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LOCAL FLEXIBILITY FOR OPEN PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL RELATIONS

CHRISTIAN BAR AND BERNHARD HANKE

ABSTRACT. We show that local deformations, near closed subsets, of solutions to open partial
differential relations can be extended to global deformations, provided all but the highest deriva-
tives stay constant along the subset. The applicability of this general result is illustrated by a
number of examples, dealing with convex embeddings of hypersurfaces, differential forms, and
lapse functions in Lorentzian geometry.

The main application is a general approximation result by sections which have very restrictive
local properties on open dense subsets. This shows, for instance, that given any K € R every
manifold of dimension at least two carries a complete C1:1-metric which, on a dense open subset,
is smooth with constant sectional curvature K. Of course, this is impossible for C2-metrics in
general.

1. INTRODUCTION

In his landmark monograph [18] Gromov develops a wide-ranging perspective on flexibility phe-
nomena in geometry and topology. Besides a comprehensive theoretical background and numerous
results, including the well-known h-principle for open Diff-invariant relations and the convex inte-
gration technique, Gromov’s text provides many exercises which seemingly play a minor role for
the architecture of the theory, but some of which bear a great value of their own, both in terms of
theoretical insight and applications. This article is devoted to one such topic, the Local Flexibility
Lemma, see the exercise “Weak Flexibility Lemma” in [18, Section 2.2.7 (H’)] and the “Cut-off
Homotopy Lemma” in [20, p. 693 {.]. It concerns extensions of local deformations of solutions to
open partial differential relations.

We will formulate and prove this flexibility lemma in Theorem 1.2. It has important applications
in many fields of mathematics, which will be illustrated by examples from hypersurface theory,
geometric structures induced by differential forms, and Lorentzian geometry.

Our main application of Theorem 1.2 is Theorem 5.2 which states under relatively mild as-
sumptions that any section of a fiber bundle can be approximated by sections which have very
restrictive local properties on open dense subsets.

We give three sample applications of Theorem 5.2. Firstly, we show in Corollary 5.4 that C*-
functions on a compact interval can be uniformly approximated by Lipschitz functions which are
smooth on open dense subsets and have prescribed derivative there.

Secondly, we show in Corollary 5.5 that any C?-embedding of a surface in R? can be C!-
approximated by C''-embeddings which are analytic and have prescribed constant Gauss cur-
vature on an open dense subset. Obviously, C''! cannot be replaced by C? in this statement.
In other words: C*! is the maximal order of regularity for which this kind of flexibility holds.
This is reminiscent of the Nash-Kuiper embedding theorem ([22,23]) which states that each short
smooth embedding of a compact Riemannian n-manifold V into R* with & > n + 1 can be C°-
approximated by isometric C'-embeddings. Here the critical exponent « for which approximating
isometric C'H“-embeddings exist is unknown and subject to current research, see [8] and subsequent
work.

Thirdly, we show in Corollary 6.1 that given K € R any C?-Riemannian metric on a manifold V'
of dimension at least two can be approximated in the strong C*-topology by C'h'-metrics which,

loc
on open dense subsets of V', are smooth with constant sectional curvature equal to K. Clearly,
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this approximation cannot be done by C2?-metrics because then the curvature would be continuous
and equal to K on all of V| which is only possible in exceptional cases.

This means, for example, that a compact surface of higher genus carries a C*'-metric which, on
an open dense subset, is smooth with constant Gauss curvature equal to 1, despite the fact that the
Gauss-Bonnet theorem holds for these metrics. Indeed, this is not a contradiction because open
dense subsets need not have full measure. However, it is remarkable that the relevant curvature
information entering the Gauss-Bonnet formula can be concentrated on a nowhere dense subset,
although this information governs the global topology.

To formulate local flexibility precisely we will work in the following

Setting S1. We denote by

> V' a smooth manifold;
Vo CV a closed subset;
U an open neighborhood of Vi in V;
X — V a smooth fiber bundle;
k € Ng a nonnegative integer;
> Z C JFX an open subset;
> fo a C*-section on V, solving #;
> F:[0,1] = C¥(U, X) a continuous path such that each F(t) solves Z over U.
Furthermore, we assume fo|ly = F(0) and j*=1F(#)|v, = 771 folv, for allt € [0,1].

Here J*X — V denotes the k" jet bundle of X and j*f is the k-jet of a section f. We say
that a CF-section f of X — V solves % if j*f(v) € # for all v € V. By C*(U, X) we denote the
space of k-times continuously differentiable sections of the bundle X |y — U equipped with the
weak C*-topology. We use the notation N = {1,2,3,...} and Ng = {0,1,2,3,...}.

v vV vV VvV

F(t)

fo

|4 Ww U

Fig. 1: Setting S1 for k = 2 and Vj a point
Definition 1.1. In Setting S1 we say that local flexibility holds if there exists an open subset Uy
with Vo C Up C U C V and a continuous f : [0, 1] — C*(V, X) such that

> each f(t) is a section of X, solving %;
> f(0) = fo;

> f(t)|v, = F(t)|v, for all t € [0,1];

> f(t)|V\U = fO‘V\U for all t € [0, 1]

ft)

fo
Uy

v Vo U

Fig. 2: Local flexibility holds for £ = 2 and V{ a point

Theorem 1.2. Suppose we are in Setting S1. Then local flexibiliy holds.
Moreover, let k € {k,k+ 1,...,00}, £ € {0,1,...,00}, and assume in addition that fy €
C™(V,X) and F € C*([0,1],C*(U, X)). Then we can find f € C*([0,1],C"(V, X)).

Remark 1.3. The “Weak Flexibility Lemma” in [18, Section 2.2.7 (H’)] and the “Cut-off Homo-
topy Lemma” in [20, p. 693 f.] formulate (without proof) versions of Theorem 1.2 under strong
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regularity assumptions on V. The footnote on [20, p. 693] speculates about local flexiblity for all
closed subsets Vy C V. This is what is proved in the present paper.

While the applications worked out in the paper at hand are based on local flexibility for smooth
submanifolds Vy C V', we expect that local flexibility for more general closed subsets Vy C V may
also have interesting consequences.

Remark 1.4. The sections f(¢) are obtained from F(¢) by multiplying the homotopy parameter
t with an appropriate cutoff function near Vj. It is then relatively straighforward to control the
(k—1)-jets of f(t) over V; compare [1, Theorem 1.5] for a related result in the context of holonomic
approximations near polyhedral subsets Vy C V of positive codimension.

For us it is crucial that a careful choice of cutoff function allows to control the full k-jets of f(t)
over V, using the assumption that j*~1F(t)|y;, is constant in t. If Vj C V is a compact smooth
submanifold we may in fact use a cutoff function 75.(r) as in Lemma 2.8, where r is the distance
to V.

Our paper is structured as follows: The next section introduces the notion of generalized tangent
spaces along arbitrary subsets of smooth manifolds and applies this concept to construct efficient
cutoff functions near these subsets. This construction is essential for the proof of local flexibility
in the subsequent section, in which we also discuss the necessity of the assumptions in Setting S1,
treat a family version of local flexibility and provide a homotopy theoretic interpretation.

In the fourth section we illustrate the usefulness of local flexibility by examples from different
mathematical contexts. We start by considering the standard sphere S C R*t!. It is 1-convex
and rigid in the sense that one cannot deform it in such a way that it becomes p-convex near the
north pole for some p > 1 while keeping it unchanged on the southern hemisphere and 1-convex
everywhere. However, local flexibility shows that a deformation is possible if we only demand that
it stays (1 — )-convex everywhere.

In the second example we deform closed differential forms satisfying an open relation along a
submanifold through such forms. This applies in particular to symplectic forms where we recover
a statement usually derived using the so-called Moser trick. The method also applies to closed
Go-structures on 7-manifolds, where the result is new, and to codimension-1-foliations in any
dimension.

Then we deal with Lorentzian manifolds. We show that given a spacelike Cauchy hypersurface
3 we can find a Cauchy time function in such a way that we can prescribe the lapse function
along 3.

The fifth section is devoted to formulate and prove Theorem 5.2 together with the applications to
Lipschitz functions and surface embeddings. The proof of Theorem 5.2 is by repeated application
of local flexibility to Vj being a point from a countable dense subset of M and passage to a limit.

Our main application of Theorem 5.2 to Riemannian metrics is Corollary 6.1 in the sixth section
concerning the existence of C''*!-metrics which, on open dense subsets, are smooth and of constant
sectional curvature K € R. In this section we also use the family version of local flexibility to
show that, on a fixed manifold V' and point p € V, the inclusion of metrics with positive sectional
curvature which is equal to K > 0 near p into the space of all positively curved metrics is a
weak homotopy equivalence. The appendices contain the proofs of local flexibility for £ = 0, of
an auxiliary lemma needed for the proof of local flexibility for £ > 1, and of the Gauss-Bonnet
theorem for compact surfaces with a metric of low regularity.

Acknowledgment. We are grateful to Misha Gromov for pointing out the relevance of the
local flexibility lemma, to Luis Florit and Sebastian Goette for useful conversations, to Burkhard
Wilking whose insightful remarks helped us to improve Theorem 5.2, and to an anonymous referee
for the suggestions on how to improve the presentation. The authors were supported by SPP 2026
funded by Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft.

2. GENERALIZED TANGENT SPACES AND EFFICIENT CUTOFF FUNCTIONS

This section contains preparatory material for the proof of Theorem 1.2. We will have to
construct efficient cutoff functions near arbitrary closed subsets of a manifold. Since closed subsets
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can be very irregular, we introduce the concept of generalized tangent spaces, which mimick
classical tangent spaces of submanifolds. The decay of our cutoff functions will have to be chosen
differently in the direction of the tangent spaces and in those perpendicular to them.

Definition 2.1. Let V be an n-dimensional C'-manifold and let A C V be an arbitrary subset.
For a € A let 94, denote the set of Cl-germs at a which vanish on A. More precisely, each
element in ¥4 , is represented by a C'-function h : U — R defined on an open neighborhood
a € U C V such that h|sny = 0. Then we call

T,A= () ker(deh) C T,V
h€Y4a . q
the generalized tangent space of A at a. Here d,h : T,V — R is the differential of h at a.

Remark 2.2. The generalized tangent space T, A is a linear subspace of T,V. If A C V is a
C'-submanifold then this reproduces the classical tangent space of A at a.

If dim(T,A) = m then we can find hy,...,hy—m : U — R such that d,hq,...,dghy—m are
linearly independent, T, A = ker(dyh1)N- - -Nker(dghp—m) and A is contained in the m-dimensional
Cl-submanifold {h; = -+ = hy,_,, = 0} near a.

The function ¢ — dimT,A is upper semicontiuous, i.e. every a € A has a neighborhood
a € U C V such that dimT,A > dimT, A foralla’ € ANU.

Let A C V and set Xy := {a € A | dimT,A > n — ¢} for —1 < ¢ < n. By the upper
semicontinuity of a — dim T, A, the sets ¥, are closed in A. They form a chain

(1) p=,Cc---Ccx,=4
with ¥\ ¥y_1 C Xy = X, for 0 < £ < n and where the closures are taken in A.

Definition 2.3. A subset K C A is called uniform if dimT,A = dim T,/ A for all a,a’ € K. In
other words, K C ¥, \ Xy for some 0 < ¢ < n.

Example 2.4. Let V = R2.

> Let A= {(¢t,[t|) |t € R}. Then T,A =T,V for a = (0,0) while T, A is the usual 1-dimensional
tangent space for all other points a € A. In (1) we have ¥y = {(0,0)} and 3, = 33 = A.

> Let A={|v|] <1}. Then T,A =T,V for all a € A. Hence ¥y =%, = X3 = A.

> Let Ay = {(t,t?) | t € R} and Ay = {(¢,0) | t € R}. Then, for a = (0,0), we get T,A; =
T,A>s =Rx0C T,V while T,(A1NAy) =0 and T,(A; UAy) = T,V. The last equation follows
from the fact that, near a, the set A; U Ay is not contained in a 1-dimensional submanifold
and hence dim(7,A) > 1.

> Let A= {(1/n,0) | n € N}U{(0,0)}. Then T,A = 0 for a = (1/n,0), while T,A = Rx0 C T,V
for a = (0,0). In general, for a discrete subset D C V and A := D, we have T,A = 0 for a € D,
while T, A depends on the accumulation behaviour of D near a for a € A\ D.

In the remainder of this section we will specialize to the case V.= R". Let A C V be an
arbitrary subset. We use the canonical identifications T,R" = R” for z € R".

Notation 2.5. For B C R", a € A, and = € R” we write
> dist(z, B) for the Euclidean distance of z to B;
> rq(x) = dist(z,a + T, A) for the distance of x to the affine subspace a + T,A C R", the
generalized tangent space with footpoint «;
> B(e,x) C R™ for the open e-ball around z.

Lemma 2.6. Let K C A be a compact and uniform subset. Let § > 0.
Then there exists n > 0 such that for all € € (0,1) and all a € K we have
(i) AN B(e,a) C {r, < de};
(ii) |rar —TalB(e,a) < ¢ for all a’ € K N B(e,a).
The proof of this statement is simpler if A C R" is a C'-submanifold, since then A is, locally

around a € K, the graph of a (T,A)*-valued C'-function over a + T, A by the implicit function
theorem.
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a+T,A

Fig. 8: Inclusion AN B(g,a) C {rq < de}

Proof of Lemma 2.6. Let a € K. Let q :== n — dimT,A. We say that a C'-map h : U — RY is
adapted to A at a if

> h vanishes on ANU;

> Ty A = ker(dgh);

> d,h has maximal rank for every z € U.
Note that then T, A = ker(d,h) C R™ for all z € K NU because K is a uniform subset of A. Thus
h is adapted to A at each x € K NU.

For an adapted h = (h, ..., hq) denote by Hq,...,H, : U — R” the vector fields obtained by
the Gram-Schmidt procedure applied to the gradient fields Vh, ..., Vhy. They form a continuous
orthonormal frame for the normal bundle of the submanifold {h = 0}.

Step 1: We first show that there exists an 7, > 0 (depending on a) and a C*-map h : B(n,,a) —
RY adapted to A at a with

(2) {h=0}NB( d)c{ye B d)|dist(y,a + Ty A)) < be'/2};

3) |Hj(x) — Hj(y)| <

T vq for all z,y € B(e,a);
forall 0 <& <e<n, and all a’ € KN B(e,a).

Indeed, by the definition of generalized tangent space we can find an h, adapted to A at a,
defined on a neighborhood of B(27,,a). After possibly decreasing 7, the implicit function theorem
yields, for every a’ € B(n4,a), a Cl-map g, : (a'+ Ty A)NB(n,,a’) = (a’ +ker dyh) N B(ng,a’) —
ker(d, h)* such that {h =0} N B(14,a’) is contained in the graph of g,.

Let U C U be a compact neighborhood of a. Since duh|yer(a,n)r is invertible, the same is
true for dyh|ier(a,, n)r With y € U and o’ € B(14,a) provided U and 7, are sufficiently small.
Decreasing 7, further if necessary, we have z + gor () € U for x € B(2n4,a) N (a' + Ty A).

Note that gq/(a’) = 0. Differentiating the equation h(x + go (z)) = 0 with respect to x €
(a/ +kerdyh) N B(ng,a') yields
-1
d;vga’ = _(dm+ga/ (m)h|ker(da/h)i-> : (dz+ga/(z)h|ker(da/h))’
Since (y,a’) — (dyh|ker(da,h)i)71 is continuous, it is bounded for (y,a’) € U x B(14,a). Hence
|degar| < € |daig, @) Plier(a,m |-

For x = a’ we have d,yg , («)Plker(d, n) = da'Plker(a, ny = 0 so that, after decreasing 7, once more,
we can assume

0
‘dw-l-ga/ (w)h|ker(da,h)‘ < %
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for all z € B(1)q,a’) and @’ € B(n,,a). This implies |dyga/| < % and hence |gq (2)] < gdist(ac,a’).

Now equation (2) follows: let y € {h =0} N B(¢’,a’) and write y = = + g (z). Then

, o

5
Moreover, the vector fields H; are continuous and hence uniformly continuous on compact sets.
Thus, after possibly decreasing 7, one more time, we also get (3).

Step 2: For each a € K let 1, € (0, 00] be maximal amongst all constants for which (2) and (3)
hold. Let A € (0,7,) and let a3 € KN B(A,a). f 0 <& <& <n,—Athen B(g,a1) C B(e + A, a)
and thus (2) holds for all ' € K N B(e,ay). Similarly, (3) remains valid for all z,y € B(e,ay).

This shows that n,, > 7, — A for all a; € B(\,a). Therefore the function a +— 7, is lower
semicontinuous and hence attains its minimum 7 > 0 on the compact set K.

We now choose 0 < ¢’ =¢ <nand a =d’ in (2) and get

AN B(e,a) C {h=0}NB(e,a) C {r, <de/2} C {ry < e},
see Figure 3. This shows (i).
Step 3: Now let ' € AN B(e,a) C {h = 0} N B(e,a) and let ag € a + kerd,h denote the

orthogonal projection of a’. Then ag € B(e,a), and |a’ — ag| < d¢/2 by (2). The triangle and
Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities together with (3) imply for z € R™:

|dist(z, a’ + ker dy h) — dist(z, a + ker d,h)|
= |dist(z, a’ + ker do/h) — dist(z, ag + ker doh)|
< |dist(x, @’ + ker dgrh) — dist(z, ag + ker dorh)| + |dist(x, ag + ker dosh) — dist(x, ag + ker dgh)|
< de/2+ fdist(:v, ag + ker dg h) — dist(x, ag + ker dh)|
= |dist(z — ao, ker dg'h) — dist(z — ag, ker dah)‘ +0e/2

:‘(
<(J

<o aol- (Y1)~ Hi(@)P) "+ oo/

<|z—ag|-6/4+ d¢/2.
If © € B(e,a) then |z — ag| < 2¢ and hence
|rar (@) — ra(z)| < 2e-6/4462/2 = be.
This proves part (ii). O

dist(y, a’ + Tor A) < dist(z + gor(2), 7) = |gar ()] < g e

M=

(@ — a0, 15(@)?) " = (3ot — o )"+ oer2
j=1

1

2

(a0 Hy(a') ~ Hy(@)?) " 4522

M= 5

Il
-

The following corollary, which we formulate with constants adapted to our later needs, combines
the previous estimate with a covering multiplicity bound.

Corollary 2.7. Let K C A be a compact and uniform subset. Let § > 0.
Then there is an n > 0 such that for each € € (0,7) there exists a finite family (a;);er of points

in K with the following properties:

(i) AN B(g,a;) C {ra, < 6%} forieI;

(i) |ra, = Ta;|B(2e,a;) < 0°€ fori,j € I with |a; — a;] < 4e;

(i) K C U;ep Ble, ai);

(iv) The multiplicity of the family (B(2€,ai))iel is bounded by 10™, i.e. each point in R™ is

contained in at most 10™ different balls B(2¢,a;).

Proof. For each ¢ > 0 we find a maximal family (a;);c; of points in K such that the balls

B(e/2,a;) C R™ are pairwise disjoint. Then (B(s,ai))iel covers K. Moreover, the elementary
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% = 10™ implies that for each i € I the ball B(4e,a;) contains at
most 10™ points a;, since otherwise the balls B(e/2,a;) C B(5¢, a;) cannot be pairwise disjoint.
This implies that the multiplicity of (B(2¢,a;)),., is bounded by 10™.

By Lemma 2.6 (applied with §2/2 instead of §), assertions (i) and (ii) hold as well for sufficiently
small 7. O

volume comparison

We will now use generalized tangent spaces in order to construct efficient cutoff functions. The
next lemma is proved in Appendix B.

Lemma 2.8. For(0 < < i and 0 < e < 1 there are C*°-functions 75 . : R = R with the following
properties:
(i) 15..(r) =1 forr < de;
(i1) 15.(r) =0 forr >¢;
(11i) 0 < 750 <1 everywhere;
(iv) for every k € N there is a constant Cy, > 0 such that ‘Té?(’l‘)‘ < Cp-r7% - |Ind|~t for all
r > 0.

In the following we use standard coordinates (z!,...,2") on R" and the multiindex notation

olel
(Ox1)ar ... (9zn)on”
Let X C R™ be an affine subspace. For x € R™ and A > 0 we set
Qi x (z) == max {X, dist(z, X)} € [X,00).

D* =

Corollary 2.9. Let X C R™ be an affine subspace and let r(x) = dist(z, X). For every multiindex
a with |a| > 1 there is a constant Cy, > 0 (independent of X ) such that

(i) |D*(r5c 07)| < Co - Q)% - [In 6]~
(ii) |D* (5,0 0 (r =€) < Co - () 711 - [Ing|~;
forall0 < 6§ < %,forall()<5<1, and for all 0 < &' <e.

Proof. We show (i). On {r < de} the function 75, o r is constant so that the estimate is trivial.
On {r > de} we have Qs. x = r. The distance function satisfies the well-known estimate

(4) |Der| < €y -t

outside of X.
Induction on |a| shows that D*(7s. o r) is a linear combination of terms of the form

(Ték) or)- DY sy

,€

where k > 1, |89 > 1 and [f0V)|+...+|8®)| = |a|. Lemma 2.8 (iv) together with (4) proves (i).
To show (ii) we put 71 := 75 o (r —€’). For r <&’ 4 de we have 71 = 1, hence we may assume

(5) r>¢e +de.
This time D%7 is a linear combination of terms of the form
(Té? o(r—¢g)- DY pfY

where & > 1, |39| > 1 and |3V + ...+ [8*)] = |a|. The absolute value of each such term is
estimated as follows, using Lemma 2.8 and (4):

‘(Té? o(r— g')) .D6<1>¢...D6<k>r‘ <C-|r— Ell—k . \lné\_l . C'ﬂmrl_lﬁ(l)l ) -~Clﬁ(k>7“1_|’6<k)| .

By assumption (5) we have |r — /| 7% < (d) 7% and ri=1BY1 < (55)1"5(j)‘ for 1 < j < k because
all exponents are nonpositive. This concludes the proof. O

For A C R™ and a € A we write Q) q := Q) q+7,4.
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Lemma 2.10. Let K C A be a compact and uniform subset. Let U C R"™ be an open neighborhood
of K. Let k € N. Then there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that the following holds:

For each 0 < 6 < ;11 there exists an n > 0 such that for each e € (0,n) there exists a finite family
(ai)icr of points in K and a smooth function p : R™ — [0,1] with the following properties:

(7’) Supp(p) C Uie] B(2€7ai) C U;
(ii) p =1 on some open neighborhood of K ;

(i) K CJ;ep Ble, ai);
(iv) For0 < |a|<k,i€l, and xz € B(2¢,a;) we have

|D%p(z)| < Ck - g2 0, (x) 71 - |In gL

Proof. For a € A let r,1(x) = dist(z,a + (T, A)*) denote the distance of = to the affine subspace
a+ (T,A)t of R". For any 0 < e < 1 we can consider the following smooth functions R” — [0, 1]:

T1:="T50 (rer — (1 —0)e), Ty i=T5,56 O Tq s Tq i =T1°T2.

The function 7, vanishes outside B(2¢,a) and satisfies 7, = 1 on {r, < 6%} N B(e, a).

a+(T,A)* a+(T,A)*

supp(71)

a+T,A a+T,A

supp(72)

Fig. 4: Inclusion supp(7q) C B(2¢,a) Fig. 5: Identity 7o = 1 on {rq < §2¢} N B(e,a)

Let 0 < |a| < k and let @ € R™ with 7,(z) # 0, hence r,(z) < de. Then, on the one hand, we
have

(D7) ()] < Co - (52) 711+ [ 6| ™" < Co - Qs2e ()1 - I 6],
where in the first inequality we use Corollary 2.9 (ii) with X = a + (T,A)* and the second
inequality uses max{d2%e, r,(z)} < de.
On the other hand, Corollary 2.9 (i) with X = a + T, A and ¢ replaced by de yields
D7y < Co - Q3 - [ o]
The product rule and [In |72 < [Iné|~! for 0 < § < % imply
(6) D7, | < €+ Qp0) o7
For the given ¢ and for any 7, ¢, and (a;);cs as in Corollary 2.7 we now set
p:zl—H(l—Tai):R”—)R.
i€l
It is clear that (i) holds if 5 (and hence ¢) is smaller than Jdist(K,R"\ U), which can be assumed

without loss of generality. Also (ii) is satisfied because the B(e,a;) cover K and for every i € T
we have K N B(e,a;) C {r,, < 62¢} by Corollary 2.7 (i) and 7,, = 1 on {r,, < 6%c} N B(e, a;).
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Finally, assertion (iv) follows from the product rule, estimate (6) applied to each 7, j € I,
and the following facts: '
> There are at most 10 indices j € J with B(2e,a;) N B(2¢,a;) # 0;
> If B(2e,a;) N B(2e,a;) # 0 we have |rq, —rq,| < 6%, hence Qe 4, <2 Qpoe g
> Higher powers of |Iné|~! can be estimated by |Ind|~!. O

This assertion can be extended to nonuniform subsets as follows:

Lemma 2.11. Let K C A be compact but not necessarily uniform. Let U be an open neighborhood
of K in R™. Let k € N.

Then there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for each 0 < 6§ < i and 0 < A < 1 there exist
finite families (&;)icr, 0 < &; < A, and (a;)icr, a; € K, and a C*-function p : R™ — [0,1] with
the following properties:

(i) supp(p) C U;
(i) p=1 on some open neighborhood of K;
(i1i) For every x € supp(p) and 0 < |a| < k there is an i € I with x € B(2¢;,a;) and

[D%p(2)] < Ck - 2, 0, ()1 ||t

Proof. We use the chain (1) for an inductive proof. For —1 < ¢ <n we set K, := K N %, which
is a compact subset of A. We start the induction with £ = —1. Then K_; = () and we simply put
p—1:=0.

Assume p;_1 has been constructed for the compact set K,_; C A with index set Iy_;. Using
the inductive assumption (ii) we find a compact and uniform subset K’ C K, \ K,—1 with K, C
K/ U {/)471 = ].}

We apply Lemma 2.10 to K’ to obtain 0 < &’ < A, a family (a;);cr, a; € K’, and a smooth
function p’ : R™ — [0, 1] with properties as stated in Lemma 2.10 (with K’ instead of K).

Set Ip:=I;_1UI' g;:=¢"forieI’',and py :==1— (1 —pg—1)(1 —p'). Then p is a C*°-function
R™ — [0, 1] with properties (i) (for small enough ¢’) and (ii) (with K, instead of K).

For (iii) let « € supp(p¢). Then thereis an i € I, with x € B(2¢;,a;). Amongst all those ¢ choose
the one for which Q2. ,, () attains its minimal value. Then (iii) holds by the product rule and
by the induction hypothesis for p,_; (and estimating higher powers of |Ind|~! by |Ind|=1). O

In the remainder of this section we use generalized tangent spaces to obtain improved Taylor
estimates. Let k > 1 and let F : U — R be a C*-function defined on a neighborhood U of A in
R"™. Furthermore assume that jk’1F|AmU =0. Forae ANU let

TarF(x) = % DPF(a)- (x—a)’ = ) % -DPF(a)- (z —a)’ :R" - R
1BI<k 1Bl=k "

denote the k" Taylor polynomial of F' at a. The point of the following lemma is the fact that
the function r, in the estimate is not the distance to the point a but the (smaller) distance to the
affine space a + T, A.

Lemma 2.12. Let K C A be compact but not necessarily uniform. Then there is a constant
Ck > 0 such that for all a € K and x € B(1,a) we have

| ZwkF(2)] < Ck - ra(z)k

Proof. Let |8] = k — 1. Since do(D?(F, 1 F)) = do(DPF) and D°F : U — R is a C'-function
vanishing on ANU, the affine map D?(Z, 1 F') : R® — R vanishes on the affine subspace a+7T,A C
R™ by the definition of generalized tangent spaces. Using jk’lﬂmkF (a) = 0 this implies, by
iterative integration, that jk_1<%7kF|a+TaA =0.

Now let « € B(1,a) and let x¢ its orthogonal projection onto the affine subspace a +7, A C R™.
Let v : [0,74(x)] — R™ be a unit speed line segment joining z¢ = v(0) and = = y(rq(z)). Since
¥ 17, 1 F (20) = 0, Taylor’s theorem implies

1 1
|7k F@)| < 55 [(ZasF o )P cogo,raayy - re@" < 55 - 1ZaiFllersa.ay - ra@)®
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Hence we can work with Cg := % ‘maxae i || Tak Fllor (B(1,0))- O
For the remainder term %, F(x) := F(z) — 7, xF(x) we have the following standard estimate:

Lemma 2.13. Let K C A be compact. Then for § > 0 there exists n > 0 such that for all
0<e<n, a€ K, and x € B(2¢,a) we have x € U and |%, 1 F(x)| < (6%)F.

Proof. Let r(xz) = |z — a| denote the distance of = to the point a. The lemma follows from the
standard estimate of the remainder term in the Taylor expansion:

| %ok F| = o(r*) = o(c")

where the estimate is uniform on K. O

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

For k = 0 the proof is easy and postponed to Appendix A. In this section we will concentrate
on the case k > 1.

We use the “tilde notation” to denote by F the map [0,1] x U — X corresponding to F via
F(t,u) = F(t)(u). The condition F' € C*([0,1],C*(U, X)) is equivalent to the requirement that,
in local coordinates ul,...,u" of U, the partial derivatives (%)m(a%l)al (62" )en F exist and
are continuous for m < ¢ and |a| = a3 + ... + a, < k. See [11, Thm. 2] for the case £ = k =0
and [2] for the general case.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 for k > 1. Step 1: We first show that we can assume without loss of gener-
ality that X — V is a C*°-vector bundle.

For this aim we equip the total space X with an auxiliary complete Riemannian metric. Let
Tv*"* X — X be the vertical tangent bundle, whose fibers are the tangent spaces of the fibers of X.
For each choice of f§ € C*°(V, X) we can consider the C*°-vector bundle (f{)*TV*"*X — V. The
fiberwise exponential map yields a fiber-preserving C'*°-diffeomorphism from a fiberwise convex
open neighborhood C' C (f§)*TV"* X of the zero section onto an open neighborhood W of fj(V) C
X.

Choosing f} close enough to fy in the strong topology on C°(V, X) we can assume that the image
of fo is contained in W. Hence it defines a C*-section of the C*°-vector bundle (f{)*TV"*X — X.

Since k > 1 the function F(t)]y, is independent of ¢ by assumption. Shrinking U if necessary
we can assume that the image of F' is contained in W =~ C. The constructions in Step 3 will
never leave the image of F, and also the mollifying procedure (16) in Step 4 happens within the
fiberwise convex neighborhood C' of 0.

Hence we can and will assume without loss of generality that X — V is a C°°-vector bundle.

Step 2: We can furthermore assume that V' is an open subset of some Euclidean space R™ and
V4 is not only closed in V', but also closed in R™.

For this aim choose a smooth proper embedding V' C R™ for the given smooth manifold V.
By properness of the embedding V and Vy become closed subsets of R"™. Furthermore we find a
continuous map 1 : V' — R such that the normal exponential map along V identifies {(v,§) | v €
V, &€ (T,V)* C R, [¢] < n(v)} C V x R" with an open tubular neighborhood Ny of V in R”.
Let p: Ny — V be the bundle projection and p*X — Ny be the pull back bundle. This results
in a bundle map

[0 ELAN'e

|,

Ny —2 >V,

Then p~!(U) C Ny is an open neighborhood of the closed subset Vj C Ny.. We define a PDR
% C J*(p*X) over Ny by setting

R = {j*é(z) | © € Ny, ¢ is a local section of p*X near z such that Bldom(g)nv solves Z}.
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One easily checks that this relation is open. The section p* fy (characterized by po (p* fo) = foop)
of p* X solves #. Similarly, the section p* F(t) of p* X|p-1(uy solves % over p~*(U) and the (k—1)-
jet of p* F'(t) is independent of ¢ along V{y. Conversely, any C*-solution of % (with k > k) restricts
to a C"-solution of Z over V.

Hence, working with Ny instead of V' and with the given V) C V, we can and will assume in
the following that V' C R™ is an open subset and Vj is closed in R™.

Step 3: Now we prove Theorem 1.2 for £ = oo and x = k > 1. Since we assume that V' C R"” is
an open subset we can work with global coordinates (x!,...,2") on V.

Since Vy C R™ is closed we find a countable family of compact sets (K, ),c.s, K, C Vp, whose
union covers Vp, together with relatively compact open neighborhoods K, C U, C U such that
the family (U, ),c.» satisfies:

> This family is locally finite, that is, around each point in R™ there is a neighborhood in R"

meeting only finitely many U,;

> For each v € .¥ the set &, :={p € # | U, NU, # 0} is finite;
> The vector bundle X can be trivialized over each U,, and we fix such trivializations.

For each v € ¥ we fix 0 < 0, < % and 0 < A, < % The precise values will be determined
later. Put 6, := max{d, | p € 7, }.

Apply Lemma 2.11 to A =V, K = K, C Aand U = U,. We get finite families (¢, ;)cr,
0<ey; <Ay, and (avy)ier,, @i € Ky, together with C*°-functions p, : R" — [0, 1] as described
in Lemma 2.11.

We define the C'*°-function
(7) r=1- [ -p):R"—=[0,1].

ves
This is well defined and C'*° since (U, ),e.~ is locally finite. Furthermore, supp(7) C U, ¢, U, C U
and 7 = 1 on a neighborhood of Vj.

Let « € supp(7). By Lemma 2.11 (iii) and finiteness of the .#, there are finitely many (v, 1)
with » € B(2¢,4,a,,;). Amongst all such (v,7) we choose the one for which Qs2., , 4, (%) attains
its minimal value. The estimate in Lemma 2.11 (iii) and the product rule yield

(8) D7 (@)| < Cro - Qe sy (2) 1 |57

for all @ with 1 < |a| < k. Here the constant Cj,,, is independent of §,,, Ay, €,4, a,:, and .
We define sections f(t): V — X by

F(tr(v),v), ifvel,
fo(v), else.

This defines C*-sections of X which depend smoothly on t. We will show that the f(t) solve Z if
the constants d,, and A, are properly chosen.

Using the trivialization of the bundle X over U, we identify sections of U, with vector-valued
functions. Induction’ on |a| shows

(9) () = {

|ex|

(10) (D*f)(t,z) = (D°F)(tr(x),2) + Y _ > (D*O}F)(tr(x),2) - t* - Pasa(x).

A=1 &
Since F(t) solves Z and the relation is open there exists A, > 0 such that if

]

S S (D) (tr(y),y) - Pamy)‘ <A,

A=1 &

(11)

for all |a|] < k and for some y € U, then f(t) solves # over y as well.
In (10) and (11) the inner sum is taken over all multiindices & satisfying & < o and A + |&| <
|a]. Each P, is a universal polynomial in derivatives of 7, independent of F. It is weighted

For |a| = 0 equation (10) is nothing but the definition f(t,z) = F(tr,z). The induction step consists of
differentiating (10).
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homogeneous of degree |a|—|&/| if we assign to each a'® z-derivative of 7 the weight a. The product
rule together with (8) shows, estimating higher powers of |Ind,|~* by |Ind,|™!,

(12) | Paax ()] < Ckw - Qégfu,i7au,i($>‘&|_‘al “|In 5V|_1 .

Note that in (10) we have A + |&| < [a| and A > 1, thus the exponent of Qs2., , 4, (%) in (12) is
negative. '

Lemma 2.12 implies that there is a constant C'x, > 0, independent of z, J,,, and A, such that
for our © € B(2e,,4,a,,:) C B(l,a,),0<|& <k, t€][0,1], and 0 < £ < k we have

(13) | T ik lal(DOOLF)(t,2)| < C, - ra,,, ()10

Moreover, by Lemma 2.13, we can choose A, so small (depending on 4, but independently of x)
that

(14) (P i 1a) (DO )t )| < (61e,) 100
With this choice of A, we get, using (12), (13) and (14),
(DO F)(t7(x), 2) - 1* - Paga(x)]
< Ch - (DO} F)(t7(2), )| - Qsze, 0 ()71 [ Ind, | 7!

< Cyuv |Ck, 'Tau,i(x)k_ldl + (512/51/,i)k_‘d|) .Q5ﬁ€u,i7ai (x)ld\—\al : “nsurl

< Cru - (Ck, -rayﬁi(x)k_w" .Tau’i(x)\&l—\al + (55€V,¢)k_|&‘ . (5361/,1')'&'_'&‘) -|1n 5V|—1

TN 7 N N~

= Ck,u |\ Ck, 'Tau,i(x)k7|a| + (512/51/72')]67‘0(') ’ |1n8u|71
(15) < Ch,-(Cx, +1)-|Ind, |7t

Thus for §, > 0 sufficiently small estimate (11) holds for y = x. This imposes finitely many
conditions on each §, and can therefore be arranged. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2 for
{=occand k =k > 1.

Step 4: Now we drop the differentiability assumption in the path variable and consider the case
{=0and xk =k >1. We Aequip the vector bundle X — V with a Euclidean structure and a
compatible C'*°-connection V. We introduce a second path variable and define

F(0), fort<0;
F(s,t) :=< F(st), for0<t<1;
F(s), fort>1.

Then F € C°([0,1] x R, C*(U, X)).
Let x € C*°(R) be nonnegative with supp(x) C [—1,1] and f_ll x(0)do = 1. We mollify F in
the t-variable by putting, for ¢ € (0,1],

(16) FO (1) i ;/Rx((lers)gég)F(s,o)dJ.

Then each F$ € C*([0, 1], C*(U, X)) and F? is also smooth in 6. Using % [, X((l—k2(5)+5—o) do =1
and the support property of x it is straightforward to check

F3(0) = F(0),
Fi(1) = F(s),
Fj(t) = F(0),

for all s,t € [0, 1]. Moreover, since F is uniformly continuous, we can, given € > 0 and a compact
subset K C U, find an ¢’ > 0 such that |F(s,t1)|x — F(s,t2)|x| < € for all s and all ¢1,t2 with
[t1 — ta] < €’. Then

[F3(t)|x — F(s,t)|x| < (15/RX<(1+25)§—5— a> B(s, o)l — Bl )| do < o
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provided 26 < &’. The same argument applies to the covariant derivatives. Thus F(t) converges
in C*(U, X) to F(s,t) uniformly in s and t as § — 0 with respect to the weak C*-topology. In
particular, F solves Z over K for § < §(K).

We choose a locally finite cover of U by relatively compact open sets O,. Then we can find a
positive smooth function § : U — R such that 6(v) < §(0,) for all v € O,, and all v.

We rewrite (16) as
0= [ (A @ e0) - a4

and recall that all derivatives up to order k—1 of F(s, o) — fo vanish along V. Thus all derivatives

up to order k — 1 of ;fo((l“a);éU> (F(s,0) — fo) do vanish as well. For the k*® derivative

we obtain

gy - /X(ﬂ+26>;—6—0>w><m0>_mefo

No derivatives of § occur in this formula. In particular, v — Fo )( t)(v) solves # along V. By

shrinking U if necessary, v — FS(U)( t)(v) solves Z also over U.
We can now apply the results obtained in Step 3 to each F3) and get f, € C([0,1],C*(V, X))
such that for all s,¢ € [0,1]
> each fs(t) is a section of X solving Z;
> fs(O) = fo;
> fu()lo = F2 (0o
> fs(t) o = folv\u-

—_—

Furthermore, over U the section f,(t) is of the form fs(t,v) = F3) (t7(v),v) with a 7 as in Step 3.
Note that here we can in fact choose 7 and Uy independently of s.
We set f(s) := fs(1). Then f € C°([0,1],C*(V, X)) and
> f(s) is a section of X solving %;
> Over U we have f(0) = fo(1) = Fg"(r()) = F(0) = fo:
> Over Uy we have f(s) = fo(1) = F 5”(1) = F(s);
> Over V' \ U we have f(s) = fs(1) = fo.

Step 5: Finally, if F € C*([0,1],C*(U, X)) then Fg(v)(t)(v) is C* in s, smooth in ¢ and C* in v.
Hence f € C*([0,1],C*(U, X)). This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.2. O

Remark 3.1. One cannot drop the assumption that Vj is a closed subset even if it is a smooth
embedded submanifold. For example, we may choose V = R? and Vy = {(z,y) € R* | z = 0,y >
0}. As an open neighborhood of V, we choose U = {(z,y) € R? | y > 0}. The fiber bundle X
is the trivial real line bundle; so our sections are just real-valued functions. We consider the case
k =1 and the relation Z = J*X. In other words, the relation does not impose any restrictions
on our functions.

Let fo =0 on V and F(t,z,y) = tzsin(1/y) on U. The assumptions of Theorem 1.2 are now
satisfied (except for closedness of V) but for ¢ > 0 the derivative %—i does not have a limit as
y — 0. Thus no restriction of F to [0,1] x Uy for any neighborhood Uy of Vg can be extended as
a Cl-map to [0,1] x V.

Remark 3.2. The assumption j*~'F(t) = j*¥~1f; along Vy cannot be dropped either. For
example, let V. = R and V) = {—1,+1}. We still work with real-valued functions and k& = 1.
Let the relation % not impose any restrictions on 0-jets and force first derivatives to lie in the
interval (—1,1). Let fo =0, U = R\ {0} and set F(t,z) = 10 -t for z > 0 and F(t,x) = —10 -t
for x < 0. With these choices a function f as in Definition 1.1 does not exist.
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Remark 3.3. If F is sufficiently regular in the path variable, more precisely if F €
C*([0,1],C*(U, X)) with £ > k, then, as in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we can use the ansatz
f)(v) = F(tr(v),v) for v € U to obtain f € C*%([0,1],C*(V, X)). With this definition the
deformation f takes only values that are taken by fy and F. This means that for the values (but
not their derivatives) we can also preserve nonopen relations. For instance, if our sections are
real-valued functions and fo > 0 and F' > 0 holds then we have also f > 0.

We get the following family version of Theorem 1.2.

Addendum 3.4. Let K be a compact Hausdorff space and let k € Ny. Let fo € CO(K,C*(V, X))
and let F € C°(K,C°([0,1],C*(U, X))) such that fo(€) and F(€) fall in Setting S1 for each & € K.
Then parametrized local flexibility holds: There exists f € C°(K,C°([0,1], C*(V, X))) such that
f(&) enjoys the properties of Definition 1.1 for each & with Uy independent of €.
Moreover, let £ € {0,1,...,0}, k € {k,k+1,...,00}. Let fo € CO(K,C*(V,X)) and F €
CY(K,C*([0,1],C*(U, X))). Then we can assume in addition that f € C°(K,C*([0,1],C*(V, X))).
Finally, if £ € K is such that the deformation F(§) is constant in the path variable, then in all
the previous cases f(€) can be assumed to be constant in the path variable as well.

Proof. We concentrate on the case k > 1 and leave the case k = 0 to the reader.

If F(¢) € C*(]0,1],C*(U, X)) as in Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 1.2 then the bounds on
the A, and J, depend on bounds on derivatives of F'. Thus they can be chosen independently of
¢ € K, by compactness of K. Therefore the cutoff function 7 in (7) can be chosen independently
of £. Hence f depends continuously on £.

If F(¢) € C°([0,1],C*(U, X)) then the function § in Step 4 of the proof can be chosen inde-
pendently of £, again by compactness of K. The mollifying procedure in (16) yields a continuous
map C°([0,1], C°(R, C*(U, X))) — C°([0,1],C>®(R,C*(U, X))). Then Step 3 applies. A similar
argument applies to the case F' € C°(K,C*([0,1],C*(U, X))) for more general £ and k.

The last assertion follows directly from the definition of f(&)(t) in (9) if F(&) €
C*([0,1],C*(U, X)). In the remaining cases we observe that the mollified function F2(¢) in (16)
is constant in s and ¢t if the original function F'(t) is constant in ¢. O

This can be reformulated in homotopy theoretic language. Let ¢ be a fixed C*-germ of sections
of X around Vj solving Z. We say that a C*-section of X over some open neighborhood of V; is
¢-compatible if it has the same (k — 1)-jet along V) as ¢. Now consider

> the space F of all ¢-compatible C*-solutions of % over V,
> the space Fy of all ¢-compatible C*¥-germs of solutions of % around V.
The space Ej is equipped with the quasi-C*-topology induced by the directed system Ck(U, X),
Vo € U C V open. This means that a continuous map K — FE, for compact K is represented
by a continuous map K — C*(U, X) for some open Vy C U C V with image in the ¢-compatible
solutions of #Z over U.
Applying Addendum 3.4 we now have the following assertion.

Corollary 3.5. The restriction map E — FEy has the homotopy lifting property with respect to all
compact Hausdorff spaces. In particular, it is a Serre fibration. O

This formulation provides a link of local flexibility to other h-principle concepts, such as flexi-
bility and microflexibility, compare [18, Section 1.4.2 (B’)].

4. APPLICATIONS

The following applications from different mathematical contexts illustrate situations in which
local flexibility applies naturally.

4.1. Deforming hypersurfaces. Let V be an n-dimensional manifold and fo : V 9 R**! an
immersion. For a constant u > 0 we call fy pu-convex if all eigenvalues of the Weingarten map
(the principal curvatures) of fo(V') w.r.t. suitable choice of unit normal are > p everywhere. If
fo is a p-convex embedding then fo(V) C B for any closed ball B of radius % whose boundary
touches fo(V') tangentially at a point p and is curved in the same direction, i.e. the unit normals
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of fo(V) and OB at p coincide when chosen such that both Weingarten maps are positive, see
[10, Section 6.3].

fo(V)

Fig. 6: ITmage fo(V) is p-convex at p

Now let fo : S < R™"*! be the standard embedding. Then f is 1-convex and rigid in the
following sense: Given a point p € S™ we cannot find an embedding f; such that f; = fo on the
opposite hemisphere Sj _ := {v e S™ | {v,p) <0}, fi is 1-convex everywhere and p-convex near
p for some p > 1.

Namely, assume such an f; exists. By 1-convexity and since S} _ is contained in f;(S™) we
have f1(S™) C B1(0). By p-convexity near fi(p), f1(S™) contains points in the interior of By (0).
Let ¢ € f1(S™) be such a point. Again by 1-convexity, applied at ¢, f1(S™) C Bi(m) for some
m # 0.

(8™

Fig. 7: Image f1(S™) is p-convex at fi(p)

On the other hand, S}~ C f1(S™) C By(m), which is possible only if m = 0. We have arrived
at a contradiction.

Now we relax the conditions. Let ¢ > 0. We look for an embedding f; : S™ < R"*! such that
fi=foon Sp_, fiis (1 —e)-convex everywhere and j-convex near p for any given p > 1. Such
an f1 actually exists.

To see this we put V = 8", Vo = {p} and U = S™ \ S}' _. Being an immersion with principal
curvatures > 1—¢ imposes an open partial differential relation Z of order 2 on C*°(V,R"*1). Con-
sider a smooth 1-parameter family of smooth diffeomorphisms ¥(¢) : U — U such that ¥(¢)(p) = p

and d¥(t)], = — 5 idn,u, t € [0,1]. We set

Pt = (1 A1 o4+t
F(t,v) = <1 . t)\Il(t)( )+ . tp.

Then each F(t) is a m—convex embedding U < R"*! satisfying F(¢)(p) = p and dF(t)|, =

idr,p for all ¢. Hence the 1-jet of F(t) is constant at Vy = {p}.
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We apply Theorem 1.2 and obtain f € C°°([0, 1], C°°(S™, R™" 1)) such that each f(¢)isa (1—¢)-
convex immersion, f(t) = fo on S} _ and f(t) = F'(t) near p. In particular, f; := f(1) is u-convex
near p.

It remains to see that f is injective and hence an embedding since V' is compact. By Remark 3.3,
f1 is of the form f;(v) = F(7(v),v) on U for some function 7 : U — [0,1]. Now injectivity of f;
follows from injectivity of F|[071]X(U\{p}).

4.2. Deforming differential forms. Let V be a smooth manifold and let V) C V be a smooth
submanifold, which is closed as a subset. For p > 1 we consider the exterior form bundle
AP(T*V) — V and fix an open subset 2 C AP(T*V). Let wy € CH(V,AP(T*V)) be a closed
differential form of degree p solving 2.

Let U be an open neighborhood of V; in V and let Q € C°([0,1], C*(U,AP(T*V))) be a path
of closed forms solving 2 with wo|y = 2(0). W.lo.g. we can assume that U is a tubular neigh-
borhood, shrinking it if necessary. Furthermore, we assume that 5€(¢) is constant in ¢ where
io : Vo < U is the embedding. Note that this is a weaker condition than the restriction of (¢) to
Vo being constant in t.

Now Q(t) — £2(0) is a family of closed forms satisfying i§(2(¢t) — Q(0)) = 0. Let p €
C*>([0,1],C>°(U,U)) be a retraction of U onto Vy, i.e. p(1) = idy, p(s)|v, = idy, for all s € [0,1]
and p(0)(U) = Vy. We obtain F € C°([0,1], CY(U, AP~1(T*V))) by setting

F(t)(&, - &p-1) :=/O (Qt) = 2(0)) (F (), p(8) b1, p(8)Ep-1) ds

where &1,...,&,—1 € T,U and v € U. Then F' has the following properties:

> F(0) =0;

> F(t)|yv, =0 for all t € [0, 1];

> Q(t) = Q(0) + dF(¢) for all t € [0, 1];

> If£>0,k>1,and Q € C¥([0,1],C*(U, AP(T*V))), then F € C*([0, 1], C*(U, AP~H(T*V))).
Only the third property requires a small computation, compare e.g. [26, Prop. 6.8].

We set X := AP~}(T*V) — V and k := 1. The condition wy+dn € 2 imposes an open relation
on the 1-jet of the (p — 1)-form 7. Denote this first-order relation on AP~1(T*V) by Z. Now we
apply Theorem 1.2 to fo = 0, F(t) and % and obtain f € C°([0,1], C*(V,A?P=*(T*V'))) such that
f(0) = fo =0 and f(t) = F(t) on a smaller neighborhood Uy of Vj.

For simplicity, let us assume that wy and  are smooth. Then F is smooth and so is f. We
obtain a smooth family of closed smooth p-forms

w(t) == wo + df(t)
solving 2, coinciding with Q(t) on Uy, and Q(t) = wy outside U. We summarize:

Proposition 4.1. Let V' be a smooth manifold, Vo C V' a submanifold, closed as a subset. Let U
be an open neighborhood of Vo in V. Let 2 C AP(T*V) be an open subset.

Let wy be a smooth closed differential p-form on V solving 2, p > 1. Let Q €
C>=([0,1],C° (U, AP(T*V))) such that Q(t) is closed and solves 2, Q(0) = w on U and i§Q(t) is
constant in t.

Then there exists a smaller neighborhood Uy of Vo and w € C°°([0,1], C°(V, AP(T*V))) such
that each w(t) is closed and solves 2, w(0) = wp, w(t) = Q(t) on Uy and w(t) = wo outside U.
Moreover, the de Rham cohomology class of w(t) is independent of t. O

The following table lists some geometric examples in which Proposition 4.1 applies:

’ V form degree p ‘ condition 2 ‘ resulting geometric structure ‘
n-manifold 1 nonvanishing codimension-1-foliation
2n-manifold 2 w" #£0 symplectic structure
7-manifold 3 definite closed Ga-structure

Tab. 1: Geometric structures defined by a closed form satisfying an open condition
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The second example is a well-known consequence of the relative Moser lemma, see [26, Theo-
rem 7.4]. A similar argument can be applied to the first example, where we use the one-to-one
correspondence (after the choice of a Riemannian metric on V') of nonvanishing 1-forms and non-
vanishing vector fields in order to solve the Moser equation. For background on the Gs-example
we refer to [6, Sections 3.1 and 4.6]. In this case a Moser type argument cannot be applied because
Go-structures induce Riemannian metrics which have local invariants.

Dropping the closedness conditions on the forms, Theorem 1.2 can be applied directly to 2 for
k = 0, without passing to a family F'(¢) of primitives of (¢) — €(0). This can be used to extend
local deformations of contact forms, for instance.

4.3. Prescribing the lapse function. This application deals with Lorentzian geometry. For a
general introduction to and standard notation in this field see e.g. [3]. Let V be a time-oriented
globally hyperbolic Lorentzian manifold. Then V is isometric to R x ¥ with metric

(17) g=—N2dT?+ gr

where N : V — R is smooth and positive, T : V — R is smooth with past-directed timelike
gradient such that each level {Tp} x 3 is a Cauchy hypersurface, see [4, Thm. 1.1]. The levels
are then automatically closed, smooth, spacelike hypersurfaces. Here g is a smooth 1-parameter
family of Riemannian metrics on the levels. We will call N the lapse function and T the Cauchy
time function. A simple computation shows g(grad T, grad T) = —N 2.

In [5, Thm. 1.2] Bernal and Sénchez show that one can prescribe the Cauchy hypersurface.
More precisely, let Vj be a smooth spacelike Cauchy hypersurface. Then the Cauchy time function
T can be chosen in such a way that Vj is one of its levels.

Using Theorem 1.2 we will now show that one can also prescribe the lapse function along Vj.

Let N : Vy — R be smooth and positive. Let T be a smooth function defined on a neighborhood
U of Vi which coincides with T on V[, and such that gradT = N~1.v where v is the past-directed
timelike unit normal field along V4. By shrinking U if necessary we can arrange that the gradient
of T is past-directed timelike on all of U and that there are smooth spacelike Cauchy hypersurfaces
3> _ and ¥4 in V which lie in the causal past and future of U, respectively.

Now put fo = T and F(t,v) = t1'(v) 4+ (1 — t)T(v). Since the cone of past-directed timelike
tangent vectors is convex, the function F'(¢,-) has a past-directed timelike gradient field on U for
each ¢t € [0, 1].

Having a past-directed timelike gradient field imposes an open first order differential relation on
functions on V. We apply Theorem 1.2 with k = 1 and obtain a smooth function f : [0,1]xV =R
such that f(0) = fo = T, each f(t) has past-directed timelike gradient field, coincides with fy
outside U and coincides with F'(¢) on a smaller neighborhood of V.

Claim: Each f(t) is a Cauchy time function, i.e. its nonempty level sets are Cauchy hypersurfaces.

Proof. Fix t and write h = f(¢) for brevity. Let ¢ : (0,1) — V be an inextendible future-directed
timelike curve. Since the gradient of h is timelike past-directed and the velocity vector of c¢ is
timelike future-directed the function h increases strictly along c¢. Thus each level of h is hit at
most once by c.

Moreover, c¢ intersects ¥_ and X at points ¢(s_) and ¢(sy), 0 < s— < s < 1, as X4 are
Cauchy hypersurfaces. Thus the level sets of h for values in [h(c(s-)), h(c(s4))] intersect ¢ as well.
For the levels below h(c(s—)) and above h(c(sy)) this is also true because h coincides with the
Cauchy time function T' in the past of ¥_ and in the future of >,. O

Now consider the Cauchy time function 7' = F(1). Since T coincides with T near Vy we have
along V)

g(grad T, grad T) = g(grad T, grad T) = g(N"'v, N"'v) = — N2,
Hence if we replace T by T in (17) then the lapse function will be N along V. We have deformed

a given Cauchy time function through Cauchy time functions into one which has prescribed lapse
function along a given level set. This procedure can be repeated and yields prescribed lapse
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functions along finite or countable families of Cauchy hypersurfaces as long as they do not intersect
nor accumulate.

5. COUNTER-INTUITIVE APPROXIMATIONS

Now we turn to our main application of local flexibility, the construction of sections which
have possibly very restrictive local properties on open dense subsets. Typically, it is impossible to
achieve this on all of V.

5.1. The approximation theorem. In order to formulate it precisely we consider the following
setting:

Setting S2. We denote by

> V' a smooth manifold;

m: X =V a smooth vector bundle;

k € N a positive integer;

I' a subsheaf of the sheaf of C*-sections of X ;

f a Ck-section on V;

N a neighborhood of f in the strong C*~-topology.

vV vV VvV VvV Vv

Recall the commutative diagram

JkX

Since m : X — V is a vector bundle, 7 and 7,_1 are vector bundle projections as well while
Tek—1: J*X — JF71X is an affine bundle.

Notation 5.1. We set J*T" := {j¥~(p) | v is a local section of T, defined near p,p € V} C JFX.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose we are in Setting S2 and assume that for each p € V' there is an open
neighborhood W of j*~1f(p) in J*~'X and a map ow : W — J*X such that

> ow maps compact subsets of W to relatively compact subsets of J*X (this holds for evample
if ow 1is continuous);

> Tk k-1 00w = idw;

> ow(w) € JFT for each w € W.

Then there exists a section f of X = V and an open dense subset % C 'V with the following
properties:

> f € O (V. X);

> feN;
> fla e T(%).

For the proof of the theorem we need the following lemma:

Lemma 5.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.2 there exists an open neighborhood % of the
image of j*f in J*X such that Z N (m,)~Y(K) is relatively compact in J*X for every compact
K CV and the following “convexity” condition holds:
Let p € V and let ¢ be a C*-germ of sections around p solving #. Then there exists an open

neighborhood U of p and an F € C°([0,1],C*(U, X)) such that

> F(0) represents ¢;

> F(t) € CF(U, X) solves % over U for allt € [0,1];

> F(1) eT(U);

> JFLE(t)(p) = j* o(p) for all t € [0,1].
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Proof of Lemma 5.3. We fix an auxiliary Euclidean inner product on the vector bundle 7 :
JFX — V with induced fiber norm || - ||;xx. At each p € V the restriction of 7y ;_1 to the
orthogonal complement of ker(my x—1) C 7, ' (p) is a linear isomorphism onto 7, ', (p). Thus

—1 _
0= (ﬂ—k‘vk71|k0r(ﬂk’k71)L) : Jk 1x JkX

defines a global smooth section of 7y 1 : JEX — JE-1X.

Choose a neighborhood # of the image of ¥~ f in J*~1X which is a union of open sets W
as in the statement of Theorem 5.2. Shrinking % if necessary, we can assume w.l.o.g. that it is
relatively compact over each compact K C V.

On such a W the function J¥~1X — R U {oc} defined by w + dist(o(w), J*T' N W}Ziq(w))
satisfies

dist(o(w), J T Ny (@) < Jlo(w) = ow (W)l sk x
and is hence locally bounded. Therefore we can find a continuous function R : # — R such that
dist(o(w), JFT' N ﬂ;kfl(w)) < R(w) for all w € #'. By increasing R if necessary, we ensure that

157 F = oG Pl gex < RGEH)

for the given section f.
We define Z by

Z={Qem (7)) |2 —o(mr-1(Q)]nx < R(mep—1(2))}-
Then Z is an open neighborhood of the image of j*f in J*X. For each compact K C V the set
Z N (K) ={Qen(# Nm 1 (K)) | Q- o(mp—1()rx < R(men-1(2))}

is relatively compact. Let ¢ be a C*-section of X — V, defined on a neighborhood of p € V such

that the image of j*¢ is contained in %Z. By construction, Z intersects J*T' N W;i_l(jkflga(p)).

Pick a k-jet in ZNJFT'N w;,ﬁ_l(jkflcp(p)) and represent it by a local section v of I'. The straight
line segment (1 — ¢)j%¢(p) + tj*v is entirely contained in % N W,;ifl(jk_lgo(p)) by convexity of

norm balls. Thus
(18) Fit):=(1—-t)p+ty
has all the required properties if the neighborhood U of p is chosen sufficiently small. (]

Proof of Theorem 5.2. We choose an open neighborhood .4 of imj*~1f in J*~1X such that
{he C*YV,X) | j*'h(p) € #,pe V} C N. Pick some Z C J*X as in Lemma 5.3.

We provide the jet bundles of X with fiber metrics and induced norms || - ||jmx so that the
usual C™-norms of sections of X are defined as ||u||cm vy = supy ||7™ul| ymx.

Let {p1,p2,p3,...} be a countable dense subset of V. We construct a sequence (fy,)y=o01,...
of CF-sections of X together with open neighborhoods U, of p, for v = 1,2,... such that the
following holds:

> fo=f;

> UV D) Uu—l;

> fl/ - fu—l on Uu—l;

> f, solves Z N (mg k—1) 1 (A) over V;

> There is a neighborhood U of U, such that f,|y € T'(U);

> [fy = fuoiller—1vy <277
Assume that f,_; has been constructed, together with U,_; where v > 1. If p, € U, _; then, by
the inductive assumption, there is an open neighborhood U, of U, _; such that f, 1|y € T'(U) for
a neighborhood U of U,. We then simply put f, := f,_1.

Now assume p, ¢ U,_1. We consider a local deformation F, € C°([0,1],C*(U,,, X)) as in
Lemma 5.3 for the germ represented by ¢ := f,_; around p,. By shrinking U, if necessary
we can assume that U, is disjoint from U,_1, that F, (t) solves 4 for t € [0,1] and that
¥ 1F,, — 5% 1 f, 1|l se-1x < 27, For the second and the last requirement we recall that .4 is
an open subset of J¥~1X and j*~1F), (¢)(p) is constant in t.
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We apply Theorem 1.2 to the section f,_1, to Vo = {p, }, to the deformation F,, and the open
PDR

Ry =R O (1) (A ) N {w € THX | [y p—1(w) = ¥ fuallenx <2773

We obtain an open neighborhood U,,o C U, of p, and a global deformation f, €
C°([0,1],C*(V, X)) such that f,, (1) solves %, over V, it coincides with F}, (1) (and hence is
a section of I') over a neighborhood of U,, ¢, and it coincides with F,, (0) (and hence with f,_1)
over a neighborhood of U,,_,. Put U, :=U,_; UU ,,0- Then f, is a section of I' over a neighbor-
hood of U,.

Moreover, we have || f, — fu—1llcs-1(v)y < 277, This implies that (f, — fo), is a Cauchy sequence
in the space of C*~!-sections with bounded derivatives up to order & — 1. Thus there is a limit
section in C*~1(V, X)) which we denote as f — fo- By the properties of #, the derivatives of order
k of f, — fo are locally uniformly bounded. Hence the derivatives of order k — 1 are Lipschitz with
locally uniform Lipschitz constant. Such a Lipschitz bound persists under uniform convergence,
thus f — fo € C’llf);l’l(V,X). Since fo € C*(V, X) we conclude f € C’llf);l’l(V,X).

The set % = U1§u<oo U, is open and dense in V. Since the sequence (f,) is eventually

constant (in v) on each U,,, the limit section f satisfies flo € T(%).
Finally, since each f, solves .4 the image of j¥~1 f is contained in .#” and hence f e N. O

5.2. Lipschitz functions. Theorem 5.2 can be used in many different contexts to derive coun-
terintuitive approximation results. Let us start with a relatively elementary example, namely
real-valued functions.

Corollary 5.4. Let f:[0,1] — R be a C'-function, let ¢ > 0 and let K € R. Then there exists a
Lipschitz function f :[0,1] — R such that
> |f - f| <eg;

> f is smooth and satisfies f' = K on an open dense subset of [0, 1].

Proof. We extend f to a C'-function, again denoted f, to R. We apply Theorem 5.2 with the
following choices in Setting S2: V = R, X is the trivial line bundle so that sections are nothing
but real-valued functions, & = 1, and I" is the sheaf of smooth functions with constant derivative
K. The strong C%-neighborhood of f is given by N = {h € C°(R) | |f — h| < &}

Theorem 5.2 applies because we can put W := J°X = X =V x R and ow(p,£) defined to be
the 1-jet of the affine function t — K - (t — p) + &. The function f : R — R given by Theorem 5.2
is locally Lipschitz, hence its restriction to [0, 1] is Lipschitz. O

If we apply this corollary to f(¢) = ¢, K = 0 and £ = 0.0001 then we get a Lipschitz function
f:00,1] = R with f(0) < 0.0001, f(1) > 0.9999 and f' = 0 on an open dense subset. Note
that Lipschitz functions are differentiable almost everywhere by Rademacher’s theorem and the
fundamental theorem of calculus holds. Thus we have

/O1 f'(@)dz = f(1) — f(0) > 0.9998

which, at first glance, seems to violate f’ = 0 on the open dense subset. The point is that open
dense subsets need not have full measure, so there is no contradiction. Clearly, f cannot be C* in
this case.

This function is not to be confused with the Cantor function (see e.g. [9]), also known as the
devil’s staircase. The Cantor function is a Holder continuous function [0,1] — [0, 1] with Holder
exponent « = In2/1In3. It has vanishing derivative on an open subset of full measure but it is
not absolutely continuous. Hence the fundamental theorem of calculus cannot be applied and the
Cantor function is not Lipschitz.

5.3. Embeddings of surfaces. Next we approximate embedded surfaces by those with constant
Gauss curvature on open dense subsets.
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Corollary 5.5. Let K € R. Let V be an analytic surface, let f : V < R3 be a C%-embedding and
let N be a neighborhood of f in the strong C'-topology.

Then there exists a C*-embedding f :V < R? in N which is analytic on an open dense subset
% CV and has constant Gauss curvature K on % (w.r.t. the induced metric).

Proof. We apply Theorem 5.2 with the following choices in Setting S2: Let X be the trivial R3-
bundle so that sections are maps V — R3. Let k& = 2 and T" be the sheaf of analytic maps w

satisfying
Pw  Oow  Ow ow Ow ow  Ow
o (0 D0 NN g (2 D0 ow o
¢ ( outoud’ dul  Ou? > ¢ ( out’ Jud oul  ou?
in local coordinates (u',u?) on V. If % and g;;g are linearly independent then this condition
is equivalent to the induced Gauss curvature being K and otherwise it is void. Since the set of
embeddings is open in the strong C'-topology ([21, Thm. 1.4]) we can assume w.l.o.g. that all
maps in IV are embeddings, by shrinking IV if necessary.
To see that Theorem 5.2 applies let D C R? be an open disk about the origin and let b : D — R
be an analytic function such that h(0) = 0, VA(0) = 0, and the graph of & is a surface of constant
Gauss curvature K in D x R. Let (U, 2!, 2?) be a local analytic chart of V. We put

W := {w € 7; }(U) | the differential of (a map representing) w is injective}.

Now given w € W put p := m(w) and represent w by an analytic map ¢ defined near p. By
shrinking the domain we can ensure that ¢ is an embedding. Let A, be the unique special-
orthogonal matrix A, € SO(3) with

P
Agel = A %(x(p)), x>0,
96 96

Aver = p- o5 (@(p)) +v- 55 (2(p), v>0.

Here e1,es,e3 denote the standard basis of R3. The matrix A, is uniquely determined by w
(and the coordinate system) and depends continuously on w. Consider the Euclidean motion
E, : R? — R3 defined by E,z = A,z + ¢(p) = Awz + m1 0(w). The map

(E;'odh
Sy = Ey o0 (Ez;l 0 ¢)2
h((EZ" o o), (ES" 0 ¢)2)
is analytic, parametrizes a surface with constant Gauss curvature K, and has 1-jet w at p. Thus
ow (@) := j2(S.)(p) € J*T

is a local section as required in the assumptions of Theorem 5.2. O

Corollary 5.5 is an extrinsic companion to Corollary 6.1 below. It does not contradict the
Gauss-Bonnet theorem, see Remark 6.4.

6. DEFORMING RIEMANNIAN METRICS
In this final section we apply our results to Riemannian metrics.

Corollary 6.1. Let V be a differentiable manifold of dimension n > 2 and let g be a C?-
Riemannian metric on V. Let N be a neighborhood of g in the strong C'-topology. Let K € R.
Then there exists a Riemannian metric § on V' with the following properties:

> g has local CY1-Lipschitz reqularity;

> geN;

> § is smooth and has constant sectional curvature equal to K on an open dense subset of V.
Proof. We apply Theorem 5.2 with the following choices in Setting S2: Let w : X — V be the

vector bundle of symmetric (2, 0)-tensors and let & = 2. Let T be the sheaf of smooth Riemannian
metrics of constant sectional curvature K.
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The see that Theorem 5.2 applies let ggi] be the metric of constant sectional curvature K on

an open ball about the origin, expressed in normal coordinates. Then g]gg] has the same 1-jet at
0 as the Euclidean metric and orthogonal transformations are isometries. For any n-dimensional
Fuclidean vector space Y we can choose a linear isometry A : Y — R"™ and pull the metric back,
gg{] = A*g]gg]. The metric gg(] does not depend on the choice of A.

Next pick a local chart (U, zt,...,2") on V. Put
W= {w e n; (U) | m1,0(w) is positive definite}.

The local section oy is defined as follows: Express the 1-jet w € 717 *(U) in the given coordinates
as w = wg + Zj wjxj and associate the metric h,, given by this formula, h, = wg + Zj wj:cj,
defined in a neighborhood of p := m;(w). Clearly, j!(hy,)(p) = w. Denote the exponential map of
h, at p by epoW. Now put

. _ * K
ow (w) = ]2(((exp’;“) D) g[Tpl,>(p) € JT.
Observe that indeed

maa(ow (@) = 5 (((exph=) ™) ghid, ) () = 5 (hu) () = w
because 5! ((expfi+) ) (0) = 7 (geue) (0) = 5 (g5:1,)(0). O

Remark 6.2. Corollary 6.1 would be false if we demanded that § had regularity C? on all of V.
Then the sectional curvature of (V, §) would be continuous and sec; = K on a dense subset would
imply that this holds on all of V. But most V' do not admit such a metric.

Remark 6.3. Even if the metric § on V has constant sectional curvature 1 on an open dense
subset 7, it cannot, in general, have curvature > 1 in the sense of Alexandrov spaces on all of V.
Namely, this implies that the diameter of (V,§) is bounded above by =, at least if V' is compact,
see e.g. [7, Thm. 10.4.1]. Now if diam(V,g) is much larger than 7 then this contradicts § being
Cl-close (and hence C%-close) to g.

In fact, if a metric has curvature > 1 in the Alexandrov sense on an open dense subset only,
then there is no upper bound on the diameter. This is illustrated by the following picture:

Fig. 8: Space with curvature > 1 on dense open subset but diam > 7

Remark 6.4. Let V be a compact surface of higher genus. By Corollary 6.1 we can find a C11-
metric on V' whose Gauss curvature (which is defined as an L*-function on V') satisfies K =1
on an open dense subset % C V. The Gauss-Bonnet theorem (which holds for C':!-metrics, see
Appendix C) says [, K dA = 2rx(V) < 0. This may seem to be a contradiction but, again, open
dense subsets need not have full measure.

Remark 6.5. Similarly, we can refine Remark 6.3. Let V be compact for simplicity. If  C V'
has full measure then the Bonnet-Myers theorem for C'-metrics applies ([13, Thm. 4.1]) and we
get diam(V') < 7. Hence, if diam (V') > w, which we can arrange by Remark 6.8 below, % cannot
have full measure.

Remark 6.6. Even if § has constant sectional curvature —1 on an open dense subset we cannot
demand that the curvature is < —1 the Alexandrov sense on all of V. In this case we would violate
Preissmann’s theorem [7, Thm. 9.3.3], for instance.
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Corollary 6.7. Let K € R. Each differentiable manifold of dimension > 2 has a complete Cll.gcl—
Riemannian metric which is smooth and has constant sectional curvature = K on an open dense
subset.

Proof. Choose a complete smooth Riemannian metric g on V. We can choose a neighborhood N of
g in the strong C''-topology such that each metric in N is complete. Now apply Corollary 6.1. [

Remark 6.8. As discussed above, this is false for C2-metrics. Since the Cl-metric can be cho-
sen C'-close to an arbitrary smooth metric on V, we can in Corollary 6.7 in addition prescribe
geometric quantities like volume, diameter, injectivity radius up to arbitrarily small error.

Remark 6.9. One might be tempted to think that a metric as in Corollary 6.7 can be constructed
as follows: triangulate the manifold, then equip the open n-simplices with metrics of constant
sectional curvature K and glue the metrics along the (n — 1)-skeleton. Such a procedure will not
give a metric of C’llo’c1 -regularity. Indeed, such a metric would satisfy sec = K on an open dense
subset of full measure and hence violate the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, cf. Remark 6.4.

Remark 6.10. Corollary 6.7 should be contrasted with the implications of Gromov’s h-principle
for diffeomorphism-invariant partial differential relations. The latter implies that every connected
noncompact manifold has a smooth but incomplete Riemannian metric with positive sectional
curvature and another one with negative sectional curvature, see [17, Thm. 4.5.1].

Remark 6.11. In his famous precompactness theorem [19, Sec. 8.20] Gromov proves C%1!-
regularity of the limit metric occurring in that theorem. This regularity result was later improved
to C1@ for all a € (0,1), see [16,24,25]. The Cl1-regularity shown in Corollary 6.1 is the bor-
derline case of this. It would be interesting to know if this is a coincidence or if there is a deeper
relationship.

Epilogue 6.12. Let (V,g) be a Riemannian manifold with sectional curvature secy > 0 and let
Vo = {p} consist of just one point. Let K > 0. In the following we use the notation introduced
in the proof of Corollary 6.1. Working with the local section v = ((expg)’l)* ggg/ of X around p

the map defined in (18) for ¢ = g locally deforms g through positive curvature metrics into one
of constant positive curvature K, keeping the 1-jet constant at p. Theorem 1.2 for k = 2 implies:

One can deform a Riemannian metric of positive sectional curvature on V' through such metrics
into one which has constant sectional curvature K > 0 near p.

A similar argument works if {p} is replaced by an embedded geodesic Vj C V, working with local
Fermi coordinates around Vj. This is an application of Theorem 1.2 with possibly noncompact
Vo. Moreover, we can treat other curvature quantities and curvature bounds.

This discussion extends to families of metrics as follows. Let Secy (V) be the space of Rie-
mannian metrics of positive sectional curvature on V', equipped with the weak C°°-topology, and
let Seck (V,p) denote the subspace of metrics of constant sectional curvature K in some neigh-
borhood of p, equipped with the quasi-C*-topology induced by the directed system C*°(U, X),
{p} C U C V open, cf. the remarks preceding Corollary 3.5. Let

fo: DF — Secy (V)
be a continuous map such that, by definition of quasi-topologies, there is a uniform neighborhood
of p on which fo(£) has constant sectional curvature K for all £ € 9DF.

Using compactness of D* we find an open neighborhood of 0 C T, M such that exppo(g) :
T,M — M maps this neighborhood diffeomorphically onto an open neighborhood of p for all
metrics fo(€), € € D*. Let {p} C U C V be an open neighborhood of p which is contained in these
neighborhoods for all £&. We can choose U so small that working with the £-dependent sections
d(&) = fo(§) and (&) = ((expzf,‘)(&))*l)*gg{g, of X over U, Equation (18) defines a continuous
map F : DF — C>([0,1],Sec, (U)) with F(£)(0) = fo(&)|v, and F(€)(1) = y(¢) for all ¢ € D*. In
addition we can assume that F(£)(t) is constant in ¢ for ¢ € dD*.

By Addendum 3.4 we find an open neighborhood {p} C Uy C U and a continuous map f :
D* — C*°(]0,1],Secy (V) such that for all £ € D* the deformations f(£) and F(€) coincide on
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Up and for all £ € D* the deformation f(€) is constant. This shows: The inclusion
Seck (V,p) < Secy (V)

is a weak homotopy equivalence.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LOCAL FLEXIBILITY FOR k =0

Let fo € C*(V,X), and F € C*([0,1],C"(U, X)), where ¢,k € {0,1,...,00}. We choose a
complete Riemannian metric on V in such a way that {v € V | r(v) < 2} C U where r is the
distance function from Vj w.r.t. this metric. Let 7 : R — R be a C*°-function with 7(r) = 1 for
r<1,7(r)=0for r > 2, and 0 < 7 < 1 everywhere. Furthermore we find a smooth function
r* e C®(U\ Vo) with r <r* <r+1/2.

Since Z C X is open we can replace F' by a map F* € C*([0, 1], C*(U, X)) with the following
properties:

> For all ¢ € [0,1] we have F*(t) = F(t) on {r* <1} U{r* > 2};
> F*(0) = F(0);

> F* induces a map in C*°([0,1],C*({1 < r* < 2}, X)).

> F*(t) solves Z over U for all ¢t € [0, 1].

Now let f € C°([0,1],C%(V, X)) be defined by

F*(t-7(r*(v))(v) ifr(v) <2,

JOw) = {fo(v) if r(v) > 2.

This is possible since r(v) > 2 implies r*(v) > r(v) > 2 and hence 7(r*(v)) = 0. We have
f € C[0,1],C"(V, X)) by the choice of F*. Also, for r(v) < 1/2 we have r*(v) < 1, which
implies 7(r*(v)) = 1 and hence f(t)(v) = F*(t)(v) = F(t)(v) for all ¢t € [0, 1].

This means that f has all the required properties with Uy = {r < 1/2} and Theorem 1.2 is
proved for k = 0.

Remark A.1. If £ > k then one need not introduce F* and can simply put

f@) ) =F(t-r(r(v))(v)

for r(v) < 2.

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA 2.8

The function 75 . defined by

1.0
1 for r < de, 05
To.e(r) = % for je <r <e, '
0 for r > ¢,
0 €

Fig. 9: The function 75 .

has all properties listed in Lemma 2.8 (with Cj, = 1) except that (iv) does not make sense at the
points 7 = de and r = € where the function is not differentiable. We need to see that we can
smooth 75, near these two points without destroying properties (i)—(iv).

At r = ¢ this is easy: Choose a smooth function In : (0,00) — R such that
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0-0 0.4 0.6 0.8 0
1;1(1“) = In(r) for r < 0.9,
In(r) = 0 for 7 > 1 and —05
n < 0 everywhere.
-1.0
Fig. 10: The function In
Then we can put 75.(r) = % for r > 5. Indeed,
~ ~(k ~ (k) ~ (k)
ﬁ In(r/e)\| _ ln( )(r/s) [In HL°°[1/2,1] [In HL°°[1/2,1]
drk\ Iné | eFlné |In d|ek - [ In &|rk

because 1?1(7’ /€) vanishes for r > ¢.
At r = de we proceed as follows: We choose a smooth function x : R — R such that

2.0
1.8
x(r)=1forr <1, 1.6
x(r)=rforr>1.1, 14
1.2
x <2on [1,1.1], and Lo
x > 1 everywhere. ’
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
Fig. 11: The function x
Now we put for r < £:
1.0
") In(éx(r/de)) 1+ In x(r/d¢) 0.5
B r)=———= - <.
7é, Ind Ind
0 €

Fig. 12: The function 75 .

For r > 1.1 - e we then have 75.(r) = 75.(r) and for r < de we have 75.(r) = 1. It remains to
check (iv) on [de,1.1 - de]. We compute

k
#, L d 1
) = 5 gm0/
Putting C}, = H(i—kk(ln oX)||zeeq1,1.1) we get for r € [de, 1.1 - d¢]:
1 1 Cy - 1.1%

Mo < Tk .
|Ind] —* (de)k = |Ind|rk
This concludes the proof. O

70 ()] <

APPENDIX C. GAUSS-BONNET FOR METRICS WITH LOW REGULARITY

The Gauss-Bonnet theorem for compact surfaces holds for Riemannian metrics with regularity
lower than C2. This is a folklore fact but since it seems hard to find a reference in the literature
we provide a proof.
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Let V be a compact surface equipped with a Riemannian metric g of Sobolev regularity H?P
with p > 2. We choose a sequence (g,,) of smooth metrics converging to g in H?*?. Since p > 2,
the sequence also converges in C' by the Sobolev embedding theorem.

Denoting the Gauss curvature of g by K, and the area element by dA,, the expressions in local
coordinates

2 ; i
1 i (007 Ok
Ky= - Z g <8x3 ~ o + lower order terms,

2
1 dg; O9mi  0Gi;
rk — = km (2 Jvm ny 7Y
v mzzlg ( oz + ozt oxm )’

dAg = /911922 — g12921 da* da®,

show that the second derivatives of g enter linearly in the Gauss-Bonnet integrand K, dA,. The
terms involving no or first-order derivatives converge uniformly and the second derivatives converge
in LP as g — oo. Thus K, dA;, — KydA, in LP. In particular, the Gauss-Bonnet integrand of
g exists as an LP-density.

Since integration is a bounded linear functional on L? by the Holder inequality, we find

/Kg“dAgH%/KgdAg as [t — o0.
% v

The Gauss-Bonnet theorem for smooth metrics now implies Gauss-Bonnet for g. We have shown:

The Gauss-Bonnet theorem for compact surfaces holds for Riemannian metrics of Sobolev reg-
ularity H*P with p > 2 and, in particular, for C1>'-metrics.
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