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FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV ISOMETRIC IMMERSIONS
OF PLANAR DOMAINS

SIRAN LI, MOHAMMAD REZA PAKZAD, AND ARMIN SCHIKORRA

ABSTRACT. We discuss C* regularity and developability of isometric immersions of flat do-
mains into R® enjoying a local fractional Sobolev Wite: regularity for 2/3 < s < 1, gen-
eralizing the known results on Sobolev and Hélder regimes. Ingredients of the proof include
analysis of the weak Codazzi-Mainardi equations of the isometric immersions and study of
w2t planar deformations with symmetric Jacobian derivative and vanishing distributional
Jacobian determinant. On the way, we also show that the distributional Jacobian determi-
nant, conceived as an operator defined on the Jacobian matrix, behaves like determinant of
gradient matrices under products by scalar functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we prove the C' regularity and developability of isometric immersions of class
W+sP of two dimensional domains €2 into R for 2/3 < s < 1 and sp > 2, thereby generalizing
the results of [42] for the Sobolev regime s = 1, p > 2 and of [13] for the Holder regime
s > 2/3,p = oo. The proofs are obtained by adapting the ideas or a few of the results
appearing in [42, 35, 36, 13] to the fractional Sobolev case.

1.1. Background. There are several motivations to study isometric immersions of low regu-
larity. A first one arises from the the strong divergence in the respective behaviors of C! and
C? isometric immersions of two dimensional domains. This phenomenon, known as the flexi-
bility and rigidity dichotomy, has other parallels, e.g. for the solutions of the Euler equations
in fluid dynamics. We shall direct the readers to [13] and the references therein for a survey
of the literature on the historic problem of developability in differential geometry, alongside
its connections to the above mentioned dichotomy in nonlinear PDEs and convex integration
and to a conjecture by Mischa Gromov [20, Section 3.5.5.C, Open Problems 34-36].

The second motivation stems from the calculus of variations and nonlinear elastic plate theory.
Surfaces with L? integrable second fundamental form and the curvature functionals such as the
Willmore energy have a long history in geometric analysis and calculus of variations. In the
context of nonlinear elasticity, the Kirchhoff model stipulates that the deformation of a piece of
paper under body forces or boundary conditions minimizes the Willmore functional subject to
the isometric constraint. In this context, and following the methods of Kirchheim [31], the C
regularity and developability of isometric immersions with L? integrable second fundamental
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form were proved by the second author in [42]. This result has had many applications in the
nonlinear elastic plate theory, namely in proving density of smooth isometries in the class of
W22 isometric immersions [42, 24], in deriving and regularity analysis of the Euler-Lagrange
equations for the Kirchhoff’s models on plates [25, 26], in derivation of plate and shell theories
from 3d nonlinear elasticity via I'-convergence [17, 27], in stability analysis for nonlinear plates
[33], and finally in the confinement problem for unstretchable elastic sheets [52, 12].

The results of this paper give us the possibility to broaden the analysis by proposing sim-
ilar models involving deformations of lower regularities, but with still some control on the
curvature of the image surfaces. Indeed, as shown in Section 5, an isometric immersion u of
regularity WP admits a second fundamental form II(u) of regularity W5~ 1P if 1/2 < s < 1,
and p > 2/s. This way we can define a fractional Willmore-like curvature functional

Z(u) = [[T(w)[lws-1

on the class of such immersions. This variational model, which we can justifiably name the
fractional Kirchhoff plate model, is rather phenomenological; nevertheless, mathematically,
many of the above mentioned problems on the standard model can be reformulated in this
new context and explored. As an example, it can be asked whether its minimizers will enjoy
the same regularity as those of the standard model established in [25]; or will they develop
new types of singularities? The results of the present article concern the class of admissible
deformations of this model in the regularity regime s > 2/3 and could pave the way for
proving regularity of the minimizers in the footsteps of [25].

Finally, our last motivation for the study of weakly regular isometric immersions is that it is
connected to many interesting problems in nonlinear and geometric analysis: It has lead to
the development of interesting methods in geometric measure theory and geometric function
theory [29, 30, 35, 36], and as we shall see below, to problems on the distributional Jacobian
determinant, see also [36, 18] in this regard.

1.2. Main Results. Our first result is complementary to Theorem II in Pakzad [42], which is

the case s =1 of our Theorem 1, and to the recent work for u € cl’g(Q,R?’) > C’l’§+€(Q,R3)
by De Lellis-Pakzad [13, Theorem 1]. Following [13, Definition 1], we say a C'! mapping u of
a two dimensional domain €2 is developable if given any point x € Q, u is either affine around
x, or its Jacobian derivative Vu is constant along the connected component of the intersection
of a line passing through = with Q. See also [13, Section 2] for equivalent conditions. We
refer to Section 2.1 for definitions and notations regarding fractional Sobolev spaces.

. 14s,2 . o .
Theorem 1. Let Q C R? be an open set. Consider the class of I/VZOJCFS $ {sometric immersions:

2 2
Il—i—s,g ’s

o S (Q,R) = {u eEW, S (QRY : (V) Vu=1d a.e. in Q}

2
’s

1 . . s
Then any u € Ilots (Q,R3) with % < s <1 is ez -reqular and developable.

Remark 1.1. Here ¢\'® denotes all mappings whose derivatives of components lie locally in
the little Hélder space ¢, which is the closure of smooth functions in the C%% norm.

As a consequence we also obtain the extension of [42, Corollary 1.1] to fractional Sobolev
spaces, cf. [52, 12].
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: _ 1+s,2 | .
Corollary 1.2. There exists pg > 0 such that whenever s > % there is no VVlOJcrs  4sometric
immersion of the 2-dimensional disk into a three-dimensional FEuclidean ball of radius r < pg.

Note that py < %, as the images of such immersions will always contain segments larger than
the unit segment.

Remark 1.3. The same statements hold true for isometric immersions of WtsP_reqularity
with s > 2/3, sp > 2. If s >2/3, p > 3, this fact follows from Theorem 1 by the embedding of

WP into W,/ In the case s = 2/3, p > 3 this embedding fails, but following the footsteps
of [13], a proof for the developability statement can be achieved, which we leave to the reader.
We have concentrated on the more challenging borderline case sp = 2.

Remark 1.4. Theorem 1 may fail for isometric immersions of W1TP reqularity if sp < 2.
Indeed, for any 0 < s < 1 and p < 2/s, the 1-homogeneous map u : B* — R3 expressed in the
polar coordinates as

u(r,0) = (%7‘ cos(26), %7‘ sin(26), %\/gr)

is a WITSP jsometric immersion of the 2-dimensional disk into R3 but has a conical singularity
at the origin. It clearly does not belong to C' and fails to be developable.

Remark 1.5. Following [41] for s = 1,p = 2, we expect that the isometric immersion can be

shown to be C' up to the boundary if its WHS’%(Q) norm is finite and 0S) is of class CM®
for some o > 0. This boundary regularity fails if O is merely of class C' [41, Remark 7.

Remark 1.6. To establish the result, directly following the arguments of [13] is not enough.
Indeed, observe that w is a priori not even assumed to be in C'. But this is not the only
difficulty, as we will explain in Section 4 and Appendiz I. We will hence adapt a new approach.
In particular, Theorem 8 below is a new contribution devised to bypass the new obstacles for
the case s = 2/3.

To set up our second and third results, we first remind following Brezis—-Nguyen [7] that for

n—1
any domain  C R", and f belonging to the optimal space I/Vlz’n(Q,R"), the Jacobian
determinant Jac(f) := Det(Vf) is well-defined as a distribution in D’'(Q2), see also Sickel-
Youssfi [48]. We also refer to the fundamental works on the distributional Jacobian developed
by Reshetnyak [43], Wente [53], Ball [2], Tartar [50], Miiller [40], Coifman—Lions—Meyer—
Semmes [9], and Brezis—Nirenberg [8]. In view of the embedding theorems for the fractional

Sobolev spaces, Jac(f) is well-defined for f € W >P(Q2,R") if "T_l <s<1landp> 2 Tn

loc ns+1°
particular, it can be established by the methods of [7] that if p = n/s, Jac(f) € legs_l)’l/S(Q),
— the proof is explained in [36, Lemma 1.3], cf. Lemma 8.1.

Our analysis establishes a connection between isometric immersions of fractional Sobolev
regularity and deformations of plane domains f with symmetric Jacobians V f and vanishing
distributional Jacobian determinants Jac(f). In particular, the developability of isometric
immersions is proved using the following similar statement for these deformations.

53

Theorem 2. Let Q C R? be an open set. Assume that s > 2/3 and f € W,
distributional Jacobian satisfying

curl f =0 and Jac(f)=0 inD(Q).

(2, R?) with its

oc
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Then, f € co’g(Q) and for any point x € Q, f is either constant around x, or it is constant
along the connected component of the intersection of a line passing through x with Q.

See similar statements to Theorem 2 in [31, Proposition 2.29] (for Lipschitz maps), [42,
Proposition 1.1] (for W2-maps), and [35, Theorem 1.3] for Hélder continuous maps. The
continuity of any f as in Theorem 2 was already shown in [36, Theorem 1.6].
Remark 1.7. As in Remark 1.4, Theorem 2 fails for f € WP with ﬁ <p< %, even for
s =1. We refer to the so-called “fish-like example” discussed in [16]: Letting ¢ =0, f = Vu
satisfies curl (f) = 0 and Jac(f) = Hu = 0, however f is not even continuous.

Another new contribution of this article, which will turn out to be crucial in proving Theorem 1
in the critical threshold s = %, directly regards the properties of distributional Jacobian
determinants. As we shall see in Proposition 2.5 the distributional product AVg is well-
defined provided A € L® N W+ (Q) and g € W5 (;R™) if s > 1/2. In view of this fact,
the following seemingly natural behavior of the distributional Jacobian determinant can be
proven:

Theorem 3. Let n > 2, and Q C R™ be a bounded smooth domain, or Q = R™. Assume that
s €[4, 1), AELXNWH(Q), f,g € W5 (Q;R"), and that

(1.1) Vf=AVg.

Then for any ¢ € C(R),

Jac(f)[¢] = Jac(g)[\"¢].

. n
Note that since s > -7,

n 57% (l—s)n,ﬁ . (l—s)n,ﬁ
Al e Wi's (Q) — W, (Q) = Wy, (),

and so the right hand side in the above Jacobian determinant identity is well-defined.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we begin with some preliminaries on
fractional Sobolev spaces and gather some important statements to be used later in the
article. In Section 3 we discuss developability of fractional Sobolev 2d deformations with
symmetric Jacobian derivative and vanishing distributional Jacobian determinant. In the
subsequent Sections 4 and 5, we will set out to define a notion of 2nd fundamental form for
fractional Sobolev isometries and to derive a weak version of Codazzi-Mainardi system of
equations for it. In Section 6 the developabilty and regularity of each component are shown.
We will complete the proof of Theorem 1 in Section 7 and present a proof of Theorem 3 in
Section 8. In Appendix I, it is briefly shown, as a side-note, how Theorem 3 can be bypassed
in case s > 2/3. In Appendix IT we introduce a notion of fractional absolute continuity in
order to give a simple proof of the known fact from [23] that the image of a W*P(R,R?)
deformation is of Lebesgue measure zero provided s > 1/2 and sp > 1.
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2. FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV SPACES, AN OVERVIEW AND SOME FACTS

2.1. Notations. We will work with the Slobodeckij or Gagliardo fractional Sobolev space,
also sometimes referred to as the Besov space. Namely for any open set {2 C R™, nonnegative
integer k, 0 < s <1l and 1 < p < oo, we define the fractional W#%P-seminorm of a mapping
f € Li,o(Q.RY) by

[flwsw(q) == </Q QM dxdy)l/p7

o
and we set for any integer k¥ > 0 (identifying W% with LP when k = 0),
WEEP(Q) = {f € WHP(Q) s [D* (o) < o0},
which is a Banach space with the norm
1 lwissny == If lwra) + [DF Flwsr)-

Wé€+s’p(Q) is defined to be the closure of C2°(2) in this space. Note that C2°(R"™) is dense in
Wk+sP(R™) [14, Theorem 2.4]. If Q is a bounded smooth domain, there is a bounded linear
extension operator mapping W*P(Q) to W*P(R™) [14, 54]. For any such Q, or for } = R",
and 1 < p < oo, these spaces coincide with the Besov-Triebel-Lizorkin type spaces B, ,(2) =
F; () according to [44, Proposition 2.1.2 and Section 2.4]. Indeed the identification can be

established as these spaces are the real (s, p)-interpolation between LP and WP spaces, see
[38, Example 1.8] and [3, Theorem 6.2.4].

When 1 < p < oo, the Lions-Magenes Sobolev space W(%Jrs’p (Q) introduced in [37] is the
closed subspace of W*+sP(R") defined by

WOkOJFS’p(Q) ={f€ Wk+s’p(R") : supp f C Q},

equipped with the induced semi-norm [f] ) and norm ||f||Wk+s,p(Q). We refer to [51,
0 00

WO
Section 4.3.2] for more references and for the following properties: W(%Jrs’p (©) can also be
identified as the set of those elements of VV(/;C +9P(Q)) whose extensions by 0 outside of Q belong

to WEHSP(R™). C°(Q) is dense in Wé€0+8’p(Q) and we have
HfHW(;W’P(Q) 2 ||f||w§;)+svp(ﬂ)'

If sp # 1 and 012 is sufficiently regular the linear operator extending f € C2°(€2) by 0 outside
of Q to fo € WEFSP(R™) satisfies

”fOHWHS’P(Rn) :j HfHW’“rs,p(Q),
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sd
which implies WETP(Q) = WETP(Q). If sp = 1 this is not the case and Wé€0+ = (Q) is a
1
proper dense subspace of W: o5 (©2) when Q # R™.

If © is a bounded smooth domain or if 2 = R", we set for 0 < s < 1,1 < p < oc:
W=SP(Q) = (W’ (),

with 1/p+ 1/p’ = 1, as a subset of distributions in D’(2). Our definition departs from [44,
Section 2.1.1 and Section 2.4.1] but by [51, Theorem 4.8.1], these two definitions coincide.
Therefore the extension property is still valid for negative differentiability exponent: For a
bounded smooth domain 2, and 0 < s < 1, any element of W™%P can be extended by a
bounded linear operator to an element of W~%P(R") [44, Theorem 2.4.2/2]. Moreover by [44,
Propostion 2.1.4/2]

WSP(Q)={f€D(Q): feW'P(Q) and Df € W P(Q R™)},
with equivalence of norms
(2.1) I fllwse) = [ fllws—1e@) + 1D fllws—1000)-

For t > —1, the vector valued spaces WP (Q,RN ) are defined to be all R¥-valued mappings
whose components lie in WP(). We will omit the target R when there is no ambiguity.

It is also useful to also define for 0 < s < 1 and 1 < p < co the homogenous norm

(22) Il =sup {f8]: 6 € C2(Q) and [Blwzpiy <1} 2 1l

where here and throughout the article f[¢] denotes the action of ‘ghe distribution f on ¢.
We denote the corrgsponding space of finite-norm distributions by W_s’p/(Q), and note that
C°(Q) is dense in W' (Q). It follows from (2.1) through a standard scaling argument that

(2.3) [Flwsp@ny Z NDSf llyirs—10gen)-

We conclude our presentation of fractional Sobolev spaces by a final useful observation. For
n > 2 let the differential and integral operators Agn, Aﬂgi and the Riesz transform R be
respectively defined by the Fourier symbols |¢|2, |¢|72 and i¢/|¢|. Tt is known that Ag. is a
well-defined operator and coincides (modulo a conventional sign) with the Newtonian potential
on L?(R") D C(R™). By a classical theorem [19, Corollary 5.2.8] the Riesz transform is a
bounded operator from LP(R™) into LP(R™,R™) when 1 < p < oo. It is a linear operator
commuting with differentiation, hence, via the interpolation property [38, Theorem 1.6] and
a scaling argument, and in view of the fact that R - Rf = —f we obtain that

~

[Rflwsp@ngny = [flwsrwn)
forany 0 < s <1 and 1 < p < co. An argument by duality yields the similar estimate
”RfHWfs,p’(Rn,Rn) ~ ”f”v'vfs,p’(Rn)-
Combining this fact with (2.3), we obtain

(24) [DAZ lwenzn) 2 IDIDA) i smry = IR © R lipecsoeny 2 1 e
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2.2. Mollification and commutator estimates. For a given smooth bounded domain
) C R™ we fix an extension operator and for any f € W*P(Q), we still denote its extension
by f € W*P(R™). Throughout the paper, we fix a standard mollifier ¢ € C°(B*), Jpe=1
For any mapping f € W*P(Q) with Q as above, we let f. be the mollifications of the extension
fe = f ¢, where p.(2) := Z¢p(£). The following estimates, which are reminiscent of
[10, 11, 13] will be used in our analysis:

Lemma 2.1. Let 0 < s < 1, f,g € W5P(Q), where either Q C R™ is smooth and bounded or
Q =R" Then

() 1fe = Fllew < ofe?).
(i) Yk > 1 [VE Ll < ofe).
(i) I p > 2, Yk 2 0 [ ¥(fege — (£9):)ll e < 0> ),

where the bound function o(-) depends on p,¢ and the extension constant of ).

Proof. (i) By the extension property of smooth bounded domains it is sufficient to prove the
estimates for 2 = R™. Let for z,y € R™

o f(y) := fly —x) — f(y).

We have by Holder’s inequality
» p p
1= 11 = [ | [ uf@)pe(w)da| dy = buf (W)pe(@) da dy
R | JRe R ) {|z]<e)

: /" </{xSe}(|x|_(s+%)|5mf(y)|)p dm) </{xSE}(|x|(s+%)|%($)|)p/>p/dy

< Ce / /{ T ) — S ey < <o),
n x| <e

where % + :z% = 1, and the last inequality is a consequence of the dominated convergence and

Fubini theorems, in view of the fact that the integrand belongs to L!(R"™ x R").

(ii) Similarly as for (i) we write:
IVl = [ ][ ooVt = [ | [ srwe e w il

< /n </{x<E}(‘x’_(8+z)’5xf(y)’)p dm) (/{x<E}(€—k‘x’(s+;)‘(vk(p)a(x)‘)p’)p’dy

< Cel—br / / 2|~ PH | f(y — ) — F(y)IP dady < < FPo(1),
nJ{|z|<e}

which is the desired estimate.
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(iii) First we observe that for all £ > 0

‘/n 6o f (1)029(y) VF (02 )( dm ‘/n msﬂ/p ‘xTS-En/)p’ 2 [2H/0) =k (TR (2)da

<[ =Ly s

(2.5)

Hrx\2<s+"/p>s—'f<v%>a<x>1

L5 ({Jz1<e}) L7 ({a|<e})

< 2 H

\x!ﬁn/p‘ Lr({|z|<e}) H yg;\SJrn/p‘ Lr({|z|<e))’

For k = 0 we write for all y € R™:

(g = (F9)0) = (o= Do = 9)) = [ 5:£0)og(0)pe()da

The LP/? norms of the first term is estimated by o(e2*), using part (i), (i) and Holder’s
inequality. Now, integrating the %th power of the second term over the parameter y, and
using (2.5) will yield the o(1) factor and complete the proof.

If £ > 1, it is sufficient to note that for all y € R™:

V*(fo9: = (9)e) wa © V¥ ge(y) = V*(f9)e(y)

7=0

k—1
=D V@V g (y) + (fo = )V () + (9: — 9) V" fo(v)

j=1

— | Suf W)29(y)VF () () da.

R

The LP/2 norms of the terms in the first summation are estimated by 0(e?*7F), using part
(ii) and Holder’s inequality. The second and third terms are estimated using (i). Finally,
integrating its £th power of the last term and once more applying (2.5) leads to an o(e257F)
control as desired. O

Remark 2.2. The estimates in Lemma 2.1 are not optimal and seem to characterize the
spaces by, o, [44, Definition 2.1.3/1], which are larger than W*P. We conjecture that results of

the paper can still be achieved for the borderline space b / > through the same approach.

Corollary 2.3. Let s € (0,1) and p > 2. If f,g € W*P(Q), where either Q is smooth and
bounded or Q = R"™, then

lim || foge = (f9)el,y2ng = 0.

Proof. The idea is to use the interpolation inequality [38, Corollary 1.1.7]
6
1]l ;0.8 2 thl1 [l

forall h € W% and 0 < § < 1. For 0 < s < 1, we apply Lemma 2.1(iii) for £ = 0,1 to
h:= feg: — (fg)e with 6 = 2s to obtain:

| foge — (fg)a”w%% < 0(5(1—28)23-‘,-28(28—1)) = o(1).



FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV ISOMETRIC IMMERSIONS OF PLANAR DOMAINS 9

Similarly, if % < s <1, welet h:= V(fege — (fg):) and § = 2s — 1 and we apply again
Lemma 2.1(iii) for & = 0, 1,2, and the interpolation estimate, which together yield:

| fege — (fg)s)HLg < 0(528)

and

IV (fege = (FQ)I v g < 01— E—DI+Cs-D5-2)) = o(1),
O

We will also need the following elementary estimate, which in fact states the known embedding
of W% (R™) into VMO [8, Section 1.2, Example 2]:

Lemma 2.4. Let Q C R™ be an open set and f € W><(Q). Then for all z € Q, and
e < dist(x, 09),

n

lim |f = fe(@)[= =0.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to show that
If - fs(fE)HL%(Bs(x)) <o(e%),

which follows from the a variant of fractional Poincaré inequality which is valid for all s € (0,1)
and 1 < p < oo:

1f = f(@)||Lr(B.(2)) < CE°[flwsw(Be(a))s
and can be proved similarly as in [15, Proposition 2.1], where we have replaced the average
of f on the ball by f.(z).

Here we provide another proof. For a fixed z € 2 we have by Lemma 2.1(i) and p = 2:

Hf_fa(x)HL%(BE(x)) < ”f_fa”L%(Bs(x))+Hfa_fa(x)HL%(Bs(x)) < 0(58)"’_”fa_fa(x)”L%(Bs(x))’

It remains to bound the second term, for which can apply the standard Poincaré inequality
for any f € L'(Q) with the proper scaling on the ball B.(z)

(2’6) ”fa - fa(x)HL%(Bs(x)) < CEHVf&”L%(BE(x))’
to obtain, this time via Lemma 2.1(ii) the desired estimate. Note that we have the right to
use f:(x) as the normalization constant since T > n and WS embeds in C%'—. O

2.3. Distributional products in fractional Sobolev spaces. In Section 5 we will define
a notion of second fundamental form for fractional Sobolev isometries through the first part
of the following result. We will present a proof following the methodology of [34], which then
is adapted to subsequently show the complementary second part, which, in particular, will
be used in proving Theorem 3 in Section 8.

Proposition 2.5. Letn >2,1/2<s<1, f € WS’%(}R").

(i) Let p € W= (RMNL®(R™). Then for any o € {1,...,n}, the product ndaf is well-defined
as a distribution on R™ and

Hﬂaaf”wsﬂv%(]}gn) N [f]wsv%(Rn)([:“]Wsy%(Rn) + ”N”L“’(R"))’
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(ii) Let pyp € W*s (R™) N L®(R™) with
up. (Iell 2 gy + ikl ) < oo

k—o0

Assume moreover that [pu] —— 0. Then for any oo € {1,...,n},

WS (Rn)

Hﬂkaocfuwsfl’%(ﬂgn)

Proof. We will first show (i). Remember that the harmonic extension of f € L'(R™)NL>(R")
to Rﬁ“ is defined by the Poisson extension operator [19, Example 2.1.13]

t
(2’7) fh(t7 LZ') =Chp nt1 f(Z) dz
R (|Jz — 2|2 +¢2) 2
and the operator can be extended to W% (R") [34, 28]. Let ¢ € C°(R™) and let ", £, and
#" be the harmonic extensions of u, f, and ¢, respectively, on to ]RT’I.

The one-dimensional integration by parts [34] allows us to define

(2.8) p0ufl6) =~ [ o (40" 6"
R+

By (2.2), we are going to estimate

H/J/aaf”stl,%(Rn) = sup {Maaf[¢] : (Zs S CCOO(Rn) a‘nd [(ﬁ]Wl*&v#(Rn) S 1} N
So let us fix one ¢ € C°(R™) with [qﬁ]wl,s, < 1. We bound

n
n—s (Rn)

)

wourlol| 3 |

n+1
RJr

o o] ] o oo

as we can always tackle the d, term (which is in R™-direction) via integration by parts. Here
and hereafter, D is the R"*!-dimensional gradient.

We first claim that

(29) Lo DD 3 Uy oy Pl g 65

+
We have
/ Dy D6
Ri*l

< [ 1Mo@) [ Du w0l 101" 1) e

< [ ([t ora) ([T iosora) as

2n

S (/R </0 |Dﬂh($,t)|2dt>2d$> (/(/0 |th(t,;p)|zdt>2dx)
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Here we have used for the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function M

0" (2, 0)] 3 Mé(z).

Also recall the characterization of the homogeneous Triebel-Lizorkin spaces (listed e.g. in

[34, 28]):
0 2 %
1 q
1£1l w(/ (/ |t1_5_anh|th> dm) .
P,q R 0

So, in light of the maximal theorem, we have shown that

Dul| | D" < e i
/IRT' w'[|IDf* o 2 II¢\|LH,1(R”) HMHFQ,;;’Z(R”) IIfIIFZ%Q(Rn)

Thus, we can immediately conclude (2.9) from the embeddings [44, Proposition 2.2.1 and
Theorem 2.2.3(ii)] and scaling arguments:

191, gy < (Bl s gy < 1

"< g ny — s.n Yy
HMHFQ%M(RH) 3 ”M”F%’%(R ) = a2 gy

= n
||f||F2%,L’2(R") ~ [f]WS’g(Rn)v

as long as s > 1/2.

Next we estimate

[wtimstipay< ([ ([T isonga) o)
Ri+1 R 0
(2.10) (/ </ yuhtl—Z—Sthy’idt>da;>”

n 0

< N oo ey Oy 1o oy e -
<1

Now it is sufficient to observe that by the maximum principle
Hﬂh”Loo(Ri“) < ”N”LC’O(R”)
to conclude together with (2.8) and (2.9) with
||:uaafHWS*1»%(Rn) ;5 [’u]W“”%(R”) [f]Ws’%(R") + HIU’HLOO(R")[JC]WS»%(R'!L)?
which finishes the proof of (i).

(ii) does not directly follow from (i). We first analyse the asymptotic behavior of uj. Note
that since W*n (R™) is reflexive, puy is weakly sequentially compact in W% . We shall see that
wi — 0 weakly in W' (R™). Indeed, take any weakly convergent subsequence, relabelled puy,
B — [ € WS’%(]R”). Let Bgr be the open ball of radius R > 0 centered at origin in R™. For
any R > 0, ux|B, is a bounded sequence in W*%(Bg) and hence by [14, Theorem 7.1], it
is precompact in L"/*(Bpg). Since the limit of convergent subsequences cannot be anything
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other than p|p,, we conclude that for each R > 0, p, — p strongly in L%(BR), and so for
some subsequence, pi,; converges almost everywhere in Bg to u. This implies that

1 C M:j ¥) _ pl) - uz(y)
jmoo |z —yl |z — yl*s

for almost every (z,y) € Br X Bg. On the other hand, [,ukj]ws,%(BR) < ['u’fj]ws’%(ﬂen) — 0 by
the main assumption, which implies, again up to a subsequence of py,, that the same limit
vanishes for almost every (z,y) € Br X Br. As a consequence p|p, must be constant for all
R > 0, and since p € wes (R™), we obtain that u = 0 is the unique weak accumulation point

of the original sequence px. We finally conclude that for all R > 0, ||u|l, = (Br) 0.

In order to prove (ii), we note that it is sufficient to assume f € C°(R™). Indeed, let

f; € C*°(R™) be such that [f; — f]WS,%(Rn) — 0. If
(211) kh_{& Hluk:aafjHWS*L%(Rn) = 07

as proved below, then
”,ukaaf”ws—l,%(Rn) S Hﬂkaa(f - f])|’W5717%(R”) + ”Mkaaf‘]stfl,%(Rn)y

converges to 0 too since because of (i) and the uniform boundedness of uy the first term on
the right hand side is arbitrarily small for large j.

Now we will prove (2.11). Let f € C2°(R") and assume that supp f lies in the open ball B,
in R™. Fix a smooth cut-off function n € CZ°(B,41) such that n =1 on B,. We observe that
for all k£ and for all ¢ € C°(R™)

)06 = [ @Sy = [ @y = [ duuo= [ oufus = ol

This implies pdyf = (nuk)0af and it is sufficient now to prove that
(212) i (p1)00 1 gy = 0

In order to do so, we have to analyse the sequence nu* and its harmonic extension (nu)" to
]RT’I. We have

k—o00

HWMkHL%(Rn) < H”?HLO"(R”)||Mk‘|L%(BP+1) — 07

and

[hk]yyrs 2 gy < Nl Low @y ltk] o2 ey + 2</

Bpt1

k—o0

S wly s oy + el L2 5, ) — 0

Now, following the first inequality in (2.10), applied to f and to the sequence nug, together
with (2.8) and (2.9), we can obtain :

||77/~Lkaaf||W5*1a%(Rn) r_\</ [Wﬂk]ws,%(Rn) [f]WS'%(R”) + H(n:uk)htl_%_sthHL%(R1+1)'
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Since [nﬂk]ws,% &™) koo, 0, we conclude the proof of the theorem once we can show

. h1—2—5 h o

For this, we observe that

[t~ *Df"

”L%(RiJrl) :5 [f]WS’%(]R”) < o0

and by the maximum principle
up || (945) | o iyty < SUP oo ny < o0
Let
G = ()"t 2| Df"].

Then we have
sup |Gl )] 3 052D (@, 0)] Vb € RIH
k

On the other hand, we have from the convergence nug — 0 in Ls (R™) that every subsequence

of nuy has a subsequence nuy; 7% 0 almost everywhere in R™. Since nuy are compactly
supported in B,;1, they belong to L'(R™) N L>(R") and hence the Poisson integral formula
(2.7) is valid. Now, the uniform boundedness of nuy in L (R™) and dominated convergence
applied to (2.7) imply that (nukj)h, and hence Gy, converge to 0 almost everywhere in RTFI.
By dominated convergence we then find

jlinolo HGk] HL%(RiJrl) = 0.

A standard argument now implies (2.13) and we can conclude the proof as (2.12) is shown. [

The following corollary is a local version of Proposition 2.5:

Corollary 2.6. Let n > 2 and 1/2 < s < 1. Assume that Q@ C R" is a bounded smooth
domain and f € W= ().

(i) Let p € Ws’%(Q) NL>®(Q). Then for any o € {1,...,n}, the product udsf is well-defined
as a distribution on Q and
”NachHWS*L%(Q) 3 [f]ws,%(g)([ﬂ]ws,%(g) + ”N”LC’O(Q))'

_ 1—s,-
n—s

Moreover, for any pn € C*°(2) and ¢ € Wy, (Q) we have
(2.14) 10 f[¢] = Oa fl1e)].

(ii) Let pj, € W55 (Q) N L2(Q) be such that

(2.15) sgp 1kl Lo (@) < 00 and kh_}ngo H“k”wsv%(ﬂ) = 0.

Then for any o € {1,...,n},

k—o0

H/‘kaafHstl,%(Q) — 0.

Remark 2.7. Note that a mere boundedness of ”NkHL%(Q) is no more sufficient for the local

version of Proposition 2.5-(ii) to be true. ux =1 is a trivial counter-ezample.
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Proof. Given f € W% (), p € W+ (Q) N L®(Q), we extend them to f,,& using a bounded
linear operator to the whole R™ and we consider the mollified sequence f. and fi.. By Propo-
sition 2.5 we have for any ¢ € C2°(£2), extended by 0 outside €2 to ¢ over R™,

/Q fedofit = [ 70ufid — 70 F13] a5 = > 0.
We define for ¢ € C°()
(2.16) 100 8] = fi0a (9],

which, in view of the fact that

[Alwsr@®n) 2 [Dlwer @),

A

satisfies the desired estimate in (i). Approximating f and ¢ in their respective spaces by
smooth sequences f, € C°(Q) and ¢ € C°(Q) and passing to the limit using the newly
established estimates on  yields (2.14).

As for (ii), the Proposition 2.5-(ii) is applicable to the extensions fix because of the assump-
tions in (2.15) since in that case ||fig||zoc(rn) are uniformly bounded and we have

~ k—
H/LkHW&%(Rn) r_\</ H/LkHW&%(Q) == 0.

This impies (ii) as formulated.

Note that a diagonal argument and part (ii) also prove the independence of the definition
from the choice of extensions. O

Corollary 2.8. Let n > 2 and  C R" be a bounded smooth domain or @ = R". Assume
that 1/2 < s <1, g€ W b5(Q), u € WH5(Q)NL®(Q), Then the product ug is well-defined
as a distribution on Q and

H/J/gHWS*L%(Q) 3 ”gHWS*L%(Q)([N]W&%(Q) + HNHL“’(Q))’
Moreover, if ju, € W% (Q) N L®(Q) with

klinolo ”/’”CHW-S»%(Q) =0 if @ # R"
sllipHNkHLoo(Q) < oo and SngNRHL%(Rn) < 00 and kli_}ngo[uk]ws,%(w) =0 otherwise,

then

k—o0

H:quHstl,%(Q) — 0.

Remark 2.9. When Q =R", 1/2 < s <1 and g belongs to the larger space Ws_l’%(]R”) the
product pg can be defined as an element of Ws_l’%(}R") and its continuity shown based on [44,
Theorem 4.6.2/2|, where the Triebel-Lizorkin theory of spaces and the notion of paraproducts
are used. Another proof can be given through duality based on [6, Lemma 6]. Indeed, for
1/2<s<lletl<t=n/s<o0,0<f8=(1-3)/s<1,1<p=n/(n—23s)<o0, and
1<r=n/(n—1) < oo, and note that
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Hence, [6, Lemma 6] implies that for all ¢ € Wl_s’%(Rn):
0
10001 gy = Ml ey 0l g+ 2 g 0 I 2

2s—1

] (1 e e )||¢HWH,&(M

Now it is sufficient to define for g € Ws_l’%(]R”):
ugld] := gludl,

and we obtain the estimate

45—1 1—s 1—s
e~ 1y (2 S 1 e 7 IO

by duality.

Proof. If Q@ = R", in view of (2.4), it suffices to apply Proposition 2.5 to components of
= DARng, if necessary by approximating ¢ in W* 1% (R™) by a sequence of C2°(R™)
functions. If € is a bounded smooth domain, we fix an extension operator ¢ — § from
Ws=L5(Q) into W5~ LP(R™), and an n € C°(R") such that 7 = 1 on . We have

H77§||st1,%(Rn) 3 Hg||WS*17%(Rn) N ||gHWS*1’%(Q) < ||gHWS*1%(Q)

Hence 1§ € W*~1% (R") is a bounded extension of g to the whole R” and for any extension
fi € W< N L®(R™) of p, the product ji(ng) is well-defined. We let ug[¢] := (i(ng))[¢] for
all ¢ € C°(Q). We can now argue as in the proof of Corollary 2.6 in order to establish
the properties of the distributional product pg and its independence from the choice of the
extension operators or 7. ([l

3. A PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Our reasoning for proving Proposition 3.2 is a combination of the arguments used in the proofs
of [42, Proposition 1.1] and [35, Theorem 1.3]. First, analogous to [35, Proposition 7.1], we
show that given the proper fractional Sobolev regularity, the degree formula is valid for f:

Lemma 3.1. Assume Q C R? is an open smooth bounded set, or Q = R?, s > 2/3 and
f e W2¥s 0 CO%Q,R?). For any Q € Q and any g € C°(R2\ £(8Q)), one has

/ o(y) deg(f, ;) dy = / Jac(f)g o f].
R2 Q

In particular, if Jac(f) > 0, then deg(f,ﬁ;y) s nonnegative whenever it is well-defined and
moreover:

(3.1) Yy e )\ £(09) deg(f,Qy) > 1

since the degree must be positive for such y.

By definition Jac(f) > 0 if for all non-negative ¢ € C2°(Q2), Jac(f)[¢] > 0, unless ¢ = 0.
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Proof. Consider the mollified functions f. := f % . € C*°(Q,R?), as defined in Section 2.2.
Since f. converges locally uniformly to f, similar as in [35, Proposition 7.1] we have

deg(f,y) = deg(f-.Qy)  for all y € suppg;
[ (a0 ) det VEydz = [ gl dea(se. B

R
for small enough . So it suffices to show that

(3.2) /~ (9o f=(2)) det V f=(z) dz — Jac(f)[g o f] as e — 0.
But the left-hand side of Eq. (3.2) equals Jac(f:)[g o f:], which converges to Jac(f)[g o f] by
Lemma 8.1. This proves Eq. (3.2), and hence the assertion follows. O

Next we show that if further Jac(f) = 0 and curl f = 0, then the image f(€2) is of zero measure.
In view of [32, Corollary 1.1.2] and [13, Proposition 2.1], it follows that f is either locally
constant around a point or constant in segments joining the boundary of £ on both sides.
The local Holder regularity C%%/2 is a straightforward consequence of the Fubini theorem for
fractional Sobolev spaces [44, 2.3.4/2] and the Sobolev embedding Theorem in one dimensions
[14, Theorem 8.2] after the application of the local bilipschitz change of variable introduced in
[13, Lemma 2.11]. The little Holder regularity follows in view of density of smooth mappings

in Ws’g(R) for s > 0. This will conclude the proof of Theorem 2.

Proposition 3.2. Let Q, s, and f be as in the assumptions of Theorem 2. Then f(Q2) has
zero Lebesgue measure. In particular it has empty interior.

Proof. Without loss of generality and by considering compactly contained subsets of ) we
can assume that € is bounded and smooth. Following Kirchheim [31] and as in the arguments
Pakzad [42, Lemma 2.1] and Li-Schikorra [36, Theorem 1.6], consider the auxiliary maps

(33) f(é)(xvy) = f(xay) + 6(_y7'x)—r'

Let 2 € Q be an open set. Since @) — f uniformly as & \, 0, there exists a number , small
enough such that

Hf f ||Co < K.

One may choose 0, to be decreasing in k. As a consequence, f (§~2) lies in the k-neighbourhood
of f©)(Q). Thus

L2(FAFOI@)) < Cr?
for some constant C' depending only on Q. Therefore, by sending x — 0, we may infer that

(3.4) lim £2(F0(©)) = £2(f().

On the other hand, once again by setting f. := f * p. and fe(é) (z,y) := fo(z,y) + 0(—y,2) T,
we note that £ is the W*2/5limit of fa(é) and hence for all ¢ € C°(Q):

Jac( f[o] = limy [ det(V )0 = imy [ qer(v i)+ [ %= [ 2.
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where we used the facts that curl f- = 0 and Jac(f) = 0. We deduce that Jac(f®) = 62 > 0.
Note that by [36, Theorem 1.1] f(®) is continuous.

We take a nondecreasing sequence of nonnegative g, € C2°(R2\ f(9) (85)) converging pointwise

to XR2\f( ) (68)" Applying Lemma 3.1 and the monotone convergence theorem we have

deg(f©,Qy)dy = lim | gi(y)deg(fD, Qy)dy = lim [ (g o f0)6?
k—oo JR2 k—oo J§
= L2 (Q\ (FO) (D (0) < 62%(9).
For any z € Q, we let B, € Q be a disk centered at z in a manner that f(®) € W*2/5(9B,).
This is possible by the Fubini theorem for fractional Sobolev spaces, which is a well-known

fact, see [49] in view of [1, Lemma 7.68]. A similar proof recently appeared in [36, Lemma
2.2]; for other proofs see [44, Theorem 2.3.4/2] or [45, Lemma 2.6]. Now, Theorem 5 yields

L£? (f(‘s) (0B)) = 0. Therefore, applying (3.1) and (3.5) to Q = B, we have:

£2(f(6)(Bx)) - /]RZ Xf(“)(Bz) :/]R

< / deg(f(‘;),Bm;y)dy < 622 (Bm)
R2\f(®)(0By)

(3.5) /uv\f@(aﬁ)

X

It follows by (3.4) that for all z € Q, £L2(f(B;)) = 0. The conclusion follows. O

4. MOLLIFYING W1+52/$ [SOMETRIC IMMERSIONS

Given an isometric immersion u € I+ (€2, R3) on a bounded smooth domain 2 C R? | with
s > 1/2, We will study the geometry of a sequence of mollified mappings u. := u * ¢.. One
difficulty is that the mapping u. is not isometric anymore, and a priori might fail to be an
immersion. We will also need to define the Gauss map 7i¢ by the formula

O1ue A O

T O1ue A Ooue|”

—E

But 7 is well-defined only if |d1u; A dyuc|(z) # 0 for ae. z € Q. Actually, for 7° to be
smooth we need a uniform lower bound on |0y u. A 2u.|; in other words we need that u,. is an
immersion at least for small enough ¢ > 0, a fact that is true but by no means trivial. This is
the subject of the following lemma, which also discusses the behavior of the pull-back metric
induced by ue, i.e.:

0° = (Vu) T Ve, = ule.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q@ C R? be a bounded smooth domain, 0 < s < 1 and u € IHS’%(Q,R?’).
Let Q € Q. Then there exists eg > 0 such that for all 0 < & < &g,

~ 1
(4.1) Ve € Q  |01ue A Ooue|(z) = \/det g& > 3

and as a consequence g¢ is a Riemannian metric, u. : Q — R3 is a smooth immersion on
and the unit normal 7i° and the second fundamental form 113; := O;juc - 1i° are well-defined.
Moreover, the following statements hold true
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(1) lim [lg” —efl o) = 0.
(ii) gl_% ”(95)—1 - e”(jO(ﬁ) =0.
() lo® — el 3 ) < o(=") and [Vl 3 +19(6%) 7,2 ) < o).
() 19"~ el 1. < 0(6™) and for k> 1, V4] 3 o < ole® )
() T lg" ~ el 5, = O

Remark 4.2. W*3 barely fails to embed in L™ in two dimensions and the C° convergence
of the metrics g%, which is a key feature of the statement, is not trivial.

Proof. Consider the smooth manifold
0(2,3) == {AcR¥>?: ATA=1d},

and note that if u € Il+8’§(Q), then Vu € O(2,3) a.e. in . We claim that the Jacobian
derivatives Vu. of the mollified sequence u. are uniformly close to O(2,3) on Q. Note that

W“’%(Q) does not embed in L*°(2) and so Vu, are not necessarily uniformly close to Vu.

Lacking an L estimate, the main idea is to use the approach of Schoen and Uhlenbeck [46]
and to apply the standard BMO estimate

IVue = Vullppo < [[Vu = Vaul 2,

on small balls around a point z € Q. See also [8, Section I.1] for a discussion of this topic
and its applications in a larger context and [5] regarding its application in approximating
fractional Sobolev mappings into manifolds.

Indeed, applying Lemma 2.4 we have for all = € Qand e < dist(ﬁ, o0):

n

dist (Ve (1), 0(2,3))]* < ]{B | I7() ~ V)] dy < o),

where

dist(Vue(z),0(2,3)) == Aegl(g 3 |Vue(z) — A,

and |A| denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of a matrix A. Let A(z) € O(2,3) be the matrix
for which the infimum is attained. Therefore
llg° — eHco(ﬁ) = sup |(Vue(2)) Vue(z) — 1d| = sup |(Vu) TV, — AT A|(z) < o(1),
€N e

which proves (i). In particular, since |0;u. A daus| = v/det g° we also obtain
: _ o - o
glir(l]\||81u€/\82u€| 1”00(9) —ilg(l)”x/detg 1”(}0(9) =0.

This establishes (4.1). The statements (ii) follows by straightforward calculations using the

above uniform estimates. Since Vu, stays uniformly bounded in Loo(ﬁ), applying Lemma 2.1(ii)
to the sequence V2u, yields (iii). Finally (iv) and (v) follow respectively from the commutator
estimate Lemma 2.1(iii) and Corollary 2.3 since

(Vu)I'Vu) % p. = exp. =¢ in Q
for all & < dist(€2, 99). O



FRACTIONAL SOBOLEV ISOMETRIC IMMERSIONS OF PLANAR DOMAINS 19

We can therefore define the second fundamental form of g* on Q by

(42) II;:] = aijus 7.

Also, remember that for any Riemannian metric g € ngxn% ., its Christoffel symbols are defined
by

1
Lij(8) = 56" (08m; + 038im — Omls);

with the Einstein summation convention, where g™ are the components of g~'. We define
therefore the tensor I'® by:

l le . _
re.= [Fi;]i,j,lé{l,2}7 sz = Fi](g€)7
2

. . 1, 1
with the usual convension |I'*| := ( Z ]FZ.].E]Q)Q.

i,,l=1
Corollary 4.3. Let Q,fNZ,s and u be as in Lemma 4.1. Then
() I 2 ) < (™) and L]y 2 ) < C

Ws 1, (Q)
(11) ||FEHL%(§) < 0(528_1) and HVF€||L% - < 0(625—2),

@) =

> 1 . e -0
(iii) If s > 5, then gl_%HF | =0

WQ.s 1, 1 (Q)
Proof. (i) follows from Lemma 2.1(ii) applied to V2u. and from Corollary 2.6 with the estimate

HH€H i@ = < (HﬁeHLoo(ﬁ) + [ﬁe]ws,%(ﬁ))[vuf]ws,%(ﬁ) <C,
where the uniform bounds on 7i. are obvious from (4.1) and the similar bounds on Vu,.
Applying Lemma 4.1(iii)-(iv) we obtain (ii) on :
=l 2 < @) Mzl 1 < o(e*7h),

and
IV 1 < [IV(g7)™ 1H 2 [Ve©ll, 2 +I(g7)" 1||L°<>||V2£l€\| < o(e*7?).

1
Interpolating these two estimates similar as in Corollary 2.3 yields (iii). g

Our next statements regard the asymptotic behavior of detII®, which enjoys a better than
expected convergence due to its almost Jacobian determinant structure, and of curl II®:

Proposition 4.4. Let Q,Q,u be as in Lemma 4.1 with s > 1/2. Then for all ¢ € 030(?2)

| [@et1re] < o DIVel o o+ oDlol

Proof. By [22, Equations (2.1.2)] and the Gauss equation [22, Equations (2.1.7)] we have on

Q:
detII° = R2121 (ge) — gim(alrgge _ azr + Fm EFS E Fgr;,srgf)

= 91(97,T55°) — Ba(97,T51%) + O(IT°[?)
= 2012075 — 011959 — 522911 +0(r*?)
= —curlTcurl g° + O(|T¢)?).
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Hence, using the embedding of Wzs_l’%(Rz) into L*(R?) and Corollary 4.3(iii) for s > 1 we
obtain:

‘/ﬁ(detlls)gb‘ ;j/ﬁ‘(curchurl g%‘+HF€H2LQ@H¢HLOO@)

3| [eua) v+ 02 1
= ~
V5712, 1961, 2 g + 000 >H¢um>,
which concludes the proof in view of Lemma 4.1(iii). O

Proposition 4.5. Let Q,ﬁ,u be as in Lemma 4.1 with % <s< 1.
(4.3) |05, — 4115, HLI(Q <o(l) fori=1,2.

Remark 4.6. An L' estimate for curlll® is not enough for a Hodge decomposition for 1I¢,
hence a better than L' estimate is crucial for completing the same proof as in [13] for our
main theorem. We will hence adapt a new approach as explained in the following section.

Proof. The Codazzi-Mainardi equations [22, Equation (2.1.6)] for the immersion u. read

OIIE, — 15, = 115, Tl — 115,00

—_

Now since s > %, 5 <8 i= % < s, the embedding

N

WE (R2) — W

implies that u € 3 7(Q,R3). Applying Corollary 4.3(i) for s and Corollary 4.3(ii) for s’
yields for any ¢ € C2°(Q),

19215y — DTG || 1gy SITENL 2 6 TSI 3, o < 0(e57 o€ ™1) = o(1). O

Ls(Q | L5 (Q)
5. SECOND FUNDAMENTAL FORM FOR W1¥%2/$ [SOMETRIC IMMERSIONS FOR 3 < s < 1

Given an isometric immersion v € I, loc it (€2, R3) and a bounded smooth domain Q € Q, with

s > 1/2, we shall define a weak notion of the second fundamental form II as a distribution
in WeL? (€, g[( )) In order to apply the results of Section 4, note that for a § > 0 small
enough Q € Q5 € Qys € Qand u € s (Q25,R3), where Q5 := {z € R? : dist(x,Q) < 6}.

The second fundamental form of a given immersion w : 0 — R3 in the chart defined by u
itself is expressed by the product

(5.1) Hij = 82']"& . ﬁ,

where for all € Q, fi(z) is the unit normal to the immersed surface u(Q) at u(z). Under

our regularity assumptions, and since by the isometry condition for a.e. z € Q we have
|0iu(x)| = 1, we have Vu € L®(2,R3*2), and so the unit normal

(5.2) 7t = O1u A Dou € W 0 Lo(9).
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-1,2 ~ T
On the other hand, 0;;u € Wlic "5 (©,R?), and could be a mere distribution. However, the
existence of the distributional product II;; under these regularity assumptions is justified by
Proposition 2.5. To summarize we state the following definition:

2
Definition 5.1. Let Q C R? be an open set and u € Illots’s(Q,R?’) with % < s < 1. Then,
through Proposition 2.5, we may define its (weak) second fundamental form

s—1,2
II = 11(u) =[] jeqir € W (9,80(2)),
by (5.1), namely,

3
—»k
=) (i 0u")|

k=1

1—s,i
for all p € Wy 727°(Q) with supp ¢ € Q.

2<s<1 and u € I ’S(Q,R?’). For all

73 loc

Proposition 5.2. Let Q C R? be an open set
bounded smooth domain 2 € )

ed smooth & =
) tim 17 = 7l 2 g = O

(ii) lim |[TT° —IT| . =0.
e—0 w

LE@)

Proof. Note that for any subsequence, we can always find a subsequence of Vu. converging
point-wise to Vu and that Vu. are uniformly L°°-bounded in €. Hence, a straightforward
norm calculation and dominated convergence theorem implies (i). To show (ii), we write
3 3 3
II;:] - IIZ] = Z ﬁa’k(‘)iju]; - ﬁk(‘)”uk = ﬁa’k(&] - —|— Z ek — _; ’U,k,
k=1 k=1 k=1

—e,1 —’5,2’ ﬁa,i’)

where 71 = (7", 7l ). Now in view of (i), the convergence of each summing term in the

Ws_l’g(ﬁ) norm follows in order from the first and second parts of Corollary 2.6. O

An immediate conclusion of Proposition 4.5 is the following statement regarding the second
fundamental form of © when s > %:

1+s,2 ~ . .
Lemma 5.3. Let % <s<landuc€ Ilots’s (Q,R3). Assume that Q € Q is a simply connected

bounded smooth domain and let I1 be as in Definition 5.1. Then there exists f € Ws’%(ﬁ,]W)
such that Il = V f in the sense of distributions.

Proof. An immediate consequence of Proposition 4.5 is that curl II satisfies the Codazzi equa-
tions in the sense of distributions, i.e. curlll = 0:

(53) 821111 - 811112 =0 and 821121 - 811122 =0 in D/(ﬁ(g)

Let us consider a direct regularisation of the second fundamental form II. With II defined as
in Definition 5.1, we set

(5.4) 1L :=IT* . € C™(Q;91(2)).
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Here II, — II in Ws_l’g(ﬁ(;) as € — 0. The order of convolution and differentiation can be
interchanged, so II. satisfies (5.3) in D’ (ﬁ) for € < 8. Therefore, since € is simply-connected,
there exists f& € C°°(Q,R?) such that II. = Vf¢. By standard elliptic regularity theory
we may choose f¢ to be convergent to some f in W*3. Since II; converges only in a very
weak norm, and we must be careful that the traces of the solutions are well-defined on the
boundary, hereby we justify these estimates.

In order to find the sequence f¢, we first solve for

AIL =11, in O
curlll, =90, I1-7— 90, 11-v =0 on 0N
II-vr=0 on 0f)

where v and 7 := v are respectively the outward normal and tangential fields to o). Note

that the above system is a basic elliptic system discussed at length in the literature of elliptic
systems for differential forms, see e.g. [47, Lemma 1.6.5]. However, from another point of
view, if we flatten the boundary the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions decouple
and so there is no problem in directly applying the theory of elliptic equations. By [44,

Theorem 3.4.3/3(i)], I, satisfies the estimate

11 _ =
ey gy SN, e <

Taking the curl ~of the equation, we note that curl I~IE is harmonic and vanishes on the bound-
ary, hence curlll, = 0 in 2. Now we use the identity

VdivIl, — Al = — V' curl I1,
to deduce that f¢ := div IL. satisfies V f¢ =1lI. with the estimate

&€
”f ”Ws,%(ﬁ W1+s,%(§) ~

Therefore f€ converges in the sense of distributions to some f € Wes (ﬁ) satisfying V f = 1L
O

6. DEVELOPABILITY OF COMPONENTS AND Cl’g—REGULARITY

2
’s

Theorem 4. Let Q C R? be a bounded smooth domain and assume that u € Illots (Q,R3)

with % < s < 1. Then for each m € {1,2,3}, the component u"™ satisfies
Jac(Vu'™) = 0 in D'(Q)

and as a consequence i cl’%-regular and developable by Theorem 2.

Proof. The argument follows closely that of [13, Theorem 3|. Let us fix m € {1,2,3} and set

s

g:=Vu"eW,

2
’s

(Q,R?).

oc
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Let Q € Q. For § > 0 small enough we have u € IHS’%(Q(;,R?’). For ¢ < 4 we let u. be the
mollified sequence of immersions with the properties discussed in Section 4. Note that by [22,
Equation (2.1.3)] we have

(6.1) Oijul = T Opul + I,

1,

Obviously g. = Vu" and hence for all ¢ € CZ°(9):
/~ Jac(g:)¢ = /~ det(V?u")¢ = / det(T€ - V™ + ITF7=™)
Q Q Q

= / det (1) (™) ¢ +/ det(T'® - Vul")¢o +/ oI cof (€ - Vul') g
Q Q Q
=17+ 15+ I5.

We claim that as € — 0 the limit of each term [ ]5 is 0, which will complete the proof as Jac(g)
is the distributional limit of Jac(g.) [36, Lemma 1.3]. By Proposition 4.4

£ 2s—1 —e,m —e,m 2 ~
151 < 0@ (170l 1, o + 1991, 11, o )+ o0 iy

2s—1 —e,m _ 2s—1 ~
<o VA, 1 o 0l + oIV 1 o+ oDl ey

However note for s > % the embedding

IVttell a2, o 3 IV tell

2 . =<1,
lfs(Q) WS’S(Q ~

)
Therefore applying Lemma 2.1(ii) to Vu,. and in view of (4.1) we obtain

HVﬁe’mHLﬁ(ﬁ) < 0(62(1_5)_1) < 0(61_25).

We conclude for I that

€ _ 2s—1
1] < oW1l oo i) + 0l )HV(bHLﬁ@) — 0.

Now, regarding I5 observe that Vu, is uniformly bounded in L*° and as previously observed
we can obtain by the embedding of W21 into L?, through Corollary 4.3(iii):

5] 31012, 5,19 ey = 00

Finally, to finish the proof of our claim, we estimate once again similar as in Proposition 4.5

2
gl < & (3 (3 13 ~ —
BRIl < I3 g [T, 3 o Wlmy <o), fors>3. D

7. DEVELOPABILITY

We already know by Theorem 4 that each component of v is independently developable and
has the required regularity. What remains to be shown is that the constancy segments and
regions of the developability are the same for the three components.

Let  be any smooth bounded domain supported in €2 and let f be defined as in Lemma 5.3.
We first claim that any such f is developable.

Proposition 7.1. Let Q. €, s,u, f be as in Lemma 5.3. Then Jac(f) = 0 in D'(Q). In
particular since V f =11 is symmetric, the conclusions of Theorem 2 hold true for f.
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Proof. We will once again use Equation (6.1), but this time we will directly pass to the limit
as € — 0. Applying Corollary 2.8 in view of Proposition 5.2, we note that

II,75™ — ;™ in D'(Q) as e — 0.
Also, Corollary 4.3(iii) implies that the first term in the right hand side of (6.1) converges
to 0 in D'(2). Since J;ju. converges to d;;u, we conclude with the following identity for any
pair 7,5 € {1,2}:

&jum = Hijﬁm.

Letting g,, := Vu", this identity reads
(7.1) Vgm ="l =a"Vf.

Note that f, g, € ng(ﬁ) and 7 € W3 N L>°(Q). Hence Theorem 3 yields that for any
¢ € C(Q)
Jac(gm)[g] = Jac(f)[(7™)¢)].
On the other hand by Theorem 4 we have Jac(g,,) = 0, therefore for all ¢ € 030(5)
3

3 3
Jac(f)[¢] = Jac(£)[D_ (A™)>¢] = > Jac(f)[(A™)°¢] = > Jac(gm)[¢] = 0. O

m=1

We gomplete the proof of Theorem 1. We have shown that f is continuous, and for any
x € €, it is either constant around x, or it is constant along the connected component of the
intersection of a line passing through x with Q. By [13, Corollary 2.9 and Lemma 2.10], for

any x € Q there exists a disk B, 3 z in Q and Lipschitz unit vector field 77 on B, such that
for all ¢ € C°(By)

(VF) - [i] = /B Fdiv() = 0.

Note that the vector field 77 determines the constancy directions for f. We claim that for each
m and for all ¢ € C°(By)

(7.2) div(y)Vu'™ = 0.
By

We remark that proving this claim and applying [13, Lemma 2.10 and Proposition 2.1] yields
the desired simultaneous constancy of Vu'™ along the segments defined by 77 and completes
the proof of our main theorem.

To prove (7.2), first note that by Proposition 5.2-(i) and Corollary 2.6 we obtain

—E, M —»m —
hm H Vf fostl,%(ﬁ) = 07

which implies through (2.14)
(@Y )] = Um(7="V f)[yi] = hm V f - {757 )] = 0.

Combined with (7.1) we obtain that for m = 1,2,3

/ div()gm = (Vgm) - [07l] = @V f) - [if] = 0,

x

which establishes (7.2) as claimed.
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8. DISTRIBUTIONAL JACOBIAN DETERMINANT BEHAVES LIKE A DETERMINANT

In this section we will prove Theorem 3. We first gather some known preliminary results
regarding the statement of the theorem.

8.1. Preliminaries. The following useful lemmas are well-known facts. They can be derived
via a tedious argument based on Littlewood-Paley theory and paraproducts [48] which ex-
tends an earlier work on the limiting case s = 1 by [9]. Much more elegant proofs can be
achieved following [7] based on the harmonic extension, see also [4], and we refer to [34] for
generalizations.

Lemma 8.1 (Distributional Jacobian). Let n > 2, Q C R™ be a bounded smooth domain or
s)n L
Q =R". Assume that =1 < s<1, f € WS (Q,RY), ¢ € VV(1 = (Q). Then
Jac(f)[y] := lim Jac(fy)[¢x]

is well-defined as a distribution in W™=1: %, where fi, € C*(Q) and ¢ € C(Q) are any
two sequences of functions converging to f and 1 in their respective norms.
See, e.g., [36, Lemma 1.3] for a proof.

Lemma 8.2. [34, Theorem 3.2] Letn > 1, \,g € Wn7_+L1’"+1(}R") and ¢ € C(R™, \"%(R")).
Then

LﬁA@Aw4iwwﬂﬂmmﬂwwﬂﬂﬂwquﬁﬁ%mw
In particular, by the Stokes theorem for differential forms, and by choosing suitable test forms
¢ we have the following estimates for the components:

W7L+1 n— 1(Rn)

8.2. A determinant estimate.

Proposition 8.3. For any | ke {0,...,n} and ¢ € C(R™), scalar functions a;j € Wn7_+L1’"+1(]R”)
and 1-forms B € W T (R“ ALR™),

(da1/\.../\dak/\ﬁkﬂ/\.../\ﬁn)gb‘

‘ n

n

3 (Il + o )f[ o TT 18, e

1 n+1 .
T2

j=k+1

Remark 8.4. The proposition is indeed a determinant estimate:
‘/ det(Val,...,Vak,BkH,...,Bn)gb‘
k n

j(H‘Zﬁ”LC’O + [‘b]w%ﬂ,nﬂ) H[aj]W#I,'rH»l H [Bj]W%%’iéﬂ

j=1 j=k+1

for scalar functions and vector fields of appropriate reqularity.
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Proof. This can be proven by the tedious arguments in [48] using Littlewood-Paley decompo-
sition and paraproducts. Instead we follow an argument inspired by [7], with the adaptations
from [34] (see also [28]). Let a”, 8", #" be the harmonic extensions of the corresponding
forms or vectors to R’}FH.

/ (day A ... Ndag A\ Brs1 A ... A\ Bp)d
R

:/ d((da?/\...Adag/\ﬁgﬂA.../\ﬁﬁ)qsh).
Ry

Since dd = 0 we find

/n(dal/\...dak/\BkH/\.../\Bn)(b‘

n
(81) P> /Rnﬂ Day| - |Dag|Bis| - DB |BL]|¢"]
l=k+1" "+
* /R [Daf| ... |Dap||Bg sl . 18311 D"
»

Recall that for the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function M

(8.2) | (@, 6)] 3 Mf(2),

and for s € (0,1),

e ([ ([T sv)ac)”

See, e.g., [34, 28]. Therefore from Hoélder inequality and Sobolev embeddings we obtain for
the first terms in (8.1):

/RTI Dl \Dal|Bl] .. DAY 182"
k
1Ml (TTNDP s ey 88 Do gy - UDBE gt g - B sy
lk 1
Ml oo (TTlal s ) Bl o oge - B g - B

l

n

=1
k
3N Mo (T Tardy s ) TT 18] acp o

=1 l=k+1
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which is bounded as required in view of (8.2). The last term in (8.1) is estimated in the same
manner through a Holder estimate:

[Dail- ... |Dap||Bial - |84l De"]
Rn+1

+

<||D¢ ||Ln+1 (R H ||Dal ||Ln+1(R"+1 H ||51 ||Ln+1 (R

I=k+1
k n
j[(ﬁ]wﬁf n+1 H[al]wﬁpnﬂ H [BI]W% ntl U

8.3. Hodge decomposition.

Proposition 8.5. Assume that A € W= 0 L>*(R™) and g € W#’"H(R";R"). Then
we can decompose

Adg = da + 8,
such that

[AllLee +

[a]W#I’n+l(Rn) I—\<I < [)\]Wn7_‘ﬁ17n+1(R7l)) [g]Wn7_‘h’n+1(R7l)7

[B]WZ—;},ﬁg—l(Rn) /_5 [A]W%ﬂ’n+1(Rn)[g]W#’n+1(R”)'

Proof. On R" we let w := Agn(Adg). Hence
Apnw = (dd" + d*d)w = Adg.
Set a := d*w and S := d*dw. Observe that
Apndw = dAgnw = d(Adg);
that is,
B =ddw= d*ARn (d(\dyg)) .
Therefore in view of a component-wise application of (2.4) and Lemma 8.2 we have

[/8] n—1 n+1 —< ”d()\dg)” n 1 _1, n+1

WnFl 2 (Re) 7 (R
= [d(dg)| Q%Ww
N P\]W,LH L Ry [Q]Wm,nH(Rn)-
Moreover,
Agna = d*Apnw = d*(A\dg),
so again

a = Apid*(\dg).

Using (2.4) as before and Proposition 2.5, we obtain as claimed

@y 1 ey S TN s gy 3 (I + Wyt gy ) [ st gy O
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Proposition 8.6. Assume that A € W1 0 L(R") and f € Wit "L (R R"). Then
we can decompose

Aedfe — (Mdf)e = da® + ¢

such that
: €
L [0y sy = 0
hm [ﬁa] n—1 n+1 = 0
e—0 WrFD " (R7)

Proof. Our arguments are similar to those for Proposition 8.5. First we consider
0. ~ O
< Hd()\galf6 A df)H 2,m4

+ d(redf = xdf)|| -

72 (Rn) n+1v£§—1(Rn)
+ a0 = 0N - 2ot

=: I, + II. + IIL..
In view of Lemma 8.2, we find that

L+ 1L = [[dAed(fe = D)y g+ (O = Naf)]] -

n+1
me'T(Rn) m’T(Rn)

t—\<.z [)\a]Wn7_<ﬁ1’n+1(R7l)[fa - f]W#I,'rH»l(Rn) + [)\8 - )\]WTLLH’n+1(R”)[f]Wn7_<h'7l+1(R7l)
e—0
— 0.

In addition, we use Lemma 8.2 once again to deduce that d(Adf) € W~ Coi (]R”) Thus
the convolution converges:

L = |[d(Adf) = (d(AdF))

—0
500,

+1
W~ n+1 gt (R™)

Putting together the convergence results for I., II., and IIl., we arrive at

(83) lim 4Ot — (Aar),)

__2_ mntl =0.
W™ ntl 2 (Rn)

Now we proceed as in Proposition 8.5. We first solve on R":
Arnw® = (dd* 4+ d*d)w® = \odfe: — (Adf)e,
and then set a® := d*w® and B¢ := d*dw®. Observe that
Apndw® = dAgnw® = d(Acdfe — (Ndf)e).

That is,
B = d*dw® = d*Ags (d(Adf- — (Mdf).)) .
So, with (2.4) and (8.3) we find that
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Moreover, we have
Agrna® = d*Agnw® = d*(Aodfe — (Adf)e),
SO
a® = Agad*(Aedfs — (Adf)2).
Once again (2.4) yields

[aE]anﬁl»"Jrl(Rn) :j H)\adfa - ()‘df)EHW#I*L"+1(Rn)
S e = M g2 gy 1O = Ay 20051 g

We will use Proposition 2.5 repeatedly throughout the rest of the proof. Observe that \df €
Wt L R g0

e—0

”()‘df)a - )‘df”wﬁfl,nﬂ — 0.

(R™)
On the other hand,
”)‘Edfﬁ - )‘df”W#I*LnJrl(Rn) < ”()‘8 - )‘)df]|’WnLH*L”+1(Rn) + ”)\Ed(fa - f)HWJ—il*lv”*l(Rn)'

The former term tends to zero as € — 0. For the latter term, we have

H)‘ad(fa - f)HWanLnH(Rn) ,—5 (”)‘EHL"O + [)\a]W#I,nH(Rn)) [fa - f]WnLH,nH(Rn)’

which again tends to zero. O

8.4. Proof of Theorem 3.

Proof. Fix ¢ € C°(Q2). We want to show that
Jac(f)[¢] — Jac(g)[\"¢] = 0.

We first boundedly extend g, A on the whole R", keeping the same names for convenience.
We define F' := A\Vg as a distribution in R”, which is well-defined by Proposition 2.5. Note
that for all n € C2°(Q), extending 1 by 0 outside € to 7, we obtain by (1.1) in view of (2.16):

Fli] =V fn].

Fix an open set Qe containing supp ¢. For € small enough, F. := F * ¢. coincides with
V fe on £ and hence applying Lemma 8.1 we have

Jac(f)[¢] = lim / det(VL.)p = lim | det(F.)é,
e—0 Q e—0 Rn

where ¢ is extended by 0 outside {2 to R™. Also, mollifying ¢ and A and once again applying
Lemma 8.1 we obtain

Jac(g)[\"¢] = gi_%/ﬂdet(Vga))\?(b = ;1_1)% - det(Vg:) A2 o,
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since \Z¢ — \"¢ in Wéé

Jac(f)[¢] — Jac(g)[\"¢]
— lim <det(FE) —det()\€Vg€))¢: lim <det(()\Vg)€) —det()\EVgE)>¢

=00 [pn e—=00 [pn

—s)n

(©). Therefore we have

=3 [ (hedgt ne A xg ™ A [ = Aedg?] A () A8 ("))
]:1 n

In view of the Sobolev embedding
W (R") < Wt "R,

for s > 2=, and the fact that the distributional identity in the bigger space implies the one
n

in the smaller space, we can assume that s = ;75. For each entry of the form (Adg')- and
Aedgl, we shall apply Hodge decomposition as in Proposition 8.5. To the difference term
(Adg?): — Aedgl we apply Hodge decomposition as in Proposition 8.6. We then obtain terms

of the form:
/ (daf A ... Ndag A Biyi Ao ABG) @,

where each a5 and f7 is bounded in its corresponding semi-norm. Note that, fixing ¢, the
estimates in Proposition 8.3 are still valid for the above integral since by construction we
can approximate each aj (resp. ﬁj) in its semi-norm by a sequence of scalar functions in

Wt "M (R) (resp. 1-forms in W%’%H(R",/\I(R")). Therefore, to conclude, we use

Proposition 8.3: one of the term a5 or one of 35 converges to zero (since it comes from
the difference term), in the corresponding norm, thanks to Proposition 8.6, while the other

terms are bounded by Proposition 8.5. So we obtain the claim by taking £ — 0. O

APPENDIX I. A PROOF OF PROPOSITION 7.1 FOR s > 2/3

As a tangential note, in this section we will sketch how a slightly weaker statement than
Proposition 7.1 can be obtained without using Theorem 3. This hence provides another proof
of Theorem 1, but only for s > 2/3. Hereby, we would like to highlight the importance of
Theorem 3 in completing our proof for the critical case s = 2/3.

We begin first by the following observation. As a corollary of the gained regularity u € A3
in Theorem 4, we can improve some of the estimates of previous sections and prove:

Proposition I.1. Let Q C R? be a bounded smooth domain, % <s<landuc IHS’%(Q,R?’).
Let 0 € [0,1]. For all Q € Q

: € 5(146)—1

() ], 3 < (30471,

s € s(1+6)—1
(i) 9], g gy < 0+,

Proof. The estimates are obtained by interpolating the estimates in Corollary 4.3 with a new
set of estimates obtained through ¢%2 regularity in the same manner; see [13, Equations (4.4)
and (4.8)]. We will leave the details to the reader. O
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An immediate corollary is the following better than L'-estimate for curl II°. As we previously
explained in Remark 4.6, this is the missing link for following the steps of [13] in proving our
main theorem. We can now obtain this estimate only for the super-critical values of s > 2/3.

Corollary 1.2. If s > %, there exists r > 1 such that

. o
ggr(l] ||curl IT HLT(Q) = 0.

Proof. Letting

= — +s0=—0,

1 s6 3s
T 2 2

we have
3s

leurl I, ) < T 3 7)), < o (+972),
To complete the proof we need to show that there is # € (0, 1) such that
3
r>1 and §(1+9)—220.

These are respectively equivalent to

2 4
— d §>——1.
9<3S an 2 3
Butif%<8<1wehave
1 4 2
I<-<——-1<—x«1
3 3s 3s ’
and so we can choose any 6 € [3;45_17%)' O

Once the L vanishing estimate for curlII° is obtained, and having the usual elliptic estimates
at hand, one can proceed as in [13, Proposition 4.5] to show that Jac(f) = 0 as required by
Proposition 7.1. This completes the proof of Theorem 1 but only for s > 2/3 as in Section 7.
Once again, we will leave the details to the interested reader.

APPENDIX II. FRACTIONAL ABSOLUTE CONTINUITY

In proving Theorem 2, we used the following result, which follows by an embedding theorem
from a known result for Bessel-potential spaces [23, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 5. Let u € W*P(R,R™) with s € (0,1), p € (1,00) such that and sp > 1 and let
I be a finite interval. Then the Hausdorff dimension H-dim of u*(I) < % for any interval
I CR. Here u* denotes the continuous representative of u.

Indeed, following [1, Theorem 7.63 (g)], we note that for any p > 1 and € > 0,
WEP(R™) — L~ =P(R™).

Choosing ¢ > 0 such that p(s —e) — 1 > 0, and applying [23, Theorem 1.1], we obtain
Theorem 5. (Note the notational disparity with [23], which uses W*? for the Bessel-potential
space Hy = L°P.)
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Remark II.1. The typical space-filling curves provide counterexamples to Theorem 5
if sp < 1. E.g. the Peano-curve f : I — R? that fills a square is of class CY%, and
thus belongs to W*? for any s < 3 — however H2,(f(I)) # 0.
The case sp = 1 is quite curious. It is known that for uw € WHL(I,RY), if u* denotes
its continuous representative then H'(u*(I)) < oo. This is also based on the absolute
continuity of the integral, however, in the fractional case s < 1 the condition sp = 1
does not guarantee continuity in one dimension. Indeed, it is unclear to us if there is
always a representative u* for u € WS’%(R,RN) such that H%(u*(I)) < 0.

We would like to note that Theorem 5 also follows from a notion reminiscent of absolute
continuity for fractional Sobolev maps. It is well-known that Theorem 5 holds for s = 1 and
p > 1, which is a consequence of absolute continuity of W1 -maps. Also it is known from the
area formula and the Luzin property [21, Lemma 21] that the continuous representative of a
map u € WHP(R®, R™) for m > n > 2 and p > n has image HP(u(R™)) = 0. In this sense,
Theorem 5 is a natural extension to maps with one-dimensional domain in fractional Sobolev
spaces. In this appendix we will further discuss this approach. The authors do not know of
any instance in the literature where the following observations are made.

One of the basic Sobolev space results is that the continuous representative f* of a function
f € Whl is absolutely continuous, that is for any € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that whenever
we have a pairwise disjoint collection of intervals (I;)72; with

S oLl<s

then

2@ = Wl <e

This follows easily from the fundamental theorem of calculus (which holds for the continuous
representative f*)

b
@ -0 = [ 1
and the absolute continuity of the integral, which says that if g € L'(Q) then for any ¢ > 0
there exists 6 > 0 such that
lgll iy <e VYU C Q measurable : U] < 6.

By a covering argument, it is also easy to show that an absolutely continuous function f :
I c R — R must have a 1-dimensional finite Hausdorff content H__ (f(I)) < oo, where

HP (A) := inf {Z(m)p : there is a cover of A C U B(r;) with balls B(r;) of radius r; > 0} .
i i

The underlying reason for Theorem 5 is that there is a fractional generalization of a sort of

absolute continuity to fractional Sobolev spaces W*P(R) as long as sp > 1. Observe that for

s < 1 there are discontinuous functions in W*? with sp = 1.

Definition I1.2 ((t,p)-absolute continuity). Lett > 0 and p € (0,00). A continuous function
f:R = RN is called (t,p)-absolutely continuous if the following holds. For any e > 0 there
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exists a § > 0 such that whenever we have a disjoint intervals (1;)2, with

>l <é

2

f(x) — fy)l”

sup ————— <e¢€.
etyel, 1T =Y

then
i
For p =1, t = 0 this is the usual absolute continuity.
The following lemmas are elementary.
Lemma II1.3. Ifli]g < g < 1, then (t,p)-absolute continuity implies (t,p)-absolute continuity.

1+t

Proof. Let A :=p/p < 1. For any collection of disjoint intervals I; we have

sup @ = FWI"_ (wl)>)\‘x—y‘>\t—f
Tatyel |z —yff ~ upyel, N T =y
@) = F@INY | xei
N AL

< <Z sup MP>A<Z|IZ-|(¥AZ)>1_/\’

i r#YEl; "T - y’t

where we used the Holder inequality || - [ < || - ||l% Il - Hlﬁ Since f is (t,p)-absolutely
continuous, given € > 0, we choose §; > 0 such that

f(x) = fFy)l”

Z sup " < e
i rAY€El; |117—y|

Note that by the assumption .
At —t > 1
1—-X— 7
If Z |I;] < ¢ := min{di, €}, we hence obtain by combining the above estimates

7

- P Y5E 1) ;
sup (@) = F(y)l - 6A<Z‘[i‘) ) < AT < 0
— aAyel, |z — gyt -

Lemma I1.4 (Hausdorff content of (¢,p)-absolutely continuous maps). Let f : I — RY be
(t,p)-absolutely continuous. Then if t >0

HEL(f(1)) = 0.

If t = 0 we still have
HE(f(I)) < oo

Proof. In the definition of (¢,p)-absolute continuity let ¢ = 1 and obtain some ¢ > 0.

Let I be any subinterval of I with diam (I) < g. For any ¢ > 0 we find N = N(o)-

finitely many intervals I; and J; such that each (I;)Y, and (J;)X, are pairwise disjoint,
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|I| |Ji| < o and |J; I; U J; = I. Each f(I;) (vesp. f(J;)) is then contained in a ball of radius
F@=rwl
t

lz—y|P
continuity we then have

IR (Sup @) =P If(fv)—f(y)lp> <ot

eI |517 - y|t z,yCJ; |517 - y|t

27 SUD, e, centered at f(z;) for some z; € I; (resp. x € J;). By (¢, p)-absolute

Since this holds for any subinterval I of diameter %, we cover I by ~ % many such intervals
and obtain .

HE(F(1)) % 50" < oo
If t > 0 we can take o arbitrarily small to obtain HA (f(I)) = 0. O

In view of the above two lemmas, Theorem 5 will follow from one last statement .

Lemma II.5. Let s € (0,1), p € (1,00) with sp > 1. Then the continuous representative u*
of any map v € W*P(R) is (sp — 1, p)-absolutely continuous.

Remark II.6. For s =1 and p = 1 the result is still true (and it is the classical
absolute continuity result for Wlt-maps in 1 dimension,).

There cannot be such a result for when sp = 1, s < 1, since W3 does not embed
into the continuous functions. E.g., s = % and p = 2: denote B> C R? the unit

ball in R? and Bi = B2n ]Ri the upper halfball then loglog2+/(z1)? + (z2)? belongs
to Wh2(B?), thus1 to Wh2(B2). By trace theorem for I = [—1/2,1/2], we find that
loglog 2|z1| € W22(I), however this is clearly not a continuous function (let alone
absolutely continuous of any sense).

Proof of Lemma IL.5. Since sp > 1, W*P(I) embeds in C%*~Y/P(I) for any interval (see e.g.
[14, Section 8]). Indeed, for a universal constant C' > 0 and all a,b € I we have

[u* (b) = u*(a)| < Clulwen(ryla — b7,
which gives for a # b:

|u*(b) — u(a)[”
< Clul?
o —ppr1 = <l
We therefore obtain for the mutually disjoint I;:

[u* () — u*(y)|
: ey, o — gy CZ ulyen(ry < [Wiyanay;

where A = UI Now, by the absolute continuity of the integral [u ]Wép(R) < oo, for any
€ > 0, there is § small enough such that |A| = Z |I;| < ¢ implies [u ]Wsp( 4 <€ O

7

Proof of Theorem 5. By Lemma I1.5, f is (sp — 1, p)-absolutely continuous. Let p = 1/s and
5§ =s. Then
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The conditions of Lemma I1.3 are satisfied and hence f is also (§p—1, p)-absolutely continuous.
Lemma I1.4 implies that the Hausdorff dimension of v*(I) is at most p = 1/s, as required. O

Remark IL.7. We could have also used the Sobolev embedding W P(R,R™) < W/I‘i’f(R, R™)

for any § < s and p < p [44, Proposition 2.1.2 and Theorem 2.4.4/1], but note that this is not
necessarily true for § = s [39], and some small adjustment would have become necessary.
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