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Abstract We study exponents of thickness in Frieseck-James-Miiller’s inequalities
for shells. We derive the following results: (a) the exponent of thickness u(S) < 15/8
if the middle surface S is parabolic; (b) the exponent of thickness u(S) < 11/6 if
the middle surface S is a minimal surface with negative curvature; (c) the exponent
of thickness u(S) < 11/6 if the middle surface S is a ruled surface with negative
curvature. The exponents of thickness in Frieseck-James-Miiller’s inequalities for thin
shells represent the relationship between rigidity and thickness h of a shell when the
large deformations take place, i. e., the rigidity of the shell related to the thickness h

is
ChH(S)

Thus the above results of 1(S) < 2 show that those shells are strictly more rigid than
plates since u(S) = 2 for plates. Moreover, we present another result which shows

that when 1(S) < 2, any W %2 isometry of the middle surface is rigid.
Keywords shell, Frieseck-James-Miiller’s inequality, rigidity of surface
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1 Introduction and Main Results

The geometry rigidity inequality was established in [7] in 2002 by G. Friesecke, R. James
and S. Muller. This inequality plays the pivotal role in solid mechanics, nonlinear elasticity

and differential geometry, and it is based on the intuition of quantifying the well-established
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fact that a deformation that is locally a rigid motion, must be a global rigid motion on
each connected component of its domain. In fact, Frieseck-James-Miiller’s inequalities are
the cornerstone of rigorous derivations of two dimensional plate and shell theories from
three-dimensional models in the framework of nonlinear elasticity theory, see [2, 3, 7, 8,
9, 15, 18, 19, 21] and many others.

In their celebrated work, Friesecke et al. [7, 8] derived that the thickness exponent
in the geometric rigidity inequality is 2 for plates, which gave rise to derivation of a
hierarchy of plate theories for different scaling regimes of the elastic energy depending
on the thickness h of the plate [8]. This type of theory has been derived by Gamma-
convergence and relies on LP-compactness arguments and of course the geometry rigidity
inequality, which plays the main role. Similarly, the exponents of thickness in the geometry
rigidity inequality for shells will improve the Gamma-convergence models of shells if the
exponents are strictly smaller than 2.

Let S C IR? be an oriented surface with a normal field n. A shell with middle surface
S and thickness 2h > 0 is defined by

Sp={z+tn(z) e R*|z €S, |t|<h}.

Let © > 0 be a constant such that there exists C' > 0, independent of A > 0, such that for
every u € W H2(S),, IR3) there is a constant rotation R € SO (3) satisfying

c. .
IV = RIF a5, < 7551 dist (Vu, SO @) s, (1.1)

If a displacement u satisfies the zero boundary conditions, the inequality above takes a
form of (1.2) below. Set

Ho(Sh, IR?) = {u € WH(Sy, IR*) [ ulos), =0}
with the norm of W 12(S},, IR?), where
(09, ={x+tn(x)|z €IS, |t|<h}.
There exists C' > 0 such that
c. ..
IVulf,2(s,) < 7l dist (Vu+ 1, SOB)II 2,

for all u € H}(Sy, IR?) and all h > 0, where I is the unit matrix in IR3*3.
Set
w(S) =inf{ | p > 0 is such that (1.1) or (1.2) holds }.

w1(S) is said to be the exponent of thickness in the geometry rigidity inequality of shells.
Friesecke, R. James, and S. Muller established in [8] that, if S}, is a plate, then

n(S) = 2.



M. Lewicka, M. G. Mora, and M. R. Pakzad proved in [18] for a general shell
n(S) < 2.

We here present a proof that (1.2) holds true for ;. = 2, see Theorem 4.1 later. Moreover,
some lower bounds were given by [24]: w(S) > 1 if S is elliptic, u(S) > 4/3 if S is
hyperbolic, and p(S) > 3/2 if S is parabolic.

It is known that the exponents of thickness in Frieseck-James-Miiller’s inequalities for
thin shells represent the relationship between rigidity and thickness h of a shell when the
large deformations take place. Thus the rigidity of the shell about the thickness is

ChHS)

in large vibrations. In general p(S) is subject to the curvature of the middle surface.
Then different values of u(S) reflect the different geometrical rigidities of the shells: the
smaller y(S) is, more rigid the shell. The similar problem has been well understood in
small vibrations, see [11, 12, 13| and [4, 22, 25], where instead of the geometry rigidity
inequality the Korn inequality is concerned.

In contrast, the case u(.S) < 2 is rather critical. For one thing, the case u(S) < 2 shows
that the shell is really more rigid than a plate where ((S) = 2. For another thing, we shall
show that the case u(S) < 2 implies that the middle surface S is at least W >? rigid:
Any W 22 deformation of S with the boundary fixed is an identical map. The problem
of rigidity of surfaces is a classic one in differential geometry and we refer to [5, 6] for a

short concise review.

We state our main results as follows.
Let M C IR? be a C? surface with negative Gaussian curvature. A Lipschitz region

S C M is said to be regular if there exists a non-characteristic region S in M such that
S ccSs.

The non-characteristic-ness of a region is a technical assumption on the boundary of the
region for the regularity of solutions to the linear strain tensor. There are several types of
non-characteristic regions in [21, 23].

Surface S is said to be parabolic if the following is satisfied:
k=0, Vn#0 forall pes&,
where & is the Gaussian curvature.

Theorem 1.1. Let S C IR3 be bounded C? parabolic with a Lipschitz boundary. Then,
for any 1/8 > 6 > 0 small there exist constants Cy > 0 and hg > 0 such that

IV}, 25, goxsy < Coh™ "0 dist (Vu+ I, SO (3))[I3 2 g, -

3



for all uw € H§(Sh, IR3) and all 0 < h < hy.

It is known that if surface S is parabolic, then it can be parameterized as a ruled
surface. Next we consider a case where the middle surface is given by a ruled C? surface

but has negative curvature. Let
S ={w(s)|s=(s1,5) € (ar,a2) X (b1,b2) }, (1.3)
where w(s) = ¢(s1) + s26(s1) and ¢, § are two C? curves in IR3. Then
01 = (s1) + s28'(s1), 02 =40(s1).
Moreover, suppose that 9; and 0 are linearly independent on S.

Theorem 1.2. Let S C IR? be a bounded C? surface with negative Gaussian curvature.

Suppose there is a non-characteristic region S such that
SccSs.

Further assume that one of the following assumptions i) or ii) holds:
i) S is a minimal surface, or
i1) S is a ruled surface, given in (1.3).
Then, for any 1/6 > 0 > 0 small there exist constants Cy > 0 and hg > 0 such that
IVulf 25, goxsy < Coh™ /60| dist (Vu+ 1, SO (3))|[F 2 g,

for all uw € H§(Sh, IR?) and all 0 < h < hy.

)7

Theorem 1.3. Let an oriented surface S C IR? be a bounded C? Lipschitz domain.
Then
(i) Ifthereis0 < p < 2 such that (1.1) holds true, then any isometry w € W 22(S, IR3)
is rigid, i.e., there exist R € SO (3) and a € IR? satisfying
w(zr) =Rr+a for x€b.
(i1) If there is 0 < p < 2 such that (1.2) holds true, then any isometry w € W %2(S, IR?)
satisfying
w(x) =z, Vyw(zr)=71 for z€dS (1.4)

is the identical map, where T is the outside normal along O0S.
Form Theorems 1.1 — 1.3, we have the following immediately.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that one group of the assumptions in Theorems 1.1 or 1.2
holds true. Then any isometry w € W 22(S, IR®) satisfying

w(x) =z, Vyw(zr)=71 for z€dS
1s the identical map.

The remaining part of the paper is organized as follows. We make some preparations

in Sections 2 and 3. The proofs of Theorems 1.1-1.3 are given in Section 4.



2 Truncation Theorems

Moving towards proofs of the results in Section 1, we present here a useful Lusin-type
estimate, which allows us to replace a given Sobolev function by its Lipschitz ” truncation”.
The two functions agree on a large set, whose complement has its measure controlled
(inversely proportionally) in terms of the requested Lipschitz constant. Such results were
used in [7] for the proof of the geometry rigidity inequality. The novel point here is that
the constants C' in (i)-(iii) below can be chosen to be independent of h > 0.

Theorem 2.1. For every u € H'(Sy) and every X > 0 there exists v € W b*°(S},)
satisfying:

(@) [[Vv][Le=(s,) < CA,

(i) {z € Splul@) #v(@) } < § figusn [Vul@)|de,

(iii) [g, [Vu— Volldz < Cf|VU|>>\ |Vul?dx.

The constants C above depend only on the mid-surface S that are independent of h > 0.
For a, b € IR3, it is said a < b if a; < b; for 1 < i < 3. Denote by
R(a,b) = (a1,b1) x (ag,by) x (ag,b3) for a, be R® with a <b,
the rectangle with sides parallel to the coordinate axes.

Lemma 2.1. (Poincaré’s inequality) There exists C > 0 such that
[ 1w = frenldv < -l [ Vi) 2.)
R(a,b) R(a,b)

For all a, b € IR® with a < b, where

1

Proof. 1). Consider the Poincare inequality for the cube (0,1)3 : There exists C' > 0 such
that

/ W)~ foapldy <C [ [Vi@ldy forall fe WH(©O1P).  (22)
0,1)3 (0,1)3

2). Consider a change of variable by
p(z) = <(b1—al)$1 +a1, (b —az)wa +az, (53—a3)$3+a3> for @ = (v1,2,23) € (0,1)%.

For f € W1Y(R(a,b)), set

N

f(x) = fop(x) for ze(0,1)3

Then f e W5((0,1)?). Applying f to (2.3) yields (2.1) via the change of variable. [



For h > 0 denote Ry = (0,1)? x (—h, h). For x € IR? and r > 0, let
Q(z,7r) = (x1 —ryx1 +7) X (22 — 1,20 +7) X (B3 — 23+ 7)
be the cube with center at x and side length 2r. Then
R, NQ(z,7) = R(a,b),

where

a= (maX{O, x1 — r}, max{0,z9 — r}, max{—h,x3 — r}),

b= (min{l,xl + r}, min{1, zo + 7}, min{h, z; + 7‘})

It is easy to check that the following two estimates are true: For 0 < h < 1/2, = € Ry,
and r > 0,
2h for r>1/2,
|Rp,NQ(z,7)] << 82h for h<r<1/2, (2.3)
&3 for r<h,
and
h/4 for r>1/2,
IR, N Q(z,7)| > < r2h for h<r<1/2, (2.4)
r3 for r<h.

Furthermore, for z, y € Ry, with r = |z — y|, we have

h/4 for r>1/2,
|R,NQ(z,7)NQy,r)] > < r2h for h<r<1/2, (2.5)

r3 for r<h,

forall 0 < h < 1/2.
Using Lemma 2.1, estimates (2.3)-(2.5), and following the proof of [16, Lemma 4.5],

we have the following.

Lemma 2.2. For every u € W1Y2(Ry,) and every A > 0, there exists u € W 1°(IR3)
satisfying conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.1, with a constant C' that is independent of
h e (0,1/2).

Proof of Theorem 2.1

As in [7] (iii) directly follows from (i) and (ii). Then it will suffice to prove (i) and (ii).
First, we construct a covering on S}, as follows.

Let pg € S be given. Consider a coordinate system o(p) = z : U — IR? with ¢(pg) =
(1/2,1/2), where U C M is a neighborhood of py. We define a neighborhood of py by

Qpo) = ™ ((0,1)?).



Consider the map ® : Ry, — [Q(po)]n by
®(z,t) = (z) +tnop Y(z) for (z,t) € Ry.

It is easy to check that ® : R, — [Q(po)]n is a bilipschitz map with the Lipschitz constants
of both ® and ®~! being bounded by some L > 0 that is independent of h small.

Given u € WY2([Q(po)]n, IR?), apply (i) and (i) of Lemma 2.2 to v = uo ® €
H'(Ry,, IR?) and L\ to obtain a truncated function & € W (R, IR?). We define @ =
7o ®1 € Wh([Q(po)]n, IR?) and observe that

IVl 1, (o). r?) < LIV L (g, m3) < CL*A, (2.6)
and
[{ = € [Qpo)]n | u(z) # u(2) } = |2({ (z,t) € Rp|uo P(z,t) # uo P(z,1) })|
L3
< L3{ (z,t) € Ry |v(z,t) # v(z,t) }| < oL |Voldz
LA Jiwu>1a
6
< o |Vuldz. (2.7)
A Sivusa
The constants C' in (2.6) and (2.7) are independent of h € (0,1/2).
By the finite covering theorem there are py, - -- , p;,, € S UOS such that
Scy, (2.8)

where S = U ,Q(p;). Then
Sn C U [2(pi)]n-

Let {¢; € C2(5,[0,1])} be a partition of unity subordinated to the cover {Q(p;)}, so
that: supp; C Q(p;) and >.it, ¢i(p) =1 for p € 9.
Finally we follow the proof of [16, Theorem 4.3] to complete our proof here. OJ
Let
Hp(Sh) ={ue W(S),)|u=0on (05), }.

Proposition 2.1. Let S C M be a non-characteristic region such that S CC S. Then
there exists a region S' C M with S CcC S CC S such that for every u € H(l](Sh) and
every A > 0 there exists a u € HY(S})) satisfying (i) — (iii) in Theorem 2.1 with a constant
C is independent of h > 0 small.

Proof. By the proof of Theorem 2.1 we can choose a covering S' = U™ ,Q(p;) on S as in
(2.8) such that S’ ¢ S. We extend u € Wé’2(5) tou € W(l)’z(S’) by

u=0 for ze€S\S.

Then the proposition follows. O



3 Pointwise Rigidity Estimates of Harmonic Displacements

Let B(z,7) C IR? be the ball centered at x € IR® with radius » > 0. Suppose that
v e C§°(B(0,2/3)) is given such that

o(x) >0 for ze€ B(x,2/3); ¢(z)> % for x € B(0, %), / o(x)dx = 1.
IR3
Denote
@) = oY) for ze R
Pr = Tg@ r .
If f € L. (IR3) with f >0, then
1 Tz 1
= — > — . .
e @ =5 [Tz g [ s (31)
For y € W 12(S) | IR?), let
e(Vy) = dist (Vy(z) + 1, SO (3)) for z€S. (3.2)

Lemma 3.1. There exists C > 0 such that for any r > 0, any € IR?, and any y

being harmonic on B(xz,r),
e%(y) () + 2 [V2y ()] + Vi (@)]” + Vi (@)]” < Clor x 2 (y))(2). (3.3)

Proof. 1. Let x = 0 and r = 1. Applying Friesecke-James-Miiller’s inequality on B(0, 1)
to the function y + id, there is R € SO (3) such that

IVy + 1 —R|% < Cle(Vy)ll3,

2(B(0,1)) 2(B(0,1))’
where constant C' > 0 depends only on B(0,1). Since y is harmonic, Vy, V2y, V3y, and

V4y are harmonic. Then

2 2
IV I 2moaey < CIVUIL250.18) < CIV L2 (50,14
< C|Vy+1I - R|f] L2(B(0,1/2)) = Clle(Vy)lly L2(B(0,1))"

It follows from the mean value theorem for harmonic functions that
1

S — Vy+ I — R|?dx
BOD] Ly |

e (y)(0) < |Vy(0)+1- R <

< Clle(Vi)lL2(p0.1)): (3.4)
Similar argument yields
IV25(0) 1 + [V2y(0)* + [V*y(0)1* < Clle(VYIT 2501 (3.5)
2. Fix x € IR? and r > 0. Let y be harmonic on B(x,r). Set
g(z) = %y(:ﬂ + gz) for ze€ B(0,1).
Then (3.3) follows by applying 3 to (3.4), (3.5), and (3.1). O



Lemma 3.2. For given o > 0 small, let r(z) = odist (x,0(Sy)). Then there exists
C > 0, independent of h > 0 and o > 0 small, such that

/S Pra) * [Pdx < CHfHQLZ(Sh) for all f e L2(Sy), (3.6)
h

where

Priey * f2 = /s Pr(a) (@ — 2) f2(2)dz.

Proof. 1t will suffice to prove that
/ Or(z)(x —2)dz < C for all z € S.
Sh,

Let ro(x) = dist (x,9(Sp)). Since rg is Lipschitz on S; with the Lipschitz constant being
1, we have
V7ol (s,) < 3.

If x € Sy, is such that |z — z| > r(x), then

(107‘(12)(3j - Z) =0.
Let z € 5p. Set
Qz) ={z € Spllr -z <r()},
where r(z) = o dist (x,0(Sy)). We define a mapping ¢ : Q(z) — B(0,1) by
P(z) =

r—z
r(z)
We claim that ¢ : Q(z) — B(0,1) is injective. In fact, for z1, z2 € £(2), we have
|21 — 22| = [Y(z1)r(z1) — P(@2)r(z2)| = [(@1)[r(21) — r(22)] — [Y(22) — (@1)]r(22)]
< oley — 2| + Cly(x1) — ¢(22)],
that is, when 0 < 0 < 1, ¢ : Q(2) — B(0,1) is injective.

From (3.7) we have

for =€ Sp. (3.7)

Vi = %(I—zﬁ@Vr).

Then
det(rVe) =1 —0(Vrg,¥) >1—-v30 >0 for 0<o<1/V3. (3.8)

Thus for 0 < o < 1/4/3 the mapping
v Qz) = 9(Q(2)) € B(0,1)

is a diffeomorphism. A change of variable y = ¢ (x) yields

1 () 1
Pr(z .Z'—de:/ <P1/1$d332/ dyS
/sh (= 2) a(z) () W) $(0(z)) detTVY 1— V30
for all 0 < o < 1/4/3. Thus (3.6) follows. O




Theorem 3.1. There exists a constant C' > 0, independent of h > 0, such that for

any y being harmonic on Sy,

[| dist (-, a(sh))VZ?J”zL%Sh) + |l diSt2('7 3(5h))V3yH2Lz(5h)

+ diStg('78(Sh))v4yu21,2(5h) < C”E(V?J)H2L2(sh)- (3.9)
Proof. Take
1
r = ——dist (z,d(S for z€8
5 st (2.0(59) ]
in (3.3). We then integrate it over Sj, to have (3.9) by Lemma 3.2. O

4 Proofs of Main Results

We will need the following.

Lemma 4.1. Let a > 0 be given. We have

||f||2LQ(—a,a) < 5||f||2L2(—a/2,a/2) +4||7”f/‘|2L2(_a7a) forall fe€ W1’2(_aa a),

where
() = t+a for te(—a,0),
= a—t for tel0,a).
Proof. We have
’ fA(tdt = (t+a)f2(t)‘ia—2/m (t+a)ffdt

—a
xT

< (z+4a)f*(z)+ % /_x f2(t)dt + 2/ (t +a)? f(t)dt,

that is, N N
fAt)dt < 2(x + a)f3(z) + 4/ (t +a)? f(t)dt.

—a —a

Let z € (—a/2,0) be such that

0
) =2 / F2(t)dt.

aJ_a/2
Then o2 o o
/ Pyt < 4 / P()dt + 4 / r2(4) F2(t)dt.

—a —a/2 —a

We apply function f(—-) to the inequality above to have

“ 2 o/2 2 7,2 2
FA(tdt < 4 /0 FA(t)dt + 4 / (t)f2(t)dt.

a
a/2 0
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Thus

a —a/2 a/2 a
f2(t)dt / F2(t)dt + f2(t)dt + f2(t)dt
—a —a —a/2 a/2

a/2 a
< 5/_@/2 fz(t)dt+4/_ar2(t)f’2(t)dt.
O
Lemma 4.2. Let a > 0 be given. Then for any s € (—a,a)
fi(s) <at ’ fA(t)dt + 4a ’ f2@tdt  for all f € W% (—a,a). (4.1)
Proof. Let o € (—a,a) be such that
2af?(c) = C; f2(t)dt.
Then
Ps) = 1f0)+ [ ra <2p0) 42 17wl
Thus (4.1) follows. O

Lemma 4.3. Let Z = (0,a) x (0,b), 0 < ¢; < ¢9, and fo € L2(Z) with ¢; < fo < co.
Then there exists C = C(c1,c2) > 0 such that

£l < CUSS+ ol + 17+ e IV e)  (42)
for all f € Wé’z(E).
Proof. Fix o = ¢1/4. For given f € C}(2), let

Ao ={zcEl|lf(x)/ <o}, Ar={zcE[|f(z)+ folx)l <o},

and
Ay ={z € E|[|f(x)] >0, [f(x) + fo(z)| > o }.

Clearly, we have
2=AgUA UAy; AiﬂAj:(D for ¢ #j.

Moreover, it follows from the definitions of Ay and As that

/ F@lde <o YIS + fo)llLice), (4.3)
AgUA2

421 < o5 [ 190+ e <07 AS + ooy (4.4

11



where |As| denotes the 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure of set As.
Let

m(A1) ={z1 € (0,a)[(z1,22) € A1}, m2(A1) = {z2 € (0,0)] (21,22) € A1 }.

Define

t+(£1) = inf{t € (O,b) ’ (a;l,t) € Al} for z1 € 7T1(A1).
Then t4(z1) > 0 for z1 € m1(A;1) since flgg = 0 and inf ez fo(z) > ¢; = 40. Furthermore,
let

t_(z1) =sup{t € [0,t4(x1)]|(x1,t) € Ao} for =z € m(A1).

Then

{(l‘l,l‘Q) ex= | xr1 € 7T1(A1), To € (t_(l‘l),t+(l‘1))} C As. (4.5)

For each x; € m1 (A1), we have
fla,t—(21)) — 21,14 (21)) = f(z1,t—(21)) + fo(z1,t4(21))
—[f(z1,t(21)) + folz1, te(21))]

>c —20 =20 >0.

From (4.5) we obtain

t_ (wl
20|m (A1) S/ [f(z1,t—(21)) = f(z1,t4(21))]dz =/ Juz (21, 22)d22d7:
7T1(A1) 7T1(A1 t+(1‘1
< /A 1V flde < | As] 2V £ 2oy, (4.6)
2

where |m1(A;)| is the 1-dimensional Lebesgue measure of set m1(A;). A similar argument
for ma(A;1) as in (4.6) yields

20ma(Ar)] < /A IV Fldz < |42V £1] 2 (4.7)
2
By (4.6) and (4.7) we then obtain
A1 < [ (A1)l ()] < A2 A V12 2 o)

It follows from (4.4) that
P <2 [ (f+ AP+ e <20* + Dl < CLAIVIIR a
A1 Al

< CIF(f + )l VL) (4.8)
Finally, from (4.3) and (4.8) we obtain

Il () :/AUA !f!dx+/ [fldz < o IF O+ folllLigey + 1A 2 Lz a,)
0 2

< OIF(F + folllLrg) + CIF(f + Fll 3 o) IV Fll Lo
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For A € IR?*3, let
1
B=A+1, &®(A)=symA+ §ATA.
It is easy to check that

Lemma 4.4.

B(A)| < @ dist (B, SO (3)). (4.9)
Moreover, if det B > 0, then
dist (B, SO (3)) < V3|BTB — I| = 2/3|®(A)|. (4.10)

We extend the domain Sy, of u € H§(Sh, IR?) to be My, still denoted as u, by
u=0 for z=uz+tn(x)e My/Sh.

Let S’ C M be the region given by Proposition 2.1 with S cc §’ cc S. Then
u € H{(S),, R?). Let u € H(S), IR?) be given in Proposition 2.1 satisfying (i)-(iii) in
Theorem 2.1 with respect to A = 3v/4. Then there exists C' > 0, independent of h > 0,
such that
IVal[Lees) < C,

Vu— Vil 2,0, <C Vul?dz.
” ”L2(Sh) \Vu\>3\/§’ ‘

We denote
y1 =u+id, e(Vu) = dist(Vu+ I, SO (3)).

It follows from the inequalities above that
[VyillLe(s;) <O, [V - VU|’2L2(5;1) < CHE(VU)Hiz(Sh), (4.11)

where constant C' is independent of h > 0.

We solve problem

Ays = Ay, e Sy,
{ Y2 Yy 1or =z h (4.12)
Y2lacs,) = 0.
Define
y=u1 —y2— id. (4.13)

Then y is harmonic on Sj,. Since y1|(§\s,)h = id, we have

yl(g), = 0

that is, y € H(l](gh,]R?’).

13



Lemma 4.5. Let y be given in (4.13) from u € H{(Sh, IR?). Then there exists C > 0
such that

HVUHLQ(Sh HvyHL?(sh + HvyHL? ((S\S")n + ||€(Vy)HL2 (S2)
< ClT0)l iy (414)

where €(Vy) = dist (Vy + I, SO (3)) and constant C is independent of u € H}(Sh, IR?)
and h > 0.

Proof. From (4.12) and (4.11) we have

IIVyzHLz(S = —ﬁ (y2, Aya)dz = —/ (y2, div (Vy1 — cof Viy1))dz
Sh Sh
1
§|!Vy2H ) + Clldist (Vyr, SO (3 ))HLz(S
that gives

Hvy2|’L2(§h) < C||dist (Vy1, SO (3))“L2(§h)
< Clle(Vu)lly2s,) + 1IVE = Vaull 25y < Clle(Vu)llp2s,)  (4:15)

It follows from y1|(5\ gy, = id and (4.15) that
HvyHL? ((8\ S Hvy2HL2( (8\ S")1) < C||5(vu)||L2(Sh)' (4.16)

Since
Vy =Vu+ Vu — Vu— Vyo,

from (4.11) and (4.15) we have

eVl L2g,) < Cle(VulllLas,) +IIVE = Vull L2y + [1Vi2ll2g,) < Clle(Vu)lL2g,)-

(4.17)
Similarly, we have
IVullL2(s,) = IVUllLzg,y | < 1VY = Vull L2,
= HVU—Vu—VngL ) < CHE(VU)”Lz(Sh (4.18)
Finally, (4.14) follows from (4.18), (4.17), and (4.16). O
A Cutoff Function. We fix a region S” C M such that
S'ccs”"ccS. (4.19)
Suppose that 1) € C2(S") is a cutoff function such that
Ylg =1, supprp C S”. (4.20)
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Let f € L1(S),). Since

h
|f(z)|dz:/ /|f(x+tn(x))|(1—I—ttrVn+t2/f)dgdt,
S, ~nls

where k is the Gaussian curvature, we have

(1—Ch)/_};/slf]dgdt§/Sh\f(z)\dzg (1+Ch)/_};/slf]dgdt.

Thus, if A > 0 is small, we use
h
/ / |fldgdt
—h JS

|f(2)|d=.
Sh

to replace

Lemma 4.6. Let region S” and function ¢ be given in (4.19) and (4.20), respectively.
Suppose that y is the harmonic function given in (4.13) from u € H(l](Sh, IR?). Then there
exist C' > 0 and hg > 0 such that

le(V@DIL2s,) < CleVullLas,), V@I, ) < Ch 2 le(Vu)llLa,), (4:21)
where C > 0 is independent of u € H§(Sh, IR?) and 0 < h < hy.
Proof. By (4.14) we have
(V@) 2gg,y = Ieist (Vg -+ (6 = )Ty +y© Vi + T, S0 )] 2,

< eVl 25,y + ClIVYI L2851 + CllYl L2\ 5
< Clle(Vu) L2(s,) T Cliyll L2((5\8)n)" (4.22)

Next, we estimate the term [|y|[; 2((g\ s,)- By Poincaré’s inequality on S\ S', we have

/ y2dg < C / DyPdg < C / Vyl2dg,
S\s’ S\ S S\ s

where D denotes the covariant differential of the induced metric g of surface M. We
integrate the inequality above over (—h,h) with respect to ¢ to have
Hy”L2( S\S’ < C”vyHL2( S\S’)h)' (423)
Then the first estimate in (4.21) follows from (4.22) and (4.14).
Let ho = dist (8”,d8). Since y is harmonic on S, using (4.14), (4.23), and (3.9), we
have, for 0 < h < hy,
IV @)l 25 ., < CIVYIL - )T ClIVyl +Cllyll3 > 5
L=(5h, L=(sy 2((S\S)ny L=((S\ S)ns2)
<Ch~ 2||d18t('75(5 NV2YII 2 g, +C||€(VU)||2Lz(5 )
< Ch2 (VY72 +C||€(VU)||L2(S
< O 2 e(Va) R a5,
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O

Theorem 4.1. Let S be a bounded C? Lipschitz region. Then there exist constants
C > 0 and hg > 0 such that

C
”VUH2LZ(S,“R3 < _QHE(VU)H2L2(S}L) (4.24)
for all uw € H§(Sh, IR?) and all 0 < h < hy.

Proof. Let region S” and function 1 be given in (4.19) and (4.20), respectively. Suppose
that y is the harmonic function given in (4.13) from u € H(Sh, IR?). Using the second
inequality in (4.21), we have
VYl L2(s, ) < ChTHE(VW)llL2(s,)-

By Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 3.1, we obtain

HVyHL? (Sn) < 5||V3/H L2(S)/2) + C|| dist ("8§h/2)vzy‘|i2(sh/2)

< O (V) P o) + OVl s, < Ch (VW) 25
Then it follows from Lemma 4.5 that
2 2 2 -2 2
HV?J”L2(§,L) = HV?J”L2(Sh) + HV?J”L2((§\5)h) <Ch ”E(VU)H L2(Sy)"

Thus (4.24) follows from Lemma 4.5 again. O

For y € W12(S5,, R?), We define

Z Vey(z)@e; for z=z+tn(z) € Sy, (4.25)
ij=1

where {eq, e2} is an orthonormal basis of T,S. Then
IVy[> = [Dy* + [y|* for z=x+tn(z) € 5.

Assumption (H). Let 7 > 0 be such that the following estimates hold for the Korn
inequality:

C
IVl 25y < ool sym Vg, (1.2
for all u € HE(Sh, IR3).

Theorem 4.2. Suppose assumption (H) holds true. Let 6 > 0 and o > 0 be given.
There exist C > 0 and hg > 0 such that, if u € H}(Sh, IR3) satisfies

le(Vu)ll3,2(s,) < 07T for 0 <h < hy, (4.27)

then
HVuHLQ(S < C’h_THe(Vu)HQLz(Sh) (4.28)

for all uw € H§(Sh, IR?) and 0 < h < hy.
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Proof. Let y be the harmonic function given in (4.13) from u. Let 6 € (0, 1) be given. By
the interpolation inequality, (4.1), (3.9), and (4.14), there exists C' > 0 such that
IDYIRy 1025, < CIDYITG w0 DY 225,
< OO IT9 g raqs, ey + W05, o)
Iy IV,
< OV sy g + 7 4 BIN0Ins,  ey + IIVPE )
IV s,y + (7 WAV s,y + V015, )
PRIV s, )
< CI VYR 25y sy + (B A 2V22 5 g o + B 20 2
T 5, gy + (0 + B2V s gy + B2 g o)

]1—9

+h” 5‘|T3V4y||L2(S IRS)}G
< Ch " D||e(Vu)|2 2 5,
for all 0 < h < dist (S,05), t € (—=h/2,h/2), and 1 < i < 3, where r = dist (-,0(S}),)). A
similar argument yields

”yt”2w 140,28, [R3) < Ch_g_%”E(VU)HZLZ(Sh)'

Thus we obtain
19912 0250y < CH 2 (V)] 05,

The Sobolev embedding theorem yields

IVylln sy < Coh™ 70 le(Vu)ll 25, oy for t€ (—h/2,1/2).

Thus
IVYllL (s, ) < Coh™ > le(Vu) |l 2(s,)- (4.29)

Since y € H(l)(gh/g,lR?’), from (4.26), (4.9), (4.14), and (4.29) we obtain
VYl 2, . < ChTIsym Vil
< ChTsym Yyl 2, )+ ChTIIVYIL 25/, )
< ChTN(VY)I 2s, ) + Coh™ P le(V) 7,25,y 1Y 17,25,
+ChT|e(Vu) [ 2,
< CCh™ ™32 |e(Vu) |13, z(sh)(HVy|!2L2(gh/2) +le(Va)lL2(g,)
+ChT[e(Va)ll3 2, (4.30)

Let

_ 2 _ 1 3/a
9_3’}m_%0@9 ‘
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By the assumption (4.27), when 0 < h < hy we have

CCph™ 773720 |e(Vu) ||? < CCyoh? < !

L2(Sy)
It follows from (4.30) that

19912 2, ) < Ch 7 Ie(Tw) (431)

(Sn)”
Let region S” be given in (4.19). Using Lemma 4.1, (4.31), and (3.9), we have

h
HV?JH2L2(S;L/ < 5HV?JH2L2(SH )+4/h7’g(t)”v2yH2L2(sw dt

< 5\|vy||L2(S,, —|—4HTV2yH2 ) < Ch77|le(Vu) (4.32)

HL2(S
for 0 < h < dist (S”,0S5), where r = dist (-,d(Sp)) and

t+h for te(—h,0),
To(t) = ( )
h—t for tel0,h).

Moreover, we replace S with S” in Lemma 4.5 to have
IVl 25,y < IV 25y + OV 2, (4.8
Combining (4.32) and (4.33), we obtain (4.28). O

We also need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. ([22]) Let y = F + fn € W12(Sy,, IR?) be given with f = (F,n) and let
A =Vy(I +tVn). Then

|A]* = |DF + fii]* +|Df — VnF* + [ + f7, (4.34)

[sym AP = [T(y)]* + X (y)* + f7 (4.35)

for z = x 4+ tn(x) € Sy, where
Y(y) = sym DF + fVn, X(y)=Df —VnF + F,.

Let region S” and function v be given in (4.19) and (4.20), respectively. Suppose y is

the harmonic function given in (4.13) from wu. Set
vy =W +wn, A=V(y)I +tVn), (4.36)
where w = (1y,n). Then
(1—Ch)|A| < |V(¥y)| < (14 Ch)|A| for z=z+tn(z) € Sh. (4.37)
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It is easy to check that the following identities hold true:

AX = DxW +wVnX + [X(w) — (VaW, X)]n for X € T,S, (4.38)
ATX = (DTW +wVn)X + (X, W))n for X €1T,8S, (4.39)
and
An =W, +wmn, A'n=Dw—VnW +wm for z=xz+tnes),. (4.40)
Let
EA) = (AT + DA+ D)~ I, €(4)=\/(A+ (AT +1) L.
Then

2+ 28 =20(A), E?+28 =20(AT), |E(A)| <e(A), |E(A)<e(A), (4.41)

where )
5(‘4) = dist (A + I7 SO (3))7 <I>(A) = SymA + §ATA

Let {FE1, E2} be an orthonormal basis of T,S. Then {E1, E3,n} forms an orthonormal
basis of IR3. By (4.38), we have

M

2 2
(E2 + 26)E;, E) Z (AE;, Ei) + ) |AEi|?
= i=1

1=1
=2div W 4 2wtr ,Vn + |DVV—|—an|2 + |Dw — VnW|?, (4.42)
and, by (4.39),
2
> (€7 +28) By, Ei) = 2div W + 2wtr (Vi + [DW + wVn|* + W[, (4.43)
1=1

for z = z + tn(z) € S,
Lemma 4.8. We have
e(A)]3 ) < Clle(VU)Hsz(Sh)- (4.44)
Proof. Since
[A+1=Ql <[V(y)+1-QI+ChlV(¢y)| forall Q€ SO(3),

it follows from Lemma 4.6 and Theorem 4.1 that

[P 25, < 2V )R- +0h2||v<wy>\|L2(s

< Cle(v (¢y))||2 ) < Cle(Vu)llT 2,
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Lemma 4.9. Let S be the ruled surface, given by (1.3). Then there exists C > 0,
independent of h > 0 small, such that

| DW + anHLQ(S,, + || Dw — vnwuig(sgm) < CP(u,h), (4.45)
where
P(u,h) = [le(Vu)|f 2(g,) + B2 lle(Vu) 25,
+(lle(Va)ll 2s,) + W2 e(Va) 1, 2(5,) 2R e(VU) [ 2gs,)- (4:46)
Proof. 1. Since

dw(s)
882

81 = = CI(Sl) + 82(5,(31), 82 - = 5(81)7

881
we have Vj,0o = 0. Then

L

Dy, 0o =0, (Vg,n,02) =0 on (4.47)
From (4.38) and (4.47) we have
2D(A)Da, By) = 2(Ady, D) + |AD|? = 2((DW + wVn)da, B2) + | Ads|?

0
= 22— (W, 82) + |Ad,|*.

0s9
Denote z(s) = w(s) + tn(w(s)). It follows from W € H}(Sh, IR?) and (4.41) that
bo ba 2 b2 2
[ wsenas <o [T =c [ |ao] s
b1 b1 52 b1

b—2 b
<c [ lataas < [ (EP +lEA))ds.

by 0

We then integrate the above inequality with respect to s; over (aj,as) to have

9912050y < € [ (EAE +E())dg

Finally, integrating the above inequality with respect to ¢t over (—h/2,h/2) yields, by
(4.44),

691825y ) < CUCAIR +h1/2us<A>uLz~)>
< OV 25, + B2V s, (1.49)

2. Using the interpolation theorem and the Poincaré inequality over region S”, we

have

D@ 25m < Cllbylly,2sm 10l w22 (sm

(8)

< Cllyll g 2esm 19l L 2smy + 1D @) 12 (smy + 1D @)l 12 (smy)
< Cllyllv2m D@yl 1 2sm) + 1D (W)l 1,2(5m);
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which yields

1D 250y < ClIowI% 25, + Cllull g 2gsm 1D @) |25

Integrating the above inequality with respect to t over (—h/2,h/2) gives, by (4.48) and
(4.21),

ID@WIR sy ) < Clowl sy )+ Clonll Loy pI T2 @) sy

< CP(u,h). (4.49)
3. Fix x € §”. Let {e1, e2} be an orthonormal basis of T,5” such that
Ven=MXe; at z for i=1, 2
where A1, A9 are the principal curvatures. By (4.25), (4.36) and (4.38), we have
2 2
ID@y)> =D (e, Vey)e;)> + > (n, Ve, (¥y))?
ij=1 i=1
: 1 : 1
=) (e, Ae;)’ —————(n, Ae;)?
2 TrogE A+ 2 T A)
2
>0 ) |Aei* = o(|DW + wVn|* + |Dw — VoW [?), (4.50)
i=1

for all z =z +tn(z) € S;L,/z and 0 < h < hg where ¢ > 0 and hy > 0 are small constants.
Thus (4.45) follows from (4.49) and (4.50).

U
Lemma 4.10. Suppose one of the following assumptions (a) or (b) holds:
(a) S is a minimal surface, and
(b) S is a ruled surface, given in (1.3).
Then there is C > 0, independent of h > 0 small, such that
IV x5y ) < CPLusb), (451)

where P(u, h) is given in (4.46).

Proof. (a) Let S be a minimal surface with tr ,Vn = 0. Since W € W(l)’z(S”, IR?), using
(4.42) and (4.43), we obtain

| DW + ’anH2 2511 + [[Dw — Vnw”2L2(5]/1/) + HWt”2L2(5]/1/)
gc/(wﬂ+wﬁ+m+wmw
gam)m;y+OMMmmmﬂ%)mrteemm. (4.52)
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Moreover, by (4.40), we have

(€% +28)n,n) = (A+ AT + AT A)n,n) = 2(n, An) + | An|?
= 2wt + w? + ‘thz.

Thus, by (4.52),

o2 w0y, < [ (4 261+ WPy

h/2

< Clle(A) + OR2|le(A)] 125 (4.53)

HL2(SU h/2)‘

Since S is regular with negative curvature, we may assume that S is given by

5’:{04(3)]32(81,82) € (0,a) x (0,b) },

where a(-) : (0,a) x (0,b) — S is an immersion [21, 23]. We take

fols) =2, [f(s) = wi(a(s) +tn(als)) € Wo*(E),
in Lemma 4.3. Applying (4.2) to the above f yields

1/2
well g1 (smy < C[we(2 +we) [ 11 gy + [[we(2 4+ wy) | /I(Su)”Dwt”Lz(S”))’

We integrate the above inequality with respect to ¢ over (—h/2,h/2) to have

1/2
lwellLagsy ) < Cllwe(2 +well sy ) + [l (2 + w) |3 sy Pl L2y ). (4.54)

It thus follows from (4.54), (4.53), and (4.21) that

w3 » gy S 20wl rsr, )+ w2+ we)ll s

( h/g) h/2 h/2
< Cllwe(2 +we)llLagsy ) + Cllwe(2 + Wt)lllL/lz S V2wl SI)
< C(le(Vu)ll3, L2(Sp) h1/2H€(VU)”L2(Sh))

+O(e(Vu)ll} 25, + B2 1e(Vi)llL2s,) 2 A e(Vu)ll Lags, ) (455)
Thus, by (4.37), (4.34), (4.52), (4.44), and (4.55), we obtain

||V(¢y)||L2(S” < CHAHL? 5” - CHDw—l—anHLQ(S,, —I—CHD’LU VnVVHL? 5” )

+C”Wt”L2(Su +C”thL2(5}’l’/2)
< C(le(Vu)ll,z
< CP(u,h).

(Sn) +h1/2||€(vu)”L2(Sh)) + CP(u,h)
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(b) Let S be the ruled surface (1.3). We estimate HWt||2LQ( and ||wt||2L

i) *(72)

respectively. Using (4.42) and (4.43), we have

2
Wil> = [(E” +28")Ei, Bi) — (€7 + 2£")E;, Ei)] + |Dw — VW |?
i=1
< CUEP+IEP + €+ IE]) + |Dw — VaW|? for z=x+tn(z) € 52/2-

Integrating the above inequality with respect to (x,t) over S” x (—h/2,h/2) yields

HWt”2L2(S]/1//2) < C(HE(VU)Hng(Sh) + hl/z”g(vu)uzlﬁ(sh)) + | Dw — VHW“iZ(SZ/2)~

We then obtain, by (4.45),
HWt”2L2(S,’;/2) < CP(u, h), (4.56)
where P(u, h) is given in (4.46).
By (1.3), wy (w() —|—tn(w(-))> € W(l)’2((a1, az) x (b1,b2)), where w(s) = c(s1) + s20(s1)-
A similar argument as in (4.55) yields
”wt”2L2(s;;/2) < CP(u,h). (4.57)
From (4.37), (4.34), (4.45), (4.56), and (4.57), we obtain

||V(¢y)\|{2(sg/2) < C|DW + an||2Lz(Sg/2) + C||Dw — vnwuiz(s},{/?)

2 2
< CP(u, h).

O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let S be a parabolic. Then S can be parameterized as a

ruled surface. We assume that S is a ruled surface, given by

S = {C(Sl) + 82(5(81) ’ (81,82) € (al,ag) X (bl,bg)}

such that
SccS’"ccSs.

By [12, 24], inequality (4.26) holds true with 7 = 3/2. Thus Theorem 4.2 holds for
T =3/2.

Next, we divide the remaining proof into the following two cases:

Case 1. Let § = 15/8+6 where 0 < 6 < 1/8 is given small. We assume that 0 < h < hg
and u € H}(Sp, IR?) satisfy

V@I 2sy ) = PPV s,
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By (4.51) in Lemma 4.10 and (4.46), we have

WVl 2, < CUle(Vu)lf 2, + 2 e(Vu)l L 2s,)
+C (V)13 2(g,) + B 21V L2gs,)) 2h e(Vu)l L 2s,)s
from which we obtain
le(Vu)ll 2,y < CRY*P + Ch~ 3/4+ﬁ||e(vu)||1/2 . (4.58)

We claim that inequality (4.58) implies that

(V) < Op3tTHo (4.59)

|| L2(Sy)
with 7 = 3/2. Indeed, if

W 3/4+B”E(VU)H1/2 . < h1/2+5,

then it follows from (4.58) that

||6(vu)||2L2(S ) < Chlt28 = Ch3+7+1/4+29 < CORp3+7+0.

Next, we assume

W ()[R, > B

From (4.58), we have
le(Va)ll 25,y < Ch=* P le(Vu) | 3 5,

which yields

HE(VU)”%‘?(S ) < Ch™ 3445 __ Ch3+7'+40 < Ch3+7'+6

From (4.59) and by Theorem 4.2, we obatin

IV} 25,y < Ch™?||e(Vu) < Ch B0 (V) |2,

||L2(S

Case 2. Suppose
V@I 2y ) < BV 2,
with 5 =15/8 + 6. By Lemma 4.1 and (3.9), we have
VYl 2,y < CIV@E)IL 2 S )+ Ol dist 2(, 0(Sh) V2T 2 5,y < CRPlle(Vu)lf 2, -
It thus follows from Lemma 4.5 that

IVullizgs,) < Cle(Vu)lizs, + 1VyllL2,)
< Clle(Vu)llf a(s,) +kuig(5h FIVHlL 2 svsnn)
< CLR (V) [0, (4.60)
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]
Proof of Theorem 1.2. By [13, 23] inequality (4.26) holds true with 7 = 4/3, that
is, Theorem 4.2 holds for 7 = 4/3.
Case 1. Suppose 0 < h < hg and u € H (S, IR?) are such that

HV(W/)HLz 5” ,) > h~ ﬁHE(VUHFL?(sh)
where § = 11/6 + 0. It follows from (4.51) that

W le(Va)ll} 2,y < CUle(VU)IIF 2,y + 12 1e(Vu)llL2s,))

+C([e(Va)l[] 25,y + BNVl 1,2(5,0) 2R (V) |2 gs, )
which yields
le(Vu)ll1,2(s,) < CRM/OH + Chl3/12+9|ya(vu)u1/§(sh (4.61)

From (4.61) we have
HE(VU)”%‘?(S,L) < Ch13/3+9.

By Theorem 4.2 with 7 = 4/3, we obtain

HquL2(S <Oh 4/3||€(V’LL)HL2(S

Case 2. Let
||V(¢y)”2Lz(S]/1// < h~ 11/6— 9||5(VU)HL2(Sh

A similar argument as in (4.60) gives

IVal 25,y < R e(Vu)lf 2, -

g
Proof of Theorem 1.3. (i) Let 0 < pu < 2 be such that (1.1) holds true. Suppose
that w € W?22%(S,IR?) is an isometry from S to IR®. Let n(z) be the normal field on

surface w(S) at w(z) with positive orientation induced from the normal n of S.
We define

u(z) = w(z) +th(x) for z=ux+tn(z)€ Sy

Then v € WH2(S),, IR?). Fix € S. Let {E, E»} be an orthonormal basis of S, with

positive orientation. Then
div (E1, Ea,n(x)) =1, n(z) =Vgw x Vgw

Denote
Q= (El,EQ,TL), R(w) = (VElw,VE2w,ﬁ).
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Then @, R(w) € SO (3). At point = we have
Vu(z)n =n, Vu(z)(E;+tVnE;)) =Vgw+tVy,gn for i=1, 2.
It follows from Vnn = 0 and the above formulas that
Vu@ = (Vg,u, Vieu, Vou) = R(w) + t(B — VuVnQ), (4.62)

where

B = (Vw*Elﬁ, Vw*Elﬁ, O)

From (4.62) we obtain
QT [Vu — R(w)QT]Q = tQT (B — VuvnQ).
Since R(w)QT € SO (3),

dist 2(Vu, SO (3)) < |Vu — R(w)QT > = t*|B — VuVnQ|?
< CR*(|V*w]* + |Vul?) at . (4.63)

Let {hi} be a sequence of positive numbers with
hy =0 as k— oo.

By inequalities (1.1) and (4.63) there are Ry € SO (3) such that

)
< Chy *(hg || D*w|? Vu — Ry 3hy|S
= k (kH wHLQ(s,IR2x2)+H u kHL2(SthRSx3)+ k| |)’

c. ..
HVU — Rk|’21;2(shk,m3><3) S WH dist (VU, SO (3))”2112(‘9}%

which yields
3—
[Vu — Rk”2Lz(Shk,lR3X3) < Chy, M(HD2wH2L2(S71RZx2) +181) (4.64)
for k large enough since 0 < p < 2. We may assume that for some Ry € SO (3)
R, - Ry as k— oo.

Moreover, form (4.62) we have

Vu — Ry|* = |(Vu— Rp)QP” = |R(w) — Ri@Q|* + 2t(R(w) — RiQ, B — VuVnQ)
+t*|B — VuVnQ|?
2%Hﬁw)—f@QP——&%Hﬂ2+KVu—<RanQP-%U@VnQP%

that is,
|R(w) — RyQ|* < C|Vu— Ry.|* + Chi(|BI* + 1) (4.65)
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for k large enough.
Finally, using (4.64) and (4.65) we obtain

R(w) = Rp@Q at =.

Thus there is some a € IR? such that w(z) = Rox + a for z € S.

(ii) Let 0 < p < 2 be such that (1.2) holds true. A similar argument as in (i) completes
the proof. d
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