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ON THE ISOMETRIC VERSION OF WHITNEY’S STRONG EMBEDDING

THEOREM

WENTAO CAO AND LÁSZLÓ SZÉKELYHIDI JR.

Abstract. We prove a version of Whitney’s strong embedding theorem for isometric embeddings
within the general setting of the Nash-Kuiper h-principle. More precisely, we show that any n-
dimensional smooth compact manifold admits infinitely many global isometric embeddings into
2n-dimensional Euclidean space, of Hölder class C1,θ with θ < 1/3 for n = 2 and θ < (n+ 2)−1 for
n ≥ 3. The proof is performed by Nash-Kuiper’s convex integration construction and applying the
gluing technique of the authors on short embeddings with small amplitude.

1. Introduction

Differential manifold is generalised from Euclidean space. Naturally, one may wonder whether
any abstract manifold can be embedded into some Euclidean spaces. In 1944, Whitney [Whi44]
gave the answer and proved that

Theorem (Whitney’s Strong Embedding Theorem). Any smooth n-dimensional compact manifold
Mn can be embedded into 2n-dimensional Euclidean spaces R

2n.

Furthermore, if the differential manifold Mn is imposed with some Riemannian metric g, can it
still be embedded into the same Euclidean space maintaining the given metric? It is the main topic
of the present paper. The following problem is considered.

Problem. Let (Mn, g) be a smooth n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold Mn with some
metric g. Does there exist any isometric embedding u : Mn →֒ R

2n?

Recall that a C1 embedding u : (Mn, g) →֒ R
m is isometric, provided the induced metric u♯e from

the standard Euclidean metric e on R
m agrees with g, i.e. u♯e. In local coordinates (x1, · · · , xn),

g =
∑n

i,j=1 gijdxidxj, (u
♯e)ij = ∂xiu·∂xju and u = (u1, · · · , um) ∈ R

m, and the isometric embedding
problem amounts to solving

m∑

k=1

∂uk

∂xi

∂uk

∂xj
= gij , i, j = 1, · · · , n, (1.1)

which is a system of n∗ := n(n+ 1)/2 equations.

1.1. Background. If the manifold and the metric is real analytic, M. Janet [Jan27] showed that
any (M2, g) admits locally an analytic isometric embedding into R

3. Sunsequently E. Cartan
[Car28] extended Janet’s result to local analytic isometric embeddings (Mn, g) →֒ R

n∗. Indeed,
noting that the (local) PDE (1.1) consists of n∗ equations, the target space has to have the same
dimension m = n∗ in order to have a formally well-defined system of equations.

If the metric is smooth, the situation changes completely. Indeed, the analogue of Janet’s local
result (M2, g) →֒ R

3 in the smooth category in full generality is still an outstanding open problem
(however, for results involving additional conditions on the curvature, we refer to [HH06]). On the
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other hand, starting with the startling discoveries of Nash [Nas54,Nas56] and later molded into a
very powerful and far-reaching principle by Gromov [Gro73,Gro86,Gro17], if either the regularity
of the embedding or the target dimension m is substantially relaxed, one can recover existence at
the expense of losing uniqueness - this is the essence of the h-principle. More precisely,

(A) In [Nas56] Nash showed that if the target dimensionm ≥ 3n∗+4n, then any short immersion
can be uniformly approximated by isometric immersions of class C∞

(B) In [Nas54] he showed that if m ≥ n + 2, then any short immersion can be uniformly
approximated by isometric immersions of class C1. The latter was subsequently extended
to m ≥ n+ 1 by Kuiper [Kui55].

In both cases, if the initial short map is an embedding, so are the approximating isometric maps.
Optimality of these results is a problem of current interest. In setting (A) the question is

about optimality of the target dimension m. In [GR70, Gro86] Nash’s result was extended to
m ≥ n∗+2n+3, which was further improved by M.Günther in [G8̈9,G9̈1] tom ≥ n∗+max{2n, n+5}.
It is not known what is the optimal (i.e. smallest) target dimension.

In setting (B) the question is about the optimality of the regularity of the immersion, in particular
on the Hölder scale C1,θ. Yu. Borisov [Bor65, Bor04] and subsequently Conti-De Lellis and the
second author [CDLSJ12, SJ14] showed that the Nash-Kuiper theorem also holds for locally C1,θ

isometric immersions u : Mn →֒ R
m(m ≥ n + 1) with θ < (1 + 2n∗)

−1, which can be extended to
global isometric immersions with θ < (1 + 2(n + 1)n∗)

−1. Moreover, for 2-dimensional discs the
exponent above can be improved from 1/7 to 1/5 [DLISJ18]. In [CS22] the authors were recently
able to devise an induction-on-dimension scheme that, combined with the local convex integration
iterations in [CDLSJ12,DLISJ18], are able to extend the local constructions to compact manifolds.
Thus, the current state of the art for isometric immersions u : (M, g) →֒ R

n+1 is the statement (B)
above with u ∈ C1,θ, θ < (1 + 2n∗)

−1 for n ≥ 3 and θ < 1/5 for n = 2. As far as the existence of
isometric embeddings is concerned, in combination with Whitney’s embedding theorem this yields
the existence of C1,θ isometric embeddings (M, g) →֒ R

2n. Our aim in this paper is to improve the
threshold Hölder exponent in this particular setting.

The Nash-Kuiper iteration has been extended further in the case the target dimension is suffi-
ciently large m ≥ 6(n + 1)(n∗ + 1) + 2n and the metric is non-smooth, g ∈ Cβ, β < 2, (in which
case the techniques of [Nas56, GR70, G9̈1] do not apply), to yield C1θ isometric embeddings for
any θ < 1 + β/2, and in the local setting of 2D polar caps De Lellis-Inauen have constructed
C1,θ(θ < 1/2) isometric embeddings into R

14 in [DLI20]. This construction was recently extended
in [CI20] to C1,θ(θ < 1/2) isometric embeddings of general Mn into R

n+2n∗ . But the dimensions
of the target spaces in these results exceeds 2n.

1.2. Main result and strategy. The rule of thumb of the threshold Hölder exponent in local
versions of the Nash-Kuiper convex integration scheme is as follows: the metric error is removed
iteratively in stages. Each stage consists of several (fixed finite number, say, N) steps, and each
step consists of adding a high-frequency perturbation (e.g. a spiral as in [Nas54] or a corrugation
as in [Kui55], [CDLSJ12, Lemma 4.4] or [DLISJ18, Proposition 2.4]). The number of steps in
a stage will determine the threshold Hölder exponent: θc = (1 + 2N)−1. This is explained in
detail in e.g. [CDLSJ12, Section 3]. Following the observation that simple spirals/corrugations
are able to remove a rank-one component of the metric error (called a primitive metric), Nash
used a decomposition of the metric error into a sum of primitive metrics [Nas54, Lemma 1] (see
also [CDLSJ12, Lemma 5.2] and Lemma 2.1 below), one sees that a natural guess for the number of
steps N in low co-dimension (m = n+1) is N = n∗, the dimension of the space of n×n symmetric
matrices. This leads to the Hölder exponent θ < (1 + 2n∗)

−1. More generally, if the codimension
is higher, e.g. m = n + k, one can hope to remove k primitive metrics in a single step, leading to
N = ⌈n∗

k ⌉ steps. This idea was observed already by Källen [K7̈8], using Nash spirals instead of
corrugations, and recently also in the context of the (closely related) Monge-Ampere equation by
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M. Lewicka [Lew22]. In particular, in our setting k = n, and indeed, our main result is to achieve
the threshold Hölder exponent θ < (1 + 2n∗/n)

−1 = (2 + n)−1 in the context of global isometric
embeddings.

Theorem 1.1 (Main result). Let (Mn, g) be any n-dimensional smooth compact manifold with C1

metric. For any θ < θ(n) with

θ(n) :=





1

3
, n = 2,

1

n+ 2
, n ≥ 3,

there exist infinitely many C1,θ isometric embeddings of (Mn, g) into R
2n.

Our strategy for proving Theorem 1.1 follows the basic framework developed in [CDLSJ12]
together with the local-to-global scheme via adapted short maps developed in [CS22].

We remark that the “rule of thumb” explained above indeed works in a rigorous implementation,
with minor modifications compared to [CDLSJ12,CS22] in the case when n is odd, because in this
case n∗/n is an integer. Furthermore, the case n = 2 again relies on the idea involving conformal
coordinates introduced in [DLISJ18]. We also remark in passing that using a very similar strategy
one can also show, for any n ≥ 3, the existence of C1,θ-isometric embeddings u : (Mn, g) ⇀ R

n+n∗

for any θ < 1/3.
However, if n ≥ 4 is even, n∗/n is not an integer, and using the naive strategy sketched above

would lead to N = ⌈n∗

n ⌉ = n/2 + 1 and the lower Hölder exponent (3 + n)−1. Instead, we use an

idea, originating from Källen [K7̈8] and used in [DLI20, CI20], of absorbing certain higher order
error terms in the metric decomposition at each stage, to obtain the Hölder exponent (2 + n)−1.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Outline of the construction is given in Section
2, where Theorem 1.1 will be proved assuming the main Propositions 2.3 and 2.6. Section 3 and
Section 4 are devoted to show Proposition 2.3 and Proposition 2.6 respectively.

2. Outline of the proof

The proof of Theorem 1.1 proceeds using a variant of the iteration scheme introduced by Nash
and Kuiper [Nas54,Kui55] for the construction of C1 isometric embeddings, more precisely on the
quantitative version of the iteration as it has been developed in a series of works [K7̈8, Bor04,
CDLSJ12, DLISJ18, CS19, DLI20, CS22]. In particular, we will follow the strategy developed in
[CS22] for extending the local Hölder scheme to global embeddings.

2.1. Local corrections of the metric. The heart of the matter of the Nash-Kuiper scheme is
an iteration procedure which corrects the metric error in a single chart by adding high-frequency
perturbations (“spirals” in [Nas54], ”corrugations” in [Kui55]). The key point is that addition of
a single corrugation can correct the metric error (upto a new error of arbitrarily small size) in a
rank-one direction - called a “primitive metric”. The basic decomposition, based on Nash’s work,
involves n∗ = n(n+ 1)/2 terms:

Lemma 2.1. Let P0 ∈ R
n×n
sym,+. There exists a constant σ0 = σ0(n) > 0 and vectors ξ1, . . . , ξn∗

∈

S
n−1 and linear maps Li : R

n×n
sym → R such that

P =

n∗∑

i=1

Li(P )ξi ⊗ ξi

and moreover Li(P ) is bounded from below for every i and for every P ∈ R
n×n
sym with |P −P0| ≤ σ0.

We will use certain variants of this decomposition, see Lemma 3.4.
When n = 2, we can decompose the metric error into only two primitive metrics.
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Lemma 2.2. Let Ω ⊂ R
2 be a simply connected open bounded set with smooth boundary and

P : Ω → R
2×2
sym,+ such that, for some 0 < α < 1 and γ,M ≥ 1

γ−1Id ≤ P ≤ γId, ‖P‖Cα(Ω) ≤M. (2.1)

Then there exists a smooth diffeomorphism Φ : Ω → R
2 and a smooth positive function a : Ω → R

satisfying

P = a2(∇Φ1 ⊗∇Φ1 +∇Φ2 ⊗∇Φ2), (2.2)

and the following estimates

det(DΦ(x)) ≥ C−1
0 , a(x) ≥ C−1

0 for all x ∈ Ω,

‖a‖Cj,α(Ω) + ‖∇Φ‖Cj,α(Ω) ≤ Cj‖P‖Cj,α(Ω), j ∈ N,

where the constants Cj ≥ 1 depend only on α, γ,M and on Ω.

After decomposing the metric error into a sum of primitive metrics, we can remove each primitive
metric error term by adding corrugations in an appropriate number of successive steps (c.f. [CS22,
Corollary 3.1 and 3.2]).

Proposition 2.3 (Stage). There exists σ0 = σ0(n) > 0 with the following properties. Let G be a
C1 metric on Ω ⊂ R

n with γ−1Id ≤ G ≤ γId, ‖G‖1 ≤ γ for some γ ≥ 1 and such that oscΩG ≤ σ0.
Let the embedding u ∈ C2(Ω;R2n), ρ ∈ C1(Ω), and H ∈ C1(Ω;Rn×n

sym ) satisfy

γ−1Id ≤ ∇uT∇u ≤ γId in Ω, ‖u‖2 ≤ δ1/2λ, (2.3)

and

‖ρ‖0 ≤ δ1/2, ‖ρ‖1 ≤ δ1/2λ, (2.4)

‖H‖0 ≤ λ−α, ‖H‖1 ≤ λ1−α , (2.5)

for some 0 < δ < 1, α > 0 and λ > 1. Then, for any κ > 1 there exist constants δ∗ = δ∗(γ, n) > 0
and λ∗ = λ∗(κ, α, γ, n) > 1 such that if

δ ≤ δ∗, λ ≥ λ∗, (2.6)

then, there exists a new embedding v ∈ C2(Ω;R2n) and E ∈ C1(Ω;Rn×n
sym ) such that

∇vT∇v =∇uT∇u+ ρ2(G+H) + E in Ω,

v =u on Ω \ (suppρ+ Bλ−κ(0))
(2.7)

with estimates

‖v − u‖0 ≤ Cδ1/2λ−(κ+1)/2, ‖v − u‖1 ≤ Cδ1/2, ‖v‖2 ≤ Cδ1/2λN(κ−1)+1, (2.8)

and

‖E‖0 ≤ C(δλ1−κ + δ2), ‖E‖1 ≤ C
(
δλ(N−1)(κ−1)+1 + δ2λN(κ−1)+1

)
, (2.9)

where N = 1−θ(n)
2θ(n) . The constant C ≥ 1 depends only on α and γ.

Proposition 2.3, with the choice N = 1−θ(n)
2θ(n) , is the key ingredient for obtaining the threshold

Hölder exponent θ(n) in Theorem 1.1, and is, apart from the different choice of N , a close analogue
of Corollaries 3.1–3.2 in [CS22]. Indeed, a close inspection shows that the only other difference
appears in the additional δ2 terms in (2.9), but it turns out that this additional term is lower order.
We remark in passing that, even though in our introduction N was motivated as the number of
steps in a stage, here N does not need to be an integer. The proof of Proposition 2.3 will be given
in Section 3 and is the main new contribution of this work.
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2.2. Global Setup. Throughout the paper we consider a compact Riemannian manifold (M, g)
with a C1 metric g. We fix a finite atlas {Ωk}k of M with charts Ωk and a corresponding partition
of unity {φk} so that ∑

φ2k = 1 and φk ∈ C∞
c (Ωk).

Furthermore, on each Ωk we fix a choice of coordinates and in this way identify Ωk with a bounded
open subset of Rn. We write g = (Gij) in any local chart Ωk and the same way denote any
symmetric 2-tensor h in local charts by (Hij). Then, for any x ∈ Ωk, G(x),H(x) ∈ R

n×n
sym , the set

of n × n symmetric matrices. In particular, if u : M → R
m is a C1 map, the induced (pullback)

metric on M, denoted by u♯e, can be written as ∇uT∇u in any local chart.
Observe that, since g is a (non-degenerate) metric of class C1 and M is compact, there exists a

constant γ ≥ 1 such that, in any local chart Ωk, we have

γ−1Id ≤ G ≤ γId, ‖G‖C1(Ωk) ≤ γ. (2.10)

By refining the charts if necessary, we may ensure in addition that

oscΩk
G <

1

4
σ0, (2.11)

where σ0 > 0 is the dimensional constant in Lemma 2.1.
As usual, we define the supremum norm of maps f : M → R

m as ‖f‖0 = supx∈M |f(x)|.
Furthermore, we use the given atlas and associated partition of unity to define the Hölder norms:
for any r ≥ 0 we set

[u]r :=
∑

k

[φ2ku]r.

Similarly, we define “mollification on M” through the partition of unity. That is to say, for a
function u on M we define

u ∗ ϕℓ =
∑

k

(uφ2k) ∗ ϕℓ.

Finally, we note that these definitions can be easily extended to symmetric 2-tensors h on M using
the pointwise norm given by the underlying metric g:

|h(x)| = sup
ξ∈TxM,|ξ|g=1

|h(ξ, ξ)|,

where |ξ|g = (
∑

ij gijξiξj)
1/2. Note that because of (2.10) this norm is equivalent to the matrix

norm of H(x) given by

|H(x)| = sup
|ξ|=1

|Hij(x)ξiξj|

In particular, given the C1 metric g on M (with the local representation g = (Gij) in local charts
Ωk), we may choose γ0 from (2.10) sufficiently large so that in addition

‖g‖1 ≤ γ0. (2.12)

2.3. Passing from local to global corrections. In [CS22] we introduced a procedure for com-
bining the local convex integration steps into a global iteration without loss of regularity. It is
based on the induction on the dimension of the skeleta of a given triangulation of the manifold
M and carefully controlling the regularity of the approximating maps using the size of the metric
error. We start by recalling the main concepts.

First of all we recall [Cai61] that any smooth compact manifold (Mn, g) admits a regular tri-
angulation T , where skeleta of T is composed with a finite union of C1 submanifolds, and each
simplex T ∈ T belongs to a single chart Ωk for some k. Moreover, by compactness, the following
regularity condition holds, whenever S ⊂ Σ are the skeleta in T of consecutive dimension:



6 WENTAO CAO AND LÁSZLÓ SZÉKELYHIDI JR.

Condition 2.4. There exists a geometric constant r̄ > 0 such that for any δ > 0 the set
{
x ∈ M : dist(x, S) ≥ δ and dist(x,Σ) ≤ r̄δ

}

is contained in a pairwise disjoint union of open sets, each contained in a single chart Ωk.

In order to obtain an isometric map via convex integration with the required Hölder regularity,
we need to keep track of the C2 norm the approximating maps (c.f. (2.3)) as well as the C1 norm
of the metric error (c.f. (2.4)-(2.5)). For maps with metric error which may be vanishing on some
subset, the norms need to be related to the size of the metric error. This is formalized in the
concept of adapted short embedding, introduced in [DSJ17] in the context of the Euler equations
and in [CS22] in the context of isometric immersions. Our definition here is slightly different
from [CS22, Definition 2.3] in that we include additional smallness assumptions on the metric error
using the exponents α, β.

Definition 2.5. (Adapted short embedding) A short embedding u : (Mn, g) →֒ R
m is called adapted

short embedding with respect to Σ with parameters (θ, β, α,A) where θ, β, α ∈ (0, 1), A ≥ 1, if
u ∈ C1,θ(Mn) satisfies

g − u♯e = ρ2(g + h) (2.13)

with Σ = {ρ = 0}, u ∈ C2(Mn \Σ), ρ, h ∈ C1(Mn \Σ) and the following estimates

|∇2u(x)| ≤ Aρ(x)1−
1
θ , 0 < ρ(x) ≤ A−β, |h(x)| ≤ A−αθρ(x)α,

|∇ρ(x)| ≤ Aρ(x)1−
1
θ , |∇h(x)| ≤ A1−αθρ(x)α−

1
θ ,

(2.14)

for any x ∈ Ωk \ Σ. Here Ωk is some chart of Mn.

Based on Proposition 2.3 we have the following result, which is a variant of [CS22, Proposition
4.1].

Proposition 2.6. Let S ⊂ Σ be skeleta of the triangulation T of consecutive dimension satisfying
condition 2.4. Let

0 < θ <
1

1 + 2N
, 0 < β < 1.

There exists c∗(N, θ) > 0 such that, for any

0 < α < c∗β (2.15)

there exists a positive constant A∗(N, θ, β, α) > 1 such that the following holds:
Let u be an adapted short embedding Mn →֒ R

2n with respect to S and parameters (θ, β, α,A).
For any A ≥ A∗, then there exists a new adapted short embedding ū with respect to Σ ⊃ S and
parameters (θ′, β′, α′, A′) with

θ′ =
θ

b2
, β′ =

β

b2
, α′ =

α

2b2
, A′ = Ab2 , where b = 1 +

2Nθα

1− θ(1 + 2N)
. (2.16)

Furthermore ū satisfies ‖ū− u‖0 ≤ A−1, ρ̄ ≤ ρ and ū = u on S.

Remark 2.7. The proof of Proposition 2.6 follows closely the proof of [CS22, Proposition 4.1]. The

key difference is that in Proposition 2.3 we have estimates (2.8)-(2.9) with N = 1−θ(n)
2θ(n) , whereas

in [CS22] the corresponding local stage produced estimates with N = 2 for n = 2 [CS22, Corollary
3.1] and N = n∗ for n ≥ 3 [CS22, Corollary 3.2] (compare (4.34) therein to the choice of b in
(2.16)), and in our current setting there is an additional error term in (2.9). On the other hand,
our proof below makes apparent that the analogue of Proposition 2.6 as well as of Theorem 1.1 will
hold, provided the statement of Proposition 2.3 holds with a different value of N (e.g. for general
codimension).
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2.4. The proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof of Theorem 1.1 proceeds via an induction on the
dimension of skeleta of the triangulation T defined in Section 2.2 above, using Proposition 2.6 as
the inductive step.

By compactness of M and a simple mollification argument we may assume that the given short
embedding u is smooth and strictly short. For the purpose of obtaining an initial adapted short
embedding with metric error of small amplitude from a given strictly short embedding, we use a
slightly modified version of Proposition 5.1 from [CS22].

Proposition 2.8. Let u ∈ C2(M;Rm) be a strictly short immersion. There exist constants C∗ =
C∗(g, u) ≥ 1, A∗ = A∗(g, u) ≥ 1 and α∗ = α∗(g, u) > 0 such that, for any A ≥ A∗ and α < α∗

there exists a strongly short immersion ũ ∈ C2(M;Rm) with associated ρ̃, h̃ such that

g − ũ♯e = ρ̃2(g + h̃) (2.17)

with

ρ̃ = C∗A
(α−α∗)/2 (2.18)

and moreover the following estimates hold:

‖ũ− u‖0 ≤ ρ̃2A−α, ‖ũ‖2 ≤ A, (2.19)

‖h̃‖0 ≤ A−α, ‖h̃‖1 ≤ A1−α. (2.20)

Proof of Proposition 2.8. Since u is strictly short and M is compact, there exists δ∗ > 0 such that

g − u♯e ≥ 2δ∗g.

Consequently, for any δ ∈ (0, δ∗) we have g − u♯e − δg ≥ δ∗g and hence we may apply Lemma 1
in [Nas54] (see also Lemma 1 in [SJ14]) to obtain N∗ = N∗(M, δ∗, g) ∈ N and a decomposion of
the metric error into finite number of primitive metrics in the different charts Ωk as

g − u♯e− δg =

N∗∑

j=1

aj(x)
2ξj ⊗ ξj, (2.21)

where |ξj | = 1 and each aj ∈ C1 is supported in a single chart Ωk for some k. Utilizing [CS22,
Proposition 3.2] or [CS19, Proposition 3.2] we obtain, for any Λ ≥ Λ∗ = Λ∗(u, g) an immersion ũ
and metric error E such that

ũ♯e = u♯e+

N∗∑

j

aj(x)
2ξj ⊗ ξj + E

with

‖ũ− u‖0 ≤
C1

Λ
, ‖ũ‖2 ≤ C1Λ

N∗ ,

‖E‖0 ≤
C1

Λ
, ‖E‖1 ≤ C1Λ

N∗−1,

(2.22)

where C1 ≥ 1 is a constant depending only on u, g. Thus, using (2.21), we have

g − ũ♯e = δ

(
g −

E

δ

)
,

so that (2.17) holds with

h̃ = −
E

δ
, ρ̃ = δ1/2.

Now set

Λ = C
−1/N∗

1 A1/N∗ , δ = C
1+1/N∗

1 Aα−1/N∗
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with 0 < α < 1/N∗. Then, using (2.22) we deduce

‖ũ− u‖0 ≤ C
1+1/N∗

1 A−1/N∗ = δA−α, ‖ũ‖2 ≤ A,

and

‖h̃‖0 ≤ A−α, ‖h̃‖1 ≤ A1−α.

This proves the statement of the Proposition, with α∗ = 1/(2N∗), C∗ = C
(1+N∗)/(2N∗)
1 and A ≥ A∗

sufficiently large so that δ < δ∗ and Λ ≥ Λ∗, depending on g, u as well as C1.
�

In particular we have the following consequence:

Corollary 2.9. Let u ∈ C2(M;Rm) be a strictly short immersion. There exists β∗ = β∗(u, g) > 0
such that, for any β0 < β∗ and any 0 < θ0 ≤ 1 there exists A∗ = A∗(u, g, β0, θ0) ≥ 1 with
the following property: for any A0 ≥ A∗ there exists α0 > 0 and an adapted short immersion
ũ ∈ C2(M;Rm) with respect to the empty set Σ = ∅ with parameters (θ0, β0, α0, A0). Moreover,
‖ũ− u‖0 ≤ A−α

0 .

We remark that being adapted with respect to Σ = ∅ amounts to the condition that inequalities
(2.14) in Definition 2.5 hold globally in M.

Proof of Corollary 2.9. We aim to apply Proposition 2.8 to obtain ũ ∈ C2(M;Rm) with properties
(2.17)-(2.20) with A = A0 to be fixed. Define β∗ = α∗/2, where α∗(g, u) is given in the proposition.
For any β0 < β∗ fix 0 < α < α∗ such that α < α∗ − 2β0. Then, choose α0 > 0 so that

α0

(
θ0 +

1

2
(α∗ − α)

)
< α. (2.23)

Then, from (2.18) we obtain

0 < ρ̃ = C∗A
(α−α∗)/2
0 ≤ A−β0

0

for sufficiently large A0 ≥ A∗ (depending on C∗ as well as on (α∗ − α)/2 − β0 > 0), and obviously
∇ρ̃ = 0. Further, by (2.19), we have

‖u− ũ‖0 ≤ A−α
0 , ‖∇2ũ| ≤ A0 ≤ A0ρ̃

1−1/θ0

since ρ̃ ≤ 1 and θ0 ∈ (0, 1]. Finally, by (2.20), we get

|h(x)| ≤ A−α
0 ≤ A−α0θ0

0 ρ̃α0 ,

|∇h(x)| ≤ A1−α
0 ≤ A1−α0θ0

0 ρ̃α0−1/θ0

because of (2.23). Thus, we verified all the conditions of Definition 2.5, concluding the proof. �

Therefore, we utilize Corollary 2.9 to obtain the initial adapted short immersion u0 = ũ. Since
u is an embedding, the estimate ‖u0 − u‖0 ≤ A−α

0 ensures uniform closeness from which it follows
that u0 is an embedding provided A0 is sufficiently large. We conclude that for such choice of α0, β0
the initial map u0 is an adapted strictly short embedding with parameters (θ0, β0, α0, A0).

Now we can proceed by induction on the dimension of skeleta, analogously to [CS22].
First of all, as a general remark, observe that if u is an adapted short embedding satisfying (2.14)

with parameters (θ, β, α,A), then it is also satisfies (2.14) with parameters (θ′, β′, α′, A) for any
θ′ < θ, β′ < β and α′ < α.

Our aim is to construct a sequence of short embeddings u1, u2, . . . , un+1 which are adapted with
respect to the skeleta Σ1 ⊂ Σ2 ⊂ . . .Σn+1 = Mn with parameters (θj, βj , αj , Aj) where

Aj+1 = A
b2j
j , θj+1 =

θj
b2j
, βj+1 =

βj
b2j
, αj+1 =

αj

2b2j
, (2.24)
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where

bj = 1 +
2Nαjθj

1− θj(1 + 2N)
.

For any θ < (1 + 2N)−1 = θ(n) (recall N is determined in Proposition 2.3) choose θ0 with
θ < θ0 < (1 + 2N)−1. From the recursion (2.24) we see that θn+1 < θn < · · · < θ1 < θ0 with

θn+1 = (
n∏

j=0

b−2
j )θ0,

with αn < · · · < α0 and 1 < bn < · · · < b0 also recursively defined. We then see that we can
choose α0 > 0 sufficiently small so that θn+1 > θ and moreover that αj < c∗(N, θj)βj (c.f. (2.15)).
We can then choose A0 ≥ 1 sufficiently large so that in addition Aj ≥ A∗(N, θj , βj , αj) for all
j = 0, 1, . . . , n.

With these choices of parameters we first apply Corollary 2.9 to obtain u0 and then apply
Proposition 2.6 n + 1 times to obtain u1, . . . , un+1. By choosing A0 even larger if necessary we
ensure in addition ‖un+1 − u‖0 is sufficiently small so that un+1 is an embedding, which then is of
class C1,θ and is isometric. Furthermore, by choosing a sequence of such Ak

0 → ∞ we can construct
a sequence of isometric embeddings of class C1,θ which uniformly approximate u.

This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

3. Proof of Proposition 2.3

The proof will be completed by one observation on Kuiper’s corrugations and absorbing certain
higher order error terms in the metric decomposition. In this section all norms are taken on some
bounded region Ω ⊂ R

n.

3.1. A single step of perturbation. To perturb the embedding u : Ω → R
m for iteration, we

shall add primitive metrics in a single chart, i.e. in an open bounded subset Ω ⊂ R
n. To keep the

value of the given adapted short embedding in the isometric region, we add compactly supported
primitive metrics via mollifying the metric and the given embedding at different length scales as
in [CS22]. The difference here is that a single “step” is for n primitive metrics rather than only
one primitive metric in [Nas54,CDLSJ12,DLISJ18,CS22]. Such a “step” of perturbation proceeds
through the bound of the error resulting from the first Kuiper’s corrugation and n normal vectors.

We start by recalling two lemmas. The first one is about the Kuiper corrugation functions used
in [Kui55,CDLSJ12,HW17,DLISJ18].

Lemma 3.1. There exists ǫ > 0 and a smooth vector function Γ = (Γ1,Γ2)(s, t) defined on [0, ǫ]×R,
which is a 2π-periodic function in t, satisfying (1 + ∂tΓ1)

2 + (∂tΓ2)
2 = 1 + s2 and the following

estimates:

‖∂jt Γ1(s, ·)‖0 ≤ C(j)s2, ‖∂jtΓ2(s, ·)‖0 ≤ C(j)s; (3.1)

‖∂s∂
j
tΓ1(s, ·)‖0 ≤ C(j)s, ‖∂s∂

j
tΓ2(s, ·)‖0 ≤ C(j); (3.2)

‖∂2s∂
j
tΓ1(s, ·)‖0 ≤ C(j), ‖∂2s∂

j
tΓ2(s, ·)‖0 ≤ C(j), (3.3)

for any j ∈ N.

The second one is about the existence of normal vectors with respect to the given embedding,
which is from [CI20].

Lemma 3.2. Let Ω ⊂ R
n be a domain and N ∈ N. Assume u ∈ CN+1(Ω̄,Rm) is an embedding

such that

γ−1Id ≤ ∇uT∇u ≤ γId (3.4)
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for some γ > 1. Then u(Ω) admits a family of normal vectors {ζ1, · · · , ζk, · · · , ζm−n} ⊂ CN (Ω̄,Rm)
satisfying

ζTi ζk = δik, ∇uT ζk = 0, [ζi]j ≤ C(j, γ)(1 + [v]j+1), (3.5)

for all 0 ≤ j ≤ N. Here δik = 1 when i = k and vanishes else.

Now we are ready to proceed with a single step of the perturbation.

Proposition 3.3. [Step] Let Ω ⊂ R
n be a domain and m > n be an integer. Let u ∈ C2(Ω,Rm)

be an embedding such that

γ−1Id ≤ ∇uT∇u ≤ γId, in Ω, ‖u‖2 ≤Mδ1/2ν, (3.6)

and ak,Φk ∈ C2(Ω) satisfy

‖ak‖0 ≤Mδ1/2, ‖ak‖1 ≤Mδ1/2ν, ‖ak‖2 ≤Mδ1/2νν̃, (3.7)

1

M
≤ |∇Φk| ≤M in Ω, ‖∇Φk‖1 ≤Mν, ‖∇Φk‖2 ≤Mνν̃ (3.8)

for any k = 1, 2, · · · ,m − n and some M,γ ≥ 1, δ ≤ 1 and ν ≤ ν̃. There exists a constant
c0 = c0(M,γ) such that, for any

µ ≥ c0ν̃, δ ≤ c−1
0 ,

there exists a new embedding v ∈ C2(Ω,Rm) such that

γ̄−1Id ≤ ∇vT∇v ≤ γ̄Id in Ω, (3.9)

v = u on Ω \
(
∪m−n
k=1 suppak

)
, (3.10)

‖v − u‖j ≤ C(γ)δ1/2µj−1, j = 0, 1, (3.11)

‖v‖2 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2µ, (3.12)
∥∥∥∥∥∇v

T∇v −

(
∇uT∇u+

m−n∑

k=1

a2k∇Φk ⊗∇Φk

)∥∥∥∥∥
j

≤M(δνµj−1 + δ2µj), j = 0, 1. (3.13)

Here γ̄ and M depend only on M,γ.

Proof. Initially taking c0 ≥ 1 we have ν ≤ ν̃ < µ. We regularize u on length-scale µ−1 to achieve
smooth embedding ũ satisfying

‖ũ− u‖1 ≤ C(M)δ1/2νµ−1, ‖ũ‖2 ≤ C(M)δ1/2ν, ‖ũ‖3 ≤ C(M)δ1/2νµ. (3.14)

Then by Proposition A.2, we immediately have ‖∇u−∇ũ‖0 ≤ C(M)δ1/2νµ−1 and then

(2γ)−1Id ≤ ∇ũT∇ũ ≤ 2γId, (3.15)

provided that c0 is large enough such that c0 ≥ 2γC(M). Hence ∇ũT∇ũ is invertible and ũ(Ω)

admits m− n mutually orthogonal normal vectors {ζ̃k}
m−n
k=1 from Lemma 3.2. Define

ξ̃k = ∇ũ(∇ũT∇ũ)−1∇Φk, ξk =
ξ̃k

|ξ̃k|2
, ãk = |ξ̃k|ak, ζk =

ζ̃k

|ζ̃k||ξ̃k|
,

Directly from construction, we have

∇ũT ξk =
∇Φk

|ξ̃k|2
, ∇ũT ζk = ∇ũT ζ̃k = 0, ξTk ζl = 0 (k, l = 1, · · · ,m− n). (3.16)

It follows from (3.14)-(3.15) and (3.6) that

‖(ξk, ζk)‖0 ≤ C(γ), ‖(ξk, ζk)‖1 ≤ C(γ,M)ν,

‖(ξk, ζk)‖2 ≤ C(γ,M)ν(δ1/2µ+ ν̃) ≤ C(γ,M)νµ,
(3.17)
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and

‖ãk‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2, ‖ãk‖1 ≤ C(γ,M)δ1/2ν,

‖ãk‖2 ≤ C(‖ak‖2‖ |ξ̃k| ‖0 + ‖ak‖0‖ |ξ̃k| ‖2) ≤ C(γ,M)δ1/2νµ,
(3.18)

where the fact that ν̃ ≤ µ is used in the last inequality. Define

v = u+
1

µ

m−n∑

k=1

(
Γ1(ãk, µΦk)ξk + Γ2(ãk, µΦk)ζk

)
.

From the construction of Γ in Lemma 3.1, (3.10) follows. Denoting

Γik = Γi(ãk, µΦk), ∂tΓik = ∂tΓi(ãk, µΦk), ∂sΓik = ∂sΓi(ãk, µΦk)

for i = 1, 2, by Proposition A.1 and (A.1) we have

‖v − u‖j ≤
C

µ

n∑

k=1

(‖Γ1k‖j‖ξk‖0 + ‖Γ1k‖0‖ξk‖j + ‖Γ2k‖j‖ζk‖0 + ‖Γ2k‖0‖ζk‖j) (3.19)

for j = 0, 1, 2, where ‖Γik‖j denote the Cj-norms in x ∈ Ω of the composition

x 7→ Γi(ãk(x), µΦk(x)).

Using Lemma 3.1 and the assumptions (3.7)-(3.8), applying Proposition A.1, we deduce that

‖Γ1k‖0 + ‖∂tΓ1k‖0 + ‖∂2t Γ1k‖0 ≤ C‖ã2k‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ,

‖Γ1k‖1 ≤ ‖∂tΓ1k‖0‖∇Φk‖0µ+ ‖∂sΓ1k‖0‖∇ãk‖0

≤ C(γ)δµ + C(M,γ)δν ≤ C(γ)δµ,

‖∂tΓ1k‖1 ≤ ‖∂2t Γ1k‖0‖∇Φk‖0µ+ ‖∂s∂tΓ1k‖0‖∇ãk‖0 ≤ C(γ)δµ,

(3.20)

and

‖Γ2k‖0 + ‖∂tΓ2k‖0 + ‖∂2t Γ2k‖0 ≤ C‖ãk‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2,

‖Γ2k‖1 ≤ ‖∂tΓ2k‖0‖∇Φk‖0µ+ ‖∂sΓ2k‖0‖∇ãk‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2µ,

‖∂tΓ2k‖1 ≤ ‖∂2t Γ2k‖0‖∇Φk‖0µ+ ‖∂s∂tΓ2k‖0‖∇ãk‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2µ,

(3.21)

where we have chosen c0 = c0(M,γ) such that µ ≥ C(M,γ)ν. Similarly, we also have

‖∂sΓ1k‖0 ≤ C(γ)‖ãk‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2, ‖∂sΓ2k‖0 ≤ C(γ),

‖∂sΓ1k‖1 ≤ ‖∂t∂sΓ1k‖0‖∇Φk‖0µ+ ‖∂2sΓ1k‖0‖∇ãk‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2µ,

‖∂sΓ2k‖1 ≤ ‖∂t∂sΓ2k‖0‖∇Φk‖0µ+ ‖∂2sΓ2k‖0‖∇ãk‖0 ≤ C(γ)µ.

(3.22)

Thus by (3.20)-(3.22), we derive

‖v − u‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2µ−1,

‖v − u‖1 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2 + C(γ,M)δ1/2νµ−1 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2,

‖v − u‖2 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2µ+ C(γ,M)δ1/2ν ≤ C(γ)δ1/2µ.

In a nutshell, (3.11) is achieved since µ ≥ c0(M,γ)ν ≥Mν and (3.12) also follows.
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To estimate the metric difference, we take gradient of v and get

∇v =∇u+
m−n∑

k=1

(∂tΓ1kξk ⊗∇Φk + ∂tΓ2kζk ⊗∇Φk) +
m−n∑

k=1

1

µ
(Γ1k∇ξk + Γ2k∇ζk)

+

m−n∑

k=1

1

µ
(∂sΓ1kξk ⊗∇ãk + ∂sΓ2kζk ⊗∇ãk)

=∇u+
m−n∑

k=1

(Bk + E1k + E2k),

where based on the normal directions and tangential direction we have set Bk = B
(1)
k + B

(2)
k ,

E1k = E
(1)
1k + E

(2)
1k and E2k = E

(1)
2k + E

(2)
2k with

B
(1)
k = ∂tΓ1kξk ⊗∇Φk, B

(2)
k = ∂tΓ2kζk ⊗∇Φk,

E
(1)
1k =

1

µ

(
Γ1k∇ξk +

Γ2k∇ζ̃k

|ζ̃k||ξ̃k|
−

Γ2k ζ̃k ⊗∇|ζ̃k|

|ζ̃k|2|ξ̃k|

)
, E

(2)
1k = −

Γ2k

µ

ζ̃k ⊗∇|ξ̃k|

|ζ̃k||ξ̃k|2
,

where we have calculated that

∇ζk =
∇ζ̃k

|ζ̃k||ξ̃k|
−
ζ̃k ⊗∇|ζ̃k|

|ζ̃k|2|ξ̃k|
−
ζ̃k ⊗∇|ξ̃k|

|ζ̃k||ξ̃k|2
,

and

E
(1)
2k =

1

µ
∂sΓ1kξk ⊗∇ãk, E

(2)
2k =

1

µ
∂sΓ2kζk ⊗∇ãk.

With the notation sym(H) = (H +HT )/2, the metric induced by v can be written as

∇vT∇v =∇uT∇u+

m−n∑

k=1

2sym(∇u)TBk +

m−n∑

k=1

BT
k Bk

+

m−n∑

k=1

2sym(∇u+Bk)
T (E1k + E2k) +

m−n∑

k=1

(E1k + E2k)
T (E1k + E2k)

+

m−n∑

i,k=1,i 6=k

2sym(Bk +E1k + E2k)
T (Bi + E1i + E2i)

By (3.16) and Lemma 3.1, we have

∇ũTBk +BT
k ∇ũ+BT

k Bk = a2k∇Φk ⊗∇Φk.

By orthogonality, it holds that

∇ũT (E
(2)
1k + E

(2)
2k ) = 0, (B

(1)
k )TB

(2)
i = (B

(2)
k )TB

(2)
i = 0, i, k = 1, · · · ,m− n, (3.23)
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which play vital roles in later calculation. Hence we further have

∇vT∇v −

(
∇uT∇u+

m−n∑

k=1

a2k∇Φk ⊗∇Φk

)

=

m−n∑

k=1

2sym[(∇u−∇ũ)TBk + (∇u−∇ũ+Bk)
T (E

(2)
1k + E

(2)
2k )]

+

m−n∑

k=1

2sym(∇u+Bk)
T (E

(1)
1k + E

(1)
2k ) +

m−n∑

k=1

(E1k + E2k)
T (E1k + E2k)

+

m−n∑

i,k=1,i 6=k

2sym[(B
(1)
k )TB

(1)
i +BT

k (E1i +E2i) + (E1k + E2k)
T (E1i + E2i)].

(3.24)

Comparing with the calculations in [CS22, Proposition 3.1], the only difference is the existence of

nonlinear interaction terms from tangential direction (B
(1)
k )TB

(1)
i (i 6= k) in the last line of (3.24).

However, with the special structure of the first corrugation, from the estimates (3.17), (3.18), (3.20),
(3.21) and (3.22), we have the bounds

‖B
(1)
k ‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ, ‖B

(2)
k ‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2, (3.25)

which then gives

(B
(1)
k )TB

(1)
i ≤ C(γ)δ2. (3.26)

Furthermore, we obtain

‖E
(1)
1k ‖0 ≤ C(γ,M)µ−1δν, ‖E

(1)
2k ‖0 ≤ C(γ,M)µ−1δν,

‖E
(2)
1k ‖0 + ‖E

(2)
2k ‖0 ≤ C(γ,M)µ−1δ1/2ν.

(3.27)

Using µ ≥ c0ν, from (3.26) and (3.27), we finally deduce
∥∥∥∥∥∇v

T∇v −

(
∇uT∇u+

m−n∑

k=1

a2k∇Φk ⊗∇Φk

)∥∥∥∥∥
0

≤ C(γ,M)(δµ−1ν + δ2). (3.28)

Similarly, using the Leibniz-rule we obtain

‖B
(1)
k ‖1 ≤ C(γ,M)δµ, ‖B

(2)
k ‖1 ≤ C(γ,M)δ1/2µ,

‖E
(1)
1k ‖1 ≤ C(γ,M)δν, ‖E

(1)
2k ‖1 ≤ C(γ,M)δν,

‖E
(2)
1k ‖1 + ‖E

(2)
2k ‖1 ≤ C(γ,M)δ1/2ν.

Then it follows that∥∥∥∥∥∇v
T∇v −

(
∇uT∇u+

m−n∑

k=1

a2k∇Φk ⊗∇Φk

)∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤ C(γ,M)(δν + δ2µ),

which together with (3.28) implies (3.13).
Finally, we shall verify that v is a bounded embedding. It follows from (3.28), that

∥∥∥∥∥∇v
T∇v −

(
∇uT∇u+

m−n∑

k=1

a2k∇Φk ⊗∇Φk

)∥∥∥∥∥
0

≤
1

2γ
,

provided taking c0 ≥ 2γC(M,γ) and δ < c−1
0 . Using (3.8) and δ ≤ 1 we get

0 ≤
m−n∑

k=1

a2k∇Φk ⊗∇Φk ≤ (m− n)M2Id.
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By (3.6), we deduce (3.9), which also implies that v is an immersion. The argument for that v is an
embedding is standard and we can also find a proof in [DLISJ18]. The proof is then completed. �

With a single step of perturbation established in Proposition 3.3, we can prove Proposition 2.3
through several steps. Due to the decomposition of metrics for different n, the proof is divided into
the following two subsections.

3.2. Proof for the case n = 2. The goal is to show that when all the conditions in Proposition
2.3 hold for n = 2 we can conclude (2.7) and

‖v − u‖0 ≤ Cδ1/2λ−κ ≤ Cδ1/2λ−(κ+1)/2, ‖v − u‖1 ≤ Cδ1/2, ‖v‖2 ≤ Cδ1/2λκ, (3.29)

‖E‖0 ≤ Cδλ1−κ + Cδ2, ‖E‖1 ≤ Cδλ+ Cδ2λκ. (3.30)

Here C ≥ 1 is the constant in Proposition 2.3.
With the help of Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 3.3, we are then able to add the term ρ2(G +H)

through a single step.

Proof of Proposition 2.3 when n = 2. The proof proceeds entirely analogously to that of [CS22,
Corollary 3.1]. We provide the proof here in detail for the convenience of the reader. We first

obtains ρ̃, G̃ and H̃ by mollifying ρ, G and H respectively at length-scale ℓ = λ−κ. By (2.4)-(2.5)
and Proposition A.2, we have

‖ρ̃‖0 ≤ δ1/2, ‖G̃‖0 ≤ C, ‖H̃‖0 ≤ λ−α,

‖ρ̃‖j ≤ Cjδ
1/2λℓ1−j, ‖G̃‖j ≤ Cj(γ)ℓ

1−j , ‖H̃‖j ≤ Cjλ
1−αℓ1−j,

‖ρ̃− ρ‖0 ≤ Cδ1/2λℓ, ‖G̃ −G‖0 ≤ C(γ)ℓ, ‖H̃ −H‖0 ≤ Cλ1−αℓ ,

(3.31)

for all j ≥ 1. Moreover, for any 0 < α′ ≤ α < 1 it holds that

‖G̃+ H̃‖α′ ≤ Cγ.

Note that γ−1Id ≤ G̃ ≤ γId, which then implies that

G̃+ H̃ ≥ (γ−1 − λ−α)Id ≥ (2γ)−1Id,

provided that λα ≥ 2γ, which is ensured by taking λ∗ in (2.6) large. Lemma 2.2 can be used to get
ã,Φ = (Φ1,Φ2) such that

G̃+ H̃ = ã2(∇Φ1 ⊗∇Φ1 +∇Φ2 ⊗∇Φ2),

ã ≥ C(γ), det(DΦ) ≥ C(γ), and

‖ã‖j+α′ + ‖∇Φ‖j+α′ ≤ Cj(α
′, γ)λ1−αℓ1−j−α′

.

Taking α′ ≤ α
κ and using ℓ = λ−κ, we directly have

C(γ)−1 ≤ |∇Φ1|, |∇Φ2| ≤ C(γ);

‖∇Φ‖j ≤ Cj(γ)λℓ
1−j , ‖ã‖j ≤ Cj(γ)λℓ

1−j
(3.32)

for any j ≥ 1. Let h = ρ2(G+H), h̃ = ρ̃2(G̃+ H̃) and a = ãρ̃, then

h̃ = a2(∇Φ1 ⊗∇Φ1 +∇Φ2 ⊗∇Φ2) (3.33)

and a satisfies

‖a‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2, ‖a‖1 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2λ, ‖a‖2 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2λℓ−1 . (3.34)

Take δ∗ = c−1
0 as in Proposition 3.3. With (3.32)-(3.34), for any δ < δ∗, Proposition 3.3 can be

applied with
m = 4, n = 2, ν = λ, ν̃ = ℓ−1, µ = λκ ,
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to yield a new embedding v ∈ C2(Ω;R4) satisfying

v = u on Ω \ supph̃ = Ω \ (suppρ+ Bλ−κ(0)),

‖v − u‖0 ≤C(γ)δ1/2λ−κ, ‖v − u‖1 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2, ‖v‖2 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2λκ,

which implies (2.7) and (3.29). Moreover, the new metric error

E = ∇vT∇v − (∇uT∇u+ ρ2(G+H))

satisfies

‖E‖0 ≤ Cδλ1−κ + Cδ2 + ‖h− h̃‖0

‖E‖1 ≤ Cδλ+ Cδ2λκ + ‖h− h̃‖1 .

By (3.31), it is not hard to get

‖h̃− h‖0 ≤ Cδλ1−κ, ‖h̃− h‖1 ≤ Cδλ . (3.35)

This concludes (3.30). �

3.3. Proof for the case n ≥ 3. In this case, we shall derive (2.7) and

‖v − u‖0 ≤ Cδ1/2λ−(κ+1)/2, ‖v − u‖1 ≤ Cδ1/2, ‖v‖2 ≤ Cδ1/2λ
n+1
2

(κ−1)+1, (3.36)

‖E‖0 ≤ C(δλ1−κ + δ2), ‖E‖1 ≤ C(δλ
n−1
2

(κ−1)+1 + δ2λ
n+1
2

(κ−1)+1). (3.37)

Here C ≥ 1 is the constant in Proposition 2.3 and we have used the definition of θ(n).
For n ≥ 3, the term ρ2(G +H) can be decomposed using lemma 2.1. Thus we can decompose

the term ρ2(G +H) into n∗ = n · (n + 1)/2 primitive metrics for n ≥ 3. We shall note two facts:
only n normal vectors exist since the codimensions are only 2n − n = n, and the factor (n + 1)/2
may be not an integer. Hence, the later proof is divide into two subcases.

3.3.1. Proof of Proposition 2.3 for odd n ≥ 3. In this case, the factor (n + 1)/2 is an integer and
we can complete the proof through (n+ 1)/2 times application of Proposition 3.3.

Proof. First mollify the term h = ρ2(G + H) to get h̃ = ρ̃2(G̃ + H̃) as in the case n = 2 at the
length scale ℓ = λ−κ. Then we have

C(γ)Id ≥ G̃+ H̃ ≥ (2γ)−1Id.

Lemma 2.1 implies

G̃+ H̃ =

n∗∑

k=1

ã2kξk ⊗ ξk,

where each ãk satisfy
C(γ)−1 ≤ ãk ≤ C(γ), ‖ãk‖j ≤ Cj(γ)λℓ

1−j

for any j ≥ 1. Let ak = ãkρ̃, then

h̃ =

n∗∑

k=1

a2kξk ⊗ ξk (3.38)

and ak =
√
Lk(h̃) satisfy

‖ak‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2, ‖ak‖1 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2λ, ‖ak‖2 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2λℓ−1 . (3.39)

Set u0 = u, γ0 = γ and δ∗ = c−1
0 as in Proposition 3.3. From (3.39) and (2.3), all the conditions

of Proposition 3.3 are satisfied for u0, γ0 and m = 2n, with δ0 = δ, ν0 = λ, ν̃0 = λκ, Φk = x · ξk.
Successive application of Proposition 3.3 to obtain {ul}l=1,··· ,n+1

2
with constants

δl = δ, νl = ν̃l = λl, λl = λK l, K = λκ−1, γl = γ̄l−1,
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and for l = 1, · · · , n+1
2 ,

‖ul − ul−1‖1 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2λ−1
l

‖ul − ul−1‖1 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2, ‖ul‖2 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2λl,∥∥∥∥∥∥
∇uTl ∇ul −


∇uTl−1∇ul−1 +

nl∑

k=n(l−1)+1

a2kξk ⊗ ξk




∥∥∥∥∥∥
j

≤ C(γl)(δλl−1λ
j−1
l + δ2λjl ), j = 0, 1.

(3.40)

Then v = un+1
2

∈ C2(Ω,R2n) is the desired embedding satisfying

‖v − u‖0 ≤

n+1
2∑

l=1

‖ul − ul−1‖0 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2λ−κ,

‖v − u‖1 ≤

n+1
2∑

l=1

‖ul − ul−1‖1 ≤ C(γ)δ1/2,

‖v‖2 ≤C(γ)δ1/2λK
n+1
2 ,

from which (3.36) follows. Set the new metric error as

E = ∇vT∇v − (∇uT∇u+ ρ(G+H))

= E0 + h̃− h,

where

E0 = ∇vT∇v −

(
∇uT∇u+

n∗∑

k=1

a2kξk ⊗ ξk

)

=

n+1
2∑

l=1


∇uTl ∇ul −


∇uTl−1∇ul−1 +

nl∑

k=n(l−1)+1

a2l ξl ⊗ ξl




 .

(3.36) can be obtained as in the case n = 2. By (3.40) we obtain

‖E0‖0 ≤

n+1
2∑

l=1

C(γ)(δλl−1λ
−1
l + δ2) ≤ C(γ)(δλ1−κ + δ2),

‖E0‖1 ≤

n+1
2∑

l=1

C(γ)(δλl−1 + δ2λl) ≤ C(γ)(δλ
n−1
2

(κ−1)+1 + δ2λ
n+1
2

(κ−1)+1).

which together with (3.35) implies (3.37). �

3.3.2. Proof of Proposition 2.3 for even n ≥ 3. When n is even, we shall perform n/2 + 1 steps
in one stage. If we apply Proposition 3.3, then the bound of the ‖v‖2 will be larger than that in
Proposition 2.3, which is the key difficulty. To overcome this obstacle, we will make use of the
strategy, originating from [K7̈8], which is based on decomposing not just the metric error term
ρ2(G +H) based on Lemma 2.1, but, as in [DLI20,CI20], absorb part of new error terms. To this
end we use the following variant of Lemma 2.1 from [DLI20]:
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Lemma 3.4. Let N0 ≤ n∗ be some integer and P0 ∈ R
n×n
sym,+ with oscΩP0 ≤ 1

4σ0. There exists a

geometric constant σ1 > 0 and vectors ξ1, · · · , ξk, · · · ξn∗ ∈ S
n−1 with the following property. If P ,

{Λk}
N0
k=1, and {Θkl}

N0
k,l=1 ∈ C

1(Ω̄;Rn×n
sym ) fulfill

‖P − P0‖0 +
N0∑

k=1

‖Λk‖0 +
N0∑

k,l=1

‖Θkl‖0 ≤ σ1, (3.41)

then there exist C1 functions a1, · · · , an∗
: Ω̄ → R given as

ai(x) = Ψi(P (x), {Λk(x)}, {Θkl(x)}) (3.42)

satisfying

P =

n∗∑

i=1

a2i ξi ⊗ ξi +

N0∑

k=1

akΛk +

N0∑

k,l=1

akalΘkl ,

and

‖ai‖j ≤ Cj


‖P‖j +

N0∑

k=1

‖Λk‖j +
N0∑

k,l=1

‖Θkl‖j


 , (3.43)

for j = 0, 1 and 1 ≤ i ≤ n∗. Here, the constants Cj ≥ 1 depend only on j, σ0, σ1.

Although Lemma 3.4 is about the perturbation with indexes k, l varying only from 1 to N0(≤ n∗),
its proof is same as Proposition 5.4 in [DLI20].

However, codimensions are not enough to absorb all errors as in [DLI20,CI20]. The key point is
to apply such decomposition to absorb the error resulting from the first step when adding the first
n/2 primitive metrics. The remained n2/2 primitive metrics are then added through n/2 times
using Proposition 3.3.

Proof. In the first step we apply the decomposition in Lemma 3.4 and use Nash’s spirals to add
the first n/2 primitive metrics.

We regularize u at length scale λ−τ to get ũ ∈ C∞(Ω̄) with τ = (κ+1)/2 > 1 after taking κ > 1.
It then follows that

(2γ)−1Id ≤ ∇ũT∇ũ ≤ (2γ)Id,

provided taking λ∗ large enough such that λ1−τ ≤ C(γ)−1 for some constant C(γ). Thus by Lemma
3.2, there exist n unit normal vectors {ζk, ηk, k = 1, · · · , n/2} to the manifold ũ(Ω̄) satisfying the
estimates (3.4). Fix the vectors ξ1, · · · , ξn∗

∈ S
n−1 in Lemma 3.4 for γ ≥ 1 here. For 1 ≤ k ≤ n/2,

define as in [DLI20,CI20]

Ak =cos(λτξk · x)ζk ⊗ ξk − sin(λτ ξk · x)ηk ⊗ ξk,

Bk =sin(λτξk · x)∇ζk + cos(λτξk · x)∇ηk,

Dk =sin(λτξk · x)ζk + cos(λτξk · x)ηk ,

which satisfy

‖Ak‖0 + ‖Dk‖0 ≤ C(1 + ‖∇ũ‖0) ≤ C,

‖Ak‖1 + ‖Dk‖1 ≤ C(λτ‖∇ũ‖0 + ‖∇2ũ‖0) ≤ Cλτ ,

‖Bk‖0 ≤ Cδ1/2λ, ‖Bk‖1 ≤ Cδ1/2λ1+τ .

(3.44)

Using ∇ũTAk = 0, we get

‖∇uTAk‖0 ≤ Cδ1/2λ1−τ , ‖∇uTAk‖1 ≤ Cδ1/2λ , (3.45)

and for ∇uTDk it also holds that

‖∇uTDk‖0 ≤ Cδ1/2λ1−τ , ‖∇uTDk‖1 ≤ Cδ1/2λ . (3.46)
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Set

Λk =2 sym(∇uTAk) + 2λ−τ sym(∇uTBk) ,

Θkl =2λ−τ sym(AT
kBl) + 2λ−2τ sym(BT

k Bl).

Taking value of (3.44)-(3.46), we deduce

‖Λk‖0 ≤Cδ
1/2λ1−τ , ‖Θkl‖0 ≤ Cδ1/2λ1−τ ,

‖Λk‖1 ≤C
(
‖∇uTAk‖1 + λ−τ (‖∇u‖1‖Bk‖0 + ‖∇u‖0‖Bk‖1)

)
≤ Cδ1/2λ ,

‖Θkl‖1 ≤Cλ
−τ (‖Ak‖1‖Bl‖0 + ‖Ak‖0‖Bl‖1 + λ−τ (‖Bk‖1‖Bl‖0 + ‖Bk‖0‖Bl‖1))

≤C(δ1/2λ+ δλ2−τ ) ≤ Cδ1/2λ.

(3.47)

To absorb the linear error with respect to ρ, as in [CI20], we define ψ ∈ C∞([0,∞)) as a monotone
decreasing function of ρ such that

ψ(ρ) =

{
ρ−1 if ρ ≥ 2ǫ1/2,

ǫ−1/2 if ρ ≤ ǫ1/2 ,
(3.48)

which satisfies

‖ψ(ρ(·))‖0 ≤ Cǫ−1/2 , ‖ψ(ρ(·))‖1 ≤ Cǫ−1δ1/2λ ,

deriving from (2.4), and

‖ψ(ρ)Λk‖0 ≤ Cǫ−1/2δ1/2λ1−τ , ‖ψ(ρ)Λk‖1 ≤ Cǫ−1/2δ1/2λ , (3.49)

where

ǫ1/2 = C0(γ, σ1)δ
1/2λ1−τ ,

and C0(γ, σ1) ≥ 1 is chosen such that

‖H‖0 +

n
2∑

k=1

‖ψ(ρ)Λk‖0 +

n
2∑

k,l=1

‖Θkl‖0 ≤
σ1
2

+ Cǫ−1/2δ1/2λ1−τ < σ1.

We can also take λ∗ large enough to get ǫ1/2 ≤ δ1/2. Lemma 3.4 can be applied with P0 = G,
P = G+H, N0 = n/2 to get n∗ functions {ai}

n∗

i=1 ⊂ C1(Ω̄) such that

G+H =
n∗∑

i=1

a2i ξi ⊗ ξi +

n
2∑

k=1

akψ(ρ)Λk +

n
2∑

k,l=1

akakΘkl ,

and then

ρ2(G+H) =

n∗∑

i=1

(ρai)
2ξi ⊗ ξi +

n
2∑

k=1

ρ2ψ(ρ)akΛk +

n
2∑

k,l=1

(ρak)(ρal)Θkl . (3.50)

By (3.43), (3.47) and (3.49), we have for i = 1, · · · , n∗,

0 ≤ ai ≤ C, ‖ai‖1 ≤ Cǫ−1/2δ1/2λ. (3.51)

Moreover, from (3.42) and (3.49), we get sharper estimate

‖ρ∇ai‖0 ≤ C‖ρ∇(ψ(ρ)Λk)‖0 ≤ C
(
‖ρψ′(ρ)Λk∇ρ‖0 + ‖ρψ(ρ)∇Λk‖0

)
≤ Cδ1/2λ ,

where we have used that |ρψ′(ρ)| ≤ Cǫ−1/2 and |ρψ(ρ)| ≤ C. Then it holds that

‖ρai‖1 ≤ C(‖ai∇ρ‖0 + ‖ρ∇ai‖0) ≤ Cδ1/2λ . (3.52)
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For any i = 1, · · · , n∗, set bi := ρai and mollify bi at length scale λ1−2τ to get b̃i, satisfying that for
any j ∈ N

‖b̃i‖0 ≤ Cδ1/2, ‖b̃i − bi‖0 ≤ Cδ1/2λ2−2τ , ‖b̃i‖j+1 ≤ Cjδ
1/2λ(2τ−1)j+1, (3.53)

deriving from (3.51) and (3.52). To add the first n/2 primitive metrics, we may define the first
embedding as

u1 = u+
1

λτ

n
2∑

k=1

b̃kDk.

From the definition it is clear that

u1 = u on Ω \ (suppρ+ Bλ1−2τ ) = Ω \ (suppρ+ Bλ−κ) . (3.54)

A straightforward calculation yields

∇u1 = ∇u+

n
2∑

k=1

b̃kAk +
1

λτ

n
2∑

k=1

b̃kBk +
1

λτ

n
2∑

k=1

Dk ⊗∇b̃k .

Since AT
kDk = 0 for k = 1, 2, · · · , n/2, the induced metric will be

∇uT1 ∇u1 =∇uT∇u+

n
2∑

k=1

b̃2kξk ⊗ ξk + 2

n
2∑

k=1

b̃ksym

(
∇uTAk +

1

λτ
∇uTBk

)

+
2

λτ

n
2∑

k=1

sym
(
∇uTDk ⊗∇b̃k

)
+

2

λτ

n
2∑

k,l=1

b̃k b̃lsym
(
AT

kBl

)

+
2

λ2τ

n
2∑

k,l=1

b̃k b̃lsym
(
BT

k Bl

)
+

2

λ2τ

n
2∑

k,l=1

b̃ksym
(
BT

k Dl ⊗∇b̃l
)

+
1

λ2τ

n
2∑

k=1

∇b̃k ⊗∇b̃k .

Hence by (3.50), the first metric error will be

∇uT1∇u1 −


∇uT∇u+ ρ2(G +H)−

n∗∑

k=1+n
2

b2kξk ⊗ ξk


 = E1 + E2,

with

E1 :=

n
2∑

k=1

(b̃2k − b2k)ξk ⊗ ξk +

n
2∑

k=1

(b̃k − ρψ(ρ)bk)Λk +
n∗∑

k,l=1

(b̃k b̃l − bkbl)Θkl,

E2 :=
2

λτ

n
2∑

k=1

sym
(
∇uTDk ⊗∇b̃k

)
+

2

λ2τ

n
2∑

k,l=1

b̃ksym
(
BT

k Dl ⊗∇b̃l
)
+

1

λ2τ

n
2∑

k=1

∇b̃k ⊗∇b̃k .

To bound the first error, we shall note that

‖b̃2k − b2k‖0 ≤ ‖b̃k + bk‖0‖b̃k − bk‖0 ≤ Cδλ2−2τ , ‖b̃2k − b2k‖1 ≤ Cδλ , (3.55)

which can be derived from (3.53). Similarly, it holds that

‖(b̃k b̃l − bkbl)Θkl‖0 ≤ Cδλ2−2τ , ‖(b̃k b̃l − bkbl)Θkl‖1 ≤ Cδλ .
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For the second term in E1, with the help of the facts that 1−ρψ(ρ) = 0 for ρ ≥ 2ǫ1/2 and |bk| ≤ Cǫ1/2

on supp(1−ρψ(ρ))), using |∇(ρψ(ρ))| ≤ Cǫ−1/2δ1/2λ+C|ψ(ρ)∇ρ| ≤ Cǫ−1/2δ1/2λ, (3.53) and (3.47),
we have

‖
(
b̃k − ρψ(ρ)bk

)
Λk‖0 ≤ C‖Λk‖0

(
‖b̃k − bk‖0 + ‖bk(1− ρψ(ρ))‖0

)
≤ Cδλ2−2τ

‖
(
b̃k − ρψ(ρ)bk

)
Λk‖1 ≤ C‖Λk‖1

(
‖b̃k − bk‖0 + ‖bk(1− ρψ(ρ))‖0

)

+ C‖Λk‖0
(
‖b̃k − bk‖1 + ‖bk(1− ρψ(ρ))‖1

)
≤ Cδλ ,

Putting the previous estimates together, we get

‖E1‖0 ≤ Cδλ2−2τ = Cδλ1−κ, ‖E1‖1 ≤ Cδλ . (3.56)

Directly from (3.44), (3.46), (3.53), we have

‖E2‖0 ≤ Cδλ1−κ, ‖E2‖1 ≤ Cδλ . (3.57)

This in turn implies

γ̄−1
1 Id ≤ ∇uT1 ∇u1 ≤ γ̄1Id,

for some γ̄1 depending only on γ and n, in the same way as Proposition 3.3. Besides, we also have

‖u1 − u‖0 ≤

n
2∑

k=1

‖b̃kDk‖0λ
−τ ≤ C(γ)δ1/2λ−τ ,

‖u1 − u‖1 ≤

n
2∑

k=1

‖b̃kDk‖1λ
−τ ≤ C(γ)δ1/2,

‖u1‖2 ≤ ‖u‖2 +

n
2∑

k=1

‖b̃kDk‖2λ
−τ ≤ C(γ)δ1/2λτ .

(3.58)

For the remained n ·n/2 primitive metrics
∑n∗

k=1+n
2
b̃2kξk⊗ξk, we can apply n/2 times Proposition

3.3 to add them. Note that all the conditions of Proposition 3.3 are satisfied for u1, b̃k, and Φk = x·ξk
with

m = 2n, δ1 = δ, ν1 = ν̃1 = λτ .

Take δ∗ = c−1
0 as in Proposition 3.3. Successive application of Proposition 3.3 yield {ul}l=2,··· ,1+n

2

with constants

δl = δ, νl = ν̃l = λl, λl = λτK l−1, K = λκ−1, γl = γ̄l−1,

and for l = 2, . . . , 1 + n
2

‖ul − ul−1‖0 ≤ C(γl)δ
1/2λ−1

l

‖ul − ul−1‖1 ≤ C(γl)δ
1/2, ‖ul‖2 ≤ C(γl)δ

1/2λj ,∥∥∥∥∥∥
∇uTl ∇ul −


∇uTl−1∇ul−1 +

n(l−1)+n
2∑

k=n(l−2)+n
2

b̃2kξk ⊗ ξk




∥∥∥∥∥∥
j

≤ C(γl)(δλl−1λ
j−1
l + δ2λjl ), j = 0, 1.

(3.59)



ISOMETRIC EMBEDDING 21

Set v = u1+n
2
∈ C2(Ω,R2n), which is the desired embedding. In fact, the new metric error

E = ∇vT∇v − (∇uT∇u+ ρ2(G+H))

= E3 +
n∗∑

k=1+n
2

b̃2kξk ⊗ ξk +∇uT1∇u1 − (∇uT∇u+ ρ2(G+H))

= E3 + E4 + E1 + E2,

where

E3 := ∇vT∇v −


∇uT1∇u1 +

n∗∑

k=1+n
2

b̃2kξk ⊗ ξk




=

1+n
2∑

l=2


∇uTl ∇ul −


∇uTl−1∇ul−1 +

nl−n
2∑

k=nl− 3n
2
+1

b̃2kξk ⊗ ξk





 ,

E4 :=
n∗∑

1+n
2

(b̃2k − b2k)ξk ⊗ ξk.

It follows from (3.59) that

‖E3‖0 ≤

1+n
2∑

l=2

C(γl)(δλl−1λ
−1
l + δ2) ≤ C(γ)(δλ1−κ + δ2),

‖E3‖1 ≤

1+n
2∑

l=2

C(γl)(δλl−1 + δ2λl) ≤ C(γ)(δλ(
n
2
−1)(κ−1)+τ + δ2λ

n
2
(κ−1)+τ ),

(3.60)

Moreover, same as the first part of E1, we have

‖E4‖0 ≤ Cδλ2−2τ , ‖E4‖1 ≤ Cδλ. (3.61)

Hence by τ = (κ+1)/2 and (3.56),(3.57),(3.60) and (3.61), we get (3.37). Besides, from Proposition
3.3, it follows that

v = u1+n
2
= · · · = u2 = u1 on Ω \ (suppρ+Bλ−κ) ,

which combining with (3.54) implies (2.7). Moreover, with (3.58) and (3.59), we deduce

‖v − u‖0 ≤‖u1 − u‖0 +

1+n
2∑

l=2

‖ul − ul−1‖0 ≤ Cδ1/2λ−τ = Cδ1/2λ−(κ+1)/2,

‖v − u‖1 ≤‖u1 − u‖1 +

1+n
2∑

l=2

‖ul − ul−1‖1 ≤ Cδ1/2,

‖v‖2 ≤Cδ1/2λ
n+1
2

(κ−1)+1,

from which (3.36) follows.
�

4. Proof of Proposition 2.6

The proof of Proposition 2.6 is similar to that of Proposition 4.1 in [CS22] and is divided into
three subsections.
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4.1. Parameters and cut-off functions. First of all, recall from our global setup (2.10) that in
any local chart Ωk the coordinate expression G = (Gij) of the metric g satisfies

γ−1Id ≤ G ≤ γId, ‖G‖C1(Ωk) ≤ γ.

Since u is an adapted short embedding with ρ ≤ 1
4 (from (2.14) with A is sufficiently large), after

replacing γ by 4γ if necessary we may assume in addition

γ−1Id ≤ ∇uT∇u ≤ γId,

Now, set δ1 := A−β, and for q ≥ 1

λq = Aδ
− 1

2θ
q , λq+1 = λbq. (4.1)

We assume that A is sufficiently large (depending on θ, α) so that

δq+1 ≤
1
4δq, λq+1 ≥ 2λq. (4.2)

Next, following [CS22], we decompose Mn with respect to Σ and S and define associated cut-off
functions. We define for q = 0, 1, 2, . . .

Σq = {x : dist(x,Σ) < s∗rq},

Σ̃q = {x : dist(x,Σ) < s̃∗rq},

Sq = {x : dist(x, S) < s∗∗rq},

where

rq = A−1δ
1
2θ
q+1 = λ−1

q+1,

s∗ < s̃∗ and s∗∗ are geometric constants to be chosen in the following order:

1) Choose s∗∗ > 0 such that

ρ(x) > 3
2δ

1/2
q+2 implies x /∈ Sq+1. (4.3)

We recall that this is possible since (2.14) implies ρ(x) ≤ Aθdist(x, S)θ, and therefore

ρ(x) ≤ sθ∗∗δ
1/2
q+2 for any x ∈ Sq+1; see [CS22].

2) Set s̃∗ = r̄s∗∗, where r̄ > 0 is the constant in Condition 2.4, which yields that, for any q ∈ N

Σ̃q \ Sq is contained in a pairwise disjoint union of open sets,

each contained in a single chart Ωk

(4.4)

3) Choose s∗ < s̃∗ so that 1
2 s̃∗ < s∗ < s̃∗, hence

Σ̃q+1 ⊂ Σq ⊂ Σ̃q for all q.

We then define cut-off functions χq ≤ χ̃q associated to the sets Σq ⊂ Σ̃q as follows. Define

φ, φ̃, ψ, ψ̃ ∈ C∞(0,∞) with φ, φ̃ monotonic increasing and ψ, ψ̃ monotonic decreasing, such that

φ(t), φ̃(t) =

{
1 t ≥ 2

0 t ≤ 3
2

, φ̃(t) = 1 on suppφ,

and

ψ(t), ψ̃(t) =

{
1 t ≤ s∗

0 t ≥ s̃∗
, ψ̃(t) = 1 on suppψ.

Set

χq(x) = φ

(
ρ(x)

δ
1/2
q+2

)
ψ

(
dist(x,Σ)

rq+1

)
, χ̃q(x) = φ̃

(
ρ(x)

δ
1/2
q+2

)
ψ̃

(
dist(x,Σ)

rq+1

)
.



ISOMETRIC EMBEDDING 23

From (2.14) and the choice of rq, s∗, s̃∗ and the cut-off functions, the following estimates can be
obtained

|∇χq|, |∇χ̃q| ≤ CAδ
− 1

2θ
q+2 = Cλq+2, (4.5)

dist(suppχq, ∂suppχ̃q) ≥ C−1A−1δ
1
2θ
q+2 = C−1λ−1

q+2, (4.6)

where the constant C depends on s∗, s̃∗.Moreover, it holds that

{x ∈ Σq+1|ρ(x) > 2δ
1/2
q+2} ⊂ {x ∈ Mn : χq(x) = 1},

suppχq ⊂ {x ∈ Mn : χ̃q(x) = 1},

suppχ̃q ⊂ {x ∈ Σ̃q+1 : ρ(x) >
3
2δ

1/2
q+2}.

(4.7)

4.2. Inductive construction of a sequence of adapted short embeddings. Following [CS22,
Section 4.4], we define the sequence of metric difference size {ρq} in the following way. Set ρ0 = ρ
and define ρq for q = 1, 2, . . . as

ρ2q+1 = ρ2q(1− χ2
q) + δq+2χ

2
q , (4.8)

which satisfies the following claims in [CS22, Lemma 4.1]: for any q = 0, 1, . . .

(a) On suppχ̃q it holds that 3
2δ

1/2
q+2 ≤ ρq ≤ 2δ

1/2
q+1.

(b) For every x, ρq+1(x) ≤ ρq(x).

(c) If ρq(x) ≤ δ
1/2
q+1, then x 6∈

⋃q−1
j=0 suppχ̃j and consequently ρq(x) = ρ(x).

(d) If ρq(x) ≥ δ
1/2
q+1, then either χq(x) = 1 or x /∈ Σq+1.

Having defined the sequence {ρq}, we then construct inductively a sequence of smooth adapted
short embeddings uq with associated metric error hq such that for any q = 0, 1, . . . , the following
hold:

(1)q For all Mn, it holds that g − u♯qe = ρ2q(g + hq).

(2)q If x /∈
⋃q−1

j=0 suppχ̃j, then (uq, ρq, hq) = (u0, ρ0, h0).

(3)q In Mn it holds that

|∇2uq| ≤ Ab2ρ
1− b2

θ
q , |∇ρq| ≤ Ab2ρ

1− b2

θ
q , (4.9)

|hq| ≤ A− θα
2b2 ρ

α
2b2
q , |∇hq| ≤ Ab2− θα

2b2 ρ
α

2b2
− b2

θ
q , (4.10)

(4)q On {x : ρ(x) > δ
1/2
q+1} ∩Σq, the following sharper estimates hold

|∇2uq| ≤ Abρ
1− b

θ
q , |∇ρq| ≤ Abρ

1− b
θ

q , (4.11)

|hq| ≤ A− θα
b ρ

α
b
q , |∇hq| ≤ Ab− θα

b ρ
α
b
− b

θ
q . (4.12)

(5)q Globally, it holds that for q ≥ 1

‖uq − uq−1‖C0(M) ≤ Cδ1/2q λ−1
q , (4.13)

‖uq − uq−1‖C1(M) ≤ Cδ1/2q , (4.14)

where C is the constant in Proposition 2.3 and the norm is taken on Mn.

Initial step q = 0. Set (u0, h0) = (u, h). Property (1)0 holds by assumption with global estimates
sharper than (4.11)-(4.12) since b > 1 and ρ < 1. Thus (3)0 is satisfied, whereas (2)0, (4)0 and (5)0
are empty.
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Inductive step q 7→ q + 1. Suppose (uq, hq) has already been defined and properties (1)q − (5)q
hold. We will show how an application of Proposition 2.3 leads to (uq+1, hq+1) on suppχ̃q. To this
end we first deduce uniform estimates for (uq, ρq, hq) on suppχ̃q.

By (a) above, on suppχ̃q, it holds that

3
2δ

1/2
q+2 ≤ ρq ≤ 2δ

1/2
q+1. (4.15)

Then, as in [CS22, (4.19)-(4.20)], we use the definition of ρq in (4.8) and property (c) whenever
3
2δ

1/2
q+2 ≤ ρq(x) ≤ δ

1/2
q+1 on the one hand, and property (4)q whenever δ

1/2
q+1 < ρq(x) ≤ 2δ

1/2
q+1 on the

other hand, to obtain on suppχ̃q the estimates

|∇2uq| ≤ δ
1/2
q+1λq+2 ,

|∇ρq| ≤ δ
1/2
q+1λq+2 ,

∣∣∣∣
∇ρq
ρq

∣∣∣∣ ≤ λq+2 ,

|hq| ≤ 2λ
− θα

b2

q+2 , |∇hq| ≤ λ
1− θα

b2

q+2 .

(4.16)

In order to apply Proposition 2.3 we define

ρ̃q = χq

√
ρ2q − δq+2 , h̃q =

χ̃qρ
2
q

ρ2q − δq+2
hq,

so that

ρ̃2q(g + h̃q) = χ2
q(ρ

2
q(g + hq)− δq+2g) = χ2

q(g − u♯qe− δq+2g).

Due to (4.15) we have 5
4δq+2 ≤ ρ2q − δq+2 ≤ 4δq+1 on suppχ̃q. Therefore ρ̃q and h̃q are well defined.

Furthermore, using (4.5) and (4.16), we infer

|∇2uq| ≤δ
1/2
q+1λq+2, 0 ≤ ρ̃q ≤ ρq ≤ 2δ

1/2
q+1 , |h̃q| ≤ 2|hq| ≤ 4λ

− θα
b2

q+2 ,

|∇ρ̃q| ≤ C(|∇χq|ρq + |∇ρq|) ≤ Cδ
1/2
q+1λq+2,

|∇h̃q| ≤ C(|∇χ̃q||hq|+

∣∣∣∣
∇ρq
ρq

∣∣∣∣ |hq|+ |∇hq|) ≤ Cλ
1− θα

b2

q+2 .

(4.17)

In particular, (uq, ρ̃q, h̃q) satisfies the estimates (2.3)-(2.5) of Proposition 2.3 on suppχ̃q with

δ = 4δq+1, λ = Cλq+2,

and α given by θα
4b2

. From (4.3) and (4.4) it follows that suppχ̃q is contained in a pairwise disjoint
union of open sets, each contained in a single chart. Therefore, we can apply Proposition 2.3 in
local coordinates of suppχ̃q to add the term ρ̃2q(g + h̃q), with

κ = 1 +
2θ

b
(b− 1 + α) > 1, (4.18)

provided A≫ 1 is sufficiently large (depending on α, β, b, θ as well as γ, n, σ0) so that the conditions
4δq+1 ≤ 4δ1 ≤ δ∗ and Cλq+2 ≥ Cλ2 ≥ λ∗ are satisfied.

In this way we obtain uq+1 and E such that

g − u♯q+1e = (g − u♯qe)(1− χ2
q) + δq+2gχ

2
q + E

From (2.8) and (2.9) we deduce

|∇2uq+1| ≤ Cδ
1/2
q+1λ

1+N(κ−1)
q+2 = Cδ

1/2
q+1λ

b+2N(b−1+α)θ
q+1 , (4.19)
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and

|E| ≤ C(δq+1λ
1−κ
q+2 + δ2q+1)

|∇E| ≤ Cδq+1

(
λ
1+(N−1)(κ−1)
q+2 + δq+1λ

1+N(κ−1)
q+2

)
.

(4.20)

Next, using (4.1), (4.18) and the choice of b in (2.16) we compute

δq+1λ
κ−1
q+2 = δq+1λ

2θ(b−1+α)
q+1 = A

2αθ(1−θ)
1−θ(1+2N) δ

1−θ(1+2N)−α(1−θ)
1−θ(1+2N)

q+1 ,

from which we deduce that
δq+1 ≤ λ1−κ

q+2 , (4.21)

provided δq+1 ≤ δ1 ≤ A−β for any β > 0 with

β >
2αθ(1− θ)

1− (1 + 2N)θ − α(1− θ)
.

In particular this holds if α < 1−θ(1+2N)
2(1−θ) and β > 4αθ(1−θ)

1−θ(1+2N) , or expressed differently, whenever α, β

satisfy

α < min
{

1−θ(1+2N)
2(1−θ) , 1−θ(1+2N)

4θ(1−θ) β
}
≤ c∗(N, θ)β, (4.22)

with
c∗(N, θ) :=

1−θ(1+2N)
4θ(1−θ) . (4.23)

Observe that here we also require θ < (1 + 2N)−1 and β ≤ 1. This determines the choice of
parameters in (2.15). In turn, with these choice of parameters (4.21) implies that we can drop the
second terms in the estimates for E and ∇E in (4.20), to arrive at

|E| ≤ Cδq+2λ
−2θα
q+1 , (4.24)

|∇E| ≤ Cδq+2λ
b+2θN(b−1)+2θ(N−1)α
q+1 . (4.25)

Now we proceed exactly as in [CS22]. By (2.7), we get

supp(uq+1 − uq), supp E ⊂ suppχq + Bτq (0),

with
τq = (Cλq+2)

−κ ≤ A−2θ(b−1+α)λ−1
q+2 ≤ C−1λ−1

q+2,

where C is the constant in (4.6) and the last inequality holds provided A is sufficiently large.
Consequently uq+1 = uq and E = 0 outside suppχ̃q.

Moreover, (4.13)-(4.14) for the case q+1 follows immediately from (2.8), hence (5)q+1 is verified.
Define

hq+1 = (1− χ2
q)

ρ2q
ρ2q+1

hq +
E

ρ2q+1

and then g − u♯q+1e = ρ2q+1(g + hq+1), verifying (1)q+1. Note that on suppχ̃q using (4.15) we have

ρ2q+1 ≤ 4δq+1(1− χ2
q) + δq+2χ

2
q ≤ 4δq+1,

ρ2q+1 ≥
9
4δq+2(1− χ2

q) + δq+2χ
2
q ≥ δq+2,

(4.26)

which also implies that E and hq+1 are well defined. Further, it is easy to see that (ρq+1, hq+1)
agrees with (ρq, hq) outside suppχ̃q. Therefore, to conclude with the induction step we need to
verify (2)q+1 − (4)q+1 on suppχ̃q.

Verification of (2)q+1. If x 6∈
⋃q

j=0 suppχ̃j, then χ̃q(x) = 0 and therefore

(uq+1, ρq+1, hq+1) = (uq, ρq, hq) = (u0, ρ0, h0).

Verification of (3)q+1.
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To verify the estimates in (3)q+1 on suppχ̃q we can use the bound

δ
1/2
q+2 ≤ ρq+1 ≤ 2δ

1/2
q+1, (4.27)

which follows from (4.26). Using (4.5), (4.8) and (4.16) we obtain

|∇ρq+1| =
|∇ρ2q+1|

2ρq+1
≤

C

ρq+1
(|ρq∇ρq|+ |∇χq|(ρ

2
q + δq+2)) ≤ C

δq+1λq+2

δ
1/2
q+2

. (4.28)

Similarly, using (4.16), (4.19)-(4.24) and (4.26) we obtain

|hq+1| ≤ |hq|+
|E|

ρ2q+1

≤ 2λ
−αθ

b2

q+2 + Cλ−2θα
q+1 (4.29)

and for |∇hq+1| we compute, using (4.5), (4.16), (4.24), (4.25) and (4.28),

|∇hq+1| ≤ |∇hq|+
1

ρ2q+1

(|∇E|+ δq+2|∇(hqχ
2
q)|) +

2|∇ρq+1|

ρ3q+1

(δq+2|hq|+ |E|)

≤ Cλ
1− θα

b2

q+2 + C

(
λ
b+2θN(b−1)+2θ(N−1)α
q+1 + λ

1− θα
b2

q+2

)
+ C

δq+1λq+2

δq+2
(λ

−θα

b2

q+2 + λ−2θα
q+1 )

≤ Cλ
b+2θN(b−1)+2θ(N−1)α
q+1 ,

(4.30)

Next, we claim that (4.9)q+1 will follow from

|∇2uq+1|, |∇ρq+1| ≤ cδ
1/2
q+1λ

b2
q+1, (4.31)

for some small geometric constant c. Indeed, using (4.1),

δ
1/2
q+1λ

b2

q+1 = Ab2δ
1
2−

b2

2θ
q+1 ≤ CAb2ρ

1− b2

θ
q+1 .

Similar computations show that (4.10)q+1 will follow from

|hq+1| ≤ cλ
− θα

2b2

q+2 , |∇hq+1| ≤ cλ
b2− θα

2b2

q+1 . (4.32)

Thus, in order to conclude (3)q+1, we just need to compare the powers of λq+1 in the estimates
(4.28), (4.19), (4.24), (4.25) to the powers in (4.31) and (4.32): we need

b+ 2Nθ(b− 1 + α) < b2, b+ 2θN(b− 1) + 2θ(N − 1)α < b2 −
θα

2b2
(4.33)

as well as

b+ θ(b− 1) < b2, −
θα

b2
< −

θα

2b2
.

The latter two are obviously satisfied, whereas the former two can be checked using the choice of
b in (2.16). Then, for A sufficiently large (in order to take care of the small geometric constants in
(4.31)-(4.32)), the estimates in (3)q+1 hold.

Verification of (4)q+1. Observe that

{x ∈ Σq+1 : ρ0(x) > δ
1/2
q+2} = {χq(x) = 1} ∪ {x ∈ Σq+1 : δ

1/2
q+2 ≤ ρ0(x) ≤ 2δ

1/2
q+2}.

Moreover, if x ∈ {χq = 1}, then ρq+1 = δ
1/2
q+2. Arguing analogously to above, but this time using

the bound
δ
1/2
q+2 ≤ ρq+1 ≤ 2δ

1/2
q+2, (4.34)

we see that (4.11)q+1 will follow from

|∇2uq+1|, |∇ρq+1| ≤ cδ
1/2
q+2λ

b
q+2(= cδ

1/2
q+1λ

b2−θ(b−1)
q+1 ), (4.35)
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whereas (4.12)q+1 will follow from

|hq+1| ≤ cλ
− θα

b
q+2 , |∇hq+1| ≤ cλ

b− θα
b

q+2 (= cλb
2−θα
q+1 ). (4.36)

On the other hand, repeating the computations leading to (4.28), but this time using (4.34)
instead of (4.27), we obtain

|∇ρq+1| ≤ Cδ
1/2
q+2λq+2. (4.37)

Next, we estimate hq+1, considering two cases. If χq(x) = 1, then hq+1 = E
δq+2

, therefore using

(4.24),

|hq+1| ≤ Cλ−2θα
q+1 = Cλ

− 2θα
b

q+2 . (4.38)

On the other hand, if x ∈ {x ∈ Σq+1 : δ
1/2
q+2 ≤ ρ0(x) ≤ 2δ

1/2
q+2}, then (uq, ρq, hq) = (u0, ρ0, h0) by

(2)q. Thus

|hq+1| ≤ |h0|+

∣∣∣∣∣
E

ρ2q+1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(λ−2αθ
q+2 + λ

− 2θα
b

q+2 ) ≤ Cλ
− 2αθ

b
q+2 . (4.39)

Again comparing powers of λq+1 in (4.35)-(4.36) to the estimates for ∇ρq+1,∇uq+1, hq+1 and ∇hq+1

in (4.19) and (4.30), we reduce to the inequalities

b+ 2Nθ(b− 1 + α) < b2 − θ(b− 1), b+ 2θN(b− 1) + 2θ(N − 1)α < b2 − θα, (4.40)

and comparing powers of λq+2 in (4.35)-(4.36) to that in (4.37), (4.38) and (4.39), we require

1 < b, −2θα < −θα,

which are obvious. (4.40) can again be checked using the choice of b in (2.16) (and are in fact
sharper than the inequalities (4.33). With this, we thus conclude the verification of (4)q+1.

This concludes the proof of the induction step (1)q+1 − (5)q+1.

4.3. Conclusion. We can see δ
1/2
q ≤ 2−q−1 and δ

1/2
q λ−1

q ≤ A−12−q−1 from (4.2). With (5)q, we

will see that {uq} is a Cauchy sequence in C1(Mn). From (4.8), we have 0 ≤ ρq − ρq+1 ≤ 2δ
1/2
q+1,

so that {ρq} is a Cauchy sequence in C0(Mn). From (1)q − (3)q, it follows that {hq} is a Cauchy
sequence in C0(Mn). Note that suppχ̃q ⊂ Σq and ∩qΣq = Σ. We obtain from (2)q that for any
x ∈ Mn \ Σ there exists q0 = q0(x) such that (uq, ρq, hq) = (uq0 , ρq0 , hq0) for all q ≥ q0(x). From

suppχ̃q ⊂ {ρ > δ
1/2
q+1}, (uq, ρq, hq) agrees with (u, ρ, h) on S. Thus there exist

ū ∈ C1(Mn) ∩ C2(Mn \Σ),

ρ̄ ∈ C0(Mn) ∩ C1(Mn \Σ),

h̄ ∈ C0(Mn,R2×2) ∩ C1(Mn \ Σ,R2×2),

such that

uq → ū, u♯qe→ ū♯e, ρq → ρ̄, hq → h̄ uniformly on Mn.

First, (ū, ρ̄, h̄) = (u, ρ, h) on S. Secondly, by (1)q, the limit (ū, ρ̄, h̄) satisfies

g − ū♯e = ρ̄2(g + h̄) on Mn

and by (5)q

‖ū− u‖0 ≤
∞∑

q=1

‖uq − uq−1‖0 ≤ CA−1
∑

q≥1

2−q−1 ≤ A−1.
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Thirdly, from (3)q and (b), it follows that

|∇2ū| ≤ Ab2 ρ̄1−
b2

θ , |∇ρ̄| ≤ Ab2 ρ̄1−
b2

θ ,

0 ≤ ρ̄ ≤ ρ ≤ A−β, |h̄| ≤ A− θα
2b2 ρ̄

α
2b2 , |∇h̄| ≤ Ab2− θα

2b2 ρ̄
α

2b2
− b2

θ .

Finally, from (a) and (4.7), we get ρq ≤ 2δ
1/2
q+1 on Σ, which then implies that {ρ̄ = 0} = Σ.

Finally, to see that u ∈ C1,θ′(M), we observe that (uq+1 − uq) is supported on suppχ̃q; hence
|∇2uq+1−∇2uq| can be estimated using the estimate (4.19) for |∇2uq+1|. Using (4.40) we conclude

‖uq+1 − uq‖C2(M) ≤ Cδ
1/2
q+1λ

b2−θ(b−1)
q+1 .

Combining with (4.14) and interpolation, we see that

‖uq+1 − uq‖C1,θ′ (M) ≤ Cδ
1/2
q+1λ

θ′b2−θ′θ(b−1)
q+1

= CAθλ
− θ2

b2
(b−1)

q+1

so that (uq)q is a Cauchy sequence in C1,θ′ for θ′ = θ/b2.
This proves that ū is a desired adapted short embedding and completes the proof of Proposition

2.6.

Appendix A. Hölder spaces

We recall the following interpolation inequality for Hölder norms

‖f‖j,α ≤ C‖f‖τj1,α1
‖f‖1−τ

j2,α2
, (A.1)

where C depends j, j1, j2, α,α1, α2, τ ∈ [0, 1] and

j + α = τ(j1 + α1) + (1− τ)(j2 + α2).

For compositions, we also have the following estimates.

Proposition A.1. Let Ψ : Ω → R and f : Rn ⊃ U → Ω be two Cj functions with Ω ⊂ R
n0 , Then

for any r, s ≥ 0, it holds

‖Ψ ◦ f‖r ≤ C(r)(‖Ψ(·)‖r‖f‖
r
1 + ‖Ψ(·)‖1‖f‖r + ‖Ψ(·)‖0), r ≥ 1,

‖Ψ ◦ f‖r ≤ min(‖Ψ(·)‖r‖f‖
r
1, ‖Ψ(·)‖1‖f‖r) + ‖Ψ(·)‖0, 0 ≤ r ≤ 1.

Let f1, f2 : R
n ⊃ U → R be two Cj functions. Then there is a constant C(α, j, n, U) such that

[f1f2]j ≤ C(‖f1‖0[f2]j + ‖f2‖0[f1]j).

For mollification the following claim holds (see e.g. [CDLSJ12, Lemma 1]).

Proposition A.2. Let ϕ ∈ C∞
c (B1(0)) be symmetric, nonnegative function such that

´

ϕdx = 1.
For any r, s ≥ 0, and 0 < α ≤ 1, it holds that

(1) ‖f ∗ ϕℓ‖r+s ≤ C(r, s)ℓ−s‖f‖r,
(2) ‖f − f ∗ ϕℓ‖r ≤ Cℓ1−r[f ]1, if 0 ≤ r ≤ 1,
(3) ‖(f1f2) ∗ ϕℓ − (f1 ∗ ϕℓ)(f2 ∗ ϕℓ)‖r ≤ C(r, α)ℓ2α−r‖f1‖α‖f2‖α.
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