p > d can also be applied directly to the functional £, : Imm,(M;N) —
[0, 00); the extension to p < d in the next part, however, cannot.

Analysis of the limiting map Let U, V and R define trivializations of TN as in
Section Pl and let U € U; note that TU = TM|y is a vector bundle over U. Then,

an, =Ro(Dfe, ®&,) € LPT((TU @ R)* @ R,
which is a section of a vector bundle over U, is a trivialization of Df, @ &, satisfying

dist(Dfe, @ &, SO(G, b)) = dist(ow, SO(G, ¢)).
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The fact that €,(&,) — 0 implies in particular that

lim [ dist’(c,, SO(G,¢)) dVol, = 0. (3.1)

n— o0 U

It follows from (B.1]) that o, is an LP-bounded sequence of sections of (TU ®R)* @ R4+,
By the fundamental theorem of Young measures (see [KMST9l Section 3.1] for a version
for vector bundles), there exists an LP-Young measure v € YP(U, (TU @ R)* @ R4*1)
such that .

a, — V.

That is, for every vector bundle £ — U and every (generally nonlinear) bundle map
W (TU ® R)* ® R — E for which W(a,) : U — E is L'-weakly precompact,

W(a,) — {q — /(TU%R)*WH W(A) duq(A)} in L'T'(E).

Take W(A) = dist(A, SO(G,¢e)). Since W(a,,) is bounded in LP(U) for p > 1, it is
L'-weakly precompact, from which follows that

0= lim [ dist(a,,SO(G,e))dVol,

n—oo U

- / / dist(4, SO(G, ¢)) dv(A) dVol,,
U J(TUGR)* @Rd+1

i.e., v, is supported on SO(G,¢) for a.e. ¢ € U.

For general oriented inner-product spaces (V, g) and (W, ) of equal dimension s, and a
linear map A € Hom(V, W), the determinant and the cofactor of A, det A € Hom(R; R) ~
R and cof A € Hom(V, W) can be defined in a basis-independent manner by

det A = x40 (A°A) 0 x4 and cof A = (=1)*! s o(A*TTA) 0 %,

where x4 : A"V — A*FV and *, : AFW — AS7FW are the hodge-dual isomorphisms of
the respective spaces, and AFA is the k-minor of A, defined by

/\kA(’Ul, e ,Uk) = A(Ul) VANCIVA A(’Uk)

These definitions can be equivalently obtained by choosing positive orthonormal bases
for V- and W and evaluating the determinant and cofactor of their matrix representa-
tions in these bases. It is well-known that

A € S0(g,b) if and only if cof A=A and detA=1.

With that, consider next the test functions W(A) = A, W(A) = cof A and W(A) =
det A. By definition, they are compositions of minors of A of ranks 1, d and (d + 1),
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respectively, and hodge-dual isometries. Since b and h=! are bounded uniformly (in
coordinates) and Dfe, is bounded in L, both the cofactor and the determinant of ay,
are uniformly bounded in L?/?, and therefore W (a,) are L'-weakly precompact for all
above choices of W. It follows from the definition of the Young measure limit that

o, — {q R / Adyq(A)} in LIT((TU & R)* ® R
(TUDR)*@RA+1

cof(ay) — {q R / cofAdyq(A)} in LIT((TU & R)* ® R
(TUDR)*@RA+1

det(a,) — {q — / detAdl/q(A)} in L'(U).
(TUSR)*@RI+1

Since v, is supported on SO(G,¢) for a.e. ¢ € U, and on that set cof A = A and
det A =1, it follows that

o — {q — / Aduq(A)} in L'T'((TU @ R)* @ R*™)
SO(Ge)
cof(ay) — {q R / Aduq(A)} in LT(TU @ R @ R™)  (3.2)
SO(Ge)
det(a,) — 1 in L'(U).

Recall that &, — £ (hence also fe, — f¢) in WP, Tt follows from the second clause of
Proposition 2.4] that

a, ~a=Ro(Dfe®¢) in L'FT((TU @ R)* @ R*™). (3.3)
Lemma 3.6 The weak LP-convergence o, — o tmplies that

cof (av,) — cof () in LP0((TU @ R)* @ R*)

det(ay,) — det(a) in LP/(U). (3.4)

Proof: Since the hodge-dual operator is a linear isometry and &, — & uniformly, it
suffices to show that

Ara,, — NFa in LP'T(AMTU @ R)* @ AFRHY)
for k = d,d + 1. We show more generally that for every k=1,...,d+ 1

Ara, = Ao in P/ RGO AR(TU @ R)* @ AFR.
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We start by noting that for vq,...,v, € T,U and t4,...,t; € R,

/\kan((vlv tl)v s (Ukv tk)) = /\;?:I(ngn(@ © quﬁn (Uj> + thfsn(Q) © gn(q»
= Aj_ 1ngn(q o Dyfe, (v))

+Z )te Aje (R, () © Dofe,(v7)) A (Rye, (@) © al@)),

ie.,
N, = N*(Ro Dfe, ®0) + A" '(Ro Dfe, ®0) A (0® Ro&y).

Since &, — & uniformly, and since the product of a weakly LP-convergent sequence and
a uniformly convergence sequence is weakly LP-convergent, it suffices to show that

A (RoDf,) = N*(RoDf)  in LP/™nkdQR [, AFRIT),

Since M and N are compact, the orthonormal frame R can be replaced by any other
smooth frame, for example, R = dh, where h : V — R is a local coordinate system.
The claim reduces then to the standard weak-continuity of minors, proved inductively
on k (see, e.g., [Rinl8 Lemma 5.10]). [ |

Since cof(AB) = cof(A) cof(B) and det(AB) = det(A) det(B), and since R is an
orientation-preserving isometry,

cof(Ro A) = Ro cof(A)

det(Ro A) = det(A),

we obtain by combining (B.4]) with ([3.2]) that,
cof(Dfe® &) =Dfe d ¢ and det(Dfe @) =1 a.e.,

which implies that

Dfe ® & € SO(G,h) a.e.
Thus £5(¢) = 0. By Proposition B2, fe € Imm,(M;N) with Df; € O(g,b), and
5 = ﬂfg.
Thus, we have obtained at this stage that &, — & in W'? where, ¢ = ns.. In order to
complete the proof for the case p > d, we need to show that the convergence is in fact

strong, that the shape operator of ny, is S, and deduce from Theorem that the limit
is smooth.

Strong convergence and second fundamental form of the limit From the
uniqueness of the limit, combining ([3.2) and (B.3]),

/ Adv,(A) = ay for a.e. x € U.
SO(Ga )
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The left-hand side is a convex combination of elements in SO(G,, ¢) and the right-hand
side is in SO(G,, ¢) (a is the composition of an element of SO(G, ) and an element of
SO(h,e)). Since SO(G,, ¢) is strictly convex, this convex combination must be trivial,
namely,

Uy = Oq, for a.e. z € U.

As a consequence, for every W : (TU @ R)* @ R* — R for which W (a,) is L'-weakly
precompact,

lim [ W(a,)dVol, = / W () dVol,. (3.5)

n—oo U

We now show that fe, — f¢ strongly in WH?(M;N) (for the moment, we have only
established weak convergence, hence in particular strong L” convergence). By the first
clause of Proposition 2.4} it suffices to prove that a,, — « in LPT((TU ® R)* @ RI*t1).
We would be done if we could use ([B.H) for

W(A) = [A = af,

however, W (a,) is only bounded in L'(U), which does not guarantee sequential weak
precompactness. Instead, let

W) =4 ape ().

where ¢ : [0,00) — R is continuous, non-negative, compactly-supported, and satisfies
p(t) =1fort <1 and ¢(t) < 1 for t > 1. Clearly, W(«,) is uniformly bounded, hence
L'-weakly precompact, which since W (a) = 0 implies that

lim [ W(a,)dVol, = 0.

n—oo U

On the set
B,={x €U : |a,| <3Vd+1},

we have W (a,) = |y, — a|P, whereas on its complement U \ B,
lay, — o] < 2(|ay| — |af) < 2 dist(a,, SO(G, ¢)),

where the first inequalities follow from the fact that |o| = v/d + 1 and |a,,| > 3vd + 1,
and the second inequality follows from the reverse triangle inequality. Thus, in U \ B,,

la, — P < 2P dist?(av,, SO(G, ¢)).

Combining the two sets,

/ |, — a|P dVol, :/ |y, —a|pdVolg—|—/ |, — P dVol,
U , U\By
< / W (a,) dVoly + 27’/ dist?(a,, SO(G, ¢)) dVoly,
U U
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and both term tend to zero as n — o0o. We conclude that Df,, — Dfe in LP and
therefore obtain that fe, — f¢ in WHP(M; N).

It remains to show that S is the shape operator of fe, i.e., that K" o D¢ = —Dfe 0 S,
and that &, — & strongly in Wh?(M; TN). We observe that

d]OKhngn:d]O(Khngn_‘_DfﬁnOS)
+(djoDfe—djoDfe,) oS
—djoDfeo S
(the composition with dj is necessary in order to be able to add and subtract the various
terms). The first term on the right-hand side tends to zero in L? since the bending

energy éf (&) tends to zero; the second term tends to zero in L since fe, — fe strongly
in WYP. Thus, the left-hand side converges strongly to —djo Df o S.

It follows from Lemma Z2that K%o D¢, — KYo D¢ in LP and that K"o D¢ = —Dfo S,
thus proving that S is the shape operator of f¢. Since &, — & in WP, fo — fe in WP
and K" o D¢, — KY o D¢ in LP, we obtain from Proposition 23] that &, — £ strongly,
as needed.

Lastly, f¢ satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [[.2] (which is proved in Section @l below),
and thus f¢ is smooth, and by extension so is § = ny,.

3.4 The case p < d via Sobolev truncation

If p < d, we first need to regularize &, € WHP(M; TN), by replacing them with £ €
Whoo(M; TN), which are close to &, in WP and also uniformly Lipschitz. This is
where the relaxation of the energy comes into play, since, even if §,, = ny, project onto
immersions fe, € Imm,(M;N), we do not know how to approximate them with more
regular functions within the space Imm,(M;N). This construction follows a similar
path as in other manifold-valued elasticity results, namely KM21], with some
technical complications due to the structure of the energy in codimension-1 and the
non-compactness of T'N.

First, we need the following pointwise estimate:

Lemma 3.7 Let £ € WYP(M; TN). Denote M = ||S||o, where S is the shape operator
in €,. If at a point in M, |DE| > (3 + 2M)v/d + 1, then at that point,

|D€| < (3 +2M) (dist(Dfe @&, SO(G, b)) + [Dfeo S+ Ko DEJ). (3.6)

Proof: By the definition of the Sasaki metric,
|DE| < |Dfe] +|K" o D¢|.

Consider first the case where |Dfe| > 2v/d + 1. Then, by the triangle inequality and
the fact that all the elements in SO(G, h) are of norm v/d + 1,

dist(D fe ® &, SO(G,h)) > [Dfe| = Vd+1>Vd+1. (3.7)
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Thus,

|DE| < [Dfe + K" o DE|
<|Dfel +|Dfeo S|+ |Dfeo S+ K" o Dg|
< (1+M)Dfe| +|Dfeo S+ Ko D¢
< (14 M)dist(Dfe ® £,S0(G, b)) + (1 4+ M)Vd+ 1+ |Dfeo S+ K" o D¢
<2(1+ M)dist(Dfe ® £,SO(G, h)) + |Dfe o S + K" o D¢,
(3.8)
which implies (3.6]).
Otherwise, if |[Dfe| < 2¢/d+1 and |DE| > (3 + 2M)+/d + 1, then

|DE| < |Dfe] + | K" o DE|
<|Dfe| +|Dfeo S|+ |Dfeo S+ K" o D¢
< (1+M)|Dfe| +|Dfeo S+ Ko DE|
<2(1+ M)Vd+1+|Df:oS+ K" o D¢
2(1+ M)
3+2M

IA

|DE| + \ngonLKh o D¢,
from which follows that
|DE| < (34—2]\4)|Df§oS+Kh o D¢|,

which implies (3.0]). [
For a given p > 2v/d+ 1, denote T°N := {v € TN : |v| < p}, which is a com-
pact submanifold of TN. Denote by ¢ : [0,00) — [0, 1] a continuous, non-negative,
compactly-supported function satisfying ¢(t) = 1 for t < 2v/d+1 and ¢(t) = 0 for
t > p, and let &, = p(|§a])€n. Note that &, : M — T*N is uniformly bounded, and
|DE,| < C|DE,| for some C' depending only on ¢. Furthermore,
{reM : &i(@) # &(@)} C{l6] > 2vVd+ 1}
C {dist(Dfe, ® &, SO(G, b)) > vd + 1},

where the last inclusion follows from the same argument as in (37). Since &,(&,) — 0,
it follows that

dist(D fe, & &,,SO(G,h)) = 0 in measure,

hence the volumes of all the sets above tend to zero. On the one hand,

/ €0 — &,P dVol, = / e — &P dvol,
M {&n#En}

5/ A |§n\Pdv01g+/ |&a]P dVol,.
{&€n#En} {&n#En}
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The first term tends to zero as n — oo because |¢,[" is equi-integrable (it is bounded
in W'P); the second term tends to zero because |¢| is uniformly bounded. Moreover,

/ |dio DE, — dvo DE,|P dVoly < / |DE, [P dVoly < €,(&,) — 0,
M {dist(D fe,, ®&n,SO(G,h))>Vd+1}

where the last inequality follows from (B.8). Thus,

HLOén —10&,||lwir — 0.

Denote u,, = to&, € W?(M;RP). By [FIM02] Proposition A.1], there exists a constant
C > 0, depending on M, g, p and ||S||o, and there exists a sequence of Lipschitz maps
U, € W1 (M;RP) having uniform Lipschitz constant C such that

Vol, ({z € M : a() £ u(x)}) < C / | Duy P dVol,,
{|Dun|>(3+2M)/d+1}
and
||ﬂn - unH%/l,p S C/ |Dun|pdVolg
{|Dun|>(34+2M)V/d+1}

Using Lemma B77 and the fact that |Du,| = |DE,| (since ¢ is an isometric immersion),
we obtain that o

Vol ({2 €M+ a(z) # u(@)}) < &y (&), (3.9)
and o

[t = unlffyrs < CEp(&n), (3.10)

for some C’ > 0. Note that the image of @, is not in ¢(T'N), which means that we
cannot identify @, : M — RP with a function &, : M — TN; to rectify this problem,
we resort to a projection. Since &,(&,) — 0, it follows from (39) that for every £ > 0,
and n € N large enough (depending on ¢), every ball of radius € in M contains a point
x for which 4, (z) = u,(x) € «(T?N). Since @, are uniformly Lipschitz, we obtain that
max dist (@ (), L(T?N)) — 0.

Thus, for n large enough, @, (z) lies in a tubular neighborhood of +(TN) on which the
orthogonal projection operator P is well-defined and smooth (this is where we use the
compactness of TN and the reason we had to truncate &, to én — we had to ensure that
the image of 4, is uniformly close to a compact subset of ((TN)). Define i, = P o iy,
and &, = 1" o @,. A direct calculation, as in [KMSI9, pp. 391-2], shows that @, and
€, are uniformly Lipschitz, satisfy (39) and 3I0) , and furthermore, that &,(&,) — 0
for any ¢ € (1, 00).

We can now apply the previous step for én , for some ¢ > d > p, and obtain that én —
& =ny in WH(M; TN) for some isometric immersion f € Immg, (M;N) whose shape
operator is S. Since ||, — ||y — 0, it follows by definition that distyy1s (&, &) — 0,
and thus also disty1s(E,, &) — 0. It therefore follows that &, — ny in W(M; TN).
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4 Proof of Theorem

In this section we prove Theorem First, we prove that f € W22, in the sense that
any coordinate representation of f is in W22, Then, in order to prove that f is smooth,
we prove an analog version of [MSI9, Lemma 3.1], where the range is a Riemannian
manifold instead of R™ (for our purpose, we are only interested in codimension-1). This
is achieved by the following two propositions:

Proposition 4.1 Let f € Imm,(M;N), p > d. Suppose that f*t (which is a priori
only defined almost-everywhere) is a smooth metric on M. Then f € W*2(M;N) (in
coordinates).

In fact, the smoothness of f*h is not needed here; C*' would suffice, and possibly even
Sobolev regularity.

Proof: Assume d > 2, hence p > 2. Let ¢ : (N,h) — R” be an isometric embedding,
i.e., t(N) is a smooth submanifold of R” of codimension D — d — 1. We thicken M into
M =M x (—h,h)P~% with h small enough, and endow it with the product metric

_ (S 0
G- ( RE)
Let {v;}25% be a smooth orthonormal frame along the submanifold +(N) C RP, orthogo-

nally complementing the image of dv on ¢(N). We extend f into a function F : M — RP
by

D—d
F(q,ty,....tp—a) = to f(q) + trdisq)(ng(q)) + Z tivi(to f(q)),

which we may also write in the form

D—d
F:LOfOﬂ'—l—ﬂ'l~(dLOt1fO7T)—|—Z7TZ"(I/Z-OLOfOTr),

=2

where 7 : M — M and 7 : M — R are the natural projections, w(q,t1,....,tp_q) = q
and m;(q, t1, ...,tp—q) = t;, and in the second term we view ny as a map M — TN.

Differentiating, dF : TM — RP is given by

dF =dio Df o Dt +dm ® (deongom) +m - (d*c o Dnys o D)
D—d D—d
—I-de@(uiOLOfOW)—I—Zﬂi-(dl/,-ODLODfoDW).
i=2 i=2
Consider
D—d
Af:dLonoDﬂ"l—dﬂ'l®(dLOnfOTF)+Zdﬂi®(ViOLOfO7T).

i=2
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Since f is an isometric immersion by the definition of f*fh, ¢ is an isometric embedding
and {1;}25% is an orthonormal frame along the submanifold (N) ¢ R”, and D, dn;
are pairwise orthogonal by the choice of G, we obtain that Ay € SO(G,¢). Therefore,

(2

][~ dist*(dF, SO(G, ¢))Volg < ][ ][ |dF — Ay dt dVol s
mJ (-

M hnvhn)K7d
D—d

< C][ ][ <|t1|2|d2L oDnyo D7r|2 + Z |ti|2|dVi oDioDfo D7r|2> dt dVol .
M (=hp,hy)P—d

1=2
D—d
<C ][ |t |2dt
( (—hanshn) P4 ;

< Ch?,

where in the passage to the fourth line we used the facts that dns, and df are bounded
in L*(M), and that di, d*. and dy; are bounded in L> as smooth functions on compact
domains.

We have thus proved that F satisfies the finite bending property defined in
Eq. (2.3)], where F' in the present work corresponds to f;, in [KS14]. It follows from
[KST4, Thm. 5.1] that f (which unfortunately corresponds to F' in [KS14]) is in W?22.
|

Proposition 4.2 Let f € Imm,(MV;N), p > d. Suppose that g = f*h is a smooth
metric on M and that the shape operator S of f(M) in N is smooth. Then, f is
smooth.

The proof below works, with minor adjustments, also for a smooth second fundamental
form instead of a smooth shape operator.

Proof: Since f is continuous and since smoothness is a local property, we can consider
the claim in coordinates; henceforth, f: Q@ C R? — R4 and n; : Q — R satisfying
the following set of equations,

gij () = bas(f(2)) Bif*(x) 0 [’ (), (4.1)
O (x) — 0if* () L5, (f ()0} (x) = =0;£*(x) S (x), (4.2)

and
bos(f(2)) Oif*(z) 0} (z) = 0. (4.3)

Here and below we use Latin indexes for coordinates in M and Greek indexes for
coordinates in N; the Einstein summation rule is assumed; I'g ~are the Christoffel

symbols of the Levi-Civita connection in N. It is given that g,; and Sij are smooth.
It follows from the previous proposition that f* € W22(Q2), which together with (ZI))

implies that
Oif* € WH(Q) N L™(9Q).
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It then follows from (4.2)) that

n§ € W>(Q) nwh=(Q).

The rest of the proof follows a standard bootstrapping procedure, differentiating (4.1])
and (43]) and substituting (£.2)), using the fact that {0, f(z)} U {ns(z)} forms an f*h-
orthonormal basis for R4, The bootstrapping uses the following product rule for
Sobolev spaces [Brelll Prop. 9.4]: Let u,v € W'?(Q) N L>®(Q) with 1 < p < oo. Then
uv € WHP(Q) N L*>(9) and

0;(uwv) = diuv + u dv.

The fact that the application of the Leibniz rule requires to the very least functions in
WhP(Q) N L>(R) is the reason we had to first establish that 0;f* and n§ are in this
space. [
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A Quantitative stability in codimension-1

In this appendix we prove a quantitative version of Theorem [T for the case N = R%*!,
under the assumption that the metric g and the shape operator S are compatible with
the geometry of R+,

Theorem A.1 Let (M,g) be an oriented, connected, simply-connected, compact d-
dimensional Riemannian manifolds with Lipschitz boundary, and let p € (1,00). Let S
by a smooth symmetric (1,1) tensor field on M. If g and S satisfy the Gauss-Codazzi
compatibility conditions, then there exists a constant C' depending on (M, g), S and
p, such that there exists for every f € Imm,(M;R*Y) a smooth isometric immersion
fo : M — R™ having shape operator S, satisfying

If — f0||W1»P(M;Rd+1) + [[ny — “fo“Wlm(M;RdH) <
C (|l dist(df, O(g, )l reaey + Vg +df © S|z

where ny and ny, are the unit normals to f(M) and fo(M).

Note that the right-hand side in the equality is essentially 8;,/ P(f). If M is not simply-
connected, one can rather assume that g and S are compatible in the sense that there
exists an isometric immersion M — R%! whose shape operator is S.

Proof: Since g and S are compatible, there exists, modulo a rigid transformation, a
unique smooth immersion ¢ : M — R such that g = ¢*¢ and dn, = —di o S, where
n, is the unit-normal to ¢(M).
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Consider the following diagram:

(M, g) (M, G)

where M, = M x (—h, h), with h to be specified below, ((q) = (¢,0), and
O(q,t) = ulq) +tn.(q).
The metric G on M, is defined by
((v,8), (w,))a,, = (v —15(v),w —tS(w))g, + 57,

where v,w € T,M and s,7 € R. For G to be a metric, h has to be restricted; the
choice of h = 2/||S||o guarantees that h is metric. Furthermore, G is equivalent to the
product metric G = g + dt ® dt, namely,

c(Jof? +52) < |(v,5)% < C (jv]? + 52)

for some constants ¢ and C', depending only on g and S. Finally, it follows that ¢,
and ® are all isometric immersions.

Let f € Imm,(M; R%*!), which we extend into a map F : M;, — R*™! given by

F(q,t) = f(q) +tng(q),

where n; : M — R is the unit-normal to f(M). Denote by S; the shape operator of
f(M).
Consider the map

Fo (I)_l . @(Mh) C Rd-ﬁ-l — Rd-l—l‘

By the FJM inequality, there exists an isometry @ € SO(d + 1), such that

[d(F 0 ®7") = Q| @, rarry < C || dist(d(F o 7),SO(d + 1)) || o(@ vty re+1),

where C' only depends on M, h and p. Since ® is an isometric immersion, changing
variables,

|dFF — Qo d(bHLp(Mh;Rd«kl) < C'||dist(dF, SO(G, e))||Lp(Mh;Rd+1). (A1)
The goal is to obtain an inequality involving only f. We start with the right-hand side
of (AJ). First,
dFIdf@ﬂf—t(dfOSf@O).
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Denote

A= (O(df) ®ny) —t(O(df) o S ©0),

where O(df) is the projection of df on O(g, ¢) (for immersions the projection is unique).
We show that A € SO(G, ¢). Indeed, For (¢,t) € My, and (v, s) € T(qnMp,

A(v,s) = O(df)(v) + snp —tO(df ) o S(v).
Since O(df)(v) L ny and since O(df) € O(g, ¢),
[Av, 5)|* = | O(df)(v) =t O(df) 0 S(v)[* + 5% = |[v = t S(v)|* + 5* = |(v, 5)|".
The condition on the orientation holds by the very definition of ny.
Thus,

dist(dF, SO(G, ¢)) < |
< |(df = O(df)) ®ny —t((df o Sy — O(df) o 5) & 0)]
< [(df — O(df)) & ny| +t|(df o Sy — O(df) o S) ® 0],

where all the norms are with respect to G and ¢. By the equivalence between G' and
the product metric G = g 4 dt ® dt, the right hand side can be bounded by

C(ldf = O(df)| + |df o Sy — O(df) 0 5]) ,

where C' depends only on g, S and h. Using once again the equivalence of the metrics
on My,

H diSt(dF, SO(G, e))||Lp(M,L) S C (H diSt(df, O(g, 2))||Lp(j\/[) + ||df @) Sf — O(df) 0] SHLP(M)) .
(A.2)
for some constant C' depending only on (M, g) and p.

We proceed with the left-hand side of ([A.Il). We have
Qodb=Qo(dedn)—tQo(doSd0)
=d(Qo1) Bnge, —t(d(Qor) 0 SD0),
hence

AF — Qo d® = df &y — dfy @1y, — ¢ ((df o Sy — dfy 0 Sp) & 0)
=df &ny —dfy ®ng, —t ((dng —dny,) ©0),

where fo = @ o, which is an isometric immersion of (M, g) having shape operator
Sg, =S,
Therefore,
[dF — Qo d®|* Z |df — dfo|> + Ing — ng,|* + ¢*|dny — dng, |
+ 2t(df - dfo, dﬂf - dnfg)g-
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Define the set
A ={geM : ((df)q = (dfo)q, (dng)g — (dng)g)g = 0} C M
and let
D={(qt)eMy : g€ Ay t>0}U{(q,t) eMy : ¢& Ay t <0} CM,.
On the set D,
[dF — Q o d®|* Z |df — dfol* + |ns — np | + t*[dny — dng, |,
and thus

/ |dF—Qod<I>\pdV01G2/ dF — Q o d®|” dVolg
M), D
> / (1df — dfol? + Iny — 1P + [¢7]dny — dngy|?) dVolg
D

2 [ (7 =i + g = g P+ Pldng — ding, ) Vol
D
p+1

p+1

= / (h|df — df0|p + h|nf — nf0|p + |dﬂf — dﬂf0|2) dVOlg,
M

where in the passage to the third line we used the equivalence of G and the product
metric G, and in the passage to the last line we used Fubini’s theorem. From this and
the Poincaré inequality (possibly by translating fy) we obtain

[dF = Q o d®|| 1oyt ratr) = ¢ (||f = follwrroumary + [[ng — nfo||WLp(M;Rd+1)) , (A3)

where ¢ > 0 depends only on (M, g), p and h. Combining (A1), (A2) and (A.3), we
obtain the desired result. |
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