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Existence of polyharmonic maps in critical dimensions

Weiyong He * Ruigi Jiang Longzhi Lin *

Abstract

We prove that for any two closed Riemannian manifolds M?™ (m > 1) and N, there
exists a minimizing (extrinsic) m-polyharmonic map for every free homotopy class in
[M?™ N], provided that the homotopy group m2m(N) is trivial. This generalizes the
celebrated existence results for harmonic maps and biharmonic maps. We also prove
that there exists a non-constant smooth polyharmonic map from R?™ to N by a blowup
analysis at an energy-concentration point for an energy-minimizing sequence if the
convergence fails to be strong.

1 Introduction

Let (M, g), (N, h) be smooth compact Riemannian manifolds without boundaries. Assume
that (N, h) is isometrically embedded into an Euclidean space R, Then we define

WHhP(M,N) = {ue WF?(M,R¥): u(z) € N, a.e.x € M}

where k is a non-negative integer and p € [1, 00).
In this paper, we consider the m-polyenergy functional, for allm € N*, u € W™2(M, N),

/ VAR Yy 2dM,, m=2k—1,
E,(u) = /M |A%u|2dMg = M (1.1)

/ |AFu|2dM,, m = 2k,
M

where V and A are Levi-Civita connection and Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M, g) respec-
tively, and dM, denotes the volume element of (M, g). We call the critical points of E,, (u)
extrinsic m-polyharmonic maps. The main result of this paper is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Suppose the dimension of M is 2m and the homotopy group mom (N) is triv-
ial. For any free homotopy class o € [M, N|, there exists a smooth extrinsic m-polyharmonic
map ug : M — N C RE which minimizes the energy functional E,,(u) in the homotopy
class a.

When m = 1, this is a classical result of Lemaire [7], Sacks-Uhlenbeck [10, Theorem
5.1] and Schoen-Yau [11]. When m = 2, this is proved by C.Y. Wang [14, Theorem B]
using the biharmonic map heat flow. Our method is motivated by [6] where the first author
proved the existence of biharmonic almost complex structures in a fixed homotopy class.
Similar ideas have been used by F. Lin in [9] for p-harmonic maps. Our approach is different
from the one in the classical work of Sacks-Uhlenbeck [10], where the authors considered a
perturbed elliptic system of the harmonic maps and proved energy concentration at isolated
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singularities. The elliptic system for polyharmonic maps is much more complicated and a
perturbed elliptic system is even more complicated. We are not able to follow the approach
as in [10].

Instead we consider an energy-minimizing sequence in a fixed homotopy class which
converges weakly to a limit. By proving an e-regularity for the minimizing sequence, we
conclude that if the convergence fails to be strong, then there has to be energy concentra-
tion at some isolated points. Then the condition that 7o, (N) is trivial excludes energy
concentration phenomenon and Theorem 1.1 follows. We also show that there exists a non-
constant smooth extrinsic polyharmonic map from R?>™ to N by blowup analysis provided
that the energy concentration occurs.

Our e-regularity is different from the well-known regularity in the theory of harmonic
maps by Schoen-Uhlenbeck [12] since we do not have an elliptic system to deal with. To
prove e-regularity for the minimizing sequence, the main technical point is to construct a new
sequence of almost energy-minimizing sequence using extension theorem in W"™2(M, N), as
indicated in [6] in the case of W*? almost complex structures. Such extension theorem is
only known previously for W1» map in the theory of harmonic maps. Establishing such
extension theorem for W2 Sobolev maps in critical dimensions seems to be of independent
interest.

Our method should have many applications in other setting, in particular for intrinsic
polyharmonic maps (see the existence question raised by Eells and Lemaire in [4, Problem
(8.8)], even though there is a substantial technical difficulty in the intrinsic setting. We shall
consider this elsewhere.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we gather some facts concerning the
homotopy classes in critical Sobolev space W*P (M, N) with kp = dimM. In Section 3,
we focus on proving Theorem 1.1. The e-regularity for an energy-minimizing sequence in a
fixed homotopy class is established in Subsection 3.1. Under the condition that ma,, () is
trivial, the existence of minimizers is presented in Subsection 3.2. In Section 4, we prove
that there exists at least one non-constant smooth extrinsic m-polyharmonic map from R?™
to N if the energy-concentration points exist.

Convention: Throughout the paper, we assume that (M, g), (IV, k) are closed Riemannian
manifolds and that (IV, h) is isometrically embedded into an Euclidean space RX.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall some well-known results about the homotopy classes in critical
Sobolev space W¥*P?(M, N) with kp = n = dimM, which was considered by White (see
[15, 16]). For the convenience of reader, we show how to define homotopy classes in critical
Sobolev space. First of all, we recall the density theorem for Sobolev spaces (see [13, 1, 2, 3]
and the references therein).

Theorem 2.1. If kp > n = dimM, then C® (M, N) is dense in W*P(M, N) with respect
to WFP_norm.

Then, let us introduce a very simple way to verify that two Lipschitz maps from M to
N are homotopic.

Theorem 2.2 (B. White [15]). Suppose f,g: M — N are Lipschitz and n = dimM . Then
there exists a positive constant ng such that if

If = gllwrn < no,
then f and g are homotopic.

As a direct consequence of Theorem 2.2 and the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have
the following result.



Corollary 2.3. Suppose f,g € C°(M,N) and kp = n = dimM. Then there exists a
positive constant n depending only on M, N, k,p such that if

Hf _gHkap < 7,
then f and g are homotopic.

It is worth pointing out that above result tells us that if two smooth maps are close
enough to each other with respect to critical W*P-norm, then they are homotopic.

We are now in a position to define the homotopy classes in critical Sobolev spaces.

Definition 2.4. Suppose f,g € W*P(M, N) and kp = n = dimM , we say f is homotopic to
g, also denoted by f ~ g, if for all 6 > 0, there always exist two maps feo, goo € C° (M, N)
such that foo and g are homotopic and

If = foollwrr + 19 = goollwe.r <6.

It follows from Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3 that the homotopic relation in critical
Sobolev space is an equivalence relation and is a generalization of that in C°(M, N). Note
that for any given homotopy class « in critical Sobolev spaces WP (M, N) (i.e., kp =n =
dimM), there always exists f, € C*°(M,N) € a. Moreover, there holds

a={feWrP(M,N): f~ fo} =the |- |[yrr completion of {f € C®°(M,N): f ~ fu}.
Then it follows that for n = dimM = 2m and fy € C*°(M, N), there holds that
inf{E,,(u)|u € W™ (M,N), u~ fo} =inf{En,(u)|uec C®°(M,N), u~ fo}. (2.1)

In practice, we can apply the same method as Theorem 2.2 to verify that two maps in
critical Sobolev spaces are homotopic.

Corollary 2.5. Suppose f,g € W*P(M,N) and kp = n = dimM. There exists a positive
constant €y such that if

If = gllwrn < o,
then f and g are homotopic.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 2.1 that for all § > 0, there exists two maps foo, oo €
C*>°(M, N) such that

If = foollwer + 119 = goollwrer < 6.

By Sobolev embedding theorem, we have

Hfoo - gooHWL" < ”f - fooHWl'"' + ||g _goo”Wl'"' + ”f - g”Wl'”

< CO(Ilf = focllwrs + 119 = goollwren) + 11 = gllwrn
S C(S-f—f:‘o.

Then, by choosing suitable §g > 0 and g9 > 0 such that Cdg + 9 < 19 where 7y comes from
Theorem 2.2, we have that f., and g, are homotopic provided § < dg . Hence, f and g are
homotopic by definition and the proof is completed. O



3 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Throughout the proof of Theorem 1.1, we assume that the dimension of M is 2m. Hence,
W™2(M, N) is a critical Sobolev space.
Fix a free homotopy class « € [M, N], and denote

E(m,a) = inf{E,(u) |u € a N W™2(M,N)}.

Without loss of generality, we can set a = [f,] with f, € C>°(M,N) and f, € a. By (2.1),
we know that
E(m,a) = inf{E,,(u) |u € W™2(M,N), u~ f,}
=inf{E,(u) |u € C°(M,N), u~ fq}. (3.1)

Let ux, € C*°(M, N) be a minimizing sequence in the homotopy class «, that is, uy € «
and

E(m,a) = im E,,(ug).

k—o0

By Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality and integration by parts, we have
lug]|wm.e < C(E,ln/Q(uk) + ||Uk||Loo) <C < o0,

where C'is a positive constant independent of ug. Hence, up to a subsequence, we can assume
that uy converges to u* weakly in W2 and strongly in W™~12 where u* € W™2(M, N),
that is,
up — u*,  in W2,
up — u*, in WmL2,
We will divide the proof of Theorem 1.1 into two parts. The first part is to establish the
e-regularity for the minimizing sequence {uy}. In this part our method is motivated by [6].

The second part is to prove that u* is a smooth extrinsic m-polyharmonic map and that u*
minimizes the functional E,,(u) in homotopy class a under the condition s, (N) = {0}.

3.1 e-regularity for the minimizing sequence {uy}
Let us start by introducing the following measures which are totally bounded,

P = <Z |Viuk|%)dM,

=1

m
pt = (Z |viu*|%) dM, (3.2)
i=1

& = [A%uy| am,

¢ = |A%u|PdM.
We may assume, by passing to a subsequence if necessary, u; weakly converges to a Radon
measure u, and &, weakly converges to a Radon measure £. By Fatou’s lemma, there exist
Radon measures v and 7, called defect measures (see for example [9]), such that

p=v+pt, E=n+¢

Though defect measures v and n are different, they both measure the failure of strong
convergence in W™2, Indeed, the following properties hold when v or 7 vanishes.

Lemma 3.1. The following three statements are equivalent:



1. ug converges to u* strongly in W™2(M, N).
22.v=0im M.
3. n=01wm M.

Proof. Since the proof is based on the following two simple observations, we omit further
details. One is that uj, weakly converges to u* in W™?2 and strongly in W™~12, The other
is that for any v € W™2(M, N), by integration by parts, there holds

/ |A%U\2dM:/ |V™o|*dM + LOT,
M M
where LOT is a linear combination of the following terms
/ Vivox VivodM, withl1<ié,j<m—1landi+j<2m—2.
M

Here * denotes the contraction by the metric ¢ on M. For example, when m = 2, there
holds

/\Av\QdM:/ \v2v|2dM+/ Ric(Vv, Vv) dM, (3.3)
M M M

where Ric(-,-) denotes the Ricci curvature tensor on (M, g), and we denote the second term
in the right-hand side of (3.3) briefly by the contraction

Vv x VudM. O
M

Remark 3.2. If we replace M by some open subset 2 C M in above lemma, we have similar
results with little modifications. That is, if n = 0 in Q, then for any open subset U CC £,
there holds v =0 in U.

Before we proceed to prove the e-regularity for the minimizing sequence {uy}, let us
recall the scaling invariance of the functionals we concern, such as

Em('U;g) = / |A%’U|2dMg and F(’U,g) = / (Z |vzv 2Zn)d]\fg

where v € W™2(M, N) with dimM = 2m. That is, if X is a positive number and we do the
scaling gx := A?g, then we have

E,(v,9) = Epn(v,g9x) and F(v,g) = F(v,gx)- (3.4)

Let 79 be the injectivity radius of (M,g). Then the injectivity radius of (M, gy) is A7p.
Hence, without loss of generality we can assume that, by choosing A large enough and
replacing (M, g) by (M, gy) if necessary, the injectivity radius of (M, g) is bigger than 2,
ie., 79 > 2. For any p € M and r € (0,79), B,(p) denotes the geodesic ball of radius r with
center p. And we always choose the geodesic normal coordinates (B, {x'}) on geodesic ball
B,(p), where B, denotes the ball of radius r with center origin in Euclidean space R?™ .

Lemma 3.3. There exists a positive constant €y such that if
IU’(BQ(p)) < €0,

then v =0 in By (p).



Proof. Since the proof involves very technical and complicated constructions of an ”almost
energy-minimizing” sequence in the same homotopy class in W™ 2(M, N), we will divide
the proof into three steps.

We first set up notations which will be used throughout the proof. V denotes the
Levi-Civita connection, D denotes the ordinary derivatives in geodesic normal coordinates
(Ba,{x'}), and dM, dz stand for the volume element of (M,g) and R>™ respectively. For
simplicity of notation, the local coordinate z = (x!,--- ,2?™) also stands for the point in
M, if we write x € M or x € B,.(p). C always denotes some positive constant depending

only on M and N.

Step One: For any fixed sufficiently large integer j € N*, there exists a positive integer £;
such that for any k > £;, we can construct uy € W™?(M, N) such that

() = u*(‘r)a .TGBl_j—l(p),
() {uk(:c), z € M\ Bi(p). (3:5)

Note that the following operations will be done in the local coordinates (B, {z'}). Firstly,
let 1; € C*°(Ba, [0, 1]) be such that

0, € Bj_;-1, . .
’L/JJ(SC) = {1 v e B; \JBl and HDl’l/)j”Loo(BQ) S le, V] Z 2,l S N (36)

Let us define

ug,j(z) = ug(z) + (u* (z) — uk(x)) (1 — 15 (x)), T € Bs. (3.7)
which yields
oy Ju'(z), € B,
ug, () = {uk(x), 2 € B\ B (3.8)

Secondly, let ¢(z) € C§°(B1,[0,00)) be a cut-off function on the unit ball B; C R?™
such that

d(x)de =1.
By
Set
Gp() = p2m¢<§>.

Now we define
Uk, j,p 7= Uk jp(a) (T) = ; d(2)ur,; (x + p(x)z)dz (3.9)
1

where p is only dependent of |z| and we write p(z) = p(|x]). Such technique was used in the
theory of harmonic maps by Schoen and Uhlenbeck ([12]). We can choose p(x) = p(|z]) €
C>(R?™,]0,00)) (see Remark 3.5 for an explicit choice of p) such that

pls) >0, Vse(1—j71),

p(s) =0, Vse& (—oo,1—3U[l,00),
1, (3.10)

) =p:=maxp=cyj " for some universal constant ¢; > 0,

llo(s)llemm) < C.



Then we have

u*(x), x€ By_j-1,

U, p(a) (T) = {uk(:n), 2 € B\ B (3.11)

Since N is a closed Riemannian manifold isometrically embedded in Euclidean space R,
there exists a tubular neighbourhood N,, := {p € R¥ |dist(p, N) < o0} of N such that the
nearest point projection map 7 : Ny, — R¥ is well defined and smooth. We claim that for
any fixed sufficiently large integer j € NT there exists a positive integer £; such that for
any k > L;, there holds

1
dist (ug, j, p(z) (7), N) < 500, a.e.z € Bs.
The claim will be proved in Step Two. It follows from (3.11) that for any k& > £;, there
holds
u*(x), € Bi_j-1,
(g j o) (X)) =
(1190 () {uk(:c), x € By\ By,

which implies that

; B

Up(z) = ﬂ-(ukﬁjyp(r)(x))’ a € Ba(p), (3.12)
ug(z), x € M\ Ba(p).

is well defined and satisfies (3.5). It is a simple matter to check that u, € W™2(M, N).

Step Two: In this step, we will prove the claim mentioned above. That is, for any fixed
sufficiently large integer j € N, there exists a positive integer L; such that for any k > L;,
there holds

1
dist (ug, j p(z) (7), N) < 500, ez € Bs. (3.13)

By (3.11), we know that uy, j o) (z) € N, a.e. |z| € [0,1 -5 U[1,2). Hence, it suffices
to show that (3.13) holds for a.e. x such that |z| € (1—;~1,1). Fix p; > 0 sufficiently small
which will be determined later. According to Remark 3.5, we can further assume that

p(s) <copap, Vs€(l—j 1= +pi HU(l—pj 1) (3.14)
p(s) > cauaP, Vs €[l —j "+ i1 —paj™"). '
where ¢y > 0 is a universal constant.
Denote
u;(z)(x) = / d(2)u*(z + p(x)z)dz = / " W (Y)Dp(z)(y — x)dy
B Bp(a) (=

where p(z) > 0 as |z| € (1 —j~!,1). Then by a version of Poincaré inequality (see e.g. [8,
Section 8.11]), for |z| € (1 — 1, 1) we have

Bp(m) (I) Bp(m)(x)

1

< c( / 3 |Du*<y>|2mczy> ”

2

gc(/ |Vu*(y)|2mdM) "
B%(P)

<Cem, (3.15)



where we used the fact p(Bz2) < € in the last inequality. It follows from (3.15) that for
lz] € (1 =471, 1), there exists y € By, () (depending on x) such that

u'(y) € N and  |u”(y) — up, ()] < Cegm. (3.16)

Let us focus on the interval |z| € (1 — ;71,1 — 571 4+ pyj~1) first. we compute

|tk g, p(2) (T) = () (7)| =

; ¢(2) (ukj — u*) (@ + p(w)2)dz

- \ [ o) (= 0y o+ pla)2)a

<c max (@ + plx)z)
|z|e(1—j1,12j1+u1j1>{ ! )
z|<1

< C|IDj]| e max ||z + p(x)2] — (1 —j71)

where in the first inequality we used the fact ||ug|zo(ary + ||| Lo (ar)y < C due to the fact
that ug(z),u*(x) € N ae., x € M. By (3.14), for |z| € (1 — 71,1 — 571 + p1571), there
holds

1=~ =2mp <o +p(x)z] <1 =77+ mj~" +2mp.
Thus, we obtain
|tk jp(a) () = Wiy ()] < Ch(pri™" + pap) < Cpa, (3.17)
where we used (3.6) and (3.10). Combining (3.16) and (3.17), we have

dist (up, j, p(z) (7), N) < C’ukﬁjyp(m) (x) — u*(y)’
< Cluk o) () = Uy (@)] + Clu™ (y) = upgey ()]
< O +m) (318)

for |z € (1 —5 11 —57 +uj™h).

Now we consider the case |z| € (1 — 1571, 1). Since pr, — p as Radon measures and
w(B2) < e, there exists a positive integer £ such that for any k > £; there holds

,uk(E%) < M(E%) +e0 < 2¢. (3.19)
By a similar argument as above, replacing u;(m)(x) by
U, p(z) (T) = : d(2)uk(x + p(x)z)dz,
1

we have that for any k > £1, (3.18) holds for |z| € (1 — 1%, 1).



Finally, we deal with the case |z| € [1 — 571 4+ p1j =1, 1 — p1j 1. We compute

/ ¢(2) (uk,; — u)(z + p(x)z)dz
B1

|k,5,00) (%) = W (@)] =

(2) ((ur — u);) (z + p(x)2)dz

‘Bl

< Cpla) 2™ /B ko) v )y
p(x) (T

< 0p<x>-’"( / - u*(y)fdy) :

SC(mﬁ)m</B, |Uk(y)U*(y)}2dy)é

3

2
1

<cup ([ futn —wfanr )

Since uy, converges to u* strongly in W™~=12 there exists a positive integer £; > £; such
that for any k > L£; we have

—m

pr "™ lue = w2y <57 (3.20)
which implies that
|tk g pa) () = whipy (@) < CG7 (3.21)

Combining (3.16) and (3.21), we have that there exists a positive integer £; such that for
any k > L; there holds

dist (ug, j, p(z) (7), N) < C|uk1j7p(m) (x) — u*(y)|
< Cluk,jp(e) (@) = upe) (@)] + Clu* (y) — upqy (@)
1
<C(egm +571) (3.22)
for |z| € [1—j71+u1j71,17u1j71]£ )
In summary, by choosing p; = €™ small enough such that Cef™ < ﬁao , there exists
a positive integer £; (here without loss of generality, we can assume j is large enough such

that Cj~! < Log) such that (3.13) holds for any k > £;. The claim is proved. Note that
w11 and €y are so chosen only dependent of the closed Riemannian manifolds M, N.

Step Three: we will show that for any fixed sufficiently large integer j € NT, there exists
a positive integer £; such that for any k > £;, the u; obtained in Step One is homotopic
to uy in W™2(M, N). By Corollary 2.5, it is sufficient to show that

|y — ukle,zm(M) <eo, (3.23)
where g9 comes from Corollary 2.5. By the construction of uy, we know that
[ar = wrllwrzm oy = [k — ukllwrom s, ) < Cllue — ukllwrom s,y ,

where W12™(By) stands for the Sobolev space defined on unit ball B; in Euclidean space
R2?™. We first compute

lar = wrllL2m(sy) = lluk — ukllLomes, o) + ok — ukllze B, )
S ||U* 7ukHL2WL(31,j71) +C~V01(B1 \Blij—l)
S ||U* 7UkHL2m(Bl) +CV01(Bl \Blfjfl)' (324)



Since by (3.12) we have

[ D]l 2m 5,y < CllDun,j,p(a) (@) L2m (By)

< CH . ¢(2) Dy (uk,j (@ + p(x)2))dz

L2m (Bl)

<c| [ Ipuste+ ]+ e

Lzm(Bl)

< CHDuk,jHLZW(B%)
< O(IDusllm i) + 1D g+l — " omng )
we obtain
1D~ Duglzaniny < C(1Dulzong + D0 g + o = o1 sy
< (% + dlun = 0" 1amay ) (325)
where we used (3.19) in the last inequality. Combining (3.24) and (3.25), we have
I~ wlwrmany < C(Vol(B\ Broyot) + 67 + e = 0 1oy ).

Since uy converges to u* strongly in W™~ 12, we choose ¢y small enough, j large enough
and then £; sufficiently large such that (3.23) holds for k > L.

Step Four: we are now in a position to prove v = 0 in B (p).

For any sufficiently large j € N*, we choose k; > £; which will be determined later.
Without loss of generality, we can assume k; strictly increases as j goes to infinity. According
to the conclusion in Step Three, we know that wuy; are homotopic to uy, in Wm™2(M, N).

Since wuy, is a minimizing sequence in homotopy class «, it follows from (3.1) that for any
€ > 0, there exists jo > 0 such that for 7 > jg, there holds

B (ug;) < E(m,a) + € < Ep(Ug;) + €
By the construction of uy;, we have

/ |A%uk]|2dM S/ |A%ﬂkj|2dM+€
Bi(p) Bi1(p)

g/ |AZ u |2dM+/ |AZ ay, [2dM + €.
B 71(}7) Bl(p)\Blfjfl p)

15
Taking j — oo, we obtain
n(Ba) + [ At pau
Bi(p)

g/ |AZ u*[2dM + lim |AZ Ty, |°dM + €.
Bi(p) j=00 I Bi(p\B,_;-1(p)

By the arbitrariness of €, we obtain

2(Bi(p) < lim A%, Py (3.26)
Jj—00 J B1(p)\B,_;-1(p)

10



We now focus on estimating the right-hand side of (3.26). A simple computation gives

|AF iy, (2)] < C D7 |V, ooy (@)| [V gty ()] [T oy (0]
BeEA

where A = {8 = (81, - ,Bm) | Bs €N, D" | s8, = m}. By Young’s inequality, we have

2m

|A%ﬂk1( <CZ|V ukJJP(m)( )

s=1

Since by (3.7), (3.9) and (3.10) we have

|Vt jp(a) (7) <C/ Z} (V'ur, ;) (x + p(z)z)|dz

B y=1
and
t—1
|Viug, ;| < c(|vtukj| + Vi )5V, — Vlu*|),
=0

it follows that

|AZ 4y, [2dM < C / Vtu )| am
/Bl(p)\Bljl(p) ki ZZ ‘ k; ]

s=1t=1

<C’ZZ/ |Vt ()] + | Vi ()] dM

s=1t=1

m s t—1

FOSSS [ S

s=1t=11=0

< ( 3 [Vu (2)

Us s=1

uk Vlu*’ S AM

%dM+’r1+75+7'3)

gc(Mkj(Up)+Tl+7‘2+7§),

where p = max p =15~ (see (3.10)) and

Uz = {x € M|dist(z, B1(p) \ Bi—;-1(p)) < b},

m s—1

ZZ |Vtuk %dM,
s=1t=1

To = ZZ/ IVtu(z)] M,
s=1t=1

m s t—1

=355 [ e

s=1t=1 [=0

2m
s

Uk vl *

We will show that 7;’s (i = 1,2, 3) vanish as j — oo. Let us deal with the terms in 77 first.
For 1 <t < s < m, there holds

2m 2m B _t _t
/ |Viug, (x)| = dM < (/ |Viuy, (z)| * dM) Vol(Up)1 : SCVol(Uﬁ)l :

i Uz

11



where we used the fact {uy, } are uniformly bounded in W™2 in the last inequality. It follows
that 77 vanishes as j — oo since p = ¢1j~"™. For 7Ta, it is clear that T3 vanishes as j — oo
for Vol(Uﬁ) — 0 as j — oo. Now we compute the terms in 73. For 0 <[ < t < s < m, there
holds

2m

s dM

m 2m . 2
/ j(t*l) 25 vlukj _ vlu* s dM S ]Qm / |vlukj o vlu*
7 Bs
2
2m? * QTm
< C.j ||uk] —u ||Wm—1,2(M) s

where in the last inequality we used the Sobolev inequality. Hence, we can choose k; > L;
sufficiently large such that

. 2 pp—
J2m Hukj - U*HW’"*L?(]M) <y 1a

which implies 73 vanishes as j — oo. Therefore, by the above arguments, we have
n(Bi(p)) < C lim pug,; (Up).
Jj—o0

Fix any small x > 0 and set
FLK ={zxeM: dist(ac,@Bl(p)) <k},

where 0B (p) denotes the boundary of geodesic ball By(p). It is clear that Uz C FLH for j
sufficiently large, which implies

lim yup; (Up) < lim pug; (B1e) < po(Buw)

Jj—o0 Jj—o0

where in the second inequality we used the fact uy;, — p as Radon measures. Since FLH is
a Borel set for any x € (0, 1), it follows that

lim 11(B1,x) = 1(9B1(p)) = v(0B:1(p)) ,
which implies

1(Bi(p)) < C lim px, (Us) < Cv(9B1(p)). (3.27)

j—oo

Similar arguments apply to the case B,(p) C Ba(p) for any r € [2, 2] and we obtain

35
U(BT(P)) S CV(aBr(p))a re [Z, Z] .

The fact that v(M) < oo implies that there are at most countably many r € [2, 2] such that
v(0B,(p)) > 0. Hence, we can choose 7o € (1, 2) such that v(0B,(p)) = 0 which leads to

1(Br,(p)) = 0. (3.28)
It follows from Remark 3.2 that

v(Bi(p)) =0.
which is the desired conclusion. (|

Remark 3.4. Let us illustrate the ideas of the proof of Lemma 3.3. The key to the proof
is to construct uy € W™2(M, N) which equals to u* in a small geodesic ball and equals to
ur, out of another small geodesic ball. It is natural for us to make use of cut-off function
to achieve the goal. Thus, we obtain uy ;. However, ui; may not take values in N almost
everywhere in the annulus By(p) \ Bi_j-1(p). To overcome this problem, we want to apply
the nearest point project w: Noy — N . Then the main difficulty arises. That is to ensure
that ug ; is sufficiently close to N almost everywhere in M. The successful resolution of the
difficulty is based on the following two key observations.

12



*

e One is that the small energy condition u(Ba2(p)) < ey ensure that the average uy,
ug,p of u*, uy respectively (k is sufficiently large) are close to N due to the Poincaré
inequality.

o The other is that uy; is close to up near the boundary of Bi(p) (i.e., || € (1 —

pj~t, 1)), and is also close to u* near the boundary of By_j-1(p) (i.e., |z] € (1 —
J 51— 57+ uajt)). Therefore, we choose a suitable smooth radially symmetric
function p(x) supported in |x| € [ — ', 1] such that the average uy; , of uk,; is close
to up,p in x| € (1 —pij=" 1), and is close to u) in x| € (1 — 5711 =57 + g™ h).
Moreover, since p(x) has uniformly positive lower bound in the annulus |x| € [1—j~ 1+
p1i =1 — i, uk ), uniformly converges to v’ in the annulus due to u, — u* in

P
w2,

A similar result was obtained by F. H. Lin in 1999 for the harmonic maps [9, Theorem 3.1],
where the construction of extension was specific for WP maps. Our method is an adaption
of the method used in [6]. Finally, we specify the choice of the parameters j, L£; and k;.
It is sufficient for reader to keep in mind that j is sufficiently large to ensure the volume
of B1(p) \ Bi—;-1(p) is sufficiently small, while L; and k; are large enough is to make sure
lug — w*||wm-1.2 small enough.

Remark 3.5. Here we show explicitly how to construct a smooth function p(s) that satisfies
(3.10) and (3.14). Firstly, we find a smooth even function f : R — [0,00) such that

f(s) >0, VSE(—%,%),
F(s) =0, Vse (—o0, —%] U [%,oo),

f(s) is monotonically increasing on (—oo, 0],

f(s) is monotonically decreasing on [0, 00).
Hence, we know that ¢; := f(0) = max{f(s) : s € R} > 0. Let

f=3+m)
pa £(0)

where w1 > 0 is from Step Two in the proof of Lemma 3.8 and it depends only on the
closed Riemannian manifolds M, N. Then we have

Cy =

o) S o f0) o€ (= 5om5 ) U (5 =)
f(s) = cap1 £(0), Vse[—%_hul,%_m}_

Now by scaling and translating,

maeg. L
p(s):=3""f(js+5 =)
is the desired smooth function satisfying (3.10) and (3.14).

Set

€0} (3.29)

|~

S:={pe M| lim lim px (Br(p)) =

k— o0
where ¢g is defined in Lemma 3.3. A direct consequence of Lemma 3.3 is the following.

Lemma 3.6. The support of v equals S, which contains at most finitely many points.

13



Proof. Tt is clear that S is contained in the support of v. In fact, for any p € S, r € (0,79)
(70 is the injectivity radius of M), it follows from pj, — p that

u(Br(p)) > T u(B(p)) > lim jue(B.(p)) > 5eo

k—o0

where B,.(p) denotes the closure of open geodesic ball B,.(p). Hence,

vl{0)) =ty v (Bo ) = iy (4B, )~ (Br)) = o (330
which is the desired claim. Now we will show that the support of v is also contained in S.
It suffices to prove that for any p € M \ S, there exists ro > 0 such that v(B,,(p))=0. By
the definition of S, we know that there exists r; > 0 such that

1
h_m ,uk(Brl(p>) < 5 €o,

k—o0 2
which implies

W(Bry () < Lim g (Bry(p)) < oo,

k—o0 2

By Lemma 3.3, we know that v(B,,(p)) = 0 with 7o = 3r1. Finally, it follows from (3.30)

and v(M) < oo that S contains at most finitely many points. The proof is completed. O

3.2 Existence of minimizers

In this subsection, we first prove that u* is a smooth extrinsic m-polyharmonic from M
into N. Then we show that S is an empty set under the assumption 7a,, (N) = {0}, which
implies Theorem 1.1 due to Lemma 3.1. We begin by proving the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose Q is an open subset of M. If uy converges tou* strongly in W™2(, N),
then u* is an extrinsic m-polyharmonic map from Q to N. In particular, u* € C°(Q, N).

Proof. Due to Gastel and Scheven ([5]), we know that weakly m-polyharmonic maps (ex-
trinsic or intrinsic) from M to N in critical dimensions are smooth. Thus we only need to
show that u* is a weakly m-polyharmonic map from €2 to N.

For any x € C§°(Q, RE) fixed, we define

ul(z) == ﬂ(uk(x) + tx(x)), t € (—do,00), z € M, (3.31)

where dg > 0 is sufficiently small and independent of uy, and 7 is the nearest point projection
(see the proof of Lemma 3.3). It is obvious that u} € C°°(M, N) is homotopic to uy, thus
ul € a. We compute

Epn(u}) :/ |A%uf€|2dM = Ep(ug) +2t/ <A%uk,A% (Dr(ur)x) YdM + O (t?).
M M

Note that by estimating the second derivative of E,,(u) with respect to ¢, we can obtain
|Ok(t?)] < Ct? where C is independent of k. Since uy, is the minimizing sequence in the
homotopy class « and u}, € «, it follows that

k—o0 k— o0
which implies
lim [ (A%, A% (Dr(ug)x))dM = 0. (3.32)
k—oo M
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We claim that if uy converges strongly to u* in W™2(Q, N), then we have

lim <A%uk,A%(D7r(uk)x)>dM:/ <A%u*,A%(D7r(u*)x)>dM. (3.33)
k=00 Jar M

If this claim holds, it follows from (3.32) that

/M <A%u LA (Dr(u*)x))dM = 0.

Hence, u* is a weakly m-polyharmonic map from € to N and the desired result is obtained.

Now we prove the claim above. For simplicity, we only give the proof of the claim for
the case m = 2; the other cases are similar in nature. That is,

lim <Auk,A(Dﬁ(uk)x)>dM:/ (Au*, A(Dm(u*)x))ydM. (3.34)

k—oo fas M

We compute

A(Dm(ug)x) =D*m(ur)(x, Aug) + D3 (ur) (x, V) Vug
+ 2D%*71(ug ) (Vx, Vug,) + Dr(ug)Ay. (3.35)

We first deal with the term D?m(uy)(x, Aug) as an illustration. Since
‘<Auk, D7 (ug) (x, Auk))> — (Au*, D*7(u*)(x, Au*)>‘
< c(muk ~ Ao A + [Au*] [Aug — Au?] + [ Au® P|D?r(ux) — D%(u*n) I
§0(|Auk — Au*| |Aug| + |[Augp — Au*||Au*| + | Au* 2 uy — u*|> x|,
where C’s stand for positive constants independent of uy, we have

J,

< C’(HAuk — Au*||L2(Q)(HAuk||L2(Q) —+ ||Au*||L2(Q)) +/ |Au*|2|uk — u*|dM>
Q

<Auk, D27 (ug)(x, Auk))> — (Au*, D*7(u*)(x, Au*)> ‘dM

Since [|ug — u*|lw22(q) — 0 as k — oo, it is obvious that

I8~ 80 ey (Al 20 + 1807120y ) 0 as b .
By dominated convergence theorem, we also obtain
lim [ |Au*]?|lug — u*|dM = 0.
k—oo Jq
Hence,
lim {Aug, D*m(ui)(x, Auy))) :/ (Au*, D*m(u*)(x, Au*))dM .

k—oo Jar M

By similar arguments one can deal with the other terms in (3.35) and thus (3.34) is proved.
o

An immediate consequence of Lemma 3.7 is the following.
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Theorem 3.8. u* is an extrinsic m-polyharmonic from M into N. In particular, u* €
C>(M,N).

Proof. By Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.1, we know that for any open set Q@ CC M\ S, ug
converges to u* strongly in W™2(Q, N). It follows from Lemma 3.7 that u* € C°(M\S, N)
is an extrinsic m-polyharmonic map from M \ S into N. Since S contains at most finitely
many points and u* € W™?2(M, N), we conclude that u* is a weakly m-polyharmonic map
from M into N. Hence, the proof is completed due to the regularity result of Gastel and
Scheven [5]. O

We now proceed to show that S is empty provided that o, (V) is trivial.
Theorem 3.9. If 7o, (N) = {0}, then S is empty.

Proof. Suppose otherwise that there exists a point p € S. By Lemma 3.6, S contains
at most finitely many points, and so we can choose a geodesic ball Bsr,(p) such that
Bsg,(p) NS = {p}. This implies that the support of measure v only contains one point
p on the domain Bsg,(p). Hence, for any rog € (0,2Ry), there holds

(3.36)

li —u* =0.
A e =y (5, 0082 )
Without loss of generality, we can assume that, by scaling and choosing a subsequence if
necessary, Ry = 1 and for k > K (K is a sufficiently large positive integer) there holds

||’U,k|| + ||U*me2(32(p)) < << €0, (337)

w2 (Ba2(p)\By ()
where ¢ is defined in Lemma 3.3, and 6 is a sufficiently small positive number. We will show
that (3.37) together with the condition gy, (N) = {0} enable us to push through similar

arguments as in the proof of Lemma 3.3, which yields v =0 on B 1 (p) and thus p is not an
energy-concentration point (i.e., p ¢ §). This leads to a contradiction.

1. The small energy condition (3.37) for u, and u* on the annulus Ba(p) \ Bi(p) is
sufficient to guarantee that Step One and Step Two in the proof of Lemma 3.3
are valid. Hence, we obtain an ”almost energy-minimizing” sequence uy, for large k’s.
Since u* € C*°(M,N) (see Theorem 3.8), we know u € C*°(M,N) and therefore
ur € W™2(M, N).

2. By the construction of uy, we have

Uk|a\By () = Uk \By () (3.38)

where Bj(p) denotes the open geodesic ball. We know that the 2m-dimensional sphere
S?™ can be obtained by gluing two 2m-dimensional balls (e.g., Bi(p)) along their
boundaries. Thus we can define a continuous map ®; from S?” into N by gluing maps
Uy and wuy along the boundary of By(p) due to (3.38). The condition g, (N) = {0}
implies that ®, is homotopic to a constant map. Hence, we deduce that uy is homotopic
to uy, i.e., ux € a, and Step Three in the proof of Lemma 3.3 holds.

3. Doing the same computation as in Step Four in the proof of Lemma 3.3 and using
(3.36) we obtain

lim |A% @y, [2dM = 0. (3.39)
j—00 J B1(p)\B;_;-1(p)

Note that the condition (3.36) simplifies the computation in Step four. Hence, n =0
on Bi(p) which implies v = 0 on By (p). O
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4 Blowup analysis at the concentration point

In this subsection, we will show that there exists at least one non-constant m-polyharmonic
map v : R?™ — N provided that S is nonempty. Before going further, let us introduce
some notations to emphasize the metric of the source manifold: for any closed Riemannian
manifold (M, g), we define

e B.(p;g) : the geodesic open ball of radius r > 0 centered at p on (M, g);
e B, : the Euclidean open ball of radius r > 0 centered at 0 in R?>™;
e ., : the injectivity radius of (M, g);

e ®&,,: B, — B, (pg) C (M,g) is a geodesic normal coordinate for geodesic ball
B,,(p; g) such that ®, ,(0) = p, and if we write

@, 9= gij(x;p) de' @ dx?, Yz € B,,, (4.1)

where we used g;;(z;p) to emphasize the dependence on p for the geodesic normal
coordinates, we have ¢;;(0; p) = d;;.

If S is nonempty, let us fix p* € S and focus on the convergence of uj near the concen-
tration point p*. Since S contains at most finitely many points, there exists a geodesic ball
Bgr, (p*; g) for some 19 > 0 such that

Ber, (p*59) NS = {p"}. (4.2)

Now choose 7, € (0,7) and qi, € B, (p*; g) such that

€0
1 (Bsr, (a3 9)) = osup pg (B (0:9)) = R (4.3)

q€ B~y (p*;9)

where €g comes from Lemma 3.3. We claim that
e =0, q —p". (4.4)

In fact, if r, — 0 fails, then there exists ro > 0 and a subsequence of {ry}, also denoted by
Tk, such that lim ry > rg. By (4.3), we know

k—o0

€ *
tie (Bro(459)) < go, Vq € B, (p*; 9),

which implies

6 *
1(Bry(q;9)) < go, Yq € By (p; 9).

It follows from Lemma 3.3 that uj converges strongly to u* on B, (p*; g), which contradicts
the fact that p* € S. If g4 — p* fails, the limit of gx is another concentration point in
B.,(p*; g) (see Lemma 3.6), which contradicts (4.2).

Remark 4.1. It is well known that the sequence for blowup analysis usually satisfies some
kind of equations, such as the minimizers of perturbed functionals used by Sacks and Uh-
lenbeck [10], the harmonic map heat flow and sequence of harmonic maps. However, in our
case, the minimizing sequence {uy} does not have such property. Hence, we need to employ
other methods to do the blowup analysis. Fortunately, the minimizing property in homotopy
class and the scaling invariance of the functional En,(u) are sufficient for us to blowup a
non-constant m-polyharmonic map from R*™ to N. We also find that doing the local scaling
of maps as in the theory of harmonic maps etc., i.e., {uk(qk + TkSC)}, is not a good choice
in our case. Instead, we will consider scaling the whole manifold in the following.
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Now let us recall the scaling for Riemannian manifold (M, g), i.e., g» = A\%g for A > 0.
For the convenience of the reader, we collect some simple facts about scaling for metric.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose (M, g) is a Riemannian manifold with metric g and denote gy = \?g
for A > 0. Then we have

1. If B.(p;g) is the geodesic open ball of radius r centered at p on (M,g), then B.(p;g)
becomes the geodesic open ball of radius Ar centered at p on (M, gy), i.e.,

B (p;g) = Bar(p; gn)-

2. If the injectivity radius of (M, g) is vy, then the injectivity radius of (M, gy) is Aig,
i.e.,

Lg)\ = )\ Lg.
3. If the geodesic normal coordinate @, 4 : B, — B,(p;g) reads
© g = gij(x;p)da’ @ da’, V€ B,

then the geodesic normal coordinate for geodesic ball B.(p; g) = Bar(p;gx) C (M, gx)
reads

@;wg)\ = gij()\_lx;p) de' @ da’?, Va € By (4.5)

It us clear that @}, , gx converges to the Euclidean metric on R?*™ in Cp2.(R?™) as
A = oo. That is to say, (M, gy) locally converges to an Euclidean domain as A goes
to infinity.

For simplicity, let us write
gk 1= g1 =TG- (4.6)

and denote by Vi the Levi-Civita connection with respect to gi. For any open set 2 C M,
we denote by || - [lwr.»(a,g,) the Wk P_norm with respect to metric g on €.

Lemma 4.3. For any fized Ry > 0, there exist a positive constant C' and a positive integer
Npg, such that
(4.7

Sl]lvio Huk me,z (BRO(qk;gk)%gk) -

Proof. By Lemma 4.2, we know the injective radius of (M, gx) is rk_lbg, where ¢4 is the
injective radius of (M, g). Due to (4.4), there exists a positive integer Ng, such that Ry <
%T;ng for all K > Npg,. Hence, the geodesic ball Br,(qx; gx) is well-defined on (M, g ) for
all k > Ng,.

By a direct calculation, for any f € C°°(M), open set @ C M and 0 <1 < m, we have

||v§cf||L2(Q;gk) - T;;mHvszLZ(Q;g), Vk e Nt (4.8)

which immediately implies that for £ > Ny there hold

HV?U}CHB (BRo(qxc;gk);gk) - vaUkHLZ (BRo(qk;gk);g) = ”vmukHL2 (M;g) ’ (4.9)
||UkHL2(BRg(Qk;gk);gk) = r;mHUkHL2(BRg(qk;gk);g) = r;mHuk||L2(BR0rk(qk;g);g)
< ORPlunl e (yr) (410)
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where C' is a positive constant only dependent of (M, g).
By Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality, for all f € C*°(M), 1 <1 < m — 1,
g€ M,re(0,3,) we have

rlimHVlfHLz(Br(q;g);g) =¢ (HVTanLZ(Br(q;g);g) +TmeHL2(BT(q;g);g)) ’ (4.11)

where C is a positive constant only depending on m,! and g. Combining (4.8) and (4.11),
forall1 <l <m—1, k> Ng, we have

Ry || Viux|

L2 (BRO(qk;gk);gk)

:(R0Tk>l7m Hvluk ||L2 (BRO (qk;gk);g)

:(Rork)l_mHVlukH

L2 (BROTk(qk;g);g)
¢ (vaukHLZ (BRoTk (‘ZM.‘?)?Q) * (Rork)_mHukHLZ (BRUT]C (qk;g);g))

<C (HVmukHLZ(M;g) + HU}CHLOC(M,!])) . (4.12)

Hence, combining (4.9), (4.10) and (4.12) yields

IN

< (C < o,

811];/1;0 Huk me,Z (BRU (qk;gk)?gk)

where C' > 0 is only dependent on Ry, m,g and the boundedness of {|u||ywm.2rs,g)}- The
proof is completed. O

For any Ry > 0 fixed, let us choose the geodesic normal coordinate of (Br,(qx; gk), 9k),
ie.,

@Qkygk : %Ro — BRU(Qk;gk)'

By Lemma 4.2, we know that ®  gi converges to the Euclidean metric on B g, in C> as
k — oo, i.e., if we denote by g = >, dz’ ® da’ the Euclidean metric on R*™, then we have
that, for all [ € N, there holds

*

klggo (95, .6.95 — 8llci(m ) = 0 (4.13)
Then we consider the following sequence
up(x) == ug 0 Vg g, () : Br, — N. (4.14)

It follows from (4.13) that there exist a positive constant C' > 1 and a positive integer
N; > Np, (see Lemma 4.3) such that for all k& > N; there holds

1
- < < .
CHukHW"’”Q(BRo(qk;gk);gk) - ”uk(z)HWmvz(‘BRU;g) - CHU}CHWT""Q(BRO(Qk§gk)§gk)
By Lemma 4.3, we know
sup ||ug(zx <C < . 4.15
D 1) ) < (4.15)

By the arbitrariness of Ry and a diagonal process, we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.4. There exists a subsequence of {ux(x)}, still denoted by {ur(x)}, and v(x) €
W/ITO”C’Q(RQM, N) such that for any Ry > 0, uy(x) converges to v(x) strongly in W™= 12(Bp ; g)
and weakly in W™2(Bg,;g9), i.e.,

ur(w) = v(w) i Wi~ (R*™: g),

loc

up(z) = v(x) in WAR™,g).

loc

In what follows, we will prove that v(x) is a non-constant m-polyharmonic map from
R?™ into N. To begin with, it is easy to verify that measures u, & (see (3.2)) on M satisfy

w=(§]vka)maw (4.16)

i=1

& = | A7 wi|dMy,. (4.17)

Now for any large Ry > 0 fixed, we only consider the measures g, £ defined on geodesic ball
Br, (qk, gi). If we take the geodesic normal coordinate of (Bg,(qk, gk), gk ), We can obtain a
sequence of Radon measures on Euclidean ball B, i.e.,

HE

<Z Vel (x>> Vi (@)de,
& = |AF wi|(2)v/Gr(x)da

Hence, we can treat p; and & as the Radon measures on both M and Bpg,.

By (4.15), we can assume, by passing to a further subsequence if necessary, ux and &
weakly converge to Radon measures g and §~ on By, respectively. It follows from (4.13) and
Fatou’s lemma that there exist Radon measures v and 77 on B, such that

A=D+f E=i4E (4.18)

where

= (o)
i=1
&= ’A%U(:E)Fdx.

where D, A, dz denote the ordinary derivative, Laplacian and the standard Euclidean mea-
sure respectively.

Lemma 4.5. There exists a positive constant €y such that for any xg € %éRw if
[i(B2(z0)) < eo,

then U =0 in B1(xo).

Proof. Firstly, let us introduce the temporary notation W;"’Q(M , N) in place of W™2(M, N)
to emphasize the metric g. It follows from (4.8) that for any given k € N, there exists a
positive constant Cy, > 1 such that for any f € C°°(M, N), there holds

1
C_kaHWg’”ZvQ(M,N) < ||f||W;”’2(M7N) < Ck”f”W;’;’Z(]\/I,N)’ (4.19)

which implies that the critical Sobolev space Wg’”’2(M ,N) is equivalent to W;:’Q(M ,N) by
Theorem 2.1. Hence, the homotopy classes in both critical Sobolev spaces are the same.
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Secondly, it follows from the scaling invariance of the functional E,,(u) (see (3.4)) that
for any k € NT, there holds

inf{Em(u,g) |u € aNW*(M,N)} = inf{E, (u, gx) |u € a NW,*(M,N)},  (4.20)

where « denotes the homotopy class in C(M, N) and
Enlo.) = [ 187 oPan,,
M

where Vi, and Ay are the Levi-Civita connection and Laplace-Beltrami operator on (M, gx)
respectively.

Thirdly, (4.13) ensures that the following three results hold, which is analogous to Lemma
3.1. For any open set 2 C Bp,, there holds

1. ug(x) converges to v(x) strongly in W"2(Q; g) if and only if 7 =0 in .
2. If ug(x) converges to v(x) strongly in W2(Q; g), then 77 = 0 in Q.

3. If 7 = 0 in €, then for any V CC Q, ux(z) converges to v(z) strongly in W™2(V;g)
and hence v =0in V.

With these useful results at hand, the proof of this lemma is similar to that of Lemma 3.3.
The details are left to the reader. O

Since r — 0 and g, — p*, for any given Ry > 0 we have that Br, (qx; 9x) = Bror, (qk; 9)
C B, (p*;g) for any sufficiently large k, where 7¢ is from (4.2). By (4.3), we have that for
any geodesic ball Bs,, (¢;9) C Bryr, (qx; 9), there holds

€
i (Br (a:9)) = e (Bs(a: 9)) < -
By (4.13), there exists L > 0 independent of ¢ such that for all £ > L there holds

By(zq) C .0, (Bs(g;gr))

-1

where x4 = (I)qk,gk

(q) € BR,. Hence, we obtain

ﬁ(%z(l‘)) < %J, V,%E%%.

(4.21)

This ensures that uy(z) converges strongly to v(z) in W2 (%%Ro;g) by Lemma 4.5. By
the arbitrariness of Ry and a diagonal process, we know

u(z) = v(z) in WL (R?™;g). (4.22)

On account of (4.3), we know

~ . . . €0
*(B3) = lim B3) = lim B ; = lim B ; = — 4.2
i (Bs3) kl ,Uk( 3) kl ,Uk( 3(%7%)) kl ,Uk( 3rk(Qk,9)) 3 >0, (4.23)

which implies that v(x) is a non-constant map from R?™ to N. Moreover, we can prove that
v(z) is a smooth m-polyharmonic map from R?™ to N.

Theorem 4.6. v(x) is a smooth non-constant m-polyharmonic map from R*™ to N.

Proof. Since the proof is similar to that of Lemma 3.7, we shall only briefly outline the
necessary changes. For any y € C5°(R*™ RE) there exists sufficiently large Ry > 0 such
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that suppx C B1p,. Then for sufficiently large k, we can give the following well-defined
smooth map on (M, gi):

yalg) = {X(q’qkl,gk (@), Yq € Bry(ar 9x) = Bror, (ak 9), (4.24)

0, otherwise.

Note that the support of xx is contained in B%RU (qr, gx) = B%Rmk (gk, g). Now we define

up(q) = W(uk(q) + th(q)), t € (—do,00), q € (M, gr), (4.25)

where §p > 0 is sufficiently small and independent of k£ and 7 is the nearest point projection.
It is clear that uf € C°°(M, N) is homotopic to uy, and thus u € a. We compute

o2
Bl = [ [AFuiPd,,
M
= B (i, g) + 2t/ (A up, AF (Dr(ug)x) YdMy, + Ok (%)
M
= B (ug,g) + 2t/ <A§uk, A,? (Dm(uk)x) YdMy, + Ok (t?).
M

By estimating the second derivative of E,, (u}, gx) with respect to ¢, we have |O(t?)| < Ct?
where C > 0 is independent of k. It follows from (4.20) that by a similar argument to the
proof of (3.32), we get

klggo M <Ak%uk’Ak% (Dﬂ-(uk)x)>dMgk = 0.

Now (4.13) and (4.22) are sufficient to guarantee that the rest of proof runs through as in
the proof of Lemma 3.7, and finally it yields

0=lim [ (AFue, AF (Dr(ur)y))dM

9k
k—oo Jar

:[BRU <A%(v(m)),A%(Dyr(u(x))x(x))>dx
:/Rzm <A% (v(2)),A% (Dﬂ(v(x))x(gg))>d$,

which implies that v(x) is a weakly m-polyharmonic map from R?™ into N. Due to the
regularity result of Gastel and Scheven [5], v(z) is smooth on R?™. The proof is completed.
O
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