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A NOTE ON GLOBAL SMOOTHABILITY OF SMALL Lp-CONNECTION

WITH PRESCRIBED CURVATURE

SIRAN LI

Abstract. We show that if Ω is a connection 1-form on a vector bundle η over a closed n-

dimensional Riemannian manifold M with Lp-regularity (p > n) and smooth curvature 2-form

F, then it can be approximated in the Lp-norm by smooth connections of the same curvature,

provided that ‖Ω‖Lp(M) is smaller than a uniform constant depending only on p and M.

1. Introduction

In this note, we prove a result concerning the structure of the space of Lp-affine connections

on vector bundles over an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold, where p > n. The set up of

our problem closely follows the seminal work [16] by Uhlenbeck; nevertheless, in our note less

regularity assumption will be imposed.

Let η be a vector bundle with structure group G over a Riemannian n-dimensional manifold

M. Let A(M) be the affine space of smooth connections on M, i.e.,

A(M) =

{

D0 +Ω : Ω ∈ C∞

(

M; Ad η ⊗

1
∧

T ∗M

)}

(1.1)

where D0 ∈ A(M) is a base connection and g is the Lie algebra of G. In other words, A(M) is

the affine space modelled over g-valued smooth 1-forms. Each fibre of the adjoint bundle Ad η

is isomorphic of g. We also denote by A
p
0(M) the connection 1-forms of Sobolev Lp-regularity:

A
p
0(M) =

{

D0 +Ω : Ω ∈ Lp

(

M; Ad η ⊗
1
∧

T ∗M

)}

. (1.2)

This definition is independent of the choice of D0. The curvature 2-form of a connection Ω ∈

A(M) is given by

FΩ := dΩ+ Ω ∧ Ω ∈ C∞

(

M; Ad η ⊗
2
∧

T ∗M

)

. (1.3)

Note that the definition of curvature in Eq. (1.3) extends naturally to Ω ∈ A
p
0(M) with

p ≥ 2: FΩ ∈
[

W−1,p + Lp/2
]

(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

, which is well defined as a distribution. We

shall refer to Eq. (1.3) as the gauge equation (for FΩ prescribed).

Our main result of this note is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let η be a vector bundle with structure group G over an n-dimensional closed

Riemannian manifold M; n ≥ 2. Consider the indices p > n, q ∈
[p
2 ,∞

[

, and s ∈ [0,∞[. Let

F ∈ W s,q
(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

be a prescribed 2-form. Then, there exists a constant κ0 > 0
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depending only on p and M such that the following space is smoothable:

A
p
0 (M, κ0,F) :=

{

Ω ∈ A
p
0(M) : ‖Ω‖Lp(M) < κ0 and FΩ = F

}

.

That is, there exists a family of smooth connections {Ωǫ} ⊂ A(M) such that Ωǫ → Ω in

Lp
(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧1 T ∗M

)

as ǫ→ 0 and FΩǫ ≡ F for each ǫ.

The argument in our note essentially follows S. Mardare [8, 9] on solubulity of the Pfaff

equations and extension of the fundamental theorem of surface theory to W 1,p
loc -metrics for p > 2.

Our usage of Sobolev norms and other analytic/geometric tools on Riemannian manifolds

and vector bundles is standard; cf. [6, 7, 12].

2. The proof

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. We shall prove the following variant:

Theorem 2.1. Let η be a vector bundle with structure group G over a Riemannian n-dimensional

manifold M; n ≥ 2. Assume that Ω ∈ A
p
0 for some p > n and that curvature F of Ω is in the

regularity class W s,q, where s ≥ 0 and p
2 ≤ q <∞. Then, for every smooth, bounded subdomain

U ⋐ M, there is a uniform constant κ0 > 0 depending only on U and p, such that if

‖Ω‖Lp(U) < κ0,

then one can find a one-parameter family {Ωǫ}ǫ∈]0,1] ⊂ W 1+s,q
(

U ; Ad η ⊗
∧1 T ∗M

)

such that

Ωǫ → Ω on U in the Lp-topology, and that the curvature of Ωǫ coincides with F for each ǫ ∈]0, 1].

Note that given the smallness condition ‖Ω‖Lp(U) < κ0, our smoothability Theorem 2.1

does not require any assumption on the topology of U . Also, the proof easily carries over to

closed manifolds (compact and without boundary).

Proof. We divide our arguments into nine steps. In Steps 1–8 we prove for the case M = R
n,

and in Step 9 we generalise to Riemannian manifolds.

Step 1. We first establish

Claim A. Let U ⊂ M be a smooth subdomain. We can find a scalar function ϕ ∈W 1,p(U ; Ad η)

and a 2-form ψ ∈W 1,p
(

U ; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

such that nψ = 0 and ndψ = 0 on ∂U , and that

Ω = dφ+ d∗ψ in U.

Here and throughout, t and n denote the tangential and normal trace operators, respectively.

Proof of Claim A. This following from the classical Hodge decomposition theorem on manifolds-

with-boundary. We first solve for ψ from the boundary value problem






∆ψ = F − Ω ∧ Ω in U,

nψ = 0 and ndψ = 0 on ∂U,
(2.1)

where ∆ = dd∗ + d∗d. For p > n, the Sobolev embedding theorem gives us

W 1,p′

loc (M) →֒ L

p
n−1
n ·p−1

loc (M) →֒ L
p

p−2

loc (M);
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hence, by duality,

L
p

2
loc(M) = L

(

p

p−2

)′

loc (M) →֒ W−1,p
loc (M).

Then we can solve the boundary value problem (2.1) from the standard elliptic theory to get a

solution ψ in W 1,p on U , as Eq. (2.1) is elliptic in the sense of Agmon–Douglis–Nirenberg [1, 2]

(or S̆apiro–Lopatinskĭi). See Schwarz [12] for details.

Moreover, since

d(F − Ω ∧ Ω) = ddΩ = 0

and that d commutes with ∆, we have ∆dψ = 0 in U . This together with the boundary condition

shows that ψ is closed on U . It then follows from Eq. (2.1) that

d(Ω− d∗ψ) = dΩ−∆ψ = dΩ+ Ω ∧ Ω− F = 0 in U.

Finally, we can find φ ∈ W 1,p(U ; Ad η) such that dφ = Ω − d∗ψ on U . This is always

possible as we do not impose any boundary conditions on φ. �

Step 2. Next, take {φǫ} ⊂ C∞(U ; Ad η) such that

φǫ −→ φ in W 1,p(U ; Ad η). (2.2)

This can be obtained, e.g., via a standard mollification process (there is no obstructions on

density of Sobolev spaces here, as φ is a scalar function). The above convergence is only required

to take place in the interior of U .

Step 3. To proceed, let us find ψǫ, the smooth approximates of ψ, from the following nonlinear

elliptic system:






∆ψǫ = F − (dφǫ + d∗ψǫ) ∧ (dφǫ + d∗ψǫ) in U,

nψǫ = 0 and ndψǫ = 0 on ∂U
(2.3)

This system can be solved from a standard Schauder’s fixed-point argument. Denote by ∆−1 the

solution operator for Laplace–Beltrami subject to the same boundary conditions. Consider the

operator for each fixed ǫ ∈]0, 1]:

Tǫ : W 1,p

(

U ; g⊗
2
∧

T ∗M

)

−→W 1,p

(

U ; g⊗
2
∧

T ∗M

)

ζ 7−→ ∆−1
{

F − (dφǫ + d∗ζ) ∧ (dφǫ + d∗ζ)
}

. (2.4)

Claim B. For each ǫ ∈ [0, 1[, the operator Tǫ has a fixed point ψǫ.

Proof of Claim B. First, we observe that Tǫ indeed maps into the W 1,p-space. This is because

for ζ ∈W 1,p
(

U ; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

, the same Sobolev embedding argument as above yields that

F − (dφǫ + d∗ζ) ∧ (dφǫ + d∗ζ) ∈W−1,p

(

U ; Ad η ⊗

2
∧

T ∗M

)

.

Hence Tǫ(ζ) ∈W 1,p
(

U ; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

by standard elliptic estimates.

In addition, we can easily bound

‖Tǫζ‖W 1,p(U) ≤ C ‖F − (dφǫ + d∗ζ) ∧ (dφǫ + d∗ζ)‖W−1,p(U)
3



≤ C

(

‖F‖W−1,p(U) + ‖(dφǫ + d∗ζ) ∧ (dφǫ + d∗ζ)‖
L

np
n+p (U)

)

≤ C

(

‖F‖W−1,p(U) + ‖dφǫ + d∗ζ‖2
L

2np
n+p (U)

)

≤ C
(

‖F‖W−1,p(U) + ‖dφǫ + d∗ζ‖2Lp(U)

)

≤ C
(

‖F‖W−1,p(U) + ‖φǫ‖2W 1,p(U) + ‖ζ‖2W 1,p(U)

)

,

where C depends only on U and p. The first line follows from standard elliptic estimates, the

second line holds by the Sobolev embedding

W
1, np

n+p

loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
2
∧

T ∗M

)

→֒ Lp
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
2
∧

T ∗M

)

,

the third line holds by Hölder, the fourth line holds by p ≥ n , and the last line is trivial.

As ‖φǫ‖W 1,p(U) is uniformly bounded due to Eq. (2.2), we readily conclude that Tǫ is a

bounded operator for each ǫ. This follows from the estimate

‖Tǫζ‖W 1,p(U) ≤ C(U, p)
(

‖F‖W−1,p(U) + ‖φ‖2W 1,p(U) + ‖ζ‖2W 1,p(U) + o(ǫ)
)

(2.5)

with o(ǫ) → 0 as ǫ→ 0.

Note that by assumption we get F ∈W s,q
loc

(

M; g⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

for s ≥ 0 and q ≥ p
2 . But one

has the compact embedding W s,q
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

→֒→֒W−1,p
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

for

p > n. So Eq. (2.5) indeed gives us the boundedness of Tǫ.

Next we check that Tǫ is a compact operator. Take an arbitrary sequence
{

ζj ≡ ζǫj

}

j=1,2,...

which converges weakly in the W 1,p
loc -topology to ζ ≡ ζ

ǫ
. Then

{

F − (dφǫ + d∗ζj) ∧ (dφǫ + d∗ζj)
}

−
{

F −
(

dφǫ + d∗ζ
)

∧
(

dφǫ + d∗ζ
)

}

= d∗
(

ζ − ζj
)

∧
(

dφǫ + d∗ζ
)

+ (dφǫ + d∗ζj) ∧ d
∗
(

ζ − ζj
)

⇀ 0 in L
p

2
−δ

loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗

2
∧

T ∗M

)

,

thanks to the Hölder’s inequality, the weak convergence ζj ⇀ ζ in W 1,p
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

,

and the uniform boundedness of
{

dφǫ + d∗ζ
}

and {dφǫ + d∗ζj} (in fact, independent of both j

and ǫ) in Lp
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧1 T ∗M

)

. As we have the strict inequality p > n, we can choose a

δ > 0 such that the compact embedding holds:

L
p

2
−δ

loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗

2
∧

T ∗M

)

→֒→֒W−1,p
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗

2
∧

T ∗M

)

(2.6)

Therefore, one may select a subsequence
{

ζjν ≡ ζǫjν

}

ν=1,2,...
such that ζjν → ζ strongly in

W−1,p
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

as ν → ∞. This together with the standard elliptic estimates

applied to (Tǫζjν − Tǫ) via Eq. (2.3) gives us

lim
ν→∞

∥

∥Tǫζjν − Tǫζ
∥

∥

W 1,p(U)
= 0.

We can now conclude that Tǫ is compact.
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The existence (for each ǫ ∈]0, 1]) of a solution ψǫ ∈W 1,p
(

U ; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

for Eq. (2.1)

follows now from Schauder’s fixed point theorem. �

Step 4. Two remarks are in order concerning Claim B:

(1) The solution operator Tǫ in Eq. (2.4) is uniformly bounded in ǫ. That is, there is a

uniform constant K0 independent of ǫ such that

sup
ǫ∈]0,1]

‖|Tǫ‖| ≤ K0, (2.7)

where ‖| • ‖| is the W 1,p →W 1,p operator norm. This indeed follows from Eq. (2.5); K0

can be chosen to depend only on U , p, ‖F‖W−1,p(U), and ‖Ω‖Lp(U) (in view of Step 1 of

the same proof).

(2) Given a general Lp-connection Ω, we are unable to show the uniqueness of the solution

ψǫ in Eq. (2.1). In fact, this remains the case even if the connection is smooth. By now

we can only prove uniqueness for the case of small data.

Claim C. For each ǫ ∈ [0, 1[, the operator Tǫ has a fixed point ψǫ, provided that

‖F‖W−1,p(U) + ‖Ω‖Lp(U) ≤ κ0 (2.8)

for a small uniform number κ0 depending only on p and U , and that the convergence of φǫ to φ

in Eq. (2.2) is rapid enough.

We remark the smallness of ‖F‖W−1,p(U) follows from the smallness of ‖Ω‖Lp(U), thanks to

the gauge equation dΩ + Ω ∧ Ω = F. Hence, the above smallness hypothesis (2.8) is equivalent

to the condition in the statement of Theorem 2.1. Indeed, ‖Ω‖Lp(U) ≤ κ implies that

‖dΩ‖W−1,p(U) ≤ κ

and that

‖Ω ∧ Ω‖W−1,p(U) ≤ C(p, U)‖Ω ∧ Ω‖
L

p
2 (U)

≤ C(p, U)‖Ω‖2Lp(Ω) ≤ C(p, U)κ2,

where C(p, U) is the Sobolev constant corresponding to

L
p

2

(

U ; Ad η ⊗

2
∧

T ∗M

)

→֒W−1,p

(

U ; Ad η ⊗

2
∧

T ∗M

)

.

This compact embedding holds when p > n; see the proof of Claim A in Step 1.

Proof of Claim C. Denote by K1 = C(U, p) the uniform constant in Eq. (2.5) in the proof of

Claim B above. First we fix κ1 > 0 such that

K1 · κ1 ≤
1

3
.

Then, choose κ0 ∈]0, 1] such that

2K1 · κ0 ≤
1

3
· κ1.

Finally, by passing to a subsequence in Eq. (2.2) if necessary, we assume that

o(ǫ) = ‖φǫ − φ‖W 1,p(U) ≤ κ0 for all ǫ ∈]0, 1].
5



In view of the Hodge decomposition in Claim A, we can infer from Eq. (2.5) that with

Cκ1 :=

{

ζ ∈W 1,p

(

U ; Ad η ⊗

2
∧

T ∗M

)

: ‖ζ‖W 1,p(U) ≤ κ1

}

,

the restricted operator

Tǫ|Cκ1 : Cκ1 −→ Cκ1

is coercive under the smallness condition (2.8). That is, in comparison with Eq. (2.7), we have

sup
ǫ∈]0,1]

∥

∥

∥

∣

∣

∣
Tǫ|Cκ1

∥

∥

∥

∣

∣

∣
< 1 (2.9)

whenever Eq. (2.8) is valid. Our choice of κ1 (and hence of κ0) again depends only on p and U .

The uniqueness of ψǫ follows from Eq. (2.9) and the Banach fixed point theorem. �

Step 5. In Steps 3 and 4 above we have proved the solubility of the equation (2.3) for ψǫ, and

the uniqueness of solution under the smallness assumption in Eq. (2.8). The regularity of ψǫ

follows directly from the standard elliptic (Calderón–Zygmund or W 2,p-) theory.

Claim D. Assume that the prescribed curvature 2-form F has W s,q-regularity for s ≥ 0 and

q ≥ p
2 >

n
2 . Then we have

ψǫ ∈W s+2,q
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
2
∧

T ∗M

)

, (2.10)

with ‖ψǫ‖W s+2,q(U) ≤ K2 depending only on U and p.

Proof of Claim D. Starting with a solution ψǫ for Eq. (2.3), we find that the right-hand side

F − (dφǫ + d∗ψǫ) ∧ (dφǫ + d∗ψǫ)

lies in
[

W s,q
loc + L

p

2
loc

]

(

M; Ad η ⊗

2
∧

T ∗M

)

→֒ L
p

2
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗

2
∧

T ∗M

)

for s ≥ 0 and q ≥ p/2. Thus ψǫ ∈ W
2, p

2
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧1 T ∗M

)

by the standard elliptic theory.

Then, by Sobolev embedding one may further infer that

F − (dφǫ + d∗ψǫ) ∧ (dφǫ + d∗ψǫ) ∈











[

W s,q
loc + L

np

4n−2p

loc

]

(

M; g⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

in n < p ≤ 2n,

[

W s,q
loc + L∞

loc

]

(

M; g⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

in p > 2n;

so on and so forth.

Repeating the above procedure for finitely many steps, one arrives at

F − (dφǫ + d∗ψǫ) ∧ (dφǫ + d∗ψǫ) ∈W s,q
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗

2
∧

T ∗M

)

,

namely that the right-hand side is as regular as the prescribed curvature F. We now conclude

from Eq. (2.3) that ψǫ ∈W s+2,q
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

. The uniform W s+2,q
loc -boundedness of ψǫ

follows from explicit estimates in the standard Calderón–Zygmund theory. �

Step 6. As a consequence of Step 5 above, we deduce the following:
6



Claim E. Assume that the prescribed curvature 2-form F has W s,q-regularity for s ≥ 0 and

q ≥ p
2 >

n
2 . Define

Ωǫ := dφǫ + d∗ψǫ. (2.11)

Then, under the smallness condition (2.8) and modulo subsequences, we have the strong conver-

gence

Ωǫ −→ Ω in Lp

(

U ; Ad η ⊗

1
∧

T ∗M

)

,

where Ω is the connection in the statement of Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Claim E. By Claim D, {dψǫ} is uniformly bounded in W 1+s,q
(

U ; Ad η ⊗
∧1 T ∗M

)

.

We have the compact Sobolev embedding W 1+s,q
loc (M) →֒→֒ Lp

loc(M) for q ≥ p
2 >

n
2 . In addition,

under the smallness condition (2.8) we have, thanks to Claim C, the unique solution ψǫ for each

ǫ ∈]0, 1]. Sending further ǫ → 0 and noting Eq. (2.7), we deduce that a weak W 1+s,q
loc -limit of

dψǫ modulo subsequences — hence the strong Lp
loc-limit, after passing to a further subsequence

— coincides with dψ. This together with the convergence of φǫ in Eq. (2.2) implies the strong

Lp-convergence of Ωǫ over U ⊂ M. �

Step 7. Define µU to be the smallest positive number such that the following holds:

‖Ξ‖L2(U) ≤ µU‖∇Ξ‖L2(U) ∀Ξ ∈W 1,2

(

U ; Ad η ⊗

3
∧

T ∗M

)

with vanishing normal trace.

(2.12)

Let us prove the following:

Claim F. In the setting of Claim E and under the smallness condition (2.8) as in Claim C, ψǫ

is closed (i.e., dψǫ = 0) in U for each ǫ > 0.

Proof of Claim F. Let us take d to both sides of Eq. (2.1) and write Ωǫ := dφǫ+d∗ψǫ as in Step 6

above. Since d commutes with ∆, we get






∆dψǫ = Ωǫ ∧ d∗dψǫ − d∗dψǫ ∧ Ωǫ in U,

n(dψǫ) = 0 on ∂U.
(2.13)

Since ψǫ ∈ W s+2,q
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

for s ≥ 0, the above boundary value problem (2.13)

for the variable dψe is well defined, and one can apply the Stokes’ or the Gauss–Green theorem

to deduce that

〈〈dψǫ,∆dψǫ〉〉U = ‖∇dψǫ‖2L2(U) +

∫

∂U
t (d∗dψǫ) ∧ ⋆n(dψǫ) = ‖∇dψǫ‖L2(U), (2.14)

where the final equality holds by the boundary condition in Eq. (2.13). Here and hereafter,

〈〈α, β〉〉U :=

∫

U
α ∧ ⋆β

with ⋆ being the Hodge star operator associated to the Riemannian volume measure U ⊂ M.

The wedge product ∧ is intertwined with the product on the Lie algebra g, if α and β are g-valued

differential forms.
7



On the other hand, Eq. (2.13) and Hölder’s inequality give us

〈〈dψǫ,∆dψǫ〉〉U ≤ C1‖Ω
ǫ‖Lp(U)‖dψ

ǫ‖
L

2p
p−2 (U)

‖∇dψǫ‖L2(U)

where C1 depends only on p and U . We have the compact embedding

W 1,2

(

U ; Ad η ⊗

3
∧

T ∗M

)

→֒→֒ L
2p
p−2

(

U ; Ad η ⊗

3
∧

T ∗M

)

;

thus for another constant C2 = C(p, U) it holds that

〈〈dψǫ,∆dψǫ〉〉U ≤ C2‖Ω
ǫ‖Lp(U)

(

‖∇dψǫ‖L2(U) + ‖dψǫ‖L2(U)

)2
. (2.15)

Moreover, by Claim E in Step 6 of the same proof, we have

‖Ωǫ‖Lp(U) ≤ ‖Ω‖Lp(U) + o(ǫ).

Putting the above estimate together and using Cauchy–Schwarz, one obtains
[

1−
3

2
C2

(

‖Ω‖Lp(U) + o(ǫ)
)

]

‖∇dψǫ‖2L2(U) ≤
3

2
C2

(

‖Ω‖Lp(U) + o(ǫ)
)

‖dψǫ‖2L2(U),

By passing to a further subsequence of {φǫ} if necessary, we can take o(ǫ) to be as small

as we would like. So, the smallness condition (2.8) in Claim C is tantamount to assuming that

3

2
C2

(

‖Ω‖Lp(U) + o(ǫ)
)

≤ κ′0

is arbitrarily small, which reduces the previous estimate to

‖∇dψǫ‖2L2(U) ≤
κ′0

1− κ′0
‖dψǫ‖2L2(U). (2.16)

Therefore, by further shrinking κ0 (hence κ′0) if necessary such that

µU ·
κ′0

1− κ′0
< 1, (2.17)

where µU is the Poincaré constant, the Poincaré Inequality (2.12) implies that ‖∇dψǫ‖L2(U) = 0.

Thus dψǫ equals to a constant almost everywhere. Under the boundary condition n(dψǫ) = 0 on

∂U , one immediately concludes that ψǫ is closed for each ǫ on U . �

Step 8. Now we are ready to conclude the proof for the case M = Euclidean space.

Claim F in Step 7 establishes that dψǫ ≡ 0 in U . So Eq. (2.1) can be recast into

∆φǫ = dd∗ψǫ ≡ dΩǫ = F − Ωǫ ∧ Ωǫ,

with Ωǫ := dφǫ + d∗ψǫ as before. That is, {Ωǫ} satisfies the gauge equation on U . By the

convergence proved in Claim E, we conclude that {Ωǫ} is indeed a one-parameter family of

smooth approximation for Ω.

Step 9. Finally, let M be a Riemannian manifold. The arguments in Steps 1–6 carry over

verbatim, and once Claim F in Step 7 gets established, we can conclude the proof as in Step 8.

In Step 7, Eqs. (2.14) and (2.15) can be replaced respectively by

〈〈dψǫ,∆dψǫ〉〉U = ‖d∗dψǫ‖2L2(U)
8



and

〈〈dψǫ,∆dψǫ〉〉U ≤ C3‖Ω
ǫ‖Lp(U)‖dψ

ǫ‖2W 1,2(U).

Here C3 again depends on p and U . On the other hand, the following version of the Gaffney’s

inequality holds:

‖dψǫ‖W 1,2(U) ≤ C4‖d
∗dψǫ‖L2(U),

where C4 depends on the geometry of U ⊂ M. This holds by the boundary condition n(dψǫ) = 0,

as well as the fact that dψǫ is L2-orthogonal to any harmonic field H on U with the Neumann

boundary data nH = 0 on ∂U (which follows easily from the Stokes’/Gauss–Green’s theorem).

See Schwarz [12], p.88, Lemma 2.4.10 (iii). Thus, for κ0 in Eq. (2.8) chosen sufficiently small, we

conclude as in Step 7 that d∗dψǫ ≡ 0, and then deduce from the Gaffney’s inequality that dψǫ ≡

constant. Hence, by the boundary condition n(dψǫ) = 0, we have dψǫ ≡ 0. �

A straightforward adapation of the proof of Theorem 2.1 gives us the following:

Corollary 2.2. Let η be a vector bundle with structure group G over a Riemannian n-dimensional

manifold M, n ≥ 2. Assume that Ω ∈ A
p
0 for some p > n and that curvature F of Ω is in the

regularity class W s,q, where s ≥ 0 and p
2 ≤ q < ∞. Then, for every point x ∈ M, we can

find an open neighbourhood U ⊂ M containing x and a one-parameter family {Ωǫ}ǫ∈]0,1] ⊂

W 1+s,q
(

U ; Ad η ⊗
∧1 T ∗M

)

, such that Ωǫ → Ω on U ⊂ M in the Lp-topology, and that the

curvature of Ωǫ coincides with F for each ǫ ∈]0, 1].

Proof. The proof follows almost verbatim as for Theorem 2.1, modulo the following modifications.

First, since Ω has bounded Lp-norm and hence F has bounded W−1,p-norm on M, by restricting

to a small enough domain U ⊂ M we can achieve the smallness condition (2.8). Second, the

Poincaré constant µU decreases as we shrink U (as it is controlled by the diameter of U), so we

can easily achieve Eq. (2.17). �

3. Remarks

(1) It remains unknown if Theorem 2.1 and/or Corollary 2.2 holds for the critical case p = n,

even under the assumption that ‖Ω‖Ln is small or U is small.

(2) Corollary 2.2 has been utilised by S. Mardare [8] (in dimension 2 and codimension 1) and

Chen–Li [4] (in arbitrary dimension and codimension) to prove the existence of W 2,p
loc -

isometric immersions of W 1,p-metrics on n-dimensional Riemannian manifolds (p > n)

into Euclidean spaces, provided that the Gauss–Codazzi–Ricci equations (i.e., compati-

bility equations for curvatures) hold in the distributional sense. Let us summarise this

result in the general setting following Tenenblat [15] (see also [4]).

The convention for indices is that 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ n, n + 1 ≤ α, β ≤ n + k, and 1 ≤

a, b, c ≤ n + k. That is, i, j, k index for the tangent bundle TM, and α, β index for the

(putative) normal bundle E. A Sobolev map ι : (M, g) → (Rn+k,Euclidean) is said to be

an isometric immersion iff dι is one-to-one outside a null set of M, and that g coincides

almost everywhere with the pullback of the Euclidean metric on R
n+k under ι.

Theorem 3.1. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional simply-connected closed Riemannian

manifold with metric g ∈W 1,p∩L∞. Let E be a vector bundle of rank k over M. Assume

that E is equipped with a W 1,p∩L∞-metric gE and an Lp-connection ∇E compatible with
9



gE , where p > n throughout. Suppose that there is an Lp-tensor field

S : Γ(E)× Γ(TM) −→ Γ(TM), S(η,X) ≡ SηX

such that

g
(

X,SηY
)

= g
(

SηX,Y
)

(3.1)

for all X,Y ∈ Γ(TM) and η ∈ Γ(E). Then define

II : Γ(TM)× Γ(TM) → Γ(E)

by

gE
(

II(X,Y ), η
)

:= −g
(

SηX,Y
)

. (3.2)

The following are equivalent:

(a) There exists a global isometric immersion ι : (M, g) → (Rn+k,Euclidean) in W 2,p

whose normal bundle TRn+k/T (ιM), Levi-Civita connnection on the normal bundle,

and second fundamental form can be identified with E, ∇E, and II, respectively.

(b) The Cartan formalism holds in the sense of distributions:

dωi =
∑

j

ωj ∧Ωi
j ; (3.3)

0 = dΩa
b +

∑

c

Ωc
b ∧ Ωa

c , (3.4)

where {ωi}1≤i≤n is an orthonormal coframe for (T ∗M, g), and {Ωa
b}1≤a,b≤n+k is the

connection 1-form given by

Ωi
j(∂k) := g(∇∂k∂i, ∂j); (3.5)

Ωi
α(∂j) ≡ −Ωα

i (∂j) := gE
(

II(∂i, ∂j), ηα
)

; (3.6)

Ωα
β(∂j) := gE

(

∇E
∂jηα, ηβ

)

. (3.7)

In the above, {∂i} is the orthonormal frame for (TM, g) dual to {ωi}, and {ηα}n+1≤α≤n+k

is an orthonormal frame for (E, gE).

(c) The Gauss–Codazzi–Ricci equations hold in the sense of distributions:

g
(

II(X,Z), II(Y,W )
)

− g
(

II(X,W ), II(Y,Z)
)

= R(X,Y,Z,W ); (3.8)

∇Y II(X,Z)−∇XII(Y,Z) = 0; (3.9)

g
(

[Sη,Sζ ]X,Y
)

= RE(X,Y, η, ζ), (3.10)

for all X,Y,Z,W ∈ Γ(TM) and η, ζ ∈ Γ(E). Here, [•, •] is the commutator of

operators, R and RE are respectively the Riemann curvature tensors for (TM, g)

and
(

E, gE
)

, and ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection on Euclidean space R
n+k.

Moreover, in (1) the isometric immersion ι is unique up to the Euclidean rigid motions

in R
n+k modulo null sets.

From the PDE point of view, in Eqs. (3.8), (3.9), and (3.10), g is given and
(

II,∇E
)

are unknown.

Sketch of Proof. It is well-known that (2) ⇔ (3). Also, (3) is classically known to be a

necessary condition for (1); see do Carmo [6], Chapter 6. All the above hold as purely

algebraic (namely, pointwise) identities, which can be easily validated in the sense of

distributions too.
10



It remains to show that (2) ⇒ (1). Since M is simply-connected, it suffices to prove on

a local chart, as the general case follows from a standard monodrony argument. Adapting

almost verbatim the arguments in the proof of Theorem 5.2, [4] (also see [15, 8, 9]), we

can reduce the proof of (1) to solving, in the distributional sense, a Pfaff system:

dP = −ΩP. (3.11)

Then, the isometric immersion ι is solved from

dι = ωP, (3.12)

where

ω :=
(

ω1, . . . , ωn, 0, . . . , 0
)⊤
.

The compatibility condition dΩ+Ω∧Ω = 0 is given precisely by the second structural

equation (3.4). Hence, in view of Theorem 2.1, Eq. (3.11) has a weak solution P ∈W 1,p:

We can first approximate Ω on sufficiently small balls by smooth connections Ωǫ, then

deduce the existence of P ǫ such that dP ǫ = −ΩǫP ǫ, and finally conclude by passing

to W 1,p-limits. Thus, the right-hand side of Eq. (3.12) is in W 1,p, hence by a Hodge

decomposition argument (or a Poincaré lemma of weak regularity; see [8, 9]) we have ι ∈

W 2,p. One may now proceed as in [4] to check that ι is indeed an isometric immersion. �

(3) The weak stability of the gauge equation dΩ + Ω ∧ Ω = F can be established for Ω ∈

Lr
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

for any r > 2, in contrast to r > n = dimM. This has been

essentially proven in Chen–Slemrod–Wang [5] using the div-curl lemma of Murat [10] and

Tartar [13, 14].

Theorem 3.2. Let η be a vector bundle with structure group G over a Riemannian

n-dimensional manifold M, n ≥ 2. Assume that Ω ∈ Ar
0 for some r > 2 and that

curvature F of Ω is in the regularity class L
r
2 . Suppose there is a sequence {Ωj} ⊂

Lr
(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

such that

• Ωj ⇀ Ω in the Lr-topology; and

• dΩj + Ωj ∧ Ωj = F + oj weakly, with the error term oj → 0 in the W−1,σ-topology

for some 1 < σ ≤ 2 as j → ∞.

Then dΩ+ Ω ∧ Ω = F in the sense of distributions.

Sketch of proof. It suffices to pass to the weak limits in the quadratic nonlinear term;

i.e., we prove that

Ωj ∧ Ωj −→ Ω ∧ Ω in the sense of distributions.

In view of the wedge product compensated compactness theorem of Robbin–Rogers–

Temple [11] (which is a generalisation of the classical div-curl lemma; also see [4]), it is

enough to show that {dΩj} is precompact in the W−1,2
loc -topology. This follows from the

(approximate) gauge equation dΩj = −Ωj ∧ Ωj + F + oj .

Indeed, Ωj ∧Ωj +F is precompact in Lr/2
(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧2 T ∗M

)

by Hölder’s inequal-

ity and the assumption on F. Thus, by the Sobolev embedding and/or the Rellich–

Kondrachov lemma together with the assumption on oj , one can find a σ′ ∈ [1, 2[ such that

{dΩj} is precompact in W−1,σ′
(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧3 T ∗M

)

. On the other hand, since Ωj ⇀ Ω

in the Lr-topology, we deduce that {dΩj} is bounded in W−1,r
(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧3 T ∗M

)

11



where r > 2. A simple interpolation theorem (see, e.g., Theorem 3 in [3]) shows that

{dΩj} is precompact in W−1,2
loc

(

M; Ad η ⊗
∧3 T ∗M

)

. �
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