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ABSTRACT. We introduce a natural, mathematically consistent definition of the
essential (highest possible) regularity of an affine connection—a geometric prop-
erty independent of atlas—together with a checkable necessary and sufficient
condition for determining whether connections are at their essential regularity.
This condition is based on the relative regularity between the connection and
its Riemann curvature. Based on this, we prove that authors’ theory of the RT-
equations provides a computable procedure for constructing coordinate transfor-
mations which simultaneously lift connection and curvature components to es-
sential regularity, and lift the atlas of coordinate charts to the regularity required
to preserve the essential regularity of the connection. This provides a definitive
theory for determining whether or not singularities in a geometry are essential or
removable by coordinate transformation, together with an explicit procedure for
lifting removable singularities to their essential regularity, both locally and glob-
ally. The theory applies to general affine connections with components in L,
p > n, which naturally includes shock wave singularities in General Relativity
as well as continuous metrics with infinite gradients, (both obstacles to numeri-
cal simulation), but not yet singularities at the lower regularity p < n associated
with discontinuous metric components, for example, the event horizon of a black
hole.

1. INTRODUCTION

The problem of determining whether or not a singularity is essential or remov-
able by coordinate transformation has been a central issue in General Relativity and
Geometry since Eddington and Finkelstein first discovered a coordinate transfor-
mation which regularized the singularity present at the event horizon of the black
hole in the Schwarzschild metric. Historically the problem of regularizing singu-
larities is treated as a different problem for each singularity, but when encountering
Schwarzschild’s solution one is left wondering how to determine at the start that the
singularity at the event horizon is removable. More generally, for geometries based
on connections, determining that a singularity is removable has typically required
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the explicit construction of a coordinate transformation which regularizes the con-
nection, and neither a definitive test, nor an explicit procedure for constructing
regularizing coordinate transformations, has been available to determine, apriori,
whether the search for a regularization is feasible or futile [33].
Infinite curvature invariants have been used to argue that singularities, like the sin-
gularity at the center of a black hole, are essential, i.e., non-removable, but a defin-
itive condition for identifying removable or essential singularities, with bounded or
unbounded curvature, has remained elusive [[7, [13]]. In this paper we establish that
authors’ prior theory of the Regularity Transformation (RT-)equations extends to
a definitive theory for determining whether or not singularities are essential or re-
movable by coordinate transformation; and if removable, the RT-equations provide
an explicit procedure for constructing the coordinate transformations which lift sin-
gularities to their highest possible (essential) regularity. Our results here apply to
general affine connections I" on an n-dimensional manifold M, with connection
components at regularity P, p > n > 2, which is general enough to include Lip-
schitz continuous metrics associated with shock wave singularities [4} 12, 22]
as well as Holder continuous WP metrics with infinite gradients [8], in General
Relativityﬂ but not yet singularities at the lower regularity p < n associated with,
for example, the event horizons of black holes ]

To be precise, define a singularity in a connection to be essential if no regulariz-
ing coordinate transformation exists, and define a singularity to be apparent if it is
removable by coordinate transformation. For an apparent singularity in a connec-
tion, we prove there is locally a geometric highest level of regularity achievable by
coordinate transformation, and define this to be the local essential regularity of the
connection. We prove this extends to a global geometric definition of the essen-
tial regularity of a general affine connection defined on a manifold, and establish
a necessary and sufficient condition, based on the curvature alone, for determining
whether or not affine connection components exhibit essential regularity in an atlas
of coordinate charts on a manifold. We then prove that if not, authors’ existence
theory for the RT-equations provides the coordinate transformations which lift the
original atlas to a new atlas of coordinate charts in which the components of the
connection exhibit the essential regularity of the connection, and we prove that the
transition maps between coordinate charts of the new atlas exhibit the two extra
derivatives of regularity above the connection, required to preserve the essential
regularity of the connection under coordinate change.

The RT-equations are a non-invariant coordinate dependent system of partial
differential equations (PDE) which is elliptic regardless of metric signature, and

1Steep gradient singularities in the metric tensor are known to form when solving the Einstein
equations numerically and pose major obstacles, for example, in the simulation of gravitational wave
emission by black hole mergers [11, 2 20].

2By Christoffel’s formula a metric is always exactly one derivative more regular than its connec-
tion. So a metric connection in L? has a metric in W1*?. When p > n such metrics are continuous
by Morrey’s inequality, but can have infinite gradient; when p < n metric components can be dis-
continuous and unbounded, the case of the singularity at the event horizon of the Schwarzschild
metric.
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whose solutions provide the local coordinate transformations which lift an L” con-
nection by one derivative of regularity when its Riemann curvature is in L”. The
derivation and existence theory for the RT-equations, developed by the authors in
[23]], is summarized in Section zA Previously we viewed
the curvature regularity as fixed, which was sufficient for a one-step regularization
by the RT-equations, but not for a multi-step regularization of a connection to its
essential regularity, which requires a regularization of the curvature as well. In this
paper we prove that an implicit regularization of the curvature by the RT-equations
takes place in each step until the essential regularity of the connection is reached.

One can make an analogy between the problem of regularizing singularities in
geometry and the classical problem of determining whether or not a vector field
F' is conservative: Given the components of a vector field F' in some coordinate
system, a necessary and sufficient condition for there to exist a potential P such
that ' = —V P in a simply connected domain, is the condition CurlF' = 0; and
given F' is appropriately Curl-free, the method of partial integration provides a
procedure for explicitly computing P. Analogously here, given the components
of a connection I" in some coordinate system, we prove that a necessary and suf-
ficient condition for a singularity to be removable is that the Riemann curvature
tensor Riem(I') = Curl(T") + [I',T] is at least as regular as the connection due
to a cancellation of singular terms; and given the singularity is removable, solving
the RT-equations provides an explicit iterative procedure for constructing the co-
ordinate transformations which lift I to its essential, highest possible, regularity.
Because the RT-equations regularize a connection and its curvature until essen-
tial regularity is reached, we obtain the following refined description of apparent
singularities.

The hierarchy of apparent singularities: A connection is two or more derivatives
below its essential regularity if and only if the curvature is at least one derivative
more regular than the connection; a connection is precisely one derivative below
its essential regularity if and only if the curvature has the exact same regularity as
the connection; a connection is at its essential regularity if and only if the curvature
is precisely one derivative less regular than the connection, (cf. Theorem 2.3)).

Thus, an essential (non-removable) singularity is one where the curvature is one
derivative less regular than the connection, and an apparent (removable) singular-
ity is one where the curvature is at least as regular as the connection. Our current
theory establishes this principle rigorously for regularity measured in the Sobolev
spaces WP, s > 0, p > n. Based on this, we prove in Theorem 2.3] that any ap-
parent singularity can be regularized to essential connection regularity by iterative

3This extends the optimal regularity results of Kazdan-DeTurck from Riemannian to non-
Riemannian geometry. See also [3} [6] for results in Lorentzian geometry subject to additional as-
sumptions. Several applications of the RT-equations have been established so far, including the
problem of existence and uniqueness of geodesic curves at low regularity [30]], (cf. [18] 31 32]),
Penrose’s Strong Cosmic Censorship Conjecture [21]], (cf. [TT1[7]), Quantum Gravity [34],
and the first extension of Uhlenbeck compactness [33]] to vector bundles over Lorentzian and non-
Riemannian manifolds with both compact and non-compact Lie groups [28]], (cf. [3l[29] 36]]).



4 M. REINTJES AND B. TEMPLE

use of the RT-equations. To authors’ knowledge, this is the first definitive theory
of apparent singularities applicable to Lorentzian geometry and general affine con-
nections. Moreover, because a manifold by itself does not have enough structure
to determine a geometric level of regularity, [14]], it appears that the essential reg-
ularity of a connection is the point at which a natural geometric level of regularity
enters the subject of Geometry.

The outline of the paper is as follows: In Section [2| we state and discuss the
main results of this paper, including a discussion of C'*° structures. In Section 3]
we review the theory of the RT-equations, and provide a technical improvement
required for this paper. In Section 4] we establish regularity control of coordinate
transformations when connections are mapped between different levels of regu-
larity. Combining the results of Sections [3 and 4] we develop in Section [3] local
versions of the results stated in Section 2l In Section |6l we complete the theory
by extending the local results to global ones, and by proving the results in Sec-
tion2l In Section [7] we establish estimates for one- and two-step regularizations of
connections on compact manifolds.

2. STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Regularizing the components of a connection by coordinate transformation re-
quires measuring the regularity in some space of differentiability, like C*, H?,
C*e or W*P. In this paper we address affine connections and measure differ-
entiability in the Sobolev spaces W*P, the space of functions with s derivatives
integrable in LP [9]. We are interested in the regularity of singular connections
on bounded sets, so with slight abuse of terminology we define a function on an
unbounded domain in R" to be in LP if its L” norm on every bounded subset is
finite, (essentially we use LP to mean Lf o). For simplicity we restrict the theory
to non-negative integer values s € Ny (including s = 0) and fixed values of p,
assuming n < p < ool An affine connection I defined on (M, A), a manifold M
with atlas A, is said to have regularity W*P and we write ' € Wj’p , if the com-
ponents of I have regularity 1#*? in every coordinate patch (x,2) of A, and for
components of I" in a fixed coordinate chart (x,2) we write I';, € W*P(Q,) with
Q, = x(Q) C R™. Similarly, we write Riem(I") € W 3" to express that the com-
ponents of the Riemann curvature tensor have regularity W*? in each coordinate
system (x, 2) of the atlas A, and Riem(I',) € W*P(€),) denotes the regularity of
curvature components in a fixed coordinate chart (z, 2). We let A denote an atlas
which preserves W*P connection regularity. Our first lemma establishes that the
regularity of a connection controls the regularity of an atlas as follows:

Lemma 2.1. IfT' € WP, then all transition maps of A have regularity W3T2P,

4The ideas here are more general, and analogous results should in principal carry over to other
spaces amenable to elliptic regularity theory applied to the RT-equations, e.g., W*" for continuous
values of s > 0. The ideas here extend to connections on vector bundles by the results in [28]]. The
assumption p > nand s € Np, (and p > 4if n < 3 and s = 0), is required by authors’ current
existence theory for the RT-equations in on which the results in this paper are based. Note also
that the case p = oo is a singular case of elliptic regularity theory, and when I" and Riem(I") are in
L°° the RT-equations give a regularization to W' for any p < oc.
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Given an atlas A with transition maps of regularity W*?, we define A™*() to
be the extension of A to the maximal W*P atlas, that is, Amax(s) {5 the maximal
collection of all coordinate charts which contain the original atlas A and have WP
transition maps on their overlaps. An WP atlas A can always be extended to a
unique maximal W*?P atlas Am2x(s) whenever s’ > s, cf. [14]. By the connection
transformation law, connection regularity W*? is preserved within any W*+2P
atlas A, is preserved under restriction to higher regularity subatlases, and is pre-
served under any W 5+2P extension of A, including to the unique maximal W s+2-»
atlas AmX(5+2)

Our theory of the RT-equations shows that regularizing a W*? connection re-
quires a coordinate transformation of precisely the regularity W*+2”, and no more
regular [26] 27]]. From this we deduce that to regularize a connection I' € W37, re-
quires extending the given atlas A by W*+2P coordinate transformations in order
to find a subatlas in which the connection exhibits a higher regularity. From this
we conclude that a regularizing atlas must lie within the W 2P extension of A.
For example, if a connection is represented at regularity W *? in a given C'*° atlas,
then to regularise I' one would need to go down from the C°° atlas to the maxi-
mal W5t2P extension of that C'™ atlas, to find a subatlas in which the connection
is more regular than W*P?. More generally, consider now the case of connection
I" € LP, the lowest connection regularity we address. In this case, to regularize I
requires finding subatlases within the maximal ¥/ %P extension of our given atlas.
Based on this, and the observation that the maximal TW?2P extension of an atlas
contains all W*P extensions for any s > 2, we define the essential regularity of a
connection in terms of the unique maximal W 2? extension A™*(2) of a given atlas
A, which we denote as AMX = Amax(2)

Definition 2.2. We say a connection I defined on (M, A) has global essential
regularity m = essp(I') > 0, m € N, if there exists a subatlas A, of the
maximal W?P atlas A" of A such that T' € WZ”f , and there does not exist a
subatlas Ag of A" in which T € Wj{f with s € N and s > m.

Note that by Lemma2ZIl T € WZ”f with m = ess(T") implies that all transition
maps of the atlas A,,, have regularity W™ +2P,

Our necessary and sufficient condition for essential regularity asserts that I' €
W3" exhibits its essential regularity s = m = essy(I') € No if and only if
the regularity of Riem(T") is precisely one derivative below the regularity of I' in
the defining atlas A; namely, Riem(T") € Wj_l’p , but Riem(T') ¢ W3”. This
is the case s = m recorded in the following theorem which can be viewed as a
globalization of the existence theory for the RT-equations.

Theorem 2.3. Assume I' € Wj{f is given on an n-dimensional manifold (M, As),
n>2 forn<p<oo, s>0, (butp>4incasen < 3and s =0). Then:

()T e Wjﬁf in some subatlas A 1 of the maximal W>P atlas A" of A, if
and only if Riem(T") € W5".
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(ii) If essp(I') < oo, then subsequent use of the RT-equations provides an algo-
rithm for constructing an atlas A,, C A™ in which T exhibits its essential
regularity m = essa (D).

If esspq(I') = oo, we have the following result:

Corollary 2.4. Assume T' € W3” as in Theorem If essp (') = oo, then
for each integer 0 < s’ < oo subsequent use of the RT-equations yields an atlas
Ay C AT in which T exhibits regularity W™

As a natural extension of the above results, we obtain the following theorem,
which is a refinement of our necessary and sufficient condition and establishes the
hierarchy of apparent singularities introduced in Section [l

Theorem 2.5. (Hierarchy of apparent singularities) Assume I' € Wj’p is given
on an n-dimensional manifold (M, A), n > 2, forn < p < oo, s > 0, (but p > 4
incasen < 3 and s = 0), and assume A = AMax(s+2) o maximal. Then:

1) esspm(T) = s if and only if Riem(T) € Wiﬁl’p and Riem(T") ¢ W37,

(
() essp(T) = s + 1if and only if Riem(T') € W5 and Riem(T) ¢ W57,
(3) essp(T) > s + 2 if and only if Riem(T) € W57,

If ess (') = oo we have the following immediate corollary of Theorem [2.31

Corollary 2.6. We have essp(I') = oo if and only if for any chart (x,) € A,
I, € WP(Qy) implies Riem(T,) € W& *+LP(Q,).

The proof of Theorem is based on an asymmetry between the connection
transformation law and the tensor transformation law for the curvature, noting that
only the former involves derivatives of the Jacobian. To authors’ knowledge, The-
orem [2.5] gives the first definitive theory for determining when a singularity, inter-
preted as a connection represented below its essential regularity, is removable or
not. As far as we know, before this, there were no definitive conditions for deter-
mining whether or not connections with L. components could be regularized by
coordinate transformation, nor was the essential regularity of a connection under-
stood to be a geometric property of connections.

2.1. Discussion of results. Authors’ research program began with the problem of
singular connections (below their essential regularity) which arose in the theory of
GR shock waves [30L[33]). To construct local examples of connections
with essential regularity W™, simply take any collection of W™ P functions I
(viewed as the components of a matrix valued differential form) such that their
exterior derivative is one derivative less regular than these functions. Conversely, it
is straightforward to construct examples of connections below essential regularity
by transforming the above I'" according to the connection transformation law by a
Jacobian of regularity below WP,

Theorem 2.3] (i) tells us that a connection defined by an atlas A, globally ex-
hibits one additional derivative of regularity in a transformed subatlas A, 1 which
lies in AT, (the maximal W?2? extension of Ay), if and only if Riem(I") has



REGULARIZING SINGULARITIES 7

the same regularity as I' in Ay, i.e., Riem(I") € Wj’f . In fact, by applying the

existence theory for the RT-equations, we construct the subatlas A4 within the

smaller atlas Amax (s+2) C AT (see Section [6). The coordinate transformations

between atlas A, and A4y preserve the connection regularity I' € W*P, so by
Lemma [2.]] the transition maps between coordinate systems in A, and A, have
minimal regularity W**2P, which implies A, actually lies within the smaller

atlas Amax(5+2 Theorem 23] also tells us that if Riem(I") is one derivative less
regular than I" in %P in atlas A, then no subatlas exists within the entire max-
imal W?2? extension AT of A in which the connection is one derivative more
regular than W*P,

Theorem 2.3] (ii) determines an algorithm for lifting any connection to its essen-
tial regularity by use of the RT-equations, provided that ess((I") < co. To explain
this, start with a connection I" with regularity W#®P  defined in a given initial at-
las As,, soI' € Wso’p so > 0, p > n. By Theorem 23] (i), Riem(T") € Wj‘l’p
implies the existence of atlas A, 41 in the maximal W?2P extension Arsr:)ax of A,
SOH’p. Letting 'y and
Riem(T's) denote the components of I" and Riem(I") in atlas As, respectively, and
applying Theorem [2.3]to I'y, 11, we see that I's 41 can be further regularized by co-
ordinate transformation if and only if the components Riem(I's 1) have the regu-
larity of components I'; 41, i.e., if and only if Riem(T") € WSOH”’ . If so, Theorem

constructed by solving the RT-equations, such that I' € W

23] (i) asserts that a new subatlas A2 of ASH can be constructed from Ag,4+1
by solving the RT-equations, such that I" € Ws°+2’p . It follows, then, that this pro-

cedure continues until one reaches the rnax1rnal Value s =m = esspm(I') > s,
which by Theorem [2.3]must be the first level of regularity W™P, m > s, at which
Riem(T',,) is one full derivative less regular than T, in atlas A,,. Theorem
asserts that this value of m will always be the essential regularity of I" as defined in
Definition and the composition of coordinate transformations determined by
the RT-equations at each step s = s, ..., m, provides coordinate transformations
which lift the connection I' defined in the original atlas A, directly to the atlas
A, in which I" achieves its essential regularity. In this case, for each s = s, ..., m,
the atlas A, is a subatlas of the maximal W2 extension ASH of the original atlas
As,» and the regularity of atlas A, will be W*2P, the lowest regularity required
to preserve the W*P regularity of I'g under coordinate transformations within the
atlas A;. In the case when ess(I') = m = oo, this procedure will regularize the
connection components to W*P for every integer s < oo, but, since author’s exis-
tence for the RT-equations requires restrictions to smaller domains, not necessarily
all the way to s = oo.

In Section[7] we establish local and global estimates on connections under a one-
and two-step regularization. Sobolev regularity of a tensor or connection is in-
variant under sufficiently regular coordinate transformations, but the value of the

SNote, as discussed below Theorem2Z3] we actually have Ag,+1 C ARCOT2P) c AT byt o
keep the discussion simple we consider here A™.
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Sobolev norm itself is not invariant except in the case of a Riemannian metric, mak-
ing the interpretation of Sobolev estimates problematic. Our theory provides an
invariant meaning to the essential Sobolev regularity of a connection, but again the
value of the Sobolev norm still depends on the coordinate system. Note however,
the local regularization of singular connections by the RT-equations does imply
WH+LP estimates on regularized connections together with the regularizing coor-
dinate transformations, in terms of the W *P-norms of connection and curvature in
starting coordinates. But the RT-equations provide no bound on the regularization
of the curvature in Sobolev norms above W*P. So we do not get any additional
estimates in terms of the original connection and curvature under a regularization
by the RT-equations requiring more than two steps to essential regularity.

2.2. Hierarchy of C° differentiable structures. If we were to carry out the
above theory of essential regularity for connections in the simpler classical spaces
C*, then every connection starting in C' would determine an essential (highest
possible) regularity C™ achieveable by C* coordinate transformations, and this
would determine a sequence of C**2 atlases A, in which the connection exhibits
the regularity C*, 1 < s < m, and without loss of generality we can assume these
are maximal C* extensions. In this case Theorem 2.9 in [14] applies, asserting
that every maximal C* atlas contains a C'* subatlas AZ°, and in this C'*° atlas the
connection would continue to exhibit regularity C*. By the proof of Lemma £.2]
below, AZ° and AZP could be shown to be related by coordinate transformations
which have the regularity C*2, s < s’, not C*°. By this we have a sequence of
C° atlases which are not C*° equivalent in which the connection exhibits its dif-
ferent possible regularities. Thus every connection determines a hierarchy of dis-
tinct C'*° differentiable structures (atlases), distinguished by the regularity of the
connection. We note here that this does not contradict [14, Thm. 2.9], which goes
on to assert that these C'°° atlases are all C*° diffeomeorphic, because, in contrast
to coordinate mappings, the C'* diffeomorphisms used in are constructed by
mollification, and hence the image of the diffeomorphisms does not represent the
connection at the same point as the pre-image. Note that the existence of such C'*>°
atlases implies that one loses no generality by restricting to the set of connections
which exhibit essential regularity in a C'*® atlas.

Authors find it interesting that naively one might think that the regularity of
a manifold is given by the regularity of its atlas, but this cannot be a geometric
property of manifolds alone, because atlases can be extended to a unique maximal
C atlas, and all subsequent restrictions to C'°° subatlases are C* equivalent in the
sense of Thm. 2.9]. Thus a manifold alone does not have enough structure to
determine a geometric level of regularity. Our results here establish that a manifold
together with a connection does have an inherent geometric level of regularity, the
essential regularity of the connection.
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3. THE RT-EQUATIONS

Following the summary laid out in [30]], we now review authors’ theory of
the Regularity Transformation (RT-) equationsﬂ a local theory which was devel-
oped in a series of papers 23]]. We proved in that
solutions of the RT-equations furnish local coordinate transformations which reg-
ularize connections to one derivative of regularity above their Riemann curvature,
as measured in a starting coordinate system. In prior papers we were content with
the one step regularization of connections to one derivative above the initial curva-
ture regularity, and considered the generic case when the curvature regularity stays
fixed under the regularizing transformation. From the point of view of the present
paper, we did not take account of the fact that the curvature is regularized along
with the connection when connection regularity is more than one derivative below
essential regularity, as asserted by Theorem above. In our prior papers we did
not fully understand that there can be an automatic regularization of the curvature
and that subsequent use of the RT-equations would take one to an essential, i.e.,
best possible, geometric regularity of a connection/]

To state our theorems in [27]], which addressed only the local regulariza-
tion of connections, consider a fixed chart (x,€2) on an n-dimensional manifold
M, where Q, = () C R" (the image of Q under the coordinate map) is open
and bounded with smooth boundary. Let I', denote the collection of components
r f](:n) of an affine connection I' in z-coordinates. We view I'; as a matrix valued
1-form in z-coordinates, (I';)) = (Fm)ﬁjdwj , and we use the Einstein summa-
tion convention of summing over repeated indices from 1 to n. Let dI", denote
its exterior derivative, d(I';)} = E?i(l“x)ﬁjdwi A dx?, where p1,v = 1, ...,n denote
indices of the matrix. Writing the Riemann curvature tensor as a matrix valued
2-form, Riem(T',) = dI',, + ', ATy, it follows that the assumption I';, € LP(£,)
and Riem(I',) € LP/?(Q,) is equivalent to the assumption I', € LP(Q,) and
dl', € LP/?(Q,), and we assume the latter. The main idea for establishing op-
timal regularity in was to derive from the connection transformation law a
non-invariant system of elliptic PDE’s for the regularizing Jacobian .J, an idea mo-
tivated by the Riemann-flat condition in [23]]. This idea led to our formulation of
the RT-equations in [24]].

3.1. Derivation of the RT-equations. We now give the main steps in the deriva-
tion of the RT-equations, and explain how they furnish optimal regularity. For this,
assume there exists a coordinate transformation with Jacobian J mapping I';, to I,
(the connection of optimal regularity), and write the connection transformation law

OThe RT-equations are referred to as the Reintjes-Temple equations in [26]].

"In this paper we thus distinguish “essential regularity” from “optimal regularity”, the latter being
standard terminology (cf. [16}[3]]) we used in our prior papers. That is, we said a connection has been
lifted to “optimal regularity” by coordinate transformation if it exhibits one derivative of regularity
above its Riemann curvature in some starting coordinate system—a coordinate dependent terminology
which is imprecise in light of our new results here.
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as
L=I-J'J, (3.1

where I' = I, and ffj = (J_l)fij‘Jf(Fy)Zﬁ is the connection I';, transformed as
a tensor to x-coordinates. Differentiating (3.I) by the exterior derivative d and by
the co-derivative §, implies the following two equations

AT = 6dl'—6(dJ " AdJ) + doT, 3.2)
AJ = §(JT) — (dJ;T) — JoT, (3.3)

where A = §d+d§ = 0%, + ...+ 02 is the Buclidean Laplacian, (- ; -) is a matrix-
valued inner product and A the wedge product on matrix valued differential forms,
(see Ch.3] or Ch.5] for detailed definitions). At this stage, equations (3.2))
- (3.3) neither appear solvable, nor need a solution J be a true Jacobian that is
integrable to coordinates, i.e. satisfying Curl(J) = 0. To complete the equations,
view A = 6T as a free matrix valued function—this choice was motivated by
the Riemann-flat condition for optimal regularity in [23]], because the latter only
involves dI, but not 6T". Substituting A = 6T in 32) - B3), and viewing A
as a new unknown matrix valued function, we next impose on equation (3.3)) the
condition Curl(.J) = 0 for integrability. For this, we introduce the vectorization
Jt = Jldaz¥ of J, so that Curl(J) = dJ, and impose equivalently d.J = 0 as
the integrability condition. By a fortuitous cancellation the regularities in different
terms of the equation become consistent, and the computations in [24]] eventually
lead to the RT-equations:

AT = 6dT — §(dJ ' AdJT) +d(J*A), (3.4)

AJ = 6(JT) — (dJ;T) — A, (3.5)
- = — —_—

dA = div(dJ AT) +div(J dl') — d((dJ;T)), (3.6)

§A = 0. (3.7)

Equation (3.6) on the auxiliary field A results from imposing d.J = 0 on (33),
and one can prove integrablity of .J follows from the coupled equations (3.3) and
(3.6). The unknowns (f, J, A) in the RT-equations, together with the given non-
optimal connection components I', are viewed as matrix valued differential forms.
Arrows denote “vectorization”, mapping matrix valued 0-forms to vector valued
0-forms, (e.g. A = Al dx") and div is a divergence operation which maps ma-
trix valued k-forms to vector valued k-forms. The vector v in (3.7) is free to im-
pose, representing a “gauge”-type freedom in the equations, reflecting the fact that
smooth transformations preserve optimal connection regularity. The operations on
the right hand side are formulated in terms of the Cartan Algebra of matrix val-
ued differential forms based on the Euclidean metric in z-coordinates, and these
objects dependent on the starting coordinate system and are not invariant under
change of coordinates, (see for detailed definitions and proofs). As we show
in this paper, a regularity below essential regularity is not a geometric property of
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a connection, so it makes sense that non-invariant equations are required to regu-
larize them. The RT-equations (3.4) - (3.7) are a non-invariant solvable system of
PDE’s which is elliptic regardless of metric signature.

3.2. How the RT-equations yield optimal regularity. We now explain how so-
lutions of the RT-equations furnish the local coordinate transformations to optimal
regularity, leading to our main Theorems 2.5 and 2.1 in and [27]], respectively.
Because our earlier iteration scheme for solving the RT-equations at higher regu-
larity in 26]] did not close at the low regularity of L” connections, due to the
non-linear term d.J~!' A d.J in (3.4)), we eventually discovered an internal “gauge”-
type transformation for solutions of the RT-equations (3.4]) - (3.7)), and by this we
succeeded in separating off the troublesome equation (3.4) from the remaining
equations, c.f. [27]. The resulting system is linear in the unknowns (.J, B), and we
refer to this system as the reduced RT-equations which take the form [27]:

AJ = §(JT) - B, (3.8)
dB = div(dJ AT) +div(J dI), (3.9)
6B = 4. (3.10)

Our iteration scheme, which is based on solving the linear Poisson equation at each
stage, applies to the reduced RT-equations (3.8)) - at the low regularity of L?
connections with dI’" € LP/2, and locally establishes existence of solutions (.J, B),
(i.e, in neighborhoods Q" of points), such that .J is point-wise an invertible matrix,
cf. Thm 6.4].

That any solution .J is a Jacobian integrable to coordinates is a built-in property
of (38) - (310), provided that the integrability condition d.J = Curl(J) = 0 holds
on the boundary 0V, c.f. Thm 6.4]. That is, combining (3.8)) with (3.9),
a computation shows that w = d.J is a solution of Laplace’s equation Aw = 0,
which together with our boundary data implies that w = 0 throughout §2’. This
implies that .J is integrable to coordinates.

Given now a solution (J, B) of the reduced RT-equation (3.8 - with J
an integrable and invertable Jacobian, one recovers a solution (.J, T, A) of the full

RT-equations (3.4) - (3.7) by introducinég
- - D
Ir=r-J%J A=B-{(dJ;I), and v=7 —§dJ;T), (3.11)

as can be verified by direct computation using (3.8)) to eliminate uncontrolled terms
involving 6I'. From interior elliptic estimates, applied to the first RT-equations
(34, one can then prove that I is in W on any open set £, compactly contained

in ', a gain of one derivative over I'. Defining
(Tl = I, T, (3.12)

8The second and third equation in (3.IT) define the “gauge” transformations of the RT-equations,
while the first equation defines a projection onto the space of solution of the Riemann-flat condition.
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substitution into the first equation in (3.11)) yields the connection transformation
law (3.I), which implies that Iy, is the transformed connection of optimal regular-
ity, T, € Whr/2(QL).

Based on these ideas, we proved in our optimal regularity result, for L”
connections with Riemann curvature in L?/2, (cf. Theorem 3.1. in [27]]). Before
we state this result precisely, we give a restatement our prior optimal regularity
result Theorem 2.5 in [26] adapted to our setting here, which addresses the eas-
ier case of higher non-optimal connection regularity W*? for s > 1 and p > n.
This is an easier problem, because the non-linear gradient product in (3.4) can be
controlled by Morrey’s inequality in our iteration scheme. Moreover, in this case I
can be taken to be in the same Sobolev space WP as Riem(I"), because the wedge
product I' A I" has the same regularity as I', again by Morrey’s inequality. Recall,
our notation is that I',, denotes the components of connection I' in a coordinate
system x defined on §2, = 2(2) C R™ for Q@ C M open, I'y denotes the compo-
nents of the regularized connection in y coordinates on 2, = y(£2), and regularity
is measured component-wise in coordinate dependent norms.

Theorem 3.1. Assume the components of T'y, Riem(I';) € WP(Qy) for s > 1,
pE (n, 00), n > 2, in x-coordinates, such that
(0. Riem(D) e ) = [Pallwenery + [Riem(Te) [y < M. (313

for some constant M > 0. Then for each P € ) there exists a neighborhood €)' C
Q of P (depending only on M and .., s,n,p) and a coordinate transformation
x — y with Jacobian J = % € WsHLP(Q), such that Ty € WtHP(Q ) and

||I‘y\|Ws+1,p(%) < C(M), (3.14)

and the Jacobian J and its inverse J ' (expressed in x-coordinates) satisfy
1Tl ro(yy + 17 Hlws+10(0r) < CM), (3.15)
where C (M) > 0 is some constant depending only on M together with s, n, p, Qx.

Estimate (3.14)) is the uniform bound from which we derive Uhlenbeck com-
pactness in [26]. We now restate Theorem 3.1 in which addresses the low
regularity case of LP connections. Its proof is worked out in detail at the level of
weak solutions in [27]].

Theorem 3.2. Assume ', € LP(Q,) and Riem(I',) € LP/%(S2,) in z-coordinates,
for some p > max{4,n}, n > 2. Then for any point P € () there exists a neigh-
borhood Q) C Q of P (depending on Q,,n,p and T') and a coordinate transfor-
mation x — y with Jacobian J = 8_3; € WLP(Q), such that T, € Wl’f”/2(%).
Moreover, if in addition I'y, € L*°(Q,) and Riem(I',) € LP(Q;) such thald

(T, Riem(T)) | () = ITe (o) + [Riem(Te) v,y < M (.16)

9In we state refined version of estimates (3.13) and (3.I4) in terms of dI' in place of
Riem(T"). Expressing the Jacobians in y-coordinates yields the same bound, but with a potentially
different constant C'(M).

101n this case we only need to require p > n > 2, but not p > 4.
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for some constant M > 0, then Q) depends only on M and ., n, p, but not on T’
near P, and Iy satisfies

ITyllwrey) < C(M), (3.17)
and the Jacobian J and its inverse J ' (expressed in x-coordinates) satisfy
17 w120 ) + 177 w2 o) < C(M), (3.18)
for some constant C(M) > 0 depending on M and n, p, §2,.

For example, if )’ is taken to be a sequence of balls of radius r (M) centered at
P, and C(M) is taken large enough so that (M) < C(M)~!, then Theorem 3.2]
asserts that there is a single function C'(M ) which tells how small a neighborhood
restriction ' is required to bound connections uniformly in the higher norm W17,
given they meet the incoming bound in the lower norm L°°. From this we
conclude Uhlenbeck compactness in [27].

Theorem implies the connection regularity can be lifted from I', € L” to
r, e WP/ which is one derivative more regular than the starting curvature
Riem(T,) € LP/2. For the purposes of our present paper, based on levels of
regularity which we view as resulting from singular coordinate transformations of
more regular connections, we need to conclude the existence of coordinate trans-
formations which lift I', € LP to ', € WP under the stronger assumption
Riem(T,) € LP, in place of Riem(T,) € LP/?, that is, we need to assume the
same value of p > n for the curvature and the connection. The following corol-
lary, which is new to this paper, establishes this result by consecutive use of the
regularization asserted in Theorem [3.2]in combination with Sobolev embedding:

Corollary 3.3. Assume I';, € LP(Q);) and Riem(T',) € LP(Qy) in x-coordinates,
for some p > max{4,n}. Then for any point P € () there exists a neighborhood
Q' C Q of P (depending on Qg ,n,p and T') and a coordinate transformation
& — y with Jacobian J, J~* € WP (), such that Ty € WP(Q,).

Proof. Assume I';, € LP and Riem(T';) € LP, for p > max{4,n}. This implies
the weaker assumption I', € LP and Riem(I',) € LP/? of Theorem So
Theorem [3.2]implies the existence of a coordinate transformation z — 1/ defined
on € C Q containing P, such that the Jacobian J € WP transforms I';, to a
connection I‘; € WHP/2 Since J € WP and p > n, Morrey’s inequality implies
that J is Holder continuousEl and this regularity of .J preserves the regularity of
the curvature under the tensor transformation law,

Riem ()% = (J71)5 IS ) Riem(T'y)d s, (3.19)
so Riem(I'y,) € LP. If p > 2n, this already suffices to establish Corollary 3.3
because I'y, € Wl»/2 ¢ L*®(Q) by Morrey’s inequality, so that Theorem

directly yields a coordinate transformation y’ — ¥ regularizing the connection to
WP in some neighborhood of P.

"Morrey’s inequality states that || f[|co.e < C||f|lwip forp > nand o = 1 — 2, for some

constant C' > 0, [9l Ch.5]. We mainly use this to bound L norms to control non-linear products.
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For the more problematic case n < p < 2n, note that by Sobolev embedding
O, T,y € W'»/2 implies T,y € L*®) with estimate | Ty || ;000 < C|Ty[ly1s
for some generic constant C' > 0, where ¢(p) is the Sobolev conjugate of p/2,
o(p) = 25%. Now if p € [3/2n,2n], then ¢(p) > 2p, implying ')y € Low) ¢
L?P. Thus, since Riem(I'y/) € L?, we can directly apply Theorem [3.2]to conclude
the existence of a coordinate transformation 3y’ — y regularizing the connection to
WP in a neighborhood of P.

Finally, if p € (n,3/2n), then ¢(p) < 2p, and regularization by the RT-
equations only yields a connection in W1¢()/2_still short of the requisite o(p) >

2p. However, since Z—i > 0 and f%f > 0 for all p € (n,2n), it follows that p <
o(p) < ¢(¢(p)) < ..., with increasing step size between each subsequent compo-
sition of ¢ with itself. This implies that after a finite number of successive appli-
cation of the RT-equations in combination with Sobolev embedding (in the above
fashion) yields a coordinate system y” such that I, € L?P and Riem(T',») € LP.
One can now apply again Theorem to conclude the existence of a coordinate
transformation y” — y regularizing the connection to W " in a neighborhood of
P. Taking x — y to be the composition of these maps, we conclude that there
always exists a coordinate transformation x — y in a neighborhood of P which
lifts the regularity of the connection I'; € LP to I'y € WP, for every p > n,
provided Riem(T';,) € LP. This completes the proof of Corollary B3] U

4. THE LINK BETWEEN CONNECTION AND JACOBIAN REGULARITY

The consistency of the notion of essential regularity hinges on a simple but sur-
prisingly consequential lemma which identifies a rigid relationship between the
regularity of transformed connection coefficients, and the regularity of the Jaco-
bians which transform them. To state this carefully, consider a connection rep-
resented by components I'; and I'y in two different coordinate systems z and y,
both defined on the same open set 2. Let J = % denote the regular invertible
Jacobian of the coordinate transformation 2 — g, so J ! exists and has the same
regularity as .J, (as follows by differentiating J~1.J = I). Assume I y € WP and
I’y € WP, (shorthand for I'y € W*P(Q,) and I', € W"P(€))), where r,s > 0,
p > n, and without loss of generality assume r < s. The following Lemma, which
applies to any neighborhood €2 on which the mapping y — z is defined, implies
that the regularity of .J is always at least one derivative above the regularity of
T';, and is exactly one derivative above the regularity of I',,, whenever we have the
precise regularity I', € W™P, T', ¢ WP, any v’ > r.

Lemma 4.1. Let J be the Jacobian of a coordinate transformation which trans-
forms I'y € WP to I'y, and let 0 < r < s. Then the components of I, satisfy
I, € WP if and only if the components of J satisfy J € WL,

Proof. This follows from the connection transformation law

(Tl = (T4 (TET (D)5, + 52502, .0
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For the reverse implication, if J € W’"+1P, then the right hand side of @) is
in W™P_implying I', € WP, For the forward implication, assume I', € WP,
0 < r < s. Then solving for the derivatives of J on the right hand side of (.I)
yields

aer s = T (Ca)p, = J)T) ()5, (4.2)
Now first this implies that J must be at least as regular as I',,. That is, if J were
less regular than I, then both terms on the right hand side of (£.2) would be at
least as regular as .J, and then (@.2)) would imply that the full gradient V.J on the
left hand side of (.2)) was at least as regular as .J, and this is a contradiction. So
it must be that J is at least as regular as I',.. It follows from the assumption r» < s
that the right hand side of (@.2)) is at least as regular as I',, (the object of lowest
regularity). We conclude that the left hand side of (.2)) is at least as regular as
Iy, e, VJ € W™P, which implies J € Wr+LP This establishes the forward
implication, and completes the proof of Lemma 4.1l U

If I'; and ', have the same regularity, » = s, then Lemma F.1] allows for the
possibility that .J can have, by cancellation of terms on the right hand side of (.2)),
any regularity above W7 2P including C°°. This is consistent with the fact that,
by (.1, high regularity transformations preserve the regularity of a connection.
But if I'; and I',, have different levels of regularity, e.g. I'; ¢ WP for any r’ > r,
then Lemma 4. Tlimplies that the regularity of the Jacobian is locked in at precisely
one derivative above the lower connection regularity. This is essentially because the
connection transformation law incorporates all the derivatives of .J, so there are no
possible cancellations in the transformation law which can change the regularity of
J relative to the regularity of I';, when r < s and I'; is no more regular than WP,
An important consequence of Lemma [.1]is that transforming a WP connection
by a coordinate transformation y —  of regularity below W *+2? always results in
a loss of connection regularity, i.e., singular transformations always create singular
connections. Conversely, only coordinate transformations x — y of precisely the
regularity " +2P hold the possibility of lifting the regularity of a W/™P connection
to a higher regularity. We record this as follows:

Corollary 4.2. Assume I', € W™P but T';, ¢ Wwr'p for v’ > r on some open set
Q. Then any coordinate transformation x — y which lifts the regularity of the
components I', € WP 1o I'y € W*P, s > r, must have precisely the regularity
W7 t2P, and not W' +2P for any ' > r.

Proof. Since T', € W™P, the forward implication in Lemma [A.I] implies J €
W7T+LP_ and hence the transformation x — y is W" 2P regular. Moreover, if
J € W"+LP for ¢/ > r, then the backward implication in Lemma B.1] implies
I' € WP as well, contradicting our assumption that I';, is no more regular than
WP, Thus the transformation 2 — y has precisely the regularity W"+2P, U

Corollary 4.2] puts a constraint on the regularity of an atlas within which coordi-
nate transformations sufficient to lift the regularity of a connection can be found, if
they exist. By the corollary, a regularizing atlas must have regularity W27, and
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hence will always lie within the maximal W"+2? extension of a given atlas, but
not within any atlas smoother than W7”+2P_ It follows that for » > 0, the largest
relevant atlas within which all regularizing coordinate transformations must lie, if
they exist, is the 12" extension of any given atlas.

5. THE LOCAL THEORY OF ESSENTIAL REGULARITY

Equipped with Lemma [4.1] together with the one step local regularization guar-
anteed by the RT-equations in Theorems 3.1] - above, we can now establish the
following local theory of essential regularity, including local versions of Theorems
and Theorem In particular, this characterizes the local structure of appar-
ent singularities, which we take to mean connections given in a coordinate system
with components exhibiting a regularity below its essential regularity. To start we
define the following local notion of essential regularity:

Definition 5.1. Let I, € LP(S),,) denote the components of a connection I given in
some coordinate system x defined in a neighborhood 2 of a point P € M. Define
essp(T), the essential regularity of T in a neighborhood of P, to be the largest
integer m > 0 such that there exists a WP coordinate transformation © — v,
defined on a neighborhood ¥ C Q of P, such that T, € WP in Q, if m < oo
exists. We say that essp(I") = oo if for every s > 0 there exist a coordinate system
y such that Iy, € WP in some neighborhood of r[3

As before, we always use 0 < m < oo to denote the essential regularity of a
connection, m = essp(T").

We now establish a local version of Theorem which characterizes essential
regularity in terms of a hierarchy of regularities between the connection and its
curvature.

Theorem 5.2. Assume I', € W*P(Q,) in a neighborhood ) of a point P € M

forn <p<oo,s>0, (butp>4incasen < 3and s =0), andn > 2. Then:

(1) essp(T) = s ifand only if Riem(I',) € W*=LP(QL) in some neighborhood )/
of P, and Riem(I'y,) & W*P in any neighborhood of P;

(2) essp(T") = s+ 1 ifand only if Riem(T';) € W*P(Y,) in some neighborhood
Q' C Qof P, and Riem(I',.) € WP in any neighborhood of P;

(3) essp(T') > s+2ifand only if Riem(T',.) € W*HLP(QL) in some neighborhood
Q' CcQof P.

Proof. The proof of Theorem [5.2]is based on the regularization of connections by
the RT-equations in Corollary [3.3]and Theorem[3.1] in combination with the precise
regularity control of Jacobians which alter the connection regularity in Lemmal4.1]
and the asynchronicity between the transformation law of the connection and the
curvature, the former involving Jacobian derivatives and the latter involving only

2Note that ess p (T") = oo includes the case that the connection is in C in some coordinate sys-
tem, but it also includes the possibility that no fixed coordinate system exist in which the connection
is in C*° in a neighborhood of P.
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undifferentiated Jacobians. To begin, recall that the transformation law for compo-
nents of the Riemann curvature tensor under coordinate transformation y* — z°,

with Jacobians Jﬁ‘ = 37 and (J~ )g = gza, is given by

. . Fy
Riem(T;),,, = (J~ )5 J5JJJ) Riem(T',)0 5., (5.1
while the transformation law for connections is given in (4.)) as
(Tt = (IO (T37 (05, + o252 ).
Here ', = (Fx); ;. denotes the components of I in z-coordinates, and Riem(I',) =
Riem(Fx)é- ;- denotes the components of the Riemann curvature of I' in z-coordinates,

which we view as functions of z-coordinates defined on Q, = x(2) C R"; and
(I'y)3, and Riem(I’ )0 ap are defined analogously. Note that I'; € W*P(Q;) im-

plies directly that the curvature has at least regularity Riem(T,) € W*=1P(Q,),
by the defining formula Riem(T',) = dI';, + T';, A T',. We now prove Cases (1)
- (3) of Theorem separately. For this we assume that the connection compo-
nents I',, arose from transforming y — x from a coordinate system y in which the
connection exhibits its essential regularity, Iy = m = essp(I').

Case (1): To prove the forward implication, assume I',, € W*P((,) exhibits es-
sential regularity, that is, essp(I") = s. Assume for contradiction that Riem(T';) €
W5P(Q) in some neighborhood Q' C 2 of P. By Corollary B3] (for s = 0) and
Theorem 3] (for s > 1), the RT-equations would then yield the existence of a
coordinate system y on some neighborhood € of P such that I’y € W5T12(Q),
in contradiction to our incoming assumption that essp(I') = s.

To prove the backward implication, assume Riem(T,) € W*~1P(Q,) together
with Riem(T';) ¢ W#P(Q) for any neighborhood ' C € of P. Assume for
contradiction that essp(I') > s + 1. This implies there exists coordinates y on
some neighborhood " of P such that I', € W*t1(Q)). By Lemma .| the
Jacobian J of the coordinate transformation x — y and its inverse J ! have
regularity W*T1P, one derivative above the regularity of I',. Moreover, from
the formula Riem(I'y) = dI'y, + I'y A T, defining the curvature, it follows that
Riem(T',) € W*P(€2y). Thus transforming Riem(T,) € W*P(Q]) according to
the transformation law (5.1]) with the W* 1P Jacobians J and J~! would maintain
the curvature regularity and imply Riem(T",) € W*P(QY), in contradiction to our
incoming assumption.

Case (2): For the forward implication assume essp(I') = s + 1. Assume now
for contradiction that Riem(T,) € W*T1P(Q),) in some neighborhood ' C Q
of P. Applying first Corollary 3.3 and then Theorem 3.1] (if s = 0), or applying
Theorem [3.1] twice (if s > 1), it follows that there exists a coordinate system
y on some neighborhood Q" of P such that ', € W*t%P(Q); (note that the
WP curvature regularity is preserved under the one-step regularization by the
RT-equation since the regularizing Jacobian is W*T1? regular). This contradicts
our incoming assumption that essp(I') = s + 1.

To prove the backward implication, assume Riem(T',) € W*P(,) together
with Riem(T,) ¢ W*+LP(Q.) for any neighborhood Q' C € of P. Assume for
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contradiction that essp(I") > s+2. Then there exists coordinates y on some neigh-
borhood € of P such that 'y, € W*t2P(Q)). By Lemma[@.Tlthe Jacobian .J of
the coordinate transformation 2 — y and its inverse .J~! have regularity Ws+1-P,
one derivative above I',.. Moreover, by Riem(Fy) =dl'y+I'y ATy, it follows that
Riem(I'y) € W*+12(Q). Thus transforming Riem(I',) € W*T1(Q)) by G.1)
with the W1 Jacobians .J and J~! would imply Riem(I',) € Ws+LP(Q/), in
contradiction to our incoming assumption.

Case (3): For the forward implication assume essp(I') > s + 2. This im-
plies there exists coordinates y defined on some neighborhood €2 of P such that
r, € W2r(Q,). By Riem(T'y) = dI'y + 'y A Ty, the curvature has regu-
larity Riem(T,) € W*t1P(Q,), and by Lemma H.T] the Jacobian J of the trans-
formation 2 — y and its inverse J ! have regularity W*+1P. Thus, transforming
Riem(I',) € W*t1P(Q,) to z-coordinates according to (3.1 implies Riem(T';) €
Wet12(Q,), as claimed[d

For the backward implication assume that Riem(I';,) € W**t1P(Q) on some
neighborhood Q' C Q of P. Applying first Corollary 3.3] and then Theorem [3.1]
(if s = 0, otherwise apply Theorem [3.1] twice), there exist a coordinate system
y on some neighborhood Q" of P such that I', € W5T2P(Q). The essential
regularity of I is thus W*2P or higher, that is, essp(I') > s + 2. This completes
the proof. O

Case (3) of Theorem[5.2]immediately applies to any connection I" with essp(T") =
0o. We record this in the following Corollary:

Corollary 5.3. Assume essp(I') = oo, and assume I', € WP (Qy), for 2 <n <
p<oo §>0, (butp > 4incasen < 3 and s = 0), in a coordinate system x
defined on an open set Q@ C M of P. Then Riem(T';) is at least W*+1P regular in
some neighborhood €)' C Q of P.

We are now ready to prove the following local version of Theorem 3.4]

Theorem 5.4. Assume I';, € W*P(Q,) in some coordinate system x defined on a
neighborhood 2 of a point P € M, forn < p < oo, s > 0, (but p > 4 in case
n<3ands =0), andn > 2.

(i) There exists a neighborhood Q) C Q of P and a coordinate transformation
x — y of regularity W% on Q, such that ', € WtH2(Q)) if and only if
Riem(T'y) € W*P in some neighborhood of P.

(ii) If essp(I') < oo, then subsequent use of the RT-equations yields a W*+?P
coordinate transformation x — vy defined on some open neighborhood Q' of P
such that T, exhibits its essential regularity, T', € W™P(Q), m = essp(").

3Note that the curvature can have arbitrarily more regularity than the connection in coordinates
where the connection is below its essential regularity. The basic example for this would be the
Euclidean metric transformed by any low regularity transformation; the Riemann curvature would
always be zero. What is not clear is whether the curvature can ever be more regular than one deriv-
ative below the essential regularity of the connection in coordinates where the connection is at least
two derivatives below its (finite) essential regularity, cf. Case (3) of Theorem[5.2]
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Proof. (i): The backward implication of Theorem[5.4] when Riem(T";) is assumed
to be in W*? in some neighborhood, follows immediately from our existence the-
orems for the RT-equations, Theorem [3.1for the case s > 1, and Corollary 3.3|for
the lowest regularity case s = 0. For the forward implication, when the existence
of a smoothing transformation « — y which lifts T, € W*P to T, € Wsthp
in a neighborhood of P is assumed, we need to prove that the original curvature
Riem(I'y) is at least as regular as I'; in this neighborhood. This follows from
the tensor transformation law (3.19) for the curvature in the form of Lemma 4.1
Namely, if I'y, € W*T1P, then Riem(T'y) € W*? by Riem(T'y) = dl'y + T, ATy,
and since by Lemma 1] the Jacobian .J~! of the mapping y — « has regularity
J~1 e Wsthr it follows from the tensor transformation law for the curvature that
Riem(T,) is at least as regular as J~* and Riem(T), that is, Riem(T';,) € W*?,
s > 0. This completes the proof of part (i) of Theorem [5.4

(ii): Assume m = essp(I') < oo. For concreteness we assume I';, € LP(,)
and Riem(T',) € LP(Q;), p > max{n,4}. Clearly, if m = 0, then I, already
has essential regularity. If m = 1, then by (1) of Theorem [5.2] Riem(I",,) € LP.
The LP-existence theorem for the RT-equations in the form of Corollary [3.3] then
establishes the existence of a W?2P coordinate transformation  — 3 on some
neighborhood of P lifting I'; € LP to ', € WP, If m = 2, then by (2) of
Theorem Riem(T,) € WP, Corollary B3] then yields a W?? coordinate
transformation  — v’ on some neighborhood ' of p lifting I', € LP to 'y €
WLP, Since the Jacobian of the transformation and its inverse are both in WP, the
transformation law for the curvature implies Riem(I"y/) € WP, Thus, since T y €
WP and Riem(T,) € WP, our W!P-existence result for the RT-equations,
Theorem [3.1] applies and yields a W3 coordinate transformation 3/ — y on some
neighborhood Q" C € lifting I'yy € W to I'yy € W2P. Finally, if m > 2,
continued use of the regularization of connections by Theorem [3.1] and composing
the resulting transformations, yields a coordinate transformation = — y furnishing
the essential connection regularity in some neighborhood Q' of P, I", € W™P(£Y'),
m = essp(T). This consecutive use of Theorem [3.]is possible since, after each
regularization step, Part (ii) and (iii) of Theorem imply that the curvature is
regularized by at least one derivative as well, until the connection is regularized to
its essential regularity. U

Since the RT-equations in general only yield regularizing transformation on sub-
neighborhoods in each step of the regularization, one can only expect a finite but
arbitrary regularity gain in the case when essp(I") = oo, as recorded in the follow-
ing corollary of Theorem [5.4] (a local version of Corollary 2.4)).

Corollary 5.5. Let ', € W*P(§,), for2 <n < p < oo, s > 0, (butp > 4 in case
n < 3and s = 0), and assume essp(I') = co. Then for each integer 0 < s’ < oo
subsequent use of the RT-equations yields a coordinate transformation which lifts
T to regularity W' in some neighborhood of P.
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6. THE GLOBAL THEORY OF ESSENTIAL REGULARITY

We now give the proofs of our main results in Section [2 based on the results
proven in Sections 4] and 3l Recall that a W *? atlas A on a manifold M (M
considered fixed) is a collection of coordinate charts (x, ), o C M an open
set and z,, : €}, — R an invertible mapping, such that the union U, {2, covers
M, and such that the transition maps x, oyﬁ_1 of two charts (x, ) and (23, 3)
have regularity WP whenever 2, N1€Qg # (). Again, we assume p > n and restrict
to integer values s > 0. Recall that given an atlas A of regularity at least W %P,
then its maximal WP extension AM3(5) (i.e., its maximal WP atlas), is defined
as the collection of all coordinate charts which contain the original atlas A4, and
have W*? transition maps on their overlaps, cf. [14]. The maximal extension
of a given atlas is unique [14]. The extension A™*(5) of A includes restrictions
of charts in A to smaller domains, as well as all charts on M whose transition
maps have the same regularity on overlaps, and charts modified by composition
with invertible functions on open sets of R" whose compositions with coordinate
systems in 4 produce W#*P regular maps on the overlaps. For our purposes here,
we may consider two atlases on a topological space M to define the same manifold
if they have the same maximal W2 extension.

A connection T is said to be globally in W*P if ', € W*5P(Q,) for every
coordinate chart (x,€);) in an atlas A, and in this case we write I' € W3”. Atlas
regularity W*+2P is required to preserve connection regularity 1 *P, and when
convenient we denote such an atlas by A, cf. LemmaIl Note that if I" € stp

with respect to some atlas Ay, then " € W;’fw(s L2y, because the maximal Wst2p.

extension of A, consists of all charts with transition maps of regularity W *+2,
which all preserve the W*P regularity of I'. The regularity of the components of
a connection depend on the regularity of the atlas, and so to capture the essential
(“best”) regularity at each p > n (assumed fixed), we cast the problem within the
maximal atlas at the lowest regularity required to potentially lift the regularity of
any connection in L” to higher regularity, which in this paper is A™ = Amax(2),
We can now prove the results stated in Section [2]in order of their appearance.

Proof of Lemma 2.1} Lemma [2.1] asserts that, if I € W%?, then the atlas A has
regularity W*+2P_ This follows from Lemma[.2] applied to each coordinate chart
in A. That is, Lemma asserts that the Jacobian of a transition map y o 2"
is always one derivative more regular than the connection components in z- and
y-coordinates. Thus, since by definition I € 3" means that T, € W*?(Q,) for

every coordinate chart (z,(2,) in A, all its transition maps y o 2~! have regularity
W+2P_ This implies atlas A has regularity W*+2P, and proves Lemmal2Z 1 [

To prove Theorem 2.3] we establish the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let T € Wj:’ ,p>n, s> 0. Assume there exists a subatlas A1 of
the maximal WP atlas A" of A, such that T € leiip . Then As,1 is contained



REGULARIZING SINGULARITIES 21

ZMX(SH) of As. Moreover, any atlas in which the

max(s+2)
s .

in the maximal W*t2P atlas A

connection exhibits WP regularity is contained in A

Proof. Write A, = {(aja, Qa)}a€A and Agy1 = {(yg, QB)}%B, for index sets
A and B. By assumption I, € W*?(Q,) and 'y, € W*T1P(Qg). Thus, on
non-empty overlaps 2, N Qs # 0, Lemma @2l implies that ys o ;' € W52

and x,, 0 yﬁ_l € W*t2P_ Thus A, is contained in Ag‘“"(s”), as claimed. Finally
note that by Lemma [4.2] the transition maps between any two atlases in which the
connection exhibits WP regularity are W*T2P related. Hence both atlases are

max(s+2)
s

contained in A by its maximality, implying uniqueness. U

Proof of Theorem - Part (i). Assume I' € W3”, for p > n, s > 0, and
p > max{4,n} if s = 0. Part (i) of Theorem 2.3 asserts that I" € Wjjilp in some

subatlas A, 1 of the maximal W?2P atlas AT of A, if and only if Riem(T') €
Wj:’ . To prove the forward implication of (i), assume there exist some sub-atlas
A1 of AM* guch that T € Wjﬁip . From the identity Riem(T';) = d[",+T AT,
applied to the components of the curvature in each coordinate chart of A, 1, we
conclude that Riem(T") € Wj’il. Now, by Lemma [6.1] both Ag and A, are

contained in the maximal W52 atlas .Alsnax(sw) of A,, and thus all transition

maps between charts in A, and A, ; defined on overlaps have regularity W *+2P,
This suffices to preserve the curvature regularity and implies Riem(T") € Ws’f , as
claimed.

To prove the backward implication of (i), assume Riem(I") € stp .LetP e M
and let (x,€2) be a coordinate chart in A such that P € Q. Then Riem(I'y) €
W#P(Q,), and the backward implication of (i) of Theorem [5.4] implies the ex-
istence of a coordinate transformation x — vy in W*T2P defined on an open
neighborhood ' C Q of P, such that I, € W*t1P(Q). Since this coordinate
transformation is in W*2P, it follows that the chart (y, ') is contained in the
maximal W*+2P atlas of A and thus also in its maximal W?P extension AT,
Continuing this regularization procedure for every P € M yields a covering of
coordinate charts {(yp,Qp)}PeM C AM™* gyuch that I'y, € W*t1P(Q, ) for
every P € M. By default, {(yp,Qp)}PeM C AT defines a W*+2P sub-
atlas of A™* which preserves the W*+1P regularity of I'. Lemma E.1] thus im-

plies that its transition maps are all W53 regular, from which we conclude that
Asi1 = {(yp, Qp)}PeM defines a W*3P sub-atlas of AT, as claimed. O

For the proof of Theorem 2.3] (ii), recall that by Definition [5.1] we say a con-
nection I" defined on (M, A) has global essential regularity m = essy((I') > 0,
m € N, if there exists a subatlas A,,, of the maximal W2? atlas A™* of A such
that ' € W)"", and there does not exist a subatlas A of A™ in which T' € W "
with s € Nand s > m.
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Proof of Theorem - Part (ii). Assume again I" € Wj’f ,forp >n, s >0,
and p > max{4,n} if s = 0. Part (ii) of Theorem [2.3] asserts that, assuming
esspm(I') < oo, subsequent use of the RT-equations provides an algorithm for
constructing an atlas 4,, C A™* in which I" exhibits its essential regularity m =
essm(I). To prove this, let P € M and let (z, §2) be a coordinate chart in A, such
that P € €. By Theorem [5.4] there exists a coordinate transformation z — y in
W22 defined on an open neighborhood Q' C Q of P, such that ", € W™P (£, ).
Applying this argument to every point P € M yields a covering of coordinate
charts {(yp, Qp)}PeM C AT such that 'y, € W™P(Q,,,) for every P € M.

This covering defines a W*+2P sub-atlas of A;“"‘X“”) which preserves the WP
regularity of I', and Lemma .1 implies that its transition maps are all W™+2»
regular. Thus A, = {(yp, QP)}PEM defines a W™ 2P sub-atlas of AT*+2)
AP as claimed[" This completes the proof of Theorem 23] O

Proof of Corollary 2.4 Assume I' € W3* for some W?2P atlas Aon M, s > 0,
and assume ess(I') = oco. Then Corollary 2.4] asserts that for each integer 0 <
s’ < oo subsequent use of the RT-equations yields an atlas Ay C A™* in which
I" exhibits regularity ij . This follows directly from the above regularization

argument underlying the proof of Theorem 2.3]Part (ii) applied to m = s'. O

Proof of Theorem 2.5} Assume I' € W 5" is given on (M, A), for p > n, s > 0,
and p > max{4,n} if s = 0, and assume A = A™*(+2) is maximal. Theorem
Case (1) then asserts that essp((I') = s if and only if Riem(I") € WZ_I’p and
Riem(T) ¢ W3,

To prove the forward implication, assume essy((I') = s. In the setting of Case
(1), this implies that there exists at least one point P € M such that essp(I") = s;
(the essential regularity at other points might be higher). Theorem (1) then
implies that Riem(T';) ¢ W” for all coordinate charts (z,) € A with T'; €
W*P(€,) and P € Q. Thus Riem(T") ¢ W5, while Riem(T") € W5 * follows
from ' € W”, just as claimed.

To prove the backward implication, assume Riem(I") € Wj_l’p and Riem(T") &
WP, Assume for contradiction esspq(I') > s + 1. This implies in particular that

there exists a subatlas Az of A™* such that I' € Wjjilp . Thus Riem(I") €
ijﬂ and, by Lemma[61] A, is contained in A = A™*(+2) Thus all tran-
sition maps between A, and A are W*T2P regular and preserve the curvature
regularity, implying Riem(I") € WP, which is a contradiction.

Theorem 2.3 (2) asserts that essy((I') = s + 1 if and only if Riem(T") € W3
and Riem(T") ¢ Wjﬂ’p . To prove the forward implication assume essp(I') =
s 4 1. This implies that there exists a point P € M such that essp(I') = s + 1.
Theorem[5.41(2) then implies that Riem(T") ¢ W*+1P(Q,) for all (z, Q) € A with
I, € WP(Q,) and P € Q. Thus Riem(I") ¢ Wjﬂ’p , as claimed. Moreover,

140ne may take this atlas to be the maximal W™ "2 atlas. The maximal extension of A, has
the same maximal W?? extension as the original atlas .4, and thus defines the same manifold.
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essp(I) = s + 1 implies the existence of a subatlas A1 of AT* such that
I'e Wjﬁf , which directly implies Riem(I") € Wj’fﬂ. By Lemmal6.1] it follows

that A, 1 C A= A™*(+2) and the resulting W*2P regularity of the transition
maps between A1 and A implies that Riem(T") € W57, as claimed.

To prove the backward implication, assume Riem(I') € W 5" and Riem(I") ¢
Wjﬂ’p . By Theorem 2.3] (i), there exists some subatlas Ag,; C A™* such that
I e Wjillp , (from the proof we know that A, C A™*(+2)) which implies
that essp((I') > s + 1. Assume for contradiction esspy¢(I') > s + 2. This im-

plies that there exists a subatlas A; o of A™* such that I' € Wjjfzp , and thus

Riem(T") € Wjjizp By Lemma6.1] A, > is contained in A = A™X(s+2) and
thus all transition maps between A, 5 and A are W2 regular and preserve the
curvature regularity, which implies Riem(T") € Wjﬂ’p , a contradiction.

Finally, Theorem [2.3](3) asserts that essy((I') > s+ 2 if and only if Riem(T") €
Wjﬂ’p . To prove the forward implication, assume ess((I") > s+ 2. This implies
there exists an atlas A, o C A™ such that I' € Wzrip and Riem(I") € Wjilf .

By Lemma [6.1] A, is contained in A = A™**2) and the W*+2P transition
maps between A2 and A preserve the curvature regularity to imply Riem(I") €
s+1,p
WA . 1
To prove the backward implication, assume Riem(I") € I/Vj‘Jr P By Theorem
(i), there exists some subatlas Az 1 C A™* such that I € Wjillp and thus

also Riem(T') € WP . By Lemmal6.d] Asy1 C A™*(+2) and the W5F2P tran-

s+1°
sition maps imply Riem(I") € Wjﬁip . Applying again Theorem[2.3](i) implies the
existence of a subatlas A9 such that I" € Wjjfzp . This implies esspq(I') > s+2
and completes the proof of Theorem 2.3 O

7. ESTIMATES FOR TWO-STEP REGULARIZATIONS

The one-step regularization by the RT-equations provides estimates on the regu-
larized connections and the regularizing coordinate transformations in terms of the
WP-norm of the curvature in the starting coordinates, cf. Theorems 3.1 and 3.2
This can be extended to estimates of a two-step regularization when the curvature
in the starting coordinates is one derivative more regular than the connection, (cf.
Case (3) of Theorem 2.3), by using the corresponding higher 1/ **1P-norm on the
curvature in the starting coordinates, because the curvature regularity stays fixed
under a one- or two-step regularization. However, the RT-equations provide no es-
timates for the regularization of the curvature, and thus do not provide estimates for
the connection when lifted to essential regularity by more than two steps (which
requires applying the RT-equations to the implicitly regularized curvature). The
estimates for the two-step regularization in the local case is stated in Corollary [Z.1]
below. This is extended to a global setting on compact manifolds in Corollaries
and [Z3|below. We assume throughout that p > n > 2, s > 0.
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Corollary 7.1. Assume I" € W*P(Q,,) in some coordinate chart (x,<), such that
||FIEHWS»P'(QZ) + HRiem(Fw)HW&'H»P(QI) <M, (7.1)

for some constant M > 0, where either s > 1 and p' = p > n, or s = 0,
p > nand p' = co. Then for every point P € € there exist a neighborhood §'
of P (independent of T'y.) such that the RT-equations yield a W*T2P coordinate
transformation x — y on Q. such that

ITyllwsr2nqy) < C(M), (7.2)

where C(M) > 0 is a constant depending only on ., s,n, p and M, but indepen-
dent of T'.

Proof. For concreteness assume first that s = 0. Then (Z7) implies the incoming
bound (B:16) of Theorem which implies the existence of a coordinate trans-
formation z — 7 on some open set {2 with Jacobian J € Wl’p(Qg) such that
I'; € WHP(Q;) and such that

”Pﬂ”wl,p(ﬁﬂ) + ”J”Wl,p(fzx) + ”J_luwl,p(fzx) < C'(M), (7.3)

for some constant C (M) > 0 depending only on 2., p, n and M. Now, combining
the bound implied on the curvature in (Z)) for s = 0 with the bound implied on
the Jacobians in (Z3) yields

[Riem(I')[lw1.0(q,) < C(M), (7.4)

for some new constant C (M) > 0 depending only on €2, p,n and M. Estimate
(Z.4) together with the bound implied by (Z3) on I'y give

IPgllwrq,) + [Riem(Ig) wir(o,) < 2C(M). (7.5)
This is the incoming bound of Theorem 3.1 which then yields the existence of a
W3P coordinate transformation § — v on a neighborhood Q of P with Jacobian
J € W?P(Q), such that T'y € W?*P(Q;) and such that estimate (Z.2) holds for
s = 0. Clearly, the transformation &z — y is W2P regular. The case for s > 1 is
analogous, requiring only the consecutive use of Theorem 3.1l U

The estimates of Theorems [3.1] and extend to global estimates, provided
the incoming bounds (Z.I) hold in a suitable uniform sense over suitably uniform
domains. We implement this uniformity by assuming M to be a compact manifold.
For one-step regularizations we have the following result.

Corollary 7.2. Assume I' € W3 for some WP atlas A, on a compact mani-
fold M such that

|’Px|’ws,p/(ﬂx) + |’Rlem(rx)HWs,p(Qm) < M, V (.Z', Q) c AS, (76)

for some constant M > 0, where either s > 1 andp' =p >n,ors =0,p > n
and p' = oo. Then by the RT-equations there exists a W*T3P atlas Asyq C AT
such that T € Wjjilp and

ITyllwst1rq,) < CM), V(y,Q) € Aspa, (7.7)
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where C(M) > 0 is a constant depending only on s,n, p, As and M, but indepen-
dent of T..

Proof. Applying Theorems 3.2]if s = 0 and Theorem B.1]if s > 1 at each point
P € M yields a covering of M by coordinate charts ((yp, Q’P)) pem contained
in AZ™, such that [Ty, [[ws+1pqy,) < C(M,P) < oo for some constant de-
pending on M and the starting coordinate neighborhood Qp of P in A, (as well
as the fixed values s, n,p). By compactness of M there exist a finite sub-cover
((ypj,Qgpj))jzl _y» Which we take to be the atlas Ag1 1. By Lemma L1l A4y
has indeed regularity W*+3P, Moreover, defining C'(M) as the maximum of
C(M, P;j) over j = 1,..., N, we obtain the sought after estimate (Z.7)). This com-
pletes the proof. U

The estimates for the local two-step regularization in Corollary [7.1] extends to
the global setting of compact manifolds as follows:

Corollary 7.3. Assuem I' € stp for some W*t2P atlas Ay on a compact mani-
fold M such that

10 e (o, + [Riem(To) oo, < M, ¥ (2.Q) € Ay, (1.8)

for some constant M > 0, where either s > 1 andp' =p >n,ors =0,p > n
and p' = oo. Then by the RT-equations there exists a W*T4P atlas Az o C AT
such that " € Wjjfzp and

ITyllws+2p(a,) < C(M), V(y,Q) € Asya, (7.9)

where C'(M) > 0 is a constant depending only on s,n, p, As and M, but indepen-
dent of T".

Proof. The proof is analogous to the one of Corollary Applying Corollary
[Z1] at each point P € M yields a covering of M in AT** by coordinate charts
such that ||y, [lyys+2p(0r,) < C(M, P) < oo. We then choose A, as a finite

sub-cover. By Lemma [T} A, o is a W*T3P atlas, and defining C'(M) as the
maximum of C'(M, P;) over j = 1, ..., N, estimate (Z.9) follows. O
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