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Stability of systolic inequalities for the Möbius

strip and Klein bottle

Jan Eyll∗

Abstract

The systolic area αsys of a nonsimply connected compact Riemannian
surface (M, g) is defined as its area divided by the square of the systole,
where the systole is equal to the length of a shortest noncontractible closed
curve. The systolic inequality due to Bavard states that on the Klein bottle,

the systolic area has the optimal lower bound 2
√

2
π . Bavard also constructed

metrics of minimal systolic area in any given conformal class. We give
an alternative proof of these results, which also yields an estimate on the

systolic defect αsys − 2
√

2
π in terms of the L2-distance of the conformal factor

to the metric which minimizes the systolic area. On the Möbius strip, we
also prove similar estimates for metrics in fixed conformal classes.

Introduction

The systole of a nonsimply connected Riemannian manifold (M, g) is defined as the
infimum of the lengths of noncontractible closed curves, denoted with sys(M, g).
If M is compact, then the systole is positive and there exists a noncontractible
closed curve of length sys(M, g), which is necessarily a closed geodesic. If M is
two-dimensional, we denote the Riemannian area induced by g with area(M, g).
Then the systolic area of (M, g) is defined as

αsys(M, g) :=
area(M, g)

sys2(M, g)
.

Clearly, αsys(M, g) is invariant under rescalings of the metric. For a set C of
metrics on M , we define

αsys(M,C) := inf
g∈C

αsys(M, g). (1)
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If C is the set of all metrics on M , we simply write αsys(M) = αsys(M,C).
In 1949, Loewner discovered that on the two-dimensional torus T2, the systolic

area has a positive lower bound. More precisely, he proved

αsys(T
2) =

√
3

2
(2)

and showed that this lower bound for αsys(T
2, g) is attained if and only if (T2, g)

is isometric to a flat equilateral torus, which is defined as the quotient of the
standard Euclidean plane by a hexagonal lattice. Similar results also exist for the
real projective plane RP2 ([Pu52]) and the Klein bottle K ([Bav86]), namely

αsys(RP2) =
2

π
, (3)

αsys(K) =
2
√

2

π
. (4)

For the projective plane, the lower bound is attained uniquely (up to isometry and
rescaling) by the round metric. In contrast, for the Klein bottle, the lower bound
is attained only by continuous, but not smooth metrics, as we will see below. It
is also worth noting that these three examples are the only surfaces for which
the value of αsys(M) is known. αsys is known to be bounded from below by 1/2
([Heb82; Gro83]) and by a bound that grows with the genus of M ([Gro83]), but
these bounds are not sharp.

In more recent times, these results have been generalized to Finsler metrics (see
[BG24] for T2, [Iva11] for the projective plane and [SY16] for the Klein bottle) and
questions concerning the stability of the implied systolic inequalities have been
studied: The difference

αsys(M, g) − αsys(M)

is called the systolic defect, and the goal is to understand whether a Riemannian
metric g with small systolic defect is necessarily close to an optimal metric ĝ, i.e.
a metric for which αsys(M, ĝ) = αsys(M). In this situation, one cannot expect g
and ĝ to be close in the C0-sense, because modifying ĝ by adding ‘spikes’ of small
area has little effect on the systolic area but can make the C0-distance arbitrarily
large. It turns out that using L2-distance of conformal factors gives good results,
due to its close relations to the Riemannian area.

Due to the conformal representation theorem, any metric g on a closed surface
is of the form g = φ2g0, where φ is a positive function and g0 a metric of constant
curvature. In some cases, this can be used to estimate the systolic defect: let ground

be the metric of constant curvature 1 on RP2 and φ2ground any metric. It is shown
in [KN20] that

2πVar(φ)

sys2(RP2, φ2ground)
≤ αsys(RP2, φ2ground) − αsys(RP2),
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where the variance Var(φ) is defined as follows: denote with µ the probability
measure on RP2 obtained by normalizing the Riemmannian area measure induced
by ground. Then E(φ) :=

∫

RP2 φ dµ is the expected value and

Var(φ) :=
∫

RP2

(φ−E(φ))2 dµ = E(φ2) − E(φ)2 (5)

is the variance of φ. Because the variance measures the L2-distance between φ
and its mean E(φ), these estimates show that metrics with small systolic defect
are L2-close to metrics with constant conformal factor, (i.e. round metrics), which
are precisely the optimal metrics on RP2. A very similar result for the torus can
be found in [HKK09].

Our goal is to prove an analogous result for the Klein bottle. Here, the main
difference to the projective plane and the torus is that on the Klein bottle, the
metric attaining the lower bound is not of constant curvature (and consequently
the conformal factor φ is not constant in this case), so one cannot expect the
variance of the conformal factor as a lower bound for αsys(K,φ

2gflat) − αsys(K).
However, we will see that by changing the considered probability measure, our
result can also be expressed in terms of the variance of a conformal factor (see
Remark 2.7 below).

The space C(K) of conformal classes of metrics on the Klein bottle is one-
dimensional and can be parametrized by the interval (0,+∞). A proof of this fact
is given by Lemma 2.1, where we construct an explicit parametrization (0,+∞) →
C(K), β 7→ Cβ.

In [Bav88], Bavard showed that for every conformal class C ∈ C(K), there
exists a continuous, not necessarily smooth metric gC ∈ C such that

αsys(K,C) = αsys(K, gC). (6)

He also proved that the metric gC with this property is unique up to rescaling and
isometry. An explicit description of gC can be fouond in Section 2. We will see
that it is in general not of constant curvature, which is related to the fact that
the isometry group of a constant curvature metric on the Klein bottle (i.e. a flat
metric) does not act transitively on K. This makes the study of conformal systolic
inequalities on K more difficult than on RP2 and T

2.
As a result of Bavard’s work, the function C 7→ αsys(K,C) can be computed

explicitly. It has a unique minimizer C0 ∈ C(K) with the property

αsys(K,C0) = inf
C∈C(K)

αsys(K,C) = αsys(K) =
2
√

2

π
. (7)

The graph of this function after the identification of C(K) with (0,+∞) is sketched
in Fig. 1.
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β

2
√

2
π

π/4 β0 β1

αsys(K,Cβ)

Fig. 1. A sketch of the graph of the function β 7→ αsys(K, Cβ). It is strictly decreasing

for β ≥ β0, attains its minimum of 2
√

2
π at β = β0 and is strictly increasing for β ≥ β0.

For a conformal class C ∈ C(K), we denote by gC
flat the unique flat metric in C

normalized in such a way that the shortest closed horizontal geodesic is of length
π (see Lemma 2.1 and the discussion before Remark 2.2). Then the minimizer gC

of the systolic area within C can be written as

gC = φ2
Cg

C
flat, (8)

for a suitable positive, continuous (but not necessarily smooth) function φC on K.
We denote by PC : L2(K) → L2(K) the L2-orthogonal projection onto the line
RφC ⊂ L2(K) spanned by φC . Here, the L2-scalar product of functions on K is
taken with respect to the Riemannian measure induced by gC

flat. Now the main
results of Section 2 can be stated as:

Theorem 1 Let C ∈ C(K) be a conformal class and g = φ2gC
flat ∈ C be a Rie-

mannian metric on K. Then

‖φ− PC(φ)‖2
L2

sys2(K, g)
≤ αsys(K, g) − αsys(K,C). (9)

In particular, αsys(K, g) = αsys(K,C) holds if and only if g is a constant multiple
of gC.
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Theorem 2 Let C ∈ C(K) be a conformal class and g = φ2gC
flat ∈ C be a Rie-

mannian metric on K. Then

αsys(K,C) − αsys(K) +
‖φ− PC(φ)‖2

L2

sys2(K, g)
≤ αsys(K, g) − 2

√
2

π
. (10)

In particular, αsys(K, g) = 2
√

2
π

holds if and only if C = C0 and if g is a constant
multiple of gC0

.

Theorem 1 refines the conformal systolic inequality present in [Bav88]. It implies
(6) and gives a statement about the stability of the conformal systolic inequality,
because it shows that any metric g for which αsys(K, g) is close to the conformal
minimum αsys(K,C) is necessarily close to a minimizing metric in the sense that
their conformal factors are L2-close.

Similarily, Theorem 2 refines the original systolic inequality (4) for the Klein
bottle, established first in [Bav86]. Here, the stability can be seen in the following

way: if a metric g has systolic area close to αsys(K) = 2
√

2
π

, then the conformal
class C containing g has to be close to C0 in the sense that αsys(K,C) is close

to 2
√

2
π

, and g has to be close to gC in the above sense. The main ingredient for
the proof of Theorems 1 and 2 is the projection inequality (Lemma 2.4, proved in
Section 3), which implies that the projection PC does not decrease the systole.

In Section 1, we perform almost the same considerations for the Möbius strip
M . Since every Klein bottle contains embedded Möbius strips, it is not surprising
that the methods for the Klein bottle and the Möbius strip have many similarities.
In fact, some of the results of Section 1 are needed in the proof of the theorems
about the Klein bottle in Section 2. For M , the space C(M) of conformal classes
is one-dimensional and can be parametrized by (0,+∞). Every conformal class
C ∈ C(M) contains a minimizer gC of the systolic area within C, i.e. a metric such
that

αsys(M, gC) = αsys(M,C), (11)

which is unique up to rescaling. We again distinguish suitably normalized metrics
gC

flat ∈ C of constant curvature in every conformal class, write

gC = φ2
Cg

C
flat (12)

for a suitable continuous, not necessarily smooth function φC on M , denote with
PC the L2(M) = L2(M, gC

flat)-orthogonal projection onto the line spanned by φC

and thus can state the main result of Section 1:

Theorem 3 Let C ∈ C(M) be a conformal class and g = φ2gC
flat be a Riemannian

metric on M . Then

‖φ− PC(φ)‖2
L2

sys2(M, g)
≤ αsys(M, g) − αsys(M,C). (13)
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In particular, αsys(M, g) = αsys(M,C) holds if and only if g is a constant multiple
of gC.

This refines the conformal systolic inequality for the Möbius strip due to Pu,
present in [Pu52] by including a stability estimate, similar to the result on the
Klein bottle. Since infC αsys(M,C) = 0, where the infimum runs over all confor-
mal classes on M , the Möbius strip does not have a systolic inequality when the
conformal class is not fixed, hence a theorem analogous to Theorem 2 does not
exist for the Möbius strip.

1 The Möbius strip

For β > 0, consider Sβ = R × [−β, β] ⊂ R
2 and let gflat be the Riemannian

metric on Sβ obtained by restricting the standard Euclidean metric to Sβ. The
diffeomorphism A : R

2 → R
2, A(x, y) = (x + π,−y) generates the subgroup

G = {Ak|k ∈ Z} ⊂ Diff(R2). Since A restricts to an isometry of (Sβ, gflat), G acts
isometrically on Sβ. Moreover, G is a discrete group acting freely and properly
on Sβ , so Mβ := Sβ/G is a smooth, two-dimensional manifold, which we call the
Möbius strip of width 2β. The fact that G acts via isometries implies the existence
of a unique Riemannian metric on Mβ such that the quotient map p : Sβ → Mβ

is a local isometry. We denote this metric also with gflat. Thus, (Mβ , gflat) is a
Riemannian manifold, which we call the flat Möbius strip of width 2β. Its isome-
try group is compact and consists of translations in the x−direction (induced by
translations on Sβ). Note that translation by ±π has the same effect as reflecting
along the x-axis. By the conformal representation theorem, any Riemannian met-
ric on an arbitray Möbius band is conformally equivalent to (Mβ, gflat) for some
β > 0, thus it is sufficient to only consider Möbius strips of the form (Mβ , φ

2gflat),
where φ : Mβ → (0,+∞) is a smooth positive function. Consequently, the space
C(M) of conformal classes of metrics on the Möbius strip is one-dimensional and
can be parametrized by (0,+∞) via the map β 7→ Cβ, where Cβ is defined as
the conformal class of (Mβ, gflat). To emphasize the membership to the conformal

class, we sometimes also write gflat = g
Cβ

flat.

A conformal factor φ on Mβ can be lifted to an G-invariant function φ̂ := φ ◦ p
defined on the covering space Sβ. Conversely, any G-invariant function ψ : Sβ → R

induces an unique function φ defined on Sβ such that φ̂ = ψ. For these reasons, we
will identify functions on Mβ with G-invariant functions on Sβ whenever suitable.

It is well-known that the projection onto metrics which are invariant under the
isometry group of (Mβ , gflat) does not increase the systolic area. More generaly,
let (N, g) be a (nonsimply connected) two-dimensional Riemannian manifold, φ :
N → (0,+∞) a positive smooth function such that (N, φ2g) has finite area and H

6



a compact subgroup of the isometry group Isom(N, g). As H is a compact group,
it carries a unique invariant probability measure η, called the Haar measure. The
Riemannian metric g induces a canonical measure on N , and the assumption
area(N, φ2g) < +∞ is equivalent to φ ∈ L2(N, g). Using H , we construct a map
PH : L2(N, g) → L2(N, g), φ 7→ PH(φ) defined by

PH(φ)(p) =
∫

H
φ(ξ(p))dη(ξ), (1.1)

for p ∈ N . A direct calculation involving the Fubini-Tonelli theorem and the
invariance of the measures shows that P is the L2-orthogonal projection onto the
subspace L2

H(N, g) = {φ ∈ L2(N, g)|φ ◦ ξ = φ ∀ξ ∈ H} of H-invariant functions.
Therefore

(PH(φ), φ− PH(φ))L2 = 0, (1.2)

where (·, ·)L2 denotes the scalar product on L2(N, g). Also, if φ2g is a Riemannian
metric (i.e. φ > 0 and smooth), then PH(φ) is smooth and positive, thus PH(φ)2g
is again a Riemannian metric on N . When acting non-trivially, this projection
reduces the systolic area:

Lemma 1.1 Let φ : N → (0,+∞) be a smooth positive function such that area(N, φ2g)
is finite. Then the Riemannian metric PH(φ)2g satisfies

area(N, φ2g) = area(N,PH(φ)2g) + ‖φ− PH(φ)‖2
L2 (1.3)

sys(N, φ2g) ≤ sys(N,PH(φ)2g). (1.4)

Proof. The equality in (1.3) follows from the facts that PH is an L2-orthogonal
projection and that the area of a conformal metric is given by the squared L2-norm
of the conformal factor:

area(N, φ2g) = ‖φ‖2
L2 = ‖PH(φ) + φ− PH(φ)‖2

L2

= ‖PH(φ)‖2
L2 + ‖φ− PH(φ)‖2

L2

= area(N,PH(φ)2g) + ‖φ− PH(φ)‖2
L2.

The inequality between the systoles also follows from a calculation: let γ : [0, 1] →
N be a smooth noncontractible closed curve. Using the fact that every ξ ∈ H is

7



an isometry of (N, g), we find

LPH (φ)2g(γ) =
∫ 1

0

√

PH(φ)2(γ(t)) gγ(t)(γ′(t), γ′(t))dt

=
∫ 1

0

∫

H
φ(ξ(γ(t)))dη(ξ)

√

gγ(t)(γ′(t), γ′(t))dt

=
∫

H

∫ 1

0
φ(ξ(γ(t)))

√

gγ(t)(γ′(t), γ′(t))dtdη(ξ)

=
∫

H

∫ 1

0
φ(ξ ◦ γ(t))

√

gξ◦γ(t)((ξ ◦ γ)′(t), (ξ ◦ γ)′(t))dtdη(ξ)

=
∫

H
Lφ2g(ξ ◦ γ)dη(ξ)

≥
∫

H
sys(N, φ2g)dη(ξ) = sys(N, φ2g).

Here, the inequality Lφ2g(ξ◦γ) ≥ sys(N, φ2g) holds, because ξ◦γ is again a smooth
noncontractible closed curve. Now, by taking the infimum over all noncontractible
closed curves γ, we obtain (1.4). �

The result of Lemma 1.1, (albeit with an inequality and without the term ‖φ −
PH(φ)‖2

L2 in (1.3),) is the first step in the proofs of Loewner’s Torus inequality,
the systolic inequality for RP2 (see [Pu52]) and Bavard’s ineqality for the Klein
bottle (see [Bav86]). In its present form, and with H = Isom(N, g), it also can
be used to prove the estimates on the systolic defect on the torus and RP2 which
appear in [HKK09] and [KN20]. Because on the flat Möbius strip and Klein Bottle,
the isometry group does not act transitively, it is necessary to employ a second
projection in order to minimize the systolic area, which will be discussed below
and in Section 2.

As mentioned above, the isometry group Hβ := Isom(Mβ , gflat) consists of (the
maps induced by) translations in the x-direction, and includes the reflection along

the x-axis. Thus, a metric g = φ2g
Cβ

flat is Hβ-invariant if and only if φ is constant
in the x-coordinate and the function y 7→ φ(x, y) is even. On Mβ, Pu constructed
a special, Hβ-invariant metric g0 := φ2

0gflat using the function

φ0 : Mβ → (0,+∞), φ0(x, y) =
2ey

1 + e2y
. (1.5)

Since φ0 is constant in x, we also use the symbol φ0 for the function [−β, β] →
(0,+∞), y 7→ φ0(y) = φ0(x, y). It is smooth, even, decreasing for y ≥ 0 and goes
to zero for y → ±∞. Its graph is sketched in Fig. 1.1.

Pu also defined a family of curves {γτ }τ∈[0,β) given by

γ0 : [0, π] → Mβ , γ0(t) = p(t, 0) (1.6)

8



y
1 2 3

1
2

1

β0 β1

φ0

Fig. 1.1. The graph of the function y 7→ φ0(y). β1 := log(2 +
√

3) satisfies φ0(β1) = 1
2 .

β0 := log(1 +
√

2) satisfies
∫ β0

0 φ0(y)dy = π
4 and becomes important on the Klein bottle

(see Section 2).

and

γτ : [−τ, τ ] → Mβ , γτ(t) = p



π/2 +
∫ t

0

φ0(τ)
√

φ2
0(s) − φ2

0(τ)
ds,−t



 (1.7)

for τ > 0. Here, p : Sβ → Mβ denotes the quotient map. Each γτ is a closed,
noncontractible curve of length Lg0

(γτ ) = π. g0 and the curves γτ have a clear
geometric interpretation: using the map

F : [−π/2, π/2] × [−β, β] → [−π/2, π/2] × [− arcsin(tanh β), arcsin(tanh β)],

(x, y) 7→ (x, arcsin(tanh y))

and spherical coordinates

Ψ : R2 → S2

(θ1, θ2) 7→ (cos(θ1) cos(θ2), sin(θ1) cos(θ2), sin(θ2))

on S2, one can show that (Mβ , g0) is isometric to the Möbius strip obtained from
the region Ψ([−π/2, π/2]× [−Θβ,Θβ]) ⊂ S2 by identifying antipodal points on the
boundary Ψ({±π/2} × [−Θβ,Θβ]), together with the (restriction of the) standard
round metric on S2. Here, Θβ := arcsin(tanh β) ∈ (0, π/2). Under this isometry,
the curves γτ are mapped to segments of great circles connecting the antipodal
points on the boundary.

For β ≤ β1 := log(2 +
√

3), the curves γτ realize the systole on (Mβ , g0) and we
thus have sys(Mβ, g0) = π. The fact that no shorter noncontractible closed curve
exists can be seen in the following way: closed curves in the free homotopy class
of γτ (or in the homotopy class of the curve obtained by reversing the orientation

9



Ψ◦F→

γτ

Ψ ◦ F (γτ )

Fig. 1.2. Ψ ◦F maps the fundamental region of the Möbius strip (Mβ , g0) isometrically
to a subset of the round sphere. The geodesic γτ is mapped to a half great circle
connecting antipodal points.

of γτ) have to connect antipodal points in S2 (when considering their image under
the isometry F ), and thus are of lenght at least π. For a closed noncontractible
curve γ : [0, 1] → Mβ in a different homotopy class, we can consider the lift to a
curve γ̂ : [0, 1] → Sβ of the form γ̂(t) = (x̂(t), ŷ(t)). It satisfies x̂(1) − x̂(0) = πk
with k ∈ Z, |k| ≥ 2. The inequality |k| ≥ 2 holds, because γ is neither homotopic
to a point (corresponding to k = 0), nor to γτ or its reverse (corresponding to
k = ±1). Furthermore, β ≤ β1 is equivalent to φ0(y) ≥ 1

2
for all y ∈ [−β, β], and

thus

Lg0
(γ) = Lg0

(γ̂) =
∫ 1

0
φ0(ŷ(t))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥1/2

√

x̂′(t)2 + ŷ′(t)2

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥|x̂′(t)|

dt ≥ 1

2

∫ 1

0
|x̂′(t)|dt ≥ π|k|

2
≥ π.

A direct calculation shows that for τ ∈ [−β, β], the ‘horizontal’ curve λτ : [−π/2, 3π/2] →
Mβ , λτ (t) = p(t, τ) is of length Lg0

(λτ ) = 2πφ0(τ), which is less than π for τ > β1.
Hence

sys(Mβ, g0) =







π, if β ≤ β1

2πφ0(β), if β > β1.
(1.8)

The geometric interpretation of this phenomenon is that for β > β1, i.e. for round
Möbius strips whose boundary is ‘close enough’ to the poles in S2, it is shorter to
complete a full rotation near the boundary in the covering region contained in S2

than to travel to the antipodal point in S2. For β > β1 we call Mβ a thick Möbius
strip.

The curves λτ also show that any Hβ-invariant metric g = φ2gflat on Mβ with
systole at least π necessariliy satisfies φ ≥ 1

2
. This motivates the construction of

10



y
1 2

1
2

1

β1

φβ

The graph of φβ for β > β1. For β > β1, (Mβ , gβ) is isometric to the
Möbius strip on a sphere with two cylinders
of radius 1

2
attached.

Fig. 1.3. By identifying two antipodal meridians on the cylinder-sphere with opposing
orientations, one obtains a Möbius strip isometric to (Mβ, gβ). The cylinders attached

to the sphere are each of height β−β1

2 .

the metric gβ := φ2
βg

Cβ

flat ∈ Cβ, where

φβ : Mβ → (0,+∞), φβ(p(x, y)) = max
{

φ0(y),
1

2

}

=







φ0(y), if |y| ≤ β1,
1
2
, if |y| > β1.

(1.9)

Note that because φβ is in general not smooth but only continuous, the metric
gβ is not a smooth metric either. It satisfies

sys(Mβ , gβ) = π, area(Mβ, gβ) =







2π tanh β, for β ≤ β1

π
√

3 + π
2
(β − β1), for β > β1.

(1.10)

It is the aim of the following to show that gβ in fact minimizes the systolic area
of Mβ in the conformal class of gflat. The key part in the proof is showing that
projecting Hβ-invariant metrics onto gβ does not decrease the systole: consider the
map

Pφβ
: L2(Mβ , gflat) → L2(Mβ , gflat), Pφβ

(φ) =
(φ, φβ)L2

(φβ, φβ)L2

φβ. (1.11)

It is the L2-orthogonal projection onto the subspace Rφβ ⊂ L2(Mβ, gflat) and
projects a positive function φ to a positive multiple of φβ. Thus, in this case,
Pφβ

(φ) > 0, hence Pφβ
(φ)2gflat is again a (continuous) Riemannian metric on Mβ.

Lemma 1.2 Let g = φ2gflat be a Hβ-invariant Riemannian metric on Mβ. Then
the metric Pφβ

(φ)2gflat satisfies

area(Mβ, φ
2gflat) = area(Mβ , Pφβ

(φ)2gflat) + ‖φ− Pφβ
(φ)‖2

L2 (1.12)

sys(Mβ, φ
2gflat) ≤ sys(Mβ , Pφβ

(φ)2gflat) (1.13)
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Proof. The proof of (1.12) is identical to the proof of (1.3) from Lemma 1.1. It
follows from the fact that Pφβ

is an L2-orthogonal projection. Due to

sys(Mβ, Pφβ
(φ)2gflat) =

(φ, φβ)L2

(φβ, φβ)L2

sys(Mβ, gβ) = π
(φ, φβ)L2

(φβ, φβ)L2

, (1.14)

the inequality (1.13) is equivalent to

(φ, φβ)L2

(φβ, φβ)L2

≥ sys(Mβ, g)

π
. (1.15)

As this inequality is invariant under rescalings of φ by positive constants, it is
sufficient to only consider metrics satisfying sys(Mβ , g) = π, for which (1.15)
simplifies to

(φ, φβ)L2 ≥ (φβ, φβ)L2 . (1.16)

This inequality essentially follows from an equality of Pu that is stated and proven
on pages 69 and 70 of [Pu52]. He showed that

∫ β

0
φ(y)φ0(y)dy =

1

π

∫ β

0
Lg(γτ)

(

− d

ds

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
s=τ

√

φ2
0(s) − φ2

0(β)

)

dτ (1.17)

holds for all β > 0 and all Hβ-invariant metrics g = φ2gflat on Mβ, where γτ are
the curves defined above. sys(Mβ , g) = π implies Lg(γτ ) ≥ π and thus

∫ β

0
φ(y)φ0(y)dy ≥

∫ β

0

(

− d

ds

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
s=τ

√

φ2
0(s) − φ2

0(β)

)

dτ = tanh β. (1.18)

Combining this with
∫ β

0 φ
2
0(y)dy = tanh β, we have what we will call Pu’s inequal-

ity:
∫ β

0
φ(y)φ0(y)dy ≥

∫ β

0
φ2

0(y)dy. (1.19)

It holds for all Hβ-invariant functions φ satifsfying sys(Mβ, φ
2gflat) ≥ π.

Because Hβ-invariant functions f, h ∈ L2(M, gflat) are constant in the x-
coordinate and even in y, their scalar product is given by

(f, h)L2 =
∫

Mβ

f(x, y)h(x, y)dxdy = 2π
∫ β

0
f(y)h(y)dy. (1.20)

Hence, it is sufficient to show
∫ β

0 φ(y)φβ(y) ≥ ∫ β
0 φ

2
β(y)dy in order to prove (1.16).

For β ≤ β1, this immediately follows from (1.19), because φβ(y) = φ0(y) for y ≤ β1.
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For β > β1, we observe that restricting g to Mβ1
⊂ Mβ cannot decrease the

systole (because any noncontractible closed curve in Mβ1
is also a noncontractible

closed curve in Mβ), so sys(Mβ1
, g|Mβ1

) ≥ π holds, which implies

∫ β1

0
φ(y)φ0(y)dy ≥

∫ β1

0
φ2

0(y)dy. (1.21)

Furthermore, sys(Mβ , g) ≥ π forces the curves λτ to be of lenght at least π, hence
φ ≥ 1

2
. In particular, we obtain φ(y) ≥ φβ(y) = 1

2
for y ≥ β1. In combination with

(1.21) this yields

∫ β

0
φ(y)φβ(y)dy =

∫ β1

0
φ(y)φβ(y)dy +

∫ β

β1

φ(y)φβ(y)dy

=
∫ β1

0
φ(y)φ0(y)dy +

∫ β

β1

φ(y)φβ(y)dy

≥
∫ β1

0
φ2

0(y)dy +
∫ β

β1

φβ(y)φβ(y)dy

=
∫ β1

0
φ2

β(y)dy +
∫ β

β1

φ2
β(y)dy

=
∫ β

0
φ2

β(y)dy,

completing the proof. �

The results above can be summarized as follows:

Theorem 1.3 Let β > 0, Cβ ∈ C(M) be a conformal class and g = φ2g
Cβ

flat ∈ Cβ

be a Riemannian metric on the Möbius strip Mβ. Then

αsys(M,Cβ) = αsys(Mβ, gβ) =







2
π

tanh β, if β ≤ β1√
3

π
+
β − β1

2π
if β > β1,

(1.22)

and
‖φ− Pφβ

(φ)‖2
L2

sys2(Mβ , g)
≤ αsys(Mβ, g) − αsys(M,Cβ). (1.23)

In particular, αsys(Mβ, g) = αsys(M,Cβ) holds if and only if φ is a positive multiple
of φβ.

Proof. Applying Lemma 1.1 with H = Hβ yields

area(M, g) = area(M,PHβ
(φ)2g) + ‖φ− PHβ

(φ)‖2
L2

sys(M, g) ≤ sys(M,PHβ
(φ)2g).

13



By construction, the metric PHβ
(φ)2gflat is Hβ-invariant, so we can use Lemma 1.2

to find

area(Mβ , g) = area(Mβ, Pφβ
(PHβ

(φ))2gflat)+‖φ−PHβ
(φ)‖2

L2+‖PHβ
(φ)−Pφβ

(PHβ
(φ))‖2

L2

and
sys(Mβ, g) ≤ sys(Mβ, PHβ

(φ)2gflat) ≤ sys(Mβ , Pφβ
(PHβ

(φ))2gflat)

Because Rφβ ⊂ L2
H(Mβ), we find Pφβ

◦ PHβ
= Pφβ

, so using the orthogonality of
the projections and the Pythagorean Theorem yields

‖φ− PHβ
(φ)‖2

L2 + ‖PHβ
(φ) − Pφβ

(PHβ
(φ))‖2

L2 = ‖φ− Pφβ
(φ)‖2

L2.

Combined, these inequalities give

αsys(Mβ, g) =
area(Mβ , Pφβ

(φ)2gflat) + ‖φ− Pφβ
(φ)‖2

L2

sys2(Mβ , g)

≥ area(Mβ , Pφβ
(φ)2gflat)

sys2(Mβ , Pφβ
(φ)2gflat)

+
‖φ− Pφβ

(φ)‖2
L2

sys2(Mβ, g)
,

or equivalently

‖φ− Pφβ
(φ)‖2

L2

sys2(Mβ, g)
≤ αsys(Mβ, g) − αsys(Mβ, Pφβ

(φ)2gflat). (1.24)

Because Pβ(φ) is a constant multiple of φβ, the scaling-invariance of the systolic
area gives us αsys(Mβ , Pβ(φ)2gflat) = αsys(Mβ , gβ), so (1.24) implies αsys(Mβ, g) ≥
αsys(Mβ, gβ) for all g ∈ Cβ, which proves (1.22) and consequently (1.23). If
αsys(Mβ, g) − αsys(M,Cβ) = 0, then ‖φ− Pφβ

(φ)‖2
L2 = 0 and hence

φ = Pφβ
(φ), (1.25)

so φ is a multiple of φβ. Conversely, αsys(Mβ, λ
2gβ) − αsys(Mβ , Cβ) = 0 holds by

the scaling-invariance of the systolic area and by (1.22) for all constants λ > 0. �

Instead of using g
Cβ

flat as a reference metric in the conformal class Cβ, we can
use the optimal metric gβ and get a similar result. It induces a measure on Mβ,
so we can consider the space L2(Mβ, gβ), where the scalar product is taken with

respect to this measure. Here, the orthogonal projection h 7→ (h,1)
L2

(1,1)
L2

onto the

space of constant functions is precisely the expected value of h with respect to the

14



probability measure µgβ
obtained by normalizing the measure induced by gβ. For

a metric g ∈ Cβ we can write

g = h2gβ

g = φ2g
Cβ

flat

for suitable positive functions h, φ on Mβ. Because of gβ = φ2
βg

Cβ

flat, we find

φ = hφβ, (1.26)

and a direct calculation shows

(f1, f2)L2(Mβ ,gβ) = (f1φβ, f2φβ)L2(Mβ ,gflat) (1.27)

for all functions f1, f2 ∈ L2(Mβ , gβ). Using this and (1.26) we obtain

Pφβ
(φ) =

(φ, φβ)L2(Mβ ,gflat)

(φβ, φβ)L2(Mβ ,gflat)

φβ

=
(hφβ, φβ)L2(Mβ ,gflat)

(φβ, φβ)L2(Mβ ,gflat)

φβ

=
(h, 1)L2(Mβ ,gβ)

(1, 1)L2(Mβ ,gβ)

φβ

= E(h)φβ,

where E(h) denotes the expected value of h with respect to the probability measure
µgβ

. This leads to

‖φ− Pφβ
(φ)‖2

L2(Mβ ,gflat) = ‖hφβ −E(h)φβ‖2
L2(Mβ ,gflat) = ‖h−E(h)‖2

L2(Mβ ,gβ)

= area(Mβ, gβ) Var(h), (1.28)

where Var(h) = E(h2) − E(h)2 is the variance with respect to µgβ
. Thus, as

a corollary, we obtain a reformulation of (1.23), similar to the stability results
involving the variance on RP2 and T

2, as in [KN20] and [HKK09].

Corollary 1.4 Let Cβ ∈ C(M) be a conformal class and g = h2gβ ∈ Cβ be a
Riemannian metric on the Möbius strip Mβ. Then

area(Mβ , gβ)
Var(h)

sys2(Mβ, g)
≤ αsys(Mβ, g) − αsys(M,Cβ). (1.29)

In particular, αsys(Mβ, g) = αsys(M,Cβ) holds if and only if h is constant.
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2 The Klein bottle

The Klein bottle can be constructed as a quotient of the standard Euclidean
plane (R2, gflat) by a discrete group. For β > 0, consider the subgroup Γβ ⊂
Isom(R2, gflat) generated by the isometries A : R2 → R

2, A(x, y) = (x + π,−y)
and B : R2 → R

2, B(x, y) = (x, y+ 4β). Γβ acts isometrically, freely and properly
on (R2, gflat), thus Kβ := R

2/Γβ is a smooth manifold with a unique Riemannian
metric, also denoted by gflat, such that the quotient map p : R2 → Kβ is a local
isometry. The pair (Kβ, gflat) is called flat Klein bottle of width 4β. It contains
two Möbius strips of width 2β, as is suggested in Fig. 2.1. We denote with Cβ the
conformal class of (Kβ, gflat), i.e. the set of metrics of the form φ2gflat, for some

positive function φ, and sometimes write gflat = g
Cβ

flat when we want to empha-

size that g
Cβ

flat is an element of Cβ or when β is not clear from the context. The
following Lemma shows that up to isometry, the space C(K) of conformal classes
of metrics on the Klein bottle can be parametrized by the map (0,+∞) → C(K),
β 7→ Cβ.

Lemma 2.1 Let g be a Riemannian metric on a Klein bottle K. Then there exists
β > 0 and a smooth function φ : Kβ → (0,+∞) such that (K, g) is isometric to
(Kβ, φ

2gflat).

Proof. Let g be a Riemannian metric on K. By the conformal representation the-
orem, any metric on K is conformally equivalent to a metric of constant curvature.
Since K has vanishing Euler characteristic, this metric is necessarily flat, so with-
out loss of generality, we can assume that g is a flat metric. Denote with E → K
the universal cover of K and let g̃ be the lifted metric on E. Then (K, g) is isomet-
ric to the quotient (E, g̃)/Γ̃, where Γ̃ ∼= π1(K) is the group of deck transformations
and a subgroup of Isom(E, g̃). The universal cover E is diffeomorphic to R

2 and g̃
is a flat metric on it, so by the characterization of space forms, (E, g̃) is isometric
to the standard Euclidean plane (R2, gflat). Thus, we have shown that (K, g) is
isometric to the quotient of (R2, gflat) by a subgroup Γ ⊂ Isom(R2, gflat). We now
proceed by showing that such a group Γ has to be of the form Γβ for some β > 0.

The fundamental group of the Klein bottle can be presented as π1(K) =
〈A,B|A−1B−1A = B〉, so the same presentation can also be used for Γ. Be-
cause they are isometries of the Euclidean plane, the generators can be written
as

A(x, y) = LA(x, y) + (xA, yA)

B(x, y) = LB(x, y) + (xB, yB)

for LA, LB ∈ O(2,R) and (xA, yA), (xB, yB) ∈ R
2. Γ acts freely on R

2, so A and
B do not have fixed points. Because rigid rotations of R

2 always have a fixed
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point, this shows that the linear parts LA and LB are either reflections or the
identity map. Assume that both of them are reflections. Then the linear part of
A ◦ B 6= idR2 has to be the identity map, because it is orientation preserving and
cannot be a nontrivial rotation. This implies that LA and LB have to be the same
reflection, so after an isometric change of basis we can assume that they reflect
along the x-axis. If at most one of LA or LB is a reflection, then we also can
assume that it reflects along the x-axis. This shows that in both cases we can
assume that LA and LB are of the form

LA(x, y) = (x, σAy)

LB(x, y) = (x, σBy),

for σA, σB ∈ {±1}. Thus, A−1 and B−1 can easily be computed and the relation
A−1B−1A = B evaluated at the origin gives

(xB, yB) = (xA − xB − xA, σAσB(yA − yB) − σAyA). (2.1)

This implies xB = 0, so B is given by

B(x, y) = (x, σBy + yB). (2.2)

The fact that B has no fixed points thus is equivalent to the equation y = σBy+yB

having no solution in R, which implies σB = 1 and yB 6= 0. Combining this
information with (2.1) gives yB = −σAyB, which implies σA = −1. So far we have
shown that A and B are of the form

A(x, y) = (x+ xA,−y + yA)

B(x, y) = (x, y + yB).

The fact that A has no fixed point ensures that xA 6= 0, and after conjugation with
the translation (x, y) 7→ (x, y + yA

2
) (which corresponds to declaring (0, yA/2)) as

the new origin of R2) we can assume that yA = 0. Hence, (K, g) is isometric to
(R2, gflat)/Γ, where Γ is generated by

A(x, y) = (x+ xA,−y)

B(x, y) = (x, y + yB).

A suitable choice of generators ensures xA, yB > 0 and now we see that the rescaling

(x, y) 7→ (cx, cy), c :=
xA

π
, (2.3)

is an isometry from (R2, c2gflat)/Γβ to (R2, gflat)/Γ, where β = π
4

yB

xA
. Hence, we

have shown that (K, g) is isometric to (R2, gflat)/Γ which in turn is isometric to a

rescaling of (Kβ, g
Cβ

flat) = (R2, gflat)/Γβ, completing the proof. �
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Mβ

M−
β

M+
β

Kβ can be decomposed into three regions
M−

β , M+

β and Mβ

Mβ

M−
β

M+
β

Mβ is a Möbius strip of width 2β, M−

β and

M+

β can be glued together to form a Möbius
strip of the same width

Fig. 2.1. The Klein Bottle Kβ contains two Möbius strips of width 2β

The maps

Î : R2 → R
2, Î(x, y) = (x,−y) (2.4)

Ĵ : R2 → R
2, Ĵ(x, y) = (x, y + 2β) (2.5)

T̂h : R2 → R
2, T̂h(x, y) = (x+ h, y), for h ∈ R (2.6)

are isometries of (R2, gflat) and commute with Γβ, so they induce isometries
I, J, Th ∈ Hβ := Isom(Kβ, gflat).

By Lemma 2.1, every Riemannian metric on a Klein bottle is isometric to
a metric of the form φ2gflat on Kβ, for some β > 0 and some smooth positive
function φ : Kβ → (0,+∞). Similar to the situation on the Möbius strip, Γβ-
invariant functions on R

2 induce functions on Kβ and vice versa, so we use the
two notions interchangeably. It follows from Lemma 1.1 that metrics confromally

equivalent to g
Cβ

flat which minimize the systolic area are necessarily Hβ-invariant,
i.e. the conformal factor φ has to be constant in x and satisfy

φ(x, y) = φ(x,−y) = φ(x, y + 2β). (2.7)

This shows that all information about φ can be retrieved from the function [0, β] →
(0,+∞), y 7→ φ(x, y), which we also denote with φ. Conversely, any function on
[0, β] can be extended to a function on Kβ via (2.7). Note that this extension
process does yield continuous, but not necessarily smooth functions, even if the
initial function was smooth on [0, β]. Another consequence of (2.7) is that the
L2-inner product of Hβ-invariant functions f, h ∈ L2(Kβ, gflat) is given by

(f, h)L2 =
∫

Kβ

f(x, y)h(x, y)dxdy = 4π
∫ β

0
f(y)h(y)dy, (2.8)
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similar to (1.20) on the Möbius strip.
In [Bav88], Bavard constructed (continuous, not necessarily smooth) metrics

gβ = φ2
βg

Cβ

flat of minimal systolic area in each conformal class Cβ with the normal-
ization sys(Kβ, gβ) = π. He proved the minimiality using a criterion from [Bav92].
Projecting onto the conformal factor φβ (similar to the projection in Theorem 1.3)
provides an alternative proof of minimality while also providing an estimate for
the systolic defect.

The construction of φβ is mostly based on the function φ0 (defined in (1.5))
and divides into four cases. In each case, (2.7) is used to obtain functions defined
on Kβ from the description of φβ on [0, β]. We denote the metric defined via φβ

by gβ = φ2
βg

Cβ

flat.

Case 1: β ≤ π
4
. Here, φβ is given by

φβ : [0, β] → (0,+∞), φβ(y) =
π

4β
. (2.9)

(Kβ, gβ) satisfies area(Kβ, gβ) = π3

4β
.

Case 2: π
4
< β < β0 := log(1 +

√
2). Here, φβ is given by

φβ : [0, β] → (0,+∞), φβ(y) =







φ0(y), for y ≤ sβ,

φ0(sβ), for y > sβ ,
(2.10)

where s = sβ is the unique solution of the equation

∫ s

0
φ0(y)dy + (β − s)φ0(s) = π/4, s ∈ (0, β). (2.11)

(Kβ, gβ) satisfies area(Kβ, gβ) = 4π tanh(sβ) + 4π(β− sβ)φ2
0(sβ). For the definiton

of sβ, compare also Fig. 2.2.

Case 3: β0 ≤ β ≤ β1 := log(2 +
√

3). Here, φβ is given by

φβ : [0, β] → (0,+∞), φβ(y) = φ0(y). (2.12)

(Kβ, gβ) satisfies area(Kβ, gβ) = 4π tanh(β).

Case 4: β > β1. Here, φβ is given by

φβ : [0, β] → (0,+∞), φβ(y) =







φ0(y), for y ≤ β1,
1
2

= φ0(β1), for y > β1,
(2.13)

(Kβ, gβ) satisfies area(Kβ, gβ) = 4π tanh(β1) + π(β − β1) = 2π
√

3 + π(β − β1).
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y

1

βsβ

φβ

φ0

Fig. 2.2. The graph of φβ for π
4 < β < β0. The function s 7→ I(s) :=

∫ s
0 φ0(y)dy +

(β − s)φ0(s) gives the integral of the continuous function that restricts to φ0 on [0, s]
and is constant on [s, β]. I is continuous, strictly decreasing on [0, β] and satisfies
I(0) = β > π/4, I(β) =

∫ β
0 φ0(y)dy < π/4. sβ := I−1(π/4) ∈ (0, β) is hence well-

defined.

The fact that gβ satisfies sys(Kβ, gβ) = π for all β > 0 can be seen as follows:
consider a noncontractible closed curve γ : [a, b] → Kβ and a lift γ̂ = (x̂, ŷ) :
[a, b] → R

2 of γ to the universal cover. We call γ vertical, if the image of ŷ
contains an interval of length 4β (or equivalently, if γ considered as a map to the
fundamental region [0, π) × [−2β, 2β) intersects the line [0, π) × {c} nontrivially
for every c ∈ [−2β, 2β)). Otherwise, γ is called horizontal. If γ is vertical, the
invariance in x-direction of φβ and consequently of gβ implies Lgβ

(γ) ≥ Lgβ
(γ0),

where γ0 is given by

γ0 : [−2β, 2β] → Kβ, γ0(t) = p(0, t). (2.14)

A direct calculation involving the invariance properties of φβ shows

Lgβ
(γ0) =

∫ 2β

−2β
φβ(t)dt = 4

∫ β

0
φβ(t)dt. (2.15)

By construction, we have
∫ β

0 φβ(y)dy ≥ π/4, hence Lgβ
(γ) ≥ π holds for every

vertical curve γ.
If γ is horizontal, we can replace it by a curve γ̃ of the same length which is

completely contained in the Möbius strip Mβ ⊂ Kβ. For this, consider the map

[0, π]× [−2β, 2β] → [0, π]× [−β, β], (x, y) 7→







(x, y) for y ∈ [−β, β]

(x, 2β − y) for y ∈ (β, 2β]

(x,−2β − y) for y ∈ [−2β,−β).
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It induces a continuous map R : Kβ → Mβ which restricts to the identity on
Mβ and maps the region M∓

β to its reflection along the line p({(x,±β)|x ∈ [0, π]})
(compare Fig. 2.1). Now define γ̃ := R◦γ. The fact that γ is horizontal implies that
its lift γ̂ = (x̂, ŷ) satisfies x̂(a) 6= x̂(b), hence γ̃ : [a, b] → Mβ is noncontractible.
A direct comparison between φβ and the conformal factor of the optimal metric
gM

β in the conformal class Cβ ∈ C(M) on the Möbius strip Mβ (see (1.9)) gives
Lgβ

(γ) = Lgβ
(γ̃) ≥ LgM

β
(γ̃). Combined with LgM

β
(γ̃) ≥ sys(Mβ, g

M
β ) = π, we obtain

Lgβ
(γ) ≥ π for every horizontal curve γ, thus proving sys(Kβ, gβ) ≥ π.
For the other ineqality, one can simply consider curves attaining the systole:

in Case 1 (and Case 2), the vertical curve γ0 is of length π, in Cases 2 to 4 the
horizontal curve γ : [0, π] → Kβ, γ(t) = p(t, 0) has length π.

Remark 2.2 The constructions for all four cases have geometric interpretation
when one considers the embedded Möbius strip Mβ ⊂ Kβ: the normalization
sys(Kβ, g) = π implies sys(Mβ , g|Mβ

) ≥ π and (Kβ, g) has precisely twice as much

area as (Mβ, g). So in order to construct a systolically optimal metric g = φ2gflat

on Kβ, one tries to minimize the area of (Mβ, g) (or equivalently, the L2-Norm of
φ) under the constraints sys(Mβ , g) ≥ π as well as

∫ β
0 φ(y)dy ≥ π/4. The latter

inequality comes from the fact that the vertical curves also have to be of length at
least π.

In the thin case (Case 1), these vertical curves (described precisely in Section 3)
completely dominate the situation, so the fact that the flat Klein bottle (i.e. φ being
constant) is area-minimizing follows directly from the Cauchy-Schwarz-inequality.

In Case 2, both the vertical curves as well as the horizontal closed curves in Mβ

play an important role. One would like to use just φ0, as it is area-minimizing with
the property sys(Mβ , g) ≥ π, but for β < β0 this does not satisfy

∫ β
0 φ(y)dy ≥ π/4

(i.e. the vertical curves are too short). It turns out (this is what makes it a bit more
complicated) that the two constraints can be satisfied in an area-minimizing way
by taking φβ(y) = φ0(y) for y ≤ sβ and constant for y > sβ, where the definition
of sβ precisely ensures

∫ β
0 φβ(y)dy = π/4.

For Cases 3 and 4, the embedded Möbius strip is wide enough so that the vertical
curves are naturally long, (i.e. sys(Mβ, g|Mβ

) ≥ π already implies
∫ β

0 φ(y)dy ≥
π/4), hence one only needs to ensure that all horizontal curves have length at least
π. Consequently, the construction is similar to the construction on the Möbius
strip.
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For all β > 0 we have sys(Mβ , gβ) = π, so the systolic area is given by

αsys(Kβ, gβ) =







π
4β
, for β ≤ π

4
,

4
π

tanh(sβ) + 4
π
(β − sβ)φ2

0(sβ), for π
4
< β < β0,

4
π

tanh β, for β0 ≤ β ≤ β1,
2
√

3
π

+ β−β1

π
, for β > β1.

(2.16)

Note that αsys(Kβ0
, gβ0

) = 2
√

2
π

is the minimum of the function β 7→ αsys(Kβ, gβ),

with β0 = log(1 +
√

2) being the unique minimizer (see also Fig. 1 for a sketch of
the graph). This fact is used to retrieve the systolic inequality for metrics in all
conformal classes on the Klein bottle due to Bavard (see [Bav86]) and provides
a term depending on the conformal class in the estimate on the systolic defect
(compare Corollary 2.6).

Analogously to the situation on the Möbius strip, the map

Pφβ
: L2(Kβ, gflat) → L2(Kβ, gflat), Pφβ

(φ) =
(φ, φβ)L2

(φβ, φβ)L2

φβ. (2.17)

is the L2-orthogonal projection onto the subspace Rφβ ⊂ L2(Kβ, gflat) and has
essentially the same properties as the projection on the Möbius strip:

Lemma 2.3 Let g = φ2g
Cβ

flat be a Hβ-invariant Riemannian metric on Kβ. Then
the metric Pφβ

(φ)2gflat satisfies

area(Kβ, g) = area(Kβ, Pφβ
(φ)2gflat) + ‖φ− Pφβ

(φ)‖2
L2 (2.18)

sys(Kβ, g) ≤ sys(Kβ, Pφβ
(φ)2gflat) (2.19)

Equality in (2.18) can be proven analogous to the proof of the similar equality
in Lemma 1.1. However, proving that Pφβ

does not decrease the systole requires
more than just Pu’s inequality (1.19), because inKβ there are more noncontractible
closed curves to consider than in Mβ . It is a consequence of the following result,
whose proof can be found in Section 3:

Lemma 2.4 (Projection inequality) Let β > 0 and g = φ2g
Cβ

flat be a Hβ-
invariant Riemannian metric on Kβ such that sys(Mβ , g) = π. Then

∫ β

0
φ(y)φβ(y)dy ≥

∫ β

0
φ2

β(y)dy. (2.20)

We now show how (2.19) follows from the projection inequality, thus concluding
the proof of Lemma 2.3. Due to the scaling-invariance of (2.19), we can assume
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that sys(Kβ, g) = π. Then it follows from a combination of (2.8) and Lemma 2.4
that

(φ, φβ)L2

(φβ, φβ)L2

≥ 1 (2.21)

and hence Pφβ
(φ) ≥ φβ. Thus

sys(Kβ, Pφβ
(φ)2gflat) ≥ sys(Kβ, φ

2
βgflat) = π = sys(Kβ, g), (2.22)

completing the proof.
As a consequence, we obtain the conformal systolic inequality of [Bav88] with

an estimate on the systolic defect, which also implies the general systolic inequality
on the Klein bottle from [Bav86].

Theorem 2.5 Let β > 0 and g = φ2g
Cβ

flat ∈ Cβ be a Riemannian metric on Kβ.
Then

αsys(K,Cβ) = αsys(Kβ, gβ), (2.23)

and
‖φ− Pφβ

(φ)‖2
L2

sys2(Kβ, g)
≤ αsys(Kβ, g) − αsys(K,Cβ). (2.24)

In particular, αsys(Kβ , g) = αsys(Kβ, Cβ) holds if and only if g is a constant mul-
tiple of gβ = φ2

βgflat.

The proof is a direct consequence of Lemmas 1.1 and 2.3 and similar to the proof
of Theorem 1.3. Using the fact that β 7→ αsys(K,Cβ) attains its minimum of 2

√
2

π

at the unique minimizer β = β0 gives the following stability estimate for Bavards
original systolic inequality for the Klein bottle:

Corollary 2.6 Let g = φ2gflat ∈ Cβ be a Riemannian metric on a Klein bottle
Kβ, for some β > 0. Then

αsys(K) = αsys(Kβ0
, gβ0

) =
2
√

2

π
(2.25)

and

αsys(K,Cβ) − αsys(K) +
‖φ− Pφβ

(φ)‖2
L2

sys2(Kβ , g)
≤ αsys(Kβ, g) − 2

√
2

π
. (2.26)

In particular, αsys(Kβ, g) = 2
√

2
π

holds if and only if β = β0 and if g is a constant
multiple of gβ0

.
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Remark 2.7 Similar to the discussion preceeding Corollary 1.4, any metric g ∈
Cβ can be written as g = h2gβ and g = φ2g

Cβ

flat. The measure induced by gβ can be
normalized by the factor 1

area(Kβ ,gβ)
to give a probability measure, so expected value

E(h) and variance Var(h) can be defined with respect to it. Direct calculations
show that Pφβ

(φ) = E(h)φβ, hence (2.24) reformulates to

area(Kβ , gβ)
Var(h)

sys2(Kβ, g)
≤ αsys(Kβ, g) − αsys(K,Cβ). (2.27)

3 Proof of the Projection Inequality

The proof of Lemma 2.4 divides into the four cases from the definiton of φβ.
Cases 1, 3 and 4 have fairly short proofs, however, for Case 2 the situation is more
complicated. Recall that p : R2 → Kβ denotes the quotient map.

Proof (of Case 1). We have β ≤ π
4

and sys(Kβ , g) = π. The vertical curve γ :
[−2β, 2β] → Kβ, γ(t) = p(0, t) is closed, noncontractible and its length is given by

Lg(γ) =
∫ 2β

−2β

√

gγ(t)(γ′(t), γ′(t))dt =
∫ 2β

−2β
φ(t)dt = 4

∫ β

0
φ(t)dt. (3.1)

By the definition of the systole, we have Lg(γ) ≥ sys(Kβ, g) = π, so (3.1) gives us
∫ β

0 φ(t)dt ≥ π
4
. As φβ is constant, we can simply calculate

∫ β

0
φ(y)φβ(y)dy =

π

4β

∫ β

0
φ(y)dy ≥ π

4β

π

4
=

1

β

(
π

4

)2

(3.2)

and
∫ β

0
φ2

β(y)dy = β

(

π

4β

)2

=
1

β

(
π

4

)2

, (3.3)

which gives the desired inequality �

Proof (of Case 3). Here, we are in the situation β0 ≤ β ≤ β1, and φβ = φ0. The
Möbius strip (Mβ , g|Mβ

) contained in (Kβ, g) satisfies sys(Mβ, g|Mβ
) ≥ sys(Kβ, g) =

π and g|Mβ
= φ2|Mβ

gflat is invariant under the isometry group of (Mβ, gflat) (due

to the Hβ-invariance of g). Thus, the assumptions for Pu’s inequality (1.19) are
fulfilled and we obtain

∫ β

0
φ(y)φ0(y)dy ≥

∫ β

0
φ2

0(y)dy. (3.4)

Due to φβ = φ0, this finishes the proof. �
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Proof (of Case 4). We now consider β > β1. As on the thick möbius strip, the
horizontal curves that wrap around twice, given by λτ : [−π/2, 3π/2] → Kβ,
λτ (t) = p(t, τ), have to be of length (with respect to the metric g) at least π =
sys(Kβ, g), which implies φ ≥ 1

2
. By restricting to the Möbius strip Mβ1

⊂ Kβ

(where φβ = φ0 holds) and proceeding as above, Pu’s inequality yields

∫ β1

0
φ(y)φβ(y)dy ≥

∫ β1

0
φ2

β(y)dy. (3.5)

Combinging this with φ0 ≥ 1
2

= φβ(y) for y ≥ β1 gives the desired

∫ β

0
φ(y)φβ(y)dy =

∫ β1

0
φ(y)φβ(y)dy +

∫ β

β1

φ(y)φβ(y)dy

≥
∫ β1

0
φ2

β(y)dy +
∫ β

β1

φβ(y)φβ(y)dy

=
∫ β

0
φ2

β(y)dy. �

The proof of the remaining Case 2 is based on the following general Lemma:

Lemma 3.1 Let s > 0, h : [0, s] → (0,+∞) be a continuous, positive and decreas-
ing function and g : [0, s] → R be continuous such that

∫ z

0
h(y)g(y)dy ≥ 0, ∀z ∈ [0, s]. (3.6)

Then ∫ z

0
h(y)g(y)dy ≥ h(z)

∫ z

0
g(y)dy, ∀z ∈ [0, s]. (3.7)

Proof. Consider the continuous function u : [0, s] → R, u(z) =
∫ z

0 h(y)g(y)dy −
h(z)

∫ z
0 g(y)dy. The claimed inequality is equivalent to u(z) ≥ 0 for all z ∈ [0, s].

To prove this, we argue by contradiction: assume there exists z0 ∈ [0, s] such that
u(z0) < 0. Because of u(0) = 0, we have z0 > 0. The continuity of u implies that
a := sup{z ∈ [0, z0]|u(z) ≥ 0} is in [0, z0) and satisfies u(a) = 0 as well as u(z) < 0
for all z ∈ (a, z0].

We now recall the definition of the (lower right-handed) Dini derivative. A
good reference on this topic is Chapter 3 of [KK96]. Let f : [a, b] → R be a
function and x ∈ [a, b). Then

D+f(x) := lim inf
t→0+

f(x+ t) − f(x)

t
(3.8)

is called the lower right-handed Dini derivative of f at x. Similar definitions for
the upper and left-handed Dini derivatives also exist. A calculation shows that in
our case we have

D+u(z) = −D+h(z)
∫ z

0
g(y)dy (3.9)
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for z ∈ [0, s). As h is a decreasing function, we have h(z+t)−h(z)
t

≤ 0 for all
t ∈ (0, s − z) and thus D+h(z) ≤ 0. For z ∈ (a, z0], we have u(z) < 0, which is
equivalent to

∫ z

0
h(y)g(y)dy < h(z)

∫ z

0
g(y)dy. (3.10)

The assumtions h > 0 and
∫ z

0 h(y)g(y)dy ≥ 0 for all z ∈ [0, s] therefore imply

∫ z

0
g(y)dy > 0 (3.11)

for all z ∈ (a, z0]. Combined with (3.9) and D+h ≤ 0, this yields

D+u(z) ≥ 0 (3.12)

for all z ∈ (a, z0). Hence, u|[a,z0] is a continuous function with nonnegative Dini
derivative D+u on (a, z0). This implies that u|[a,z0] is increasing (see for example
[KK96], Theorem 3.4.4). Consequently, we have

0 = u(a) ≤ u(z0) < 0, (3.13)

which is a contradiction. Thus, such z0 cannot exist, proving u(z) ≥ 0 for all
z ∈ [0, s]. �

Remark 3.2 If we assume the function h in the above Lemma to be differentiable,
then so is the function u used in the proof. In this case, one can compute the (usual)
derivative of u to show that it is increasing on [a, z], simplifying the proof.

Proof (of Case 2). Here we are in the situation β ∈ (β0, β1), φβ is given by

φβ(y) =







φ0(y) for β ≤ sβ,

φ0(sβ) for β > sβ,
(3.14)

where the definition of sβ ensures precisely
∫ β

0 φβ(y)dy = π
4
. For z ≤ sβ, the

restriction to the Möbius strip Mz ⊂ Kβ combined with Pu’s inequality, similar to
the arguments in the proofs of Cases 3 and 4, gives us

∫ z

0
φ(y)φβ(y)dy ≥

∫ z

0
φ2

β(y)dy. (3.15)

Similar to the situation in Case 1, the vertical curve γ ensures
∫ β

0 φ(y)dy ≥ π
4
. We

write φ = φβ + σ, for σ : [0, β] → R. (3.15) thus reformulates to

∫ z

0
φ2

β(y)dy ≤
∫ z

0
(φ(y) + σ(y))φβ(y)dy =

∫ z

0
φ2

β(y)dy +
∫ z

0
σ(y)φβ(y)dy, (3.16)
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which implies
∫ z

0
σ(y)φβ(y)dy ≥ 0, ∀z ≤ sβ. (3.17)

Hence, h = φβ and g = σ satisfy the assumptions of Lemma 3.1 on the interval
[0, sβ]. Consequently, we find

∫ sβ

0
σ(y)φβ(y)dy ≥ φβ(sβ)

∫ sβ

0
σ(y)dy. (3.18)

The inequality
∫ β

0 φ(y)dy ≥ π/4 gives us

π/4 ≤
∫ β

0
(φβ(y) + σ(y))dy =

∫ β

0
φβ(y)dy +

∫ β

0
σ(y)dy, (3.19)

which, in combination with
∫ β

0 φβ(y)dy = π/4, yields precisely
∫ β

0 σ(y)dy ≥ 0.
Using that and (3.18), we calculate

∫ β

0
φ(y)φβ(y)dy =

∫ β

0
(φβ(y) + σ(y))φβ(y)dy =

∫ β

0
φ2

β(y)dy +
∫ β

0
σ(y)φβ(y)dy

=
∫ β

0
φ2

β(y)dy +
∫ sβ

0
σ(y)φβ(y)dy +

∫ β

sβ

σ(y) φβ(y)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=φβ(sβ)

dy

≥
∫ β

0
φ2

β(y)dy + φβ(sβ)
∫ sβ

0
σ(y)dy + φβ(sβ)

∫ β

sβ

σ(y)dy

=
∫ β

0
φ2

β(y)dy + φβ(sβ)

(
∫ sβ

0
σ(y)dy +

∫ β

sβ

σ(y)dy

)

=
∫ β

0
φ2

β(y)dy + φβ(sβ)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

>0

∫ β

0
σ(y)dy

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≥0

≥
∫ β

0
φ2

β(y)dy,

concluding the proof. �
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