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THE WILLMORE FLOW OF TORI OF REVOLUTION

ANNA DALL’ACQUA, MARIUS MULLER, REINER SCHATZLE, AND ADRIAN SPENER

ABSTRACT. We study long-time existence and asymptotic behavior for the L2-
gradient flow of the Willmore energy, under the condition that the initial datum
is a torus of revolution. We show that if an initial datum has Willmore energy
below 87 then the solution of the Willmore flow converges for t — o0 to the
Clifford Torus, possibly rescaled and translated. The energy threshold of 8w
turns out to be optimal for such a convergence result. We give an application
to the conformally constrained Willmore minimization problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let f: ¥ — R3 be a smooth immersion of a two-dimensional manifold without
boundary. Its Willmore energy is

(L.1) i) = [ 1A dn

where H denotes the mean curvature vector and du the induced Riemannian mea-
sure. Its critical points are called Willmore immersions and satisty

(1.2) AH + Q(AH =0,

where A denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator, A is the trace-free second funda-
mental form and Q is quadratic in A (see ). If f(X) is orientable (or two-sided,
which is equivalent in R3) then H = (k14 Iig)ﬁ with k1, ko the principal curvatures
of f(X) and N a smooth normal vector-field. The L2-gradient flow of the Willmore

functional with given initial datum f, a smooth immersion, is
(1.3) of = —(AH + Q(A)H)

with f(t = 0) = fo. This fourth order quasilinear geometric evolution equation has
been extensively studied in [KS02L[KS01], where a blow-up criterion is formulated.
With the aid of this criterion the same authors proved in long-time existence
and convergence for the flow of spherical immersions under the assumption that
the initial immersions fy, fo : S? — R?, satisfies W(fy) < 8. The energy threshold
of 87 is shown to be sharp in [Bla09] for the convergence of spherical immersions.

In the classical work [MS01] the Willmore flow is studied numerically, not only
for spheres but also for surfaces of different genus, such as tori. See also [BGN19] for
other numerical examples. In [MSOT] Sec. 8.1] it is stated that the flow converges
for all tori that the authors looked at, which was astounding as this behavior differs
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fundamentally from the surface diffusion flow, where the hole of all initial tori seems
to close and the curvature blows up, cf. [MayOI,BGN19]. Our goal is to understand
analytically what happens to tori along the Willmore flow. In this article we only
look at the special case of tori of revolution.

Definition 1.1. In the sequel we identify S! = R/Z and set H? := R x (0, 0). We
call an immersion f : St x St — R3 a torus of revolution if there exists an immersed
curve y € CP (S, H?), v = (y(1),~?)), such that

v (u)
(1.4) flu,v) = [ v (u) cos(2mv)
72 (u) sin(27v)

We call v profile curve and we will frequently denote f as in (I4) by F,.

An essential element in our argument is that the property of being a torus of rev-
olution is preserved along the Willmore flow. Hence the evolution by Willmore flow
can also be regarded as a time evolution of the profile curves. In the arguments to
come we will take advantage of an interplay between the revolution symmetry and
the blow-up-criterion developed in [KS02/[KS01]. With this technique we have iden-
tified a geometric quantity whose boundedness ensures convergence. This quantity
is the hyperbolic length of the profile curves given by

_ [ @) o0 (gl
Lz () = dz, 7€ C®(S", R x (0,0)).
st 73 (2)

Strikingly, the hyperbolic geometry of the curve evolution is decisive for the
convergence behavior. We recall that the hyperbolic plane H? = R x (0,00) is
endowed with the metric g, ,) = y~* dz dy.

Now we can state our main convergence criterion

Theorem 1.2. Let f:[0,T) x St x S — R? be a mazimal evolution by Willmore
flow such that f(0) is a torus of revolution. Then f(t) is a torus of revolution for
all t € [0,T). Suppose that (Y(t))e[o,1) s a collection of profile curves of f(t). If

(1.5) lilttni%leHz (v(t)) < o,

then T = o0 and the Willmore flow converges (up to reparametrizations) in C* for
all k to a Willmore torus of revolution fu.

We remark that the concept of C*-convergence that we impose is a geometric one,
see Appendix [C] (Definition [C7) for details. From now on, the term C*-convergence
is understood up to reparametrizations as in Definition

That the hyperbolic geometry of the profile curve plays a role is not surprising
— there is an interesting correspondence between the Willmore energy of tori of
revolution and the hyperbolic elastic energy of curves, observed in [LS84a]. With
this correspondence one can for example show the Willmore conjecture for tori of
revolution, cf. [LS84b]. Other applications of this relationship include [DDGOS
[Man18]. To the authors’ knowledge, this is the first time that this correspondence
is used in a problem depending on time.

The main question now is to identify which initial data generate evolutions with
bounded hyperbolic length. It turns out that the same energy threshold of 87
needed for spherical immersions (see [KS04]) is needed in the case of tori of revo-
lution.
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Theorem 1.3. Let fo: S xSt — R3 be a torus of revolution satisfying W(fo) < 87
Let f:[0,T) x (S* x S*) — R3 evolve by the Willmore flow with initial datum f.
Then T = w0 and f converges in C* for all k € N, to the Clifford torus, possibly
rescaled and translated in the direction (1,0,0).

Here the Clifford Torus is the surface of revolution given by
(1.6)

(u,v) — (% sin(2mu), (1 + f cos(27ru)) cos(2mv), (1 + f cos(27ru)) sin(2ﬂ'v)) .

Notice that it is not important which parametrization we choose since C*-convergence
is a geometric concept. The Clifford torus arises from stereographic projection of
the minimal surface %(Sl x S!) = S3. From the solution [MNT4a] of the famous
Willmore conjecture we know that the Clifford torus is the global minimum of the
Willmore energy among tori in R® and the unique minimum modulo smooth con-
formal transformations (of R?) and reparametrizations. Our method relies on a gap
theorem for Willmore tori of revolution consequence of [MS20], see Proposition 2.4l
This relates to the findings in [MN14D)].

The convergence result in Theorem [[.3] holds up to surprisingly little invari-
ances. It is often expected that such convergence results can only be shown up to
invariances of the Willmore energy - i.e. reparametrizations and conformal trans-
formations. The fact that we do not have to apply conformal transformations along
the flow to achieve convergence is explained by the use of a Lojasiewicz-Simon gra-
dient inequality. This inequality is a purely analytical tool, so the invariances will
not play a role. For the limit immersion, we can rule out all conformal transfor-
mations that break the rotational symmetry and even more — symmetry-preserving
Mobius inversions can also be ruled out due to the fact that they are not invari-
ances of the Willmore flow equation. What remains is just scaling and translation
in direction (1,0,0). This is not surprising since both transformations preserve the
symmetry we consider and also preserve solutions of the Willmore flow equation,
possibly rescaling appropriately in time.

We also prove that the energy threshold of 87 is sharp by constructing explicit
non-convergent evolutions with initial data fy satisfying W(fy) > 8m. There are
multiple reasons why this number could be a universal threshold for any genus.
The most striking is the inequality of Li and Yau that shows that immersions of
Willmore energy below 87 are embeddings, cf. [LY82, Thm 6]. Another property
is that the metric of tori of energy < 87 — §,9 > 0, is ‘uniformly controlled up to
Méobius transformations and reparametrizations, see [Schi3l, Thm 1.1] for details.
As pointed out in [Sim93, p.282], [KLSI(], there exist surfaces of arbitrary genus
with energy below 8.

As already announced, we also show optimality of the energy bound of 8.

Theorem 1.4. For any € > 0 there exists a torus of revolution fo : St x St — R3
such that W(fo) < 87 + € and the maximal Willmore flow (f(t))ieo,r) develops a
singularity (in finite or infinite time). More precisely, one of the following phenom-
ena occurs

(1) (Concentration of curvature) The second fundamental form (||A(t)|| L= (s))efo, 1)

is unbounded. This singularity can occur in finite or infinite time.
(2) (Diameter Blow-Up in infinite time) T = o0 and limy_,, diam(f(t))(S! x
St =
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In both cases the Willmore flow cannot converge in C?.

The singular behavior as described in Theorem [[4] will actually occur for each
initial immersion F’, as in Definition[[T] with v a curve of vanishing total curvature,
cf. (320). This gives a class of singular examples for the Willmore flow. The total
curvature also plays a significant role in earlier constructions of singular examples,
see [Bla09] for ¥ = S%.

As a consequence of our main result we are able to show that each rectangular
conformal class contains a torus of revolution of energy below 8. This result has
far-reaching consequences for the minimization of the Willmore energy with fixed
conformal class, studied for example in [KS13]. In this article the authors show
that minimizers in a given conformal class exist under the condition that the class
contains an element of Willmore energy below 87. By our result this condition is
satisfied for every rectangular conformal class.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we fix the notation and collect
some useful facts on elastic curves in the hyperbolic plane and on tori of revolution.
Section 3 exploits the consequences of the initial datum being a torus of revolution
for the symmetries properties of the evolution, for the possible singularities and the
limit. It also contains the proofs of the main results and of the optimality results. In
the last section we give the application on existence of tori of revolution with energy
below 87 in each conformal class. Some useful results on smooth convergence (see
Definition 2] below) and the Willmore flow are collected in the appendix.

2. GEOMETRIC PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. We first recall some basic definitions from differential geometry.
Let ¥ be a two-dimensional smooth manifold and f: ¥ — R™ be a smooth immer-
sion. In this paper all manifolds are assumed to have no boundary. If we talk about
tori of revolution we need to impose the restriction that n = 3, but we will also
discuss some results on the Willmore flow that remain valid in any codimension,
i.e. for all n = 3. Let g be the induced Riemannian metric and V the Levi-Civita
connection on ¥, and denote the set of smooth vector fields on ¥ by V(X). For
X eV(X) and h e C*(X,R") we define Dxh € C*(X,R"™) as follows

Dxh := Z X(h;)e;, whenever h = Z hi€; € C*(M;R"™),
i=1 =1
and {€1, &, €3, ..., €, } is the canonical basis of R™ (see also Appendix[B]). The second
fundamental form of ¥ is A: V(X) x V() — C*(2,R"), given by

(21) A(X, Y) = Dx(Dyf) — Dvxyf.

We remark that for all p € ¥ one has A,(X,Y) € df,(T,%)*, we say it takes values in
the normal bundle. Moreover A,(X,Y") only depends on X (p),Y (p). Its trace-free
part Ais given by

o —

AX,Y) = AX,Y) - §g(X, Y)H,

where the mean curvature vector H is the trace of the bilinear form ([ZI)) and can
be computed by

—

H(p) = A(er,e1) + A(ea, e2),
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with {e1, ez} being an orthonormal basis of T,X. Similarly (see Appendix [A] for
details) we have

2
A2 = ) (Aeire)), Alei, e) e

ij=1

With these definitions we may introduce the Willmore flow of a smooth immer-
sion fp: X — R™. We say that a smooth family of smooth immersions f: [0,7) x
¥ — R™, where T" > 0, evolves by the Willmore flow with initial datum fo, if f
satisfies

(2.2) of = —(AH +Q(A)H) in(0,T)x X

with f(t = 0) = fo. Here, A denotes the normal Laplacian, i.e. for an orthonormal
basis {e1, e2} is a basis of T, with respect to f(¢,-)* gr» one has

AH =Y (VH)2H (e, e:),

SN

i=1

where VY = (DxY)* (cf. (B2), (B3) for details). With the same notation as
above, the quadratic operator @ is given by

2

(2.3) (QUAYH) (t,p) = > (Alei, e;), Hymn Ales, e;).

ij=1

Since (Z2)) is well-posed for smooth initial immersions fy (see [KS02, Prop. 1.1]) we
will always assume that the evolution is maximal, i.e. non-extendable in the class
of smooth immersions.

To study the behavior of f(t) as t — T we use the following notion of smooth
convergence on compact sets from [KSO1, Thm 4.2], see also [Brel5] and Appendix

Definition 2.1. (Smooth convergence of immersions) Let ¥ and 5 be smooth two-
dimensional manifolds, (f;)72;: X — R" and f: X — R" be smooth immersions.
Define

(2.4) Stm):={peS:|flp) <m}, meN

We say that f; converges to f smoothly on compact subsets of R™ if for each j € N
there exists a diffcomorphism ¢;: X(j) — U; for some open U; < X, and a normal
vector field u; € C*(X(j), R™) satisfying

(2.5) fjod;=F+u; on ()
as well as ||(§l)kuj||Loo(@(j))) — 0as j — oo for all k € Ng. Here V is the Levi-

Civita connection on (X, g7) and (@J—)kuj is defined as in Appendix[Bl Additionally,

we require that for each R > 0 there exists j(R) € N such that j > j(R) implies
that f; ' (Br(0)) < U;.

We exploit a fundamental correspondence between the Willmore energy of tori
and the elastic energy of curves in the hyperbolic plane already used in several
works since its observation in [LS84a].
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2.2. Curves in the hyperbolic plane. We consider the hyperbolic half-plane
H? = {(z,2)) e R x (0,00)} endowed with the metric

1
gz (v, w) = ;@,w}w v,w e T,H?

and denote |v|gz = +/guz2(v,v), v € T,H2. For a smooth immersed curve v =
(v, @) in H?, v € C*(S', H?), the length is as in the introduction given by

(2.6) Lz () :=/O %dw:/O ds,

where ds = [0,7|y- dz denotes the arc length parameter and the derivative with

respect to x is abbreviated with the prime. As usual, d5 = \Oaﬁ denotes the arc
=V u
length derivative. The curvature vector field of v is given by

537(1) _ %357(1)557(2)

(2.7) K[v] = Vidsy =
037? + 56 (07 1)? = (071%)?)

as an element of T, H? [DSI7, (12)]. Here V, = 3= denotes the covariant derivative
along v with respect to the Levi-Civita connection on H2. We write x = x[~] if the
curve is clear from the context. The elastic energy £ of v is then defined to be

£0)i= [ Infta s
Y

Its critical points are called free hyperbolic elastica and satisfy
1
(VEPR+ 5l — 5 = 0,

where Vin = V. — (Vn, 057 u20s7 is the covariant derivative on the normal
bundle of .

We collect some results connecting the length and the elastic energy of smooth
closed curves in the hyperbolic plane.

Theorem 2.2 ([MS20, Thm 5.3]). For each ¢ > 0 there exists c(e) > 0 such that
£(v)
> c(e
Loz () ©)
for all immersed and closed curves v € C*°(S*, H?) such that £(v) < 16 — ¢.
Note that the energy threshold of 16 is sharp for this result, cf. [MS20].

We also fix the notion of the Euclidean length of the curve v: S! — H? < R?,
which is given by Lg: (7). We also consider the Euclidean curvature of y : St — R?

which we will denote by Reye[v] := ﬁ%% and the Fuclidean scalar curvature
KeuelY] 1= W<7”, nyrz. To finish this section we discuss some relations between
Fuclidean and hyperbolic length.

Lemma 2.3. Let v e C*(SY,H?) and a,be [0,1]. Then

(2.8) A@ (b)e=Fu2 () < 43 (g) < v (b)eLuz ()
and

L
(2.9) L) = 200

supg: 7(?)
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Proof. For 7,a,b as in the statement we find by (2.0)

"1y
Ly (7) = / @ do > [log? (b) —logy® ()],
a 7
and therefore logy® (b) — Ly2(7) < logv®(a) < logy ) (b) + Ly(y). Taking
exponentials (28] follows. For ([2:9]) we simply estimate
_ [ Wl 1 Lp2(7)

L = du = ! du = .
12 () s 72 () u supg 7@ Jai |7 (u)| du Supg 7

O

2.3. Tori of revolution in R3. Here we collect some basic facts about tori of
revolution. More precisely we express some geometric quantities associated to tori
of revolution using only their profile curves. If F,, : S' x S — R? is chosen as in
Definition [[.J] we can compute the first fundamental form with respect to the local
coordinates (u,v) of S' x S!. This yields the associated surface measure on the
Riemannian manifold (S' x S', g = F¥ggs) given by

(2.10) dprg = 277 () |y (1) |ge du dv.

As we have already announced, the Willmore energy of F, can also be expressed
only in terms of v using the fundamental relationship

(2.11) W(E,) = ZE().

see |[LS84a] and [DS18, Thm 4.1]. Moreover, let x be the hyperbolic curvature
vector field of v in H?. Then

1
(212) (VPR + glelan — mmw = 20 (AH + 21 (L - K)),

where n = (—04v), 0,71 is the normal vector field along + (see [DSI8, Thm 4.1]).
In particular, F’, is a Willmore torus of revolution if and only if v is a hyperbolic
elastica. In Appendix [Al we discuss the relationship between ([212)) and ([I2).

An immediate consequence of [MS20, Proposition 6.5] (that builds on findings

in [LS84D)]) is the following.

Proposition 2.4 (A gap theorem for Willmore tori of revolution). Let f : St xSt —
R? be a Willmore torus of revolution that satisfies W(f) < 87. Then f is, up to
reparametrization, the Clifford torus possibly rescaled and translated in direction
(1,0,0)T.

Proof. Let f = F, be as in the statement with profile curve v € C*(S!, H?). From
[2I2) we know that v is a hyperbolic elastica. From (ZI1]) we can conclude that
E(y) < 16. By |MS20, Proposition 6.5] we obtain that v has to coincide (up to
reparametrization) with the profile curve of the Clifford torus up to isometries of
H2. This however implies that f is, up to reparametrization, the Clifford torus
possibly rescaled and translated in direction (1,0,0). 0

Another important quantity for our discussion is the second fundamental form
A[F,], which we will also express in terms of 7. A property which we will later
make extensive use of is the fact that for a torus of revolution f = F,, |A[F,]]* €
C™(S* x S') is a function that depends only on u (parameter that describes the
profile curve) and not on v (parameter that describes the revolution). This is
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the reason why curvature concentration is ‘passed along’ the revolution. We will
describe this more precisely in Section B4l For this section it is enough to observe

by a direct computation (cf. [DSI8| p.118]) that with respect to the normal N, =
% the principal curvatures are given by x1[F,](u,v) = —Keue[7](u) and
ko[ (u,v) = I’Y’((’L()ll)% This at hand, one can derive a useful bound for the

length of the profile curve in terms of surface quantities.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that f = F, : S' x S' — R3 is a torus of revolution with
profile curve . Then

Lz2(7) < g, (S' x SHEW(f)2.

Proof. We may without loss of generality assume that v is parametrized with con-
stant velocity, i.e. |y'| = Lgz(y) =: L. Recall from Appendix [Al that H(u,v) =
(k1 (u,v) + Ka(u,v))Ny(u,v), where

(@Y ()
1
Ni(u,v) = —— [ =(vV) (1) cos(2mv) with u,v e S*.
Lr2(Y) \ oV
(W) (u) sin(27v)
We show next that
(2.13) —2L = / H-e3dug,.
S1x[0,3]

Plugging in the quantities characterized in this section and using (y(1))?+ (y(2))2 =
L2, (vWY (v + (y®)"(4)" = 0 we obtain

/ H - es dug,
S1x[0,3]

=2m [ [ ka0 o) N ,0) - ) )y ) do
0 JoO

1

“on [ [ (et + S ) 0 singzm 1y ) o

~ [ contom] / (<v<1>>"<7<2>>'L3<~y<2>>"<~y<l>>' N (Lw;(n)) 0 g
=25 [ (6070 a®y - 6OP602) 1 du- 2 [ W) au
= —2% 01 (—(7(2))”(7(2))’2 - (7(2))”(7(1))’2) 7® du - %/01(7(1))’2 du

_2 ' (2)\124(2) 2 ! (1)y2
"L d 2 ad
I3 /0 ()" L7y U 3 /0 (v')* du

2 [ @y 2 O
=—= [ (¥ du——/(v )% du,
L/o L/

where we have used integration by parts in the last step. Adding up the integrands
and once again using (y(1))”2 + (y(2)2 = L2 we obtain [ZI3). From @I3) and the
Cauchy Schwarz inequality we also conclude

2L < / |H| dpg, < 2W(f)? g, (S' x S1)2. O
St xSt
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A quantity which we will also study is the diameter.

Lemma 2.6. Let f = F, : S x S! — R? be a torus of revolution with profile curve
v. Then,

diam(F, (8" x §')) < L () + 2|7 |-
Proof. Let (u,v),(u',v") € S' x St and f = F, be as in the statement. Without
loss of generality we can assume that v (u) < (?(u/). We start proving
1 (ur0) = £, )] < () = ()] + VI () /T cos(@nv — 7).

First observe that |f(u,v) — f(u/,v")| < |f(«/,0") — f(u, o) + | f(u,0") — f
Using the definition of the Euclidean distance we find | f(u/,v") — f(u,v")| =
~(u")]. Similarly,

|f (u, ") = fu,v)| = v (u)y/(cos(2mv) — cos(2mv"))2 + (sin(27v) — sin(270"))2
= 7@ (u)y/2 = 2cos(2n(v — v')).

(u,v)].
v (u)—

Both computations imply the desired estimate, and the asserted diameter bound
follows immediately. O

3. THE WILLMORE FLOW OF TORI OF REVOLUTION

In this section we understand the interplay between the rotational symmetry and
the curvature concentration criterion, which is able to dectect singularities of the
Willmore flow. This gives us a better understanding of the singularities that can
arise in our symmetric setting. We will then prove the main theorems by excluding
those singularities in certain circumstances.

3.1. Singularities of the Willmore flow. In this section we summarize how
singularities of the Willmore flow look like. The following result summarizes a list
of results that have been obtained previously in other articles on the Willmore
flow. It exposes the diameter of appropriate parabolic rescalings as a quantity
whose control is sufficient for convergence. The appropriate rescaling is given by
a concentration property of the Willmore flow, see Appendix In the following
discussion we will use the two parameters €9 and ¢y which have been introduced in
Theorem [D.1]

Theorem 3.1 (Convergence criterium of the Willmore flow, Proof in Appendix
D). Let ¥ be a compact two-dimensional manifold without boundary and let f :
[0,T) x ¥ — R™ be a maximal evolution by the Willmore flow with initial datum
fo. Consider an arbitrary sequence (t;j)jen < (0,T) with t; — T. Then, the
concentration radii

(3.1) r;:=sup {r > 0:VzeR" one has /
Ft)

|A(tj)|2 d:“gf(tj) S 50} )
i)~ (Br(z))

j €N, satisfy t; + c()r;-1 < T for all j € N. Further, the maps

_ ~ f(t; +cor?)
Frot DB foyim

are called concentration rescalings and one of the following alternatives occurs
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Case 1: (Convergent evolution).
There exists 6 > 0 such that § < r; < %. Then T = co. If additionally
(diam(f; e, ))jen is uniformly bounded then the Willmore flow converges to
a Willmore immersion. More precisely there exists a Willmore immersion

foo : ¥ — R™ such that f(t) — fr in C* for allke N ast — .

Case 2: (Blow-up or Blow-down.)
A subsequence of (1;)jen goes either to zero or to infinity. In this case one
has diam(f;c,) — © as j — .

In particular, if (diam(fj,co))jeN s uniformly bounded, then T' = oo and the Will-
more flow converges to a Willmore immersion fo : ¥ — R™ in CF for all k € N.

In the coming sections we will study the relation between the diameter of the
concentration rescalings and the hyperbolic length of the profile curves. Having
understood this we will finally be able to obtain Theorem and Theorem

3.2. Dimension reduction. We have already announced that the rotational sym-
metry is preserved along the flow. This section is devoted to the proof of this fact,
see Lemma 331 In the proof of Lemma we will make use of an alternative
characterization of tori of revolution, see Definition [T} which we state next.

Proposition 3.2. Let f : S' x S — R3 be a smooth immersion. Then, f is a
torus of revolution if and only if

1 0 0
(32) VoeS': f(u,v+ @)= Ronpf(u,v), where R, = [0 cosz —sinz |,
0 sinz cosz

(3.3) VueS': fO®(u,0)=0and f®(ug,0) = 0 for one value ug € S*.

Proof. If f is a torus of revolution then [B2)) and B3] can be checked by direct
computation. If [3.2) and ([B3) hold for some immersion f : S! x S! — R? then one
can define a smooth curve v : S* — R? by v(u) := (fM)(u,0), £ (u,0)). Equation
([T4) is then easy to check, but it also needs to be shown that v(u) € H? for all
uw e St So far we have

Flu,v) = (v (w), v (u) cos(2mv), v (u) sin(27v))  V(u,v) € S x S
If now there exists a point ug € S' x S! such that v(2) (up) = 0 then one can compute
0y f (ug,v) = (0,0,0)" Vv eS!,

which is a contradiction to the fact that f is an immersion. Hence v(2) may not

change sign or attain the value zero. As a consequence, ¥(?) > 0 and the claim
follows. O

In particular, given a torus of revolution its profile curve is given by the formula
y(u) == (fP(u,0), £ (u,0)). Note that — by inspection of the previous proof —
each immersion f : S' x S! — R? that fulfills B2) as well as f®) (u,0) = 0 for
all u € S', must satisfy f()(-,0) # 0. In particular it cannot change sign. Thus,
either f)(-,0) > 0 or f)(-,0) < 0. In the latter case f(-,- + 1) defines a torus
of revolution. This shows also consistency of our definition with Def. 2.2],
whose results we will need later.
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When it comes to evolutions (f(t)):>0, we however want to work without repara-
metrizations of f(t) along the flow and hence we specify 72 = f)(-,0) > 0 (and
we check that this remains satisfied along the flow).

Lemma 3.3. Let fo : S' x S' — R? be a torus of revolution and let (f(t))eo,1) :
St x 8 — R? evolve by the Willmore flow with initial datum fo. Then (f(t))te[o,r)
is a torus of revolution for all t € [0,T).

Proof. We prove that (f(t))se[o,r) satisfies (3.2) and (B3] for all ¢ € [0,T) so that
the claim follows from Proposition

Let ¢ € S'. We observe that Rayg is an isometry in R? and (u,v) — (u,v + ¢) is
a diffeomorphism. Hence (R;ﬂlqbf(t)(-,- + ¢))tefo,r) : S' x S — R? is an evolution
by Willmore flow with initial value R2_Fl¢ fo(,- + @). Recall now that fy satisfies
B2), ie. R;ﬂl¢fo(-, -+ ¢) = fo. By the uniqueness result for the Willmore flow, see
[KS02, Prop. 1.1], we obtain that

Ry f(t)(u,v + ¢) = f(t)(u,v) V(u,v) €S xS,

that is (32). In particular, there exist smooth functions z,y, z : [0,7) x S! such
that

(3-4) f@)(u,v) = Romo (f(£)(1,0)) = Rary y(t,U)

As an intermediate step for [B3) we show that f(#)®) (u,0) = 0 for all t > 0 and
ueS! ie. 2=0o0n[0,T) x S*. Set

S :=sup{s € [0,T): f(t)is a torus of revolution for all ¢ € [0, s]}.

We show that S = T. If S < T then observe that z(S,u) = 0 for all u € S! by
smoothness of (f(t))efo,r) and the fact that f(t)® (u,0) = 0 for all ¢ € [0, 5) and
uw e St As additionally y(S, -) is non-negative and f(S) is an immersion, f(S) is a
torus of revolution by Proposition

Restart the flow with fo := £(S) (if S = 0 there is no need to restart). Choose
now co, p for fo to be as in Theorem [D] and consider the time interval I :=
[S, S+ %p‘l]. The Willmore flow equation in the local coordinates (u,v) of St x St
reads

auf(t) = P(A(t), VI A(t), (V4)? A1) Ny

where Nf(t) % and P(A,V+A, (V+)2A) is a scalar quantity that can
be bounded in terms of ||g|| =1 xs1), [|(VE)FA|| 1o g1 x81), (k = 0,1,2). All of those
remain bounded in I by (D) and the explanation afterwards. The idea now is to
consider the evolution equation satisfied by z(¢,u)?. Since

p L y(t,u)0u ( )+8 2(t, u)z(t, u)
() (U, V) = ———==Raory ux t,u ,
we find
O(z(tu)?) = 22(t,u)drz(t, u) = 22(t, u) P(A(t), VEA(E), (VH)2A®)N ) (u, 0)
— oL paw), VEAR), (VE2 AW (t, w)(E u)?.

det(g(t))
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By Theorem [D.1 for fixed u € S' we have obtained

r(z(t,u)?) < Cz(t,u)? tel,
2(S,u)? =0,

and hence z(t,u) = 0 for all t € I and all u € S!, as u was chosen arbitrarily. Similar
to before, again by Proposition [3.2] and the discussion afterwards it can be shown
that y(¢,-) > 0 for all t € I. This is finally a contradiction to the choice of S and
thus S = T'. The claim follows. O

The previous lemma implies that for each Willmore evolution (f(t)):>o starting
at a torus of revolution fo : St x S! — R? there exists a unique smooth evolution
of curves (y(t))sejo,ry © CF (S, H?),v(t)(u) = f(t)(u,0) such that

Y () (u)
(35) FO)(w,0) = 1) (0) () cos2m0) ),
7(2) (t)(u) sin(27v)

whereupon the flow can also be seen as an evolution of (y(t)).eqo,7)-

3.3. Symmetry of the limit immersion. Theorem[3Iprovides us with a general
convergence criterion for the Willmore flow and yields a smooth limit immersion
foo, which is a Willmore immersion. In this section we need to check that the
revolution symmetry is passed along to the limit, i.e. we will prove that under
certain conditions the limit immersion fy, is a (Willmore) torus of revolution. Let
us stress that this not trivial because the notion of convergence is geometric, i.e.
invariant with respect to reparametrization. Hence classical results about pointwise
convergence can not be applied.

The arguments in this section make frequent use of the fact that to each torus
of revolution f = F,, : S' x S! — R? one can easily associate a smooth orthonomal
frame with respect to gy, given by

1 0 1 0
(36) El(u,’l}) = |’_Y,(u)|%, EQ(’LL,’U) = W%
This orthonormal frame also has some further interesting properties, for example
that it diagonalizes the second fundamental form A[f], and hence yields the princi-
pal curvatures of f. The first principal curvature &1 [f] = (A[f](u,0) (E1, E1), Nj)rs =
—FKeuc|[7](u) coincides up to a sign with the Euclidean scalar curvature of the pro-
file curve, while the second principal curvature k2 f] = (A[f](uv)(E2, B2), Nf)rs =

() (w)
v () [y @) (u)
axis. This will be of great use when it comes to explicit estimates involving the

second fundamental form.

depends heavily on the distance of the profile curve to the revolution

Lemma 3.4 (Revolution symmetry of the limit). Suppose that f : [0,00) x (S! x
SY) — R? is a global evolution by Willmore flow, convergent to some Willmore
immersion fo : St x ST — R3 in C* for all k € N. Suppose further that f(0) is a
torus of revolution and (y(t))ep0,0) € C*(S',R?) is as in BX). Then fy is (up
to reparametrization) a Willmore torus of revolution. A profile curve v of fo can
be obtained by a C™(S',R?)-limit of appropriate reparametrizations of a sequence
(v(t;))jen, t; — 0. Here m € N is arbitrary. In particular v € C*(S',H?) is a
hyperbolic elastica.



THE WILLMORE FLOW OF TORI OF REVOLUTION 13

Proof. Let (t;)jen < [0,00) be an arbitrary sequence such that t; — co.
Step 1. Bounds for the profile curves. After reparametrization we may assume
without loss of generality that (v(¢;))jen is parametrized with constant Euclidean
speed.

Now fix m € N arbitrary. To bound the W™ ?-norm of (y(¢;))en we first bound
[[7(t5)]| L (st r2y- To this end we observe by (3.3) that

v (E) Lo st r2y = [1F )] L0 (51 x5 R3)-
Now ||f(t;)||r= is uniformly bounded because it converges in C* for all k € N to
fw, whose image is a compact subset of R®. Note that we have used here that

the L*-norm is not affected by reparametrization. Next we bound Lg2(v(t;)) =
[|0uy(t;)]| L. We use Lemma 25 and Lemma [D7] to compute

Lrz(7(t))) < W(f(tj))%ugf(tj)(gl x S1)F < diam(f(t;)(S! x SYW(f(t;)).

Notice that diam(f(t;)(S'xS') < 2[|f(¢;)|| L (s x5t ,r2), Which is uniformly bounded
in j. By LemmalCH and the fact that S' x St is compact we infer that W(f(t;)) —
W(fw) and hence (W(f(t;)))jen is also uniformly bounded. We conclude the
boundedness of (Lg2(v(%;)))jen.

Further, we bound second derivatives uniformly in j. To this end we introduce
the following notation. For a torus of revolution f : S' x S' — R? with profile curve
v e C*(St, H?) we introduce the vector field on S! x St

__1 0
(o) [Ouy(u)]eue Oul(uw)
One easily checks that g;(ds,0s) =1 and

S

0
By Remark [D.A4] ||A[f(¢;)]||= is uniformly bounded in j. This is why
1Reucl Yt < AL ()12 llg 52 (s, 05) 17,

is also uniformly bounded in j. We next control all higher order arclength deriva-
tives of the curvature of v(¢;) uniformly in j. Easy tensor calculus and 05 =

mau implies with (B.4)

1 _au"_{euc [V(t.])](u)
|0uy(t5) (u)] < 0 )

(37) = s, (PP — by agpeppcenon

(Fieuc[ﬂ(U)) = Ao [f1(0s,05) VueS.

0
2

= V(%SA(ES, 65) — Z<A(asa as)u A(asa Ei)>R3DEi [f(tj)]7

i=1
where {E1, E»2} is an arbitrary orthonormal basis of T(uyo)(Sl x St) with respect to
gy(t;) and we have used the (slightly ambiguous) shorthand notation A for A[f(t;)].

Choosing F; = 05 and Es(u,v) = %i we obtain with (B.3))

(t5)@ (u) v (uv)
1 _auf_{eucm(tj)](u)
am g )
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= V5, A(0s,05) = |A(2s,05)]* Do, f (t;)

= V1 A(0s, 05, 05) + A(V,0s,05) + A(0s, Vo, 05) — |A(0s, 05)|* Da, £ (t5)
(3.8) = V" A(8s, 04, 05) — | A(9s, 0)|* Da, £ (1),
where we have used in the last step that V.0s = 0, which is an immediate conse-

quence of the formula df,(VxY) = df (x) (df y(Y)) applied with f = f(t;). Note

that
1 1

Do, f(u,0) = Do, f = (Ouf)
[7'(w)] [ (w)]
has Euclidean norm equal to 1. We obtain, since gs,)(ds,0s) < 1, that

Oufiene WENCI] 0 A 23] e + 114N

0wy (t5) ()]
If we introduce the differential operator 0"¢ := m@ on S' we have obtained
(3.9) 109 Reucv(t)]l| e < [[VALF ()]l L + [|Al[7-

Next we obtain by differentiating (8.8) and using the shorthand notation f = f(t;)
as well as Vj_0; = 0 again proceeding as in (1) and B3)

( (60re)? Hegch(tj)](“)) = D5, [V A(0s, 05, 05) — |A(0s,05)* Do, f]

= Do, V*A(05, 05, 05)
— 05(|A(0s, 05) ) Do, f — |A(0s, 05)[* Do, Do, f

= VA V4 A0, 04, 05) — (VEA(0s, 04, 05), A(0s, 05)) Do, f
— 04(|A(0s,05)|*) Do, f — |A(0s,05)* Do, Do, f

= (V12 A(05, 05, 05, 05) — (VFA(0s, 05, 05), A(05, 05)) D
— 05(|A(05,05)1*) Do, f — |A(0s, 05)* Do, Dg, f -

Note that since A is normal and V5,05 = 0 we have
05| A(0s, 05)|* = 2(Da, A(0s, 05), A(0s, 05))
= 2(V3,A(0s,04), A(0s,0s)) = 2(V"A(0s, s, 04), A(0s, 0s)).

Moreover we have

s

Do, Do, f = (Do, Do, )" + A(0s,05).
An easy computationl] now reveals that (Do, Do, f)T = 0 and we obtain

( (aarc) ’iegc[ﬂ)/(tj)](u)> _ (VJ_)QA(aS’aS,aS,aS)

— S(VLA((?S, 0Os,0s), A(0s,05))Da. f — |A(0s, 65)|2A(8S, 0s).
For short we write

< (0°7)” KESCH(Q)](U)) — (VYA + V5 A Ax Do f+ Ax Ax A

which implies
107 ReuellL= < CUIV)?AllLe + [|[VA| = [|A]lLe + || Al[Z:0]-

1Recall that the normal to the curve ~ coincides up to a sign with the normal to f(X).
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Inductively one shows that for all m e N
(3.10)

( (3“Tc)mf<a66w[7(tj)](U)>

(VYA + P (A, VYA, . (VLAY Dy f + Po(A, VYA, . (VH)™24)

where P, is a real-valued polynomial of degree < 2 and P> is an R3-valued polyno-
mial of degree < 3.
We conclude from [BI0) that for all m e N

m—1
(V™ Allpe + 37 (VY Al

i=0
Hence for each fixed m € N we can bound (y(Z;))jen uniformly in Wm+1®(S! R?)
and hence obtain a convergent subsequence in C™ (S, R?) for any m.
Step 2. The limit curve is a profile curve. By a diagonal argument we can
also obtain a sequence t; — o (no relabeling) and v, € C*(S*,R?) such that y(t;)
converges to v, in C™ (S, R?) for all m € N (classical convergence). Note also
that 74 is parametrized with constant Euclidean speed and 7&?) >0onS'. We
next show that v, € C®(S!, H?), i.e. infg 7&?) > (. Indeed, assume the opposite,

B-11) |0y (E5)l[Le < C(m) L2 (v(E5))™

i.e. there exists ug € S' such that 7&?) (ug) = 0. Notice that this and 7&?) =0
also yields (7&?))/ (ug) = 0. As a consequence, we infer that there exists C' > 0
and dp > 0 such that 0 < ”y:(g)(u) < Clu — upl? for all u € (ug — do,uo + &o).
The fact that v is parametrized with constant Euclidean velocity also yields that

[(veo (1) ) (uo)| = Lr2(ye0) > 0. With this information we now estimate the following
quantity for arbitrary § € (0, dp)

1 (1)y/ 2 uo+8 [ (A1) 2 uo+8
0 Yoo (u) wo—s  Clu—uo C6% Juy—s

Taking the limit § — 0+ yields infinity on the right hand side, since

1 ug+06
55 | 102 @I du— (65 (wo)l® = Lre (7:2)* > 0

We infer that @Q = c0. On the other hand, Fatou’s lemma and the explicit formula
for the second principal curvature ko of a surface imply that

1 N (1)y7]2 R . 1 rl (L)Y 2
Q@ < liminf M du = liminf M/ / 2m|(y(£) )| du dv
1= Jo ( ')<2) =0 2m o V()@ Lez(y(t5))

< lim inf =202 R2 // 1227my(t) @ La (7(t5))} du dv

Jj—0

u0—6

.o Lge (”Y(t )
< hjrgloro1f 2w ’ /Sl xSt |A[FV(t")]|2 d‘uFWj)
Lp2(v(t; 2Lp2 (y(t;
—timint SO [ a1 dig = imine 222200y,
J—®0 Vs Sl xSt J—0 Vs

where the last identity is due to the GauB-Bonnet theorem, cf. (AZ]). Recall from
estimates in Step 1 that Lg2(y(t;)) is uniformly bounded. As a consequence of this
one infers that Q < o, a contradiction. We obtain therefore that v, € C® (S, H?).
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Step 3. Convergence of the associated surfaces. By the following proposition
(Proposition 3F), the tori of revolution F, ) converge to F,, classically in C* for
all k. Since F, ) is a reparametrization of f( i) for all j € N, also f(¢;) converges
to F,, in C* for all k. By assumption however, f(¢;) also converges to fo in C*
for all k& (in general not anymore classically, but in the sense of Definition [CT).
Applying Corollary [C12] we infer that f., coincides up to reparametrization with
F,,. In particular fo is (up to reparametrization) a torus of revolution. Since
foo is also a Willmore immersion it must (up to reparametrization) be a Willmore
torus of revolution. By ([2I2)) we infer also that 4 is a hyperbolic elastica. 0

The following proposition is needed to complete the proof of the previous lemma.

Proposition 3.5. Let m > 1 and suppose that (7;)jen = C*(S',H?) converges
in C™(S',R?) (classically) to some immersed curve v € C™(S',H?). Then F,,
converges classically to F, in C™(S" x S').

Proof. We will use without further notice the characterization of C™-convergence
in Proposition We show the claim only for m = 1, the other cases follow by
induction. We define w; : S' x S! — R3 via
1
7" () =7 (w)
(312)  wy(u,v) = By (u,0) = Fy(u,0) = | (12 (u) = 7@ (u)) cos(2mv)
2 :
(057 () = ® (w)) sin(2)
and we show that [|w;||L= (s xst g), [[Dwj||Le@ixstgy — 0 as j — co. Here g =
F¥grs is the metric induced by F,. The fact that |[w;|[z= — 0 follows directly
from (BI2) by the estimate
lw;llze < llvj = llze — 0.
Let E1, E2 be the orthonormal frame as in ([B.G]). Then
(3.13) ||Dwj|lr» = sup sup |Dw;(X)| = sup sup |Dw;(01E1 + 62E5)],

STxS! g(X,X)<1 51 XS8! 02 4+02<1
and
ow; 1
D E J \ / < - / A ,
Dy (B2 |\ ol =Vl € 2l = 7l
ow;

Dw;(BEy)| = ——— |=2Z| < ———||v; — ¥|| .

| w]( 2)| 277)/(2 ( ) ovu lnfsl 7(2) ||FYJ ’YHL
Note that infgi [7/| > 0 as 7 is immersed and infgi v(?) > 0 since v € C*(S', H?)
and S' is compact. The claim follows from BI3)) since v; — 7 in C*. O

3.4. Rotational symmetry and concentration. In this section we will prove a
lemma that controls the distance of the concentration points to the axis of revo-
lution. Here the revolution symmetry will play an important role. The following
lemma is the main observation that rules out Case (2) in Theorem Bl

Lemma 3.6 (Distance control for concentration points). Let f : [0,T)x (S!xS') —
R3 be a mazimal evolution by Willmore flow such that f(0) is a torus of revolution.
Suppose that t; — T'. Let (r;)jen be as in Theorem[Zl and let x; € R3 be such that

(3.14) / AL P dug,,,, = <o
f( i)~ I(BT (11))
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Let hj € R, p; >0 and oj € S such that f—] is expressed in cylindrical coordinates
J

byl f—j = (hj,p;joj). Then (p;)jen is bounded.

Proof. We first use scaling properties to obtain that

[

Ty

2

(3.15) du

95y = €O

S

/(“fj))lwufj.‘))

J

)

has a revolution sym-

Now write =2 = (h;, p;o;) as in the statement. Since
J J

metry (see Lemma B.3]) we conclude from (BIH) that the curvature concentration

does not only happen at points but actually on circles. More precisely,

(3.16) /(fi;j))l(w) ’A [ Ty

Next, we define for each p > 0 the maximal number of disjoint closed balls of radius
1 needed to cover the circle (0, p S') < R3

N(p) :=max{le N: 3wy, ...,w € S'

2

1
dpg s, =€ VoeS.

i

s.t. B1((0, pw1)), ..., B1((0, pw;)) are pairwise disjoint}.

This number depends only on the radius of the circle and not on its position in R3.
By compactness of S!, N(p) is well-defined and finite. Moreover, using ([B.16) on
N(p;) disjoint balls that cover (h;,p; S') and that preimages of disjoint sets are

always disjoint, we infer
4 [f (t5) ]

/Sl xSt Ty

Note that this implies by scaling properties and the Gauss-Bonnet Theorem that

1 1 W(fo)

Nipp <= [ AL Py, = W) < 222,

2

dp = N(pj)eo-

9ry) =

i

To infer that p; is bounded it suffices now to show that N(p) — o0 as p — o. To
this end we prove that

(3.17) N(p) = T

> ————F— forp>4.
4 arccos(1 — ,;%) P

Let us first fix p > 4. Note first that the squared Euclidean distance in R3 between
(0, pcos(a), psin(ar)) and (0, pcos(S), psin(B)) is given by

di,ﬁ = 2p%*(1 — cos(a — B)).

Also observe that the balls By ((0, pcos(a), psin(«a)), B1((0, pcos(5), psin(f)) are
disjoint if and only if di)ﬁ > 4. Hence it suffices to find distinct values aq,...,a5 €

[0, 27) such that for all i, 5 € {1, ..., ]\7} one has
.., =16 Vije{l, ., N}

(w§2))2 + (w§.3))2/7‘j > 0and o = (m;?),m;g))/(pjrj) e St. We

consider a cylinder with axis in direction (1,0, 0).

2ie. hj = m;l)/rj eR, p; =
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We claim that the choice of aj := jarccos(l — %), j =1,.., N with

- 7r
N= [4arccos(1 - p%)J

has the desired properties. Indeed, note that as, ..., a5 € [0, §] which implies that
|y — 5| € [0, 5] for all 4, j. Using evenness of cos and monotonicity of cos in [0, 7]

we obtain for all 4,5 € {1, ,N}

. 8
dii)aj =2p*(1 — cos(a; — o)) = 2p*(1 — cos(|i — j| arccos(1 — F))
8
> 2p?(1 — cos(1 - arccos(1 — F)) = 16.
We have thus shown (3I7) and thus the claim follows. O

Remark 3.7. The lemma reveals an interesting property of the Willmore flow of tori
of revolution. Suppose that T' < c0. Then by Theorem [3.I] and in particular the
property t; + cor? < T, necessarily 7; — 0. Now let (z;);en be a collection of points
of concentration, i.e. points where ([B.I4]) holds true. From the previous lemma we
know that the distance of f—j to the x-axis is bounded. Hence the distance () en
to the z-axis tends to zero. With other words: Finite-time-concentration may only
happen close to the z-axis.

3.5. Proof of Theorems and

Proof of Theorem [T Let f:[0,T) x S! x St — R? be as in the statement. That
f(t) is a torus of revolution for all ¢ € [0,T") follows from Lemma[33l Thus we can
actually choose (7(t))seqo,7) as in the statement, see also the discussion after Lemma
B3l Let t; — T be such that Ly2(v(t;)) < M for some M > 0 and let 7; > 0 and
fj,m be as in Theorem B3Il By Theorem Blit is sufficient for the convergence of the
Willmore flow that (diam(f;c,))jen is bounded. Notice that we assume a bound
on Ly at t; and we want a bound on the diameter at ¢; + cor?. To this end we
define fj o := %tj) and choose for all j € N, z; as in (3I4]). Such a choice of z;
exists due to the definition of ; in Theorem Bl We write f—j = (hj,pjoj), pj >0
and o; € S' as in Lemma [3.6] and infer from Lemma that (p;)jen is bounded,
say p; < C for all j € N. Note that by the choice of z;, in particular (3.15]), for
all j € N one has dist(:—j, fio(S' x S')) < 1. Now we look at 7; = 'Ygfjj), which is
clearly a profile curve of f;o and satisfies also Ly2(7;) < M by scaling invariance
of the hyperbolic length. By the distance estimate we can find u;,v; € S' such that

J 07

L [(1(2) :v(,g)) — WJ(Q)(uj)(cos(Qwvj),sin(27rvj))]‘ < L
Hence we infer that

:y](z)(uj) <1+ |rij(:17§2),:17§3))| <l+p;<1+C.
From the bounded hyperbolic length and (2.8]) we infer that

sup3;? < 57 (uy)e 20 < (1+ 0.
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This implies also by (23] that

Lra(35) < sup 3} Lwa (35) < M(1+ C)el,
and from Lemma we now infer
(3.18) diam(f0) < 503 (3) + 2sup (Y < D,

. f(t; +s7‘?)

for some constant D = 0. We now define f;(s) : -
J

, s € [0, ¢o], taking into
account the parabolic scaling. It is easy to see that then f; is a solution of the

Willmore flow equation and £;(0) = f;0 and fj(co) = fj.c,- Hence we can estimate
by Lemma

diam(fj.c,) < COV(fj0))(diam(fj0) + ¢5).
Using that by scaling invariance W(f;0) = W(f(t;)) < W(fo) and (BIS) we obtain

(3.19) diam(f; ) < COV(fo))(D + ¢ ).

By Theorem B.Ilthis implies that 7" = oo and (f(#))¢e[0,0) is a convergent evolution.
It only remains to show that the limit is a torus of revolution. This is however a
direct consequence of Lemma [3.4 O

Proof of Theorem[L.3. Let (f(t))ieo,r) and ((t))se[o,7) be as in the statement. We
distinguish two cases.

Case 1: W(fy) < 8. To show long-time existence and convergence of the evolution
we apply Theorem To this end we need to show that

h{ril%lf Lz (v(t)) < o0.
First we observe that (vy(t))e[o,1) satisfies
2 2 2
E(1(1)) = ZW(E, ) = 2W((0) < 2W(fo) < 16

We apply Theorem 2.2 with & := 16 — 2W(fy) to find that for each ¢ € [0,7) one

has
ggawm= 2 W) < —

and hence the hyperbolic length is uniformly bounded for ¢ € [0,T). By Theorem
[[2the evolution converges in C* for all k£ and the limit, say fo : S x S! — R3, is a
Willmore torus of revolution. By the gradient flow properties of the Willmore flow
and Lemma we obtain that W(fx) < W(fy) < 87. We obtain from Proposi-
tion 4] that fo is, up to reparametrization, a Clifford torus, possibly rescaled and
translated in the direction (1,0,0)7. The claim follows.

Case 2: W(fy) = 8m. We first claim that fjy is not a Willmore surface. Indeed, if it
were then it would by Proposition [24] be a rescaled and translated reparametriza-
tion of a Clifford Torus. But the Willmore energy of the Clifford torus is 272,
contradicting W(fy) = 8r. Hence

d
EW(f(t)) o — IV L2W(fo)llZ2(s) <O,

Ly (y(t)) < pt) 7Tc(&_)W(fo)v
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which implies that there exists top > 0 such that W(f(to)) < 87. We restart the
Willmore flow with f(to) which satisfies the assumptions of Case 1 and hence con-
verges to a reparametrization of the Clifford torus, possibly rescaled and translated
in direction (1,0,0)”. The claim follows. O

3.6. Optimality. We show that the upper bound of 87 on the Willmore energy of
the initial datum in Theorem[[.3lis sharp by proving Theorem[[4l In the statement
of this theorem, the geometric quantities that may possibly degenerate along the
flow are the second fundamental form or the diameter. On contrary, the statement
of Theorem suggests another quantity which must degenerate — the hyperbolic
length. In the following we will construct the non-convergent evolutions and study
the relation between the degenerating quantities.

Lemma 3.8 (The singular evolutions). For any € > 0 there exists a torus of
revolution fo : S x St — R3 such that W(fy) < 87 + ¢, and the mazimal Willmore

flow (f(t))ieo,r) starting at fo satisfies lims 1 L2 (7(t)) = oo.

The main idea is to start the flow with an immersed curve that has total curvature
1
3.20 Tlv] = — euely] d
(3.20) )= g7 | rewcl) ds

equal to zero. This quantity T'[-] turns out to be a flow invariant and can hence be
helpful to classify possible limits of convergent evolution. This in turn can also be
used to show that some evolutions cannot be convergent.

Lemma 3.9. The total curvature T, defined on curves in W22(SY,R?);pm = {7 €
W22(SY R?) : v immersed} is integer-valued and weakly continuous in the relative
topology of W22(SY,R?)um. Moreover it is a flow invariant for the Willmore flow
of tori of revolution, i.c. if (f(t))sweo,r) is an evolution by the Willmore flow with
profile curve (y(t))se[o,ry then T[y(t)] = T[v(0)] for all t € [0,T).

Proof. The fact that T[] is integer valued and an invariant with respect to regular
homotopies is very classical and follows from the Whitney Graustein Theorem.
Since y(t) = f(t)(u,0) (see () and t — f(t) is a regular homotopy, so is t — ().
Hence we can also conclude that it is a Willmore flow invariant. The weak W?2:2-
continuity follows immediately from the formula

Thl = g [ o (GO 60) ~ 6O 6Y) d
2r Jo ||
and the compact embedding W22 — C1. O

Proof of Lemmal[38 Fix e > 0. By [MS20, Cor. 6.4] there exists a curve 7. such
that 16 < £(y.) < 16 + ¢ and T[v:] = 0, where T[] is given as in ([B20). Now start
the flow with fo = F,_ : S! x S! — R? defined as in ([4) with profile curve . and
let (f(t))iefo,r) be the corresponding evolution by the Willmore flow. Assume that
for (v())tef0,:0) @s in ([B.3) one has

h{ril%lf L= (y(t)) < o0.

By Theorem we obtain that then 7" = o0 and (f(t))se[0,00) is convergent to
a Willmore torus of revolution fy,. Let now t; — o be a sequence such that
Lyz2(v(t;)) < M < oo for all j € N. By Lemma [3.4] we obtain that an appropriate
reparametrization of y(t;) converges in C*(S!, R?) to some 7o, € C°(S!, H?), which
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is a profile curve of fy, i.e. up to reparametrization fo, = F, . By [Z12) we infer
that v, is a hyperbolic elastica.

Now we choose ¢; € C*(S,S!) such that y(t;) o ¢; converges to 7y, classically
in C*(S',R?). Then, by the previous lemma

Tyee] = lim Ty(L;)] = T[v(0)] = 0.

Hence v is a hyperbolic elastica with vanishing Euclidean total curvature. By
[MS20, Cor. 5.8] there exist no hyperbolic elastica of vanishing total curvature. We
obtain a contradiction and the claim follows. O

As an important ingredient for case (2) in Theorem [[4], we need to show that
global evolutions under the Willmore flow of tori of revolution with unbounded
hyperbolic length and no curvature concentration must have unbounded diameter.

Lemma 3.10 (Diameter Blow-Up). Let fo: S! x St — R3 be a torus of revolution
and let (f(t))ie[o,0) evolve by the Willmore flow with initial datum fo. Let y(t) =
J(#)(-,0) be the profile curve of f(t) for all t = 0. Assume that (A(t))e[0,00) 15
bounded in L*(X) and limy_, o Ly2(y(t)) = 0. Then

tlim diau[n(f(t)(S1 X Sl)) = 0.

— 00

Proof. We first introduce the constant D := supe[o,o) [|A()|[re < 0. Next
we assume for a contradiction that there exists some t; — T = o0 such that

diam(f(;)(S* x S') < M < oo for all j € N. Let (r;)jen < (0,0) be as in Theorem
Bl Note that there exists z; € R3

c0 < / AU Pdpg,, < Dpgye,, (F(t) 7 (Bry ().
F ;)= (Br; (x;))

By (D.2)) we have that
Bgse,, (F(E5) 7 (Bry(25))) < CW(f(#))))r; < CW(fo)rj.

In particular we find by the previous two equations

€0
3.21 2> =
(3.21) "7 D2OW(fo)
i.e. there exists § > 0 such that r; > ¢ for all j € N. Since we have assumed that
diam(f(¢;)(S* x S')) < M we obtain that

diam (M(Sl x Sl)) < idiam(f(tj)(sl < S1) < 11,

Tj Ty

[« 9

- R
Now recall that f;(s) := f(t%jf), s € [0, ¢o] defines a solution of the Willmore flow,

with f;(0) = %ﬁﬂ) and f;(co) = fj.eo, defined as in Theorem Bl With Lemma [D.G]
we obtain thus that

t. t. 1 M 1

Hd)yain(£02) 1 oy < comigan (5 +f).

Tj Tj 5
which is uniformly bounded in j. This implies by Theorem Bl that there exists
a Willmore immersion f, : S' x S — R? such that f(t) — fx in C* for all
k € N. By Lemma B4 fo, is a Willmore torus of revolution. In particular, up to
reparametrization one has f, = F,  for some v, € C*(S',H?). We next claim

diam(f; ¢,) < COM(
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that there exists 6 > 0 such that infg v(t)®) > § for all t € [0,00). To this end
observe

lim inf () = lim inf A/(f(£)®)2 + (f(t)®)2

t—oo §1 t—00 S1 xSt

— inf (2)y2 B2 _inf~2 < 0

S}ESI (f')? + (f&7) léll Yoo )
since 72 (u) > 0 for all u € S* and S! is compact. Note that we have used here
that the infimum expression is independent of the parametrization of f(t). This
and the fact that (f(t))e[0,00) is @ smoothly evolving family of tori of revolution

implies infg1 v(t)? > § for all t € [0,0). Next we look at the surface area of f(t),
ie.

1
por 8 % 8) =2 [ e (0)w) du
and infer
Hgsei;) (S' x S') = 2762 L= (y(t5)) — 0.
With Lemma it follows

| Hosa (& X 5) \/“gfu.)(Sl x 1)
M > diam(f(t;)(S' x 1)) = : > 2 — 0.
HIE SN =) WR)
A contradiction. We infer that lim;_,, diam(f(¢)(S! x S!)) = co. O

In the proof we have used without further notice that the concept of tori of
revolution in Def. 2.2] coincides with our definition in Definition [T}, at
least up to reparametrization. For details recall Proposition 3.2l and the discussion
afterwards.

Proof of Theorem[I] Let e > 0 be as in the statement and fy be as in Lemmal[3.§
Then the evolution (f(t))swe[o,r) satisfies lim; 7 L2 (y(t)) = oo. Next let ¢; 1 T be
a sequence. Let ¢y > 0,¢9 > 0 and (r)jeny be as in Theorem [BI1 We distinguish
now two cases.

Case 1: There exists a subsequence of r; that converges to zero. We
claim that then condition (1) in the statement occurs. To this end assume that
(IA®)I|L= ) tefo,1) is bounded, say D := sup,ejo,7) |[|[A(t)[|z= < 0. Then one has by
B) that for all j € N there exists x; € R such that

ws< [ () Pty < D31agyee, (£5) (B a).
£t~ (B, )

Using (D.2) we find that eg < eW(fo)D?r7. This is a contradiction to the condition
that up to a subsequence r; — 0. Hence we have shown that (||A(Z)||L=(x))sefo0,1)
is unbounded.

Case 2: There exists § > 0 such that r; > § for all j € N. First observe that in
this case T’ = oo since tj+corj < T by Theorem[3dl If condition (1) in the statement
holds true, i.e. ([|A(f)[|r(x))i=0 is unbounded, there is nothing to prove. Hence
we may assume that (||A(t)||z(x))i=0 is bounded. Since lim; o Ly (7y(t)) = 0,
by Lemma 310 we find that lim;_,q, diam(f(¢))(S! x S') = o0 and hence condition
(2) occurs. This proves the claim. O
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4. AN APPLICATION: ENERGY MINIMIZATION AMONG CONFORMAL CONSTRAINTS

A very vivid field of research is the minimization of the Willmore energy among
all tori that are conformally equivalent to a reference torus. Being conformally
equivalent means that the surface can be parametrized with a conformal immersion
of the reference torus. Taking a reference torus of the form one can also
associate to every torus its conformal class, defined as follows.

_C_
Z+wZ

Definition 4.1 (Conformal class, cf. [NSI5 p.293]). Let S = R? be a smooth torus.
Then there exists a unique w € C satisfying [w| > 1, Im(w) > 0 and Re(w) € [0, 1]
such that there exists a conformal smooth immersion

: — S
7 + wZ ’

i.e.
= )
7+ wZ’

The value w = w(S) € C is then called the conformal class of S. If w is purely
imaginary, we call the torus rectangular.

(4.1) gfj = e*§;; for some u e C%(

As it turns out, all tori of revolution are rectangular (see also Prop.7)).

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that v € C*(S!,H?). Then F,(S' x S'), the torus with
profile curve «, has conformal class

it Lyz(y) Lz (v) = 2,

F 1 1 _

In particular, each torus of revolution is rectangular and w(F,(S' x S')) is a con-
tinuous function of Ly2 (7).

Proof. Let 7 : R — R be the 5=Lp:(7)-periodic reparametrization of v with con-
stant hyperbolic velocity 2. If Ly (y) = 27 we choose the smooth immersion

C

, _ 1, gl
P TEey Fy(S' x §!)
by
7 ()
(4.2) F(s+it) = | 7%(t) cos(27s)
72(t) sin(27s)

An easy computation shows gf 9 = g%’j ;1 =0 and
gia= 02+ F)% gl =4m (7).
Therefore by our choice of parametrization
F = _
& _ (71)/2 + (72)/2 _
952 AT(FR(1))?
Hence ([@T) is satisfied and F' is a conformal immersion. Moreover one readily

checks that w = Zﬁ%ﬂ(v) meets the requirements of Definition 4.1}
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If Ly2(v) < 27 we choose

~ C
F m HF»Y(Sl X Sl)
T am
to be given by
Bls +it) = (220, L) )

2m 27 ’
where F is as in (2] and the claim follows also in this case arguing as before. [

Remark 4.3. The conformal class of the Clifford Torus is w = i. Indeed, its defining

curve is
(0 1 [cos(t)
~(t) = (1) + 7 (Sin(t)) te[—m,m).
From this we conclude with the residue theorem (more precisely [FB09, Prop.
I11.7.10]) that

i 1 i 1
L = - dt= dt
w2 (7) —x V2 +sin(t) 22+ 2cos % sin %
™ 1 i 1+ tan? L
:/ At = V2 21 2 rdt
- \/§+21+tan22% —x V2(1 +tan® ) + 2tan 5

0 1 o .
- 2/00 m == 2/00 V2(z — 7\1/451)(2 IS

= 2(2m Re . —.a
( )azln%)>0 i (\/Q(Z B %)(Z n 1_\/_51) )

1
= 4mi - — = 271,
—14¢  —=1—1
V2(=E - =2
An interesting problem is the minimization of the Willmore functional in each
conformal class.

Definition 4.4 (Conformally constrained Willmore minimization). For w as in
Definition 1] we set

' C
"7+ wZ

In [NS15, Prop. D.1] the authors show that there exists some by > 1 such that
b = by implies M3 1(ib) < 8m. Our first contribution in this context is the new
insight that by = 1. We prove the existence of tori of revolution with Willmore
energy smaller than 87 in each conformal class w = ib, b > 1, via the Willmore
flow studied in Theorem [[L3l Note that Z;% and S! x S! are diffeomorphic with
diffeomorphism ¢ : S' x S — ZL% being given by ¢(u,v) = u + ibv. Hence the

results about the Willmore flow in Theorem apply also for surfaces defined on
C
Z+ibZ"

Ms 1 (w) :=infW(f): f

— R? conformal immersion}

Theorem 4.5. For each b > 1 there exists a torus of revolution Ty, such that
w(Ty) = ib and W(Ty) < 8.
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Proof. From the construction in the Proof of [NS15, Prop. D.1] follows that there
exists by > 1 such that for all b > by there exists a torus Tj as in the statement.
Note that actually the authors construct only a C'>'-torus of revolution T}, but by
mollification of the profile curve one can easily obtain a smooth torus of revolution
that satisfies the same requirements and differs not too much in the conformal class
as the hyperbolic length depends continuously on 7.

It remains to prove the claim for b € [1,by). For this choose fy : m —
R? to be a smooth conformal parametrization of Ty, and let (f(t))ie(0,50) be the
evolution of fy by the Willmore flow, which is global and smoothly convergent to the
Clifford torus (possibly rescaled and translated in direction (1,0,0)) by Theorem
Moreover, f(t) is a torus of revolution for all ¢ > 0. Let v(t) = f(t)(-,0) be
the profile curve of f(t) for all £ > 0, ie. f(t) = F . By B3), t — (1) is a
smooth family of curves for ¢ = 0 and in particular Ly2(v(¢)) depends smoothly on
t. By Proposition one obtains that ¢t — %W(Fv(t)) is real valued and depends
continuously on t. We show next that along a subsequence t — w(F, ) tends to
1 as t — c0. By Lemma [3.4] we obtain that there exists some ¢; — o such that an
appropriate reparametrization of y(t;) converges in C?(S*, R?) to v,, € C* (S, H?),
a profile curve of the Clifford torus (possibly rescaled and translated in direction
(1,0,0)). Thus we have

(43) 2m = EHQ (’Yoo) = hm EHQ (tj),
j—o©
Le w(Fy,)) — 1as j — o0. Since tw(F,(q)) = by each value between 1 and by is

attained by the intermediate value theorem. From this the existence of a torus of
revolution Ty, for each b € [1,bg) follows. O

Remark 4.6. Theorem[LT can also be proven using the results in [MS20] concerning
the elastic flow in H? (which also dissipates the Willmore energy).

In [KS13] the authors prove that the infimum in a conformal class w is attained
once one can find a competitor with energy below 87. For w = ib our small energy
tori serve as such competitors and show that the infimum is attained.

Corollary 4.7. For each b > 1 the infimum Ms;(ib) is attained and the map
b — M3 1(ib) is continuous on [1,0).

Proof. Theorem 7.3 and Proposition 5.1 in [KSI3] show that each b > 1 where
Ms1(ib) < 8w is a point of continuity of b — M;1(ib) and a point where the
infimum in the definition of M3 ; is attained. The claim then follows directly from
this results and Theorem (.5l [l

The symmetries of the Willmore energy might suggest that the infimum of the
Willmore energy in each class of rectangular tori (i.e. w = ib) is attained at a torus
of revolution. This is in general still open. Far reaching results are obtained using
a formulation of the Willmore energy in S* by means of the stereographic projec-
tion. Since the stereographic projection is conformal it does also not change the
conformal class. Looking at the Willmore energy in S? one can find tori with a lot
of symmetries: For a € (0,1) one can look at aS! + v/1 — a2S!. The stereographic
projection of all of those are tori of revolution. In particular, those are good candi-
V/T—a? 1

i .Fora=%weobta1n

the Clifford torus which is the global minimizer and hence surely the minimizer in

dates for minimizers in their conformal classes w =
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its conformal class. In [NS14], [NS15] the authors show that for conformal classes
close to the Clifford torus one still gets minimizers of the form aS' x v/1 — a2S*.
More precisely, the result [NST5, Thm 3.1] shows that there exists b; > 1 such that

for all b < by one has that Ms;(b) is attained by Xy := P (\/1+b2 St x 1+b2 Sl)

where P : S* — R3 denotes the stereographic projection. The authors also obtain
that b1 < o0. The critical value b1 can be understood as a point where a symmetry
of the minimizers breaks down. They also note that this property has to break
down for large conformal classes, cf. [NST5, p.293-294]. In the following we will
be able to find an explicit upper bound on the symmetry-breaking value b;. This
result is now obtained by energy comparison. There are other (sharper) results
using a stability discussion of X, in S3, cf. [KLIJ].

Corollary 4.8. Let by > 1 be such that for b < b; the minimizer for Ms1(b)
is attained by ¥ := P (\/ﬁSl x \/ﬁWSl), where P : S3 — R3 denotes the

stereographic projection. Then

4 16
(4.4) by < —+4/= — 1~ 2.06136.
e ™

Proof. Let b > 1 be such that ¥ is a minimizer and let T} be the torus constructed
in Theorem .5l Then, necessarily, W(Zp) < W(Tb) < 8. This inequality implies
the claim once we have shown that W(Eb) =7(b+ 1)

For this according to [Top00, Eq. (9)] for all f: 3 — R3

i) = [ (G181 dny

where H denotes the mean curvature of P~1(f) in S and s ¢ denotes the surface
measure in S®. By [NS14, Eq. (2.3)] we have |HR4|2 |H|?+4 and hence we obtain

/ | Hga(P7H(f))]? duy

Having now arrived in R* and using that P~1(%;) = 1+b2 Sl WS we can
define r := \/11+T and use the parametrization

rcos(2me)

rsin(2me)

.gl 1 s 4
F:S" xS 9(¢,9) WCOS(27T9) e R,
V1 —r2sin(270)

2
o 2 (T 0
g =A4m <0 1—7°2>'

A computation reveals that

We obtain that 54 and 277@ £ is an orthonormal basis T(, )(S',S!) and
hence ) 2

S 1 0°F 1 0°F

Hga(F) =

4m2r2 02 * 4m2(1 —r2) 062’
which implies that
1

- 1
2
| Hga (F)| =2t1 2
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Also note that 4/det(g) = 47%r+/1 — r2. The Willmore energy then reads

1/1 1 ) o (V1—12 r
W(Eb)=Z<T—2+ﬁ>4wr\/l—r2=7r( " + T

and the claim follows using that by definition of r one has r = \/ﬁ. O

APPENDIX A. CONSISTENCY BETWEEN EXTRINSIC AND INTRINSIC VIEW

In literature there are multiple ways to define geometric quantities like curvature.
This also leads to different notions of the Willmore energy and its gradient flow.
Here we want to convince the reader that all those notions are consistent with the
one we chose. For this we first have to do some computations in local coordinates.
Let M be a smooth 2-D manifold, f : M — R? be an immersion and v : M — R?

be a chart for M with coordinates (u',u?). Given vector-field X = ¢ aii and
Y =yJ aij then
i (O of
Al AXY)=a'y ( —=— —TF, =
( ) ( ) ) €z y (aulauj ,] auk) )

where I‘ﬁ ; are the Christoffel symbols defined using the metric g;; = aul I a7 f 3
In particular, we see that the second fundamental form is symmetric.

If f: M — R3 is an isometric immersion then for each local chart (u!,u?) of M
0,1 fXd,2f
T Fxauaf] 10T
>*f w, O2f of Of

A =49 < B ) _[>]R'g -k
au oul outoul’ du ou

one can define a unit normal field N = (u',u?) and rewrite

AX,Y) = z'y? (
(A.2) < 13 7 N>R3N

If f: M — f(M) <R3 is now an isometric embedding and f(M) is orientable, N
is independent of the chosen chart and ([(A2]) coincides with the usual definition of
the second fundamental form. '

Let us now choose normal coordinates (u',u?) and fix e; = ngl and ey = %
Then by (A2) we find

A(ei, ej) = hiﬁ,
where hf denote the usual coeflicients of the Weingarten map. Then, the mean
curvature (vector) and Gauss curvature are given by

(A.3)  H = Aler,e1) + A(es, e2) = (b} + h3)N = HN,
K = <A(€1, 61), A(ez, 62)>R3 — <A(61, 62), A(eg, 61)>R3 = h%h% — (h%)2,

where H denotes the scalar mean curvature. For Q(A)H, the ‘cubic’-term in the
Willmore equation, one easily derives

QAVH = %H(HQ — 4K).

With similar computations,

2
AP = |H? = 2K = 37 (Ales, ;). Alei, ),

i,j=1
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and hence for each toroidal immersion f : S! x S — R3 one has by the Gauss-
Bonnet Theorem

(A4) [ 1A dus = aw(r)

Similarly, again in the case of tori, an easy computation shows that |A|2 = 1H?—2K
and

/E AP dug = 200(f).

Also, note that |A|? < |A[2.

APPENDIX B. TENSOR CALCULUS

Throughout the article, we use a nonstandard notation for some differential
geometric concepts involving connections, derivatives and tensors. We discuss here
that our notation is consistent with the one used in the articles [KS02], [KS01],
[KS04], since many results cited there are used. Here we shall briefly introduce
these concepts and clarify their meaning. Let M be a smooth 2-dim. manifold and
f € C®(M;R™) be an immersion. Moreover, let V be the Levi-Civita connection on
M. For a vector field X € V(M) we define the full derivative Dx : C*(M;R") —
C*®(M;R"™) via

(B.1) DxG:= Y X(Gi)&, whenever G =) Gié e C”(M;R?),

i=1 1=1
and {€1,€s,...,€,} is the canonical basis of R". We say that G € C®(M;R") is
a normal vector field if G(p) L df,(T,M) for all p € M. We define for short
N,M = df,(T,M)* and NM := Llpers NpM the normal bundle. For such a
normal vector field G € C* (M, NM) we define the normal connection of G to be

(BQ) V§G|p = WNPM(DXGLD) = DxGJ',

where my denotes the orthogonal projection on U. A normal vector field that will
be used very frequently is Y = A(Z, W) for some Z, W € V(M). This is however
not just a normal vector field but each of its components is also a (2,0)-tensor —
we may think of p — A,(Z, W) as a (2,0)-tensor on M with values in the normal
bundle NM, i.e. a for each p € M it is a multilinear map from T,M? to N,M.
If we do so, the standard concept of tensorial connections (cf. [Leel8, Lemma
4.6] is not applicable, since it is needed that the tensor takes values in R. One can
however overcome this by using two different connections, namely V and V+. More
precisely, for a (k,0)-tensor F : p ~— (F, : T,M* — N,M) on M with values in the
normal bundle NM we can define a (k + 1,0)-tensor V- F via

(B.3)
k+1

VAER(X1, oy Xig1) 1= Vi, F(Xa, oo, K1) = O F(Xay oo Vi, X ooy X1,

Jj=2

for X1, ..., Xx41 € V(M). Tt can easily be checked that V4 F is indeed a (k + 1)-
tensor, i.e. V1F, depends only on X1(p), ..., Xx41(p). Moreover, if F is a (0,0)
tensor on M with values in NM, i.e. F'e C*(M; NM) then the notation of V+F
coincides with the previous definition in (B.2). We remark that in [KS02], [KS01],
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[KS04], V*+ and V are both denoted by V. The L®(M)-norm of a (k,0) tensor F
on M with values in NM is defined to be

||F||Lx(M) = sup sup |F(Eiy, ..., Ei,)|,

pEM {E1,E3} orthonormal basis of TpM“) yie=1

where | - | denotes the norm in R"™. We will also use very frequently [KS02, Eq.
(2.7)], which we state here for the reader’s convenience. Let f € C®(M;R™) be
an immersion with second fundamental form A and normal bundle N M. Then for
each Ge C*(M;NM) and X € V(M) one has

2
(B.4) DxG = VxG — Y (G, A(X,E,;))znDp, [,

i=1
where {E7, E2} is an arbitrary orthonormal basis of T,M with respect to gy :=
f*grn.We also remark that we can define a tensorial version of D, treated as a tensor
on M with values in R™. The transformation law we prescribe here is analogous
to (B3), namely if F is a (k,0) Tensor on M with values in R™ we define for
Xl, ceey Xk+1 € V(M)

k+1
DF(X1,...,Xk+1) == Dx, F(Xa, ..., Xg41) — Z F(Xa,...Vx, X, oy Xjt1).

As an important special case we obtain for f e C*(M,R")
D*f(X,Y) = DxDy f — Dyyvy [-

If f is additionally an immersion, this formula yields exactly the second fundamental
form (cf. (ZI)). Hence one could also write A[f] = D?f.

APPENDIX C. ON THE SMOOTH CONVERGENCE OF SURFACES

Here we present some useful results concerning smooth convergence on compact
subsets of R™, which we will simply call smooth convergence.

We remark that smooth convergence, see Definition 2.l actually takes place
in the equivalence class of surfaces that coincide up to reparametrization, more
precisely

Remark C.1. Consider a sequence of immersions (f;)jen, f; : £ — R”, that con-
verges to f smoothly on compact subsets of R™ and a sequence of diffeomorphisms
(¥;)jen, ¥, : ¥; — ¥ with ¥; smooth manifold without boundary. Then it follows
from the definition of smooth convergence, that f; oW, converges to f smoothly on

compact subsets of R™. Moreover if U : Y Sis yet another diffeomorphism then
f; also converges to f o W smoothly on compact subsets of R".

Remark C.2. In general, smooth convergence is not topology-preserving, i.e. the
topologies of & and ¥ need not coincide, cf. [Brelhl Fig. 6]. The situation is better
if ¥ is connected and & has a compact component C. [KSO1, Lemma 4.3] gives
that 3, S are diffeomorphic. By the previous remark they can then also chosen to
be equal.

Next we examine how relevant geometric quantities behave with respect to
smooth convergence, for instance the diameter.
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Lemma C.3. Suppose that (fj)gozl : X — R" is a sequence that converges smoothly
on compact subsets of R™ to f: S - R". Then

diamf(i) < lim inf diam f; ().
j—o

~

Proof. Suppose that (f(px))5—, (f(qk))koozl c f(f]) are sequences such that

[For) = flgr)| — diam (%)
Then, by Definition 1] for each k € N there exists j(k) € N such that py, gx € 2(j)
for all j = j(k). Now (23] implies that for all j > j(k)
(o) = Flan)l < |F5 0 6i(pr) — £ 0 65(aw)| + | (pr) — uj(ar)]
< diam f5(2) + 2|[u; [ oo (55 -
Letting first j — o0 and then & — o0 we obtain the claim. O
Now we study the lower semicontinuity with respect to smooth convergence of
the Willmore energy. As a first step we prove the following result.
Lemma C.4. Let (fj)jen, [j: & — R™ be a sequence of immersions that converges
smoothly on compact subsets of R™ to an immersion f : % — R™. Let (U,¢) be a
chart for 3 such that U < %(J) for some J € N and giro1p~t € CH((U)) T'& o=t e
CO((U)), for all i, T.a, and det(g),g11 are bounded from below by some positive
d > 0 where g;r and FO‘ denote the metric and C’hmstoﬁel s symbols induced by f on
. Moreover we require that ||D2f||Loo (U.g7) , ALS ]||Loo (U.g7) ) [[DALf ]||L30(U7gf) <
. Let ((bJ)J:l, @ : I Y., be a sequence of diffeomorphisms as in Definition
21 Let g(m) be the first fundamental form induced by fu, © ¢ on U with respect
to the chart (U,) and H(m) := Hy, o4, be the mean curvature of fm © ¢m,.
Then, g(m) o 9=t converges to g o =1 uniformly in (U) and H(m) o =1
converges to Hg o =1 uniformly in (U).

Proof. For m > J let u,, be as in Definition 2.1l such that on i(m) one has
(C.1) Jm © Om + U = J? and ||(€J—)k“m||Lx(i(m)) =0, m—o0.
Let (y',4%) be the local coordinates induced by (U,), in particular for all h €

C*(%;RY), d e N we denote T = (h;i o). Our first intermediate claim is

that %= and -Z%= converge to zero uniformly in U for all i, 7.
oy’ 81/ oy™ )

In the following we let Fy, Es € V(U) be the smooth orthonormal frame on

(U,g f') which we obtain by applying the Gram-Schmidt procedure on {%, #},

i.e.
1 0 1 0 0
Fi=———and Fh = —————(§11=—= — Jio=—) .
1 Tn 0y1 2 Tu ret@) (QllayQ g12 8y1)
Note that by (B.4)
Oy, ~
i =D 2 tm = v Z(um, E;))gs D, [

and hence on U we have
(C.2)

Uy,

~ ~ ~ 1
oy <V umllzewy + 21 AL e )16l 2 |l | Lo 07) -
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Estimating ||VLUm||L°O(U ||V um”Loo(g(m)) -0, ||um||L°C(U) < ||Um||Lx(§(m)) -
auwn

0 and [gii| < [1Gii © | (p(u)) We infer that converges to zero uniformly

on U. Next we compute for all i, 7 writing for short A= A[f]

2
~ 0
T = DLDLum = D% (V%Um_j§<umaA(0_yian)>R”DEjf>
~ 0
=D_o Vi up — > D [<um,A(a—yi,Ej)>RnDEjf]

0
=—, E1))rn D, f

Oy, 0O g
- Z<3—y"—7A(3_yZ7E )>]R"DE f Z<um,D A(a )>R"DE f

Jj=1
~ 0 ~ ~ 0
= (V) 2upm(=—, —)+V+un(V o —
(T (5 )+ (9 500
2
~ 0 ou 0 ~
- J_ n m . Y n .
T (0.4 (5om BV D f 2<a " A5 ) D f
0 0 0 0
<Um,DA(@,@ )+A(V a_ a ,L,E)+A(ayl,v 5 Ej)>R”DEJf

2

j=1
2 0 G

_ % BV | D2FC B (S . E
3 A B | D2z ) 4 DO ).

All terms that appear here as arguments of tensors can be bounded in L*-norm with

quantities that we assumed to be bounded. Notice that a bound on V _o_ % needs

oyT

the fact that the Christoffel symbols lie in C°(4(U)). Bounding v _o_Ej in terms
oyT

of the given quantities needs the explicit representation of E; that we discussed

above. Here we also need that det(g),g11 are bounded from below uniformly in

U. We obtain with a straightforward computation that & “(;"1 converges to zero

uniformly in U.
We now show that g(m) converges to g uniformly on U which implies the con-
vergence claimed in the statement. First note that by (CIl) and (C2)

fmodm)  Of

oy™ T ooy

where aayji are bounded by assumption. Hence,
bounded. Now we can compute using (C.J)

of of
oyt oyT

%70:""1) and g(m) are uniformly

gir =< R
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a(fm o ¢m) Oum a(fm o ¢m) Oum O, Oup,
oyt " oyT R+ oyT "oy PR+ oy oyt PR

By the arguments above, the last three terms are uniformly convergent to zero and
so convergence of the first fundamental form is shown. Note in particular that also
g 1(m) converges to g—! since we assumed that det(g) is strictly bounded from
below.

Observe now that by (AJ]) and (A3)

_’A:Air( 82.]? 7’\(_)[ 0_?)

f 9 aylay‘r 1T aya

and ,
7 T 0 (fm o (bm) _ Ta a(f7n o (bm)
H(m) =9 (m)( ayzayq- 1—‘i‘r (m) 0ya )7

where f‘f; (m) denotes the Christoffel symbols of the immersion f,, 0, with respect
to the chart (U,1). We have already discussed the uniform convgence of all terms
that H(m) consists of except for the Christoffel symbols. The convergence of those
however follows analogously to the convergence of g(m) from the classical formula

a2(fm °¢m) O fm o dm)

B (m) = g (m)(— im0 == 5w O

Lemma C.5. Suppose that (fj)gozl : X — R™ is a sequence of immersions that

converges smoothly on compact subsets of R™ to an immersion f: S - R". Then

~

W) < liminf W)

Additionally, if $ is compact then W(f) = lim; o W(f;).

Proof. We start choosing a cover {(U,, wp)}pei of 3 such that U, is an open neigh-
borhood of p. Since each p is contained in some ¥(m,) for some m, € N and
Y(mp) is open, we may assume that U, < X(m,) by possibly shrinking U,. Let
V, be a neighborhood of of p compactly contained in U,. Then in each chart
(Vo ¥p), Gir and T', are bounded and det(g) is uniformly bounded from below by
some § = d(p) > 0. By second countability there exist countably many points
{pv}7L, such that {(V,,, v, )}02 is a cover of 5. and there exists a locally finite
partition of unity (7,)%_; of smooth an compactly supported functions that satisfy
supp(n,) < V,,. Now we infer by Lemma (taking diffeomorphisms ¢,, as in
(C1)) and Fatou’s Lemma

o0
2 _ 27
[ Hidpj = > / nHdp
Py =1 Voo
o0

/ ( )(771, o ¢;U1)(Hf o 1/);U1)2\/det§ o 1/)1;1 dx
Tﬁpu VPV

v=1
0
= Z 71‘1Ll—>00/ (V )(T]V ° 1/}1;1/1)(Hfmo¢m © /(/)l;ul)2 v det g(m) © w;ul dx
v=1 pv\Vpy
0
< lim ioréf Z / (n, o 1/’;V1)(Hfmo¢m o 1/,111)2 det g(m) o 1/;;3 dx
me v=1 pv (Vo)



THE WILLMORE FLOW OF TORI OF REVOLUTION 33

m—a0

[ee]
= lim inf Z / WVH,?mwmdﬂfmwm = lgnj%f/A H,?mwmd“mem
v=1"Vp, b
All in all we obtain W(f) < liminf,, oo W(fim © ¢m) = Uminf,, o W(f,,) as the
Willmore energy does not depend on the reparametrization. If S is compact then
the partition of unity can be chosen to be finite and the last claim follows then with
the same techniques. (I

Lemma C.6. [Breldl Co. 1.4] Suppose that f; : ¥ — R™ and f: S — R" are
such that f; converges to f smoothly on compact subsets of R™. Then the surface
measures [ g, converge in Co(R™)" to f*ufm

A second concept of convergence that is related to smooth convergence is the
C'-convergence which we also use throughout the article.

Definition C.7. We say that a sequence of immersions (f;j)jen, f; : & — R”
defined on a two dimensional manifold ¥ without boundary converges to f 2 - R
in CY(X), | € N if there exist diffeomorphisms ¢; : ¥ — X for all j € N and
uj : 3 — NX such that fj o ¢; +u; = fon¥ and ||(@J-)kuj||L@(E) —0asj—®
for all k € {0, ..., 1}.

Remark C.8. The two concepts of convergence we discussed are obviously related.
Indeed, if f; : S > Rvisa sequence that converges smoothly on compact subsets
to some f: - R" and & is compact, then f; converges to f in C! for all [ € N.
We further say that a family (f(t))se[0,.0) converges to f in C! for all [ if for each

sequence t; — o0 one has f(t;) — fasj — 0.

We will now present an alternative characterization of C* convergence in which
we do not need to require that u; are orthogonal. However we have to pay a price —
in this case one needs control the full derivative. Even though we expect this result
to be true even in higher codimension, we formulate it only in the case of n = 3 for
the sake of simplicity. This will be sufficient for our purposes.

Proposition C.9. Let X be a compact orientable two-dimensional manifold with-
out boundary and f; : ¥ — R3 be a sequence of immersions and k& > 2. Then
f; converges to a limit immersion f : ¥ — R3in C* if and only if there exist
w; € C*(3,R?) and C*-smooth diffeomorphisms ¢; : ¥ — ¥ such that for j large
enough

fio; =f+wj on X
and for all k¥ € N one has ||Dkwj||Loc(Z7gf) — 0 as j — .

Proof. First assume that f; : ¥ — R? converges to ]?: ¥ — R3in C*(X) . Then, for
j large enough one can find u; € C*(3, NX) and C*-diffeomorphisms ¢; : & — %
such that R

fiopj=f+u; onX
and for all k € N one has ||(V1)Fu;|[» — 0 as j — o0. Now we choose 1hj = ¢;

and w; := u;. It only remains to show that ||[D*w;||p= — 0 as k — c0. For k =1
we observe that for each X € V(M) one has by (B4)

2
(C.3) Dxw; = Vxw; — > (w;, A[fI(X, Ei))ps D, f
=1
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2
= Vxu; — Yy, AlfI(X, Ei))ps D, f

i=1
‘We obtain that
|Dw;| e < ||V 5wl + Cllugl ||| ALF]|| L[| D f] oo

Since X is compact, ||A[f]||r= and ||Df||Lv are finite and thus ||Dw;||L» — 0 as
j — . The estimates for k > 2 follow easily by using iterated versions of

For the converse, suppose we have diffeomorphisms 1; and w; as in the state-
ment. We denote by C*¥(3;R) the set of all C*-smooth real valued maps from

¥ of R equipped with the norm [|f[|crsr) 1= Zle IV f|| 2, where ¥ here de-
notes the tensorial connection with respect to the Levi-Civita connection on (X, g f)’

cf. [Leel8, Lemma 4.6]. We also endow C*(X;R3) with the norm [ fllok sy =
Zle [|D!f|| . Moreover we define Diffeok(E, %) to be the set of all C* smooth dif-

feomorphisms of X. Note that Diffeo” (2, X) is a smooth Banach manifold with the
compact-open topology and for all ¢ € Diffeo” (3) the tangent space T¢,Diffeok (2, %)
can be identified with V(X). This fact follows from [Wit19] and [Hir94, Chap. 2
Thm 1.7]. Let now N 7 be a smooth unit normal field along f . (Here orientability
of ¥ is needed). We now define for all k& € N the map

(C4)  F:Difleo’(5,5) x CH(ZiR) —» CH(SR®),  F(n,8) = (f + BN;) on.

It is casy to show that for all X € V() and a € C*(3;R) one has d(;q,0)F (X, o) =
DXf+ aNj. Having this formula, one checks that d ;g 0)F" : T(Z-dm(Diffeok(E, ) x
C*(3;R)) — TH(C*(%;R?)) ~ CF(Z;R?) is an isomorphism. As a consequence one
can find a small neighborhood V' of (id, 0) such that F|y is a diffeomorphism. We
conclude that for all k£ € N there exists e > 0 such that ||g — f”ck(E;RB;) < € implies

that there exists 1 € Diffeo” and 8 € C* such that g = (f—i— BN];) on. Next we

look at g = f—i— w;. For j large enough one has that there exists n; € Diffeo” and
B; € C* such that

f+w; = (f+BjNf)on,
and thus we infer that

fiod; = (f+BiNs) on;.
We compose with 17;1 to obtain

fiogjony "t = f+B;N;

Defining v; := ¢; o 17;1 and w; := [; N we obtain that f; o ¢; = f+ u; and
u; € C*(S, NX). It remains to show that |[(V1)u;|| — 0 for all I = 1,...,k. To do
so we compute for any X € V(X)

Viu; = Vi (B;Ny) = X(B;)N7 + BV N;
Note that X (5;) = %Xﬂj and thus

IV ugllze < |IBjllor om) (14 IVENF|| 1)
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Observe that ||§LN]?||L$ is finite by compactness of ¥. Similarly one can show
that '

(C.5) gl < Ok, 2 PliBsllesry Vi =1,k

Note that f +w; — f in C*(3;R3) and the fact that F, defined in (), is a local
diffeomorphism implies that (1;, 3;) converges to (id,0) in Diffeo® (2, ¥) x C*(%).
Thus 3; converges to 0 in C*(3). This and (CH) verify Definition for | = k.
The claim is shown. il

Also C'-convergence is not affected by reparametrizations and Remark can
be formulated also for the C'-convergence. This implies in particular that limits
with respect to C'-convergence are not unique. In the rest of this section we will
however show that, in our setting, C'-limits are unique up to reparametrizations.
Let us first fix what we mean by classical C! convergence.

Definition C.10. We say that a sequence of immersions (h;)}2,,h; : ¥ — R"
converges classically in C! to some immersion b : ¥ — R" if uj ;= h—h; : & — R"
satisfies || D¥uj|| sy — 0 for all k = 0,...,1.

Proposition C.11. Let (fj)gozl : S'xS' — R3 be a sequence of smooth immersions
and [ = 2. Let f,h:S* x S' — R3 be such that f; converges to f in C! and and f;

converges to h classically in C!. Then f and h coincide up to reparametrization,
i.e. there exists a C!-diffeomorphism ¢ : S! x S* — S! x S! such that h = f o ¢.

Proof. Since f; converges to f in C! there exist diffeomorphisms ¢; of S! x S! and
maps u; : S x S! — R? such that

(C.6) fiogj+u;=f onS"xS
and ||u;||zo, || Du;|| L= converge to zero. Moreover there exist v; such that
(C.7) fi+v;=h onS'xS!,

and ||vj||zo, || Dv;||L= converge to zero.

Step 1: ()72, converges uniformly to some ¢ € C°(S' xS') that satisfies h = foe.
First note that functions on S' x S' can be periodically extended on R?. Doing so
and tacitly identifying all the functions we defined above with their unique periodic
extensions we infer that (C.6) and (C)) hold on the whole of R?. From both
equations we infer that

(C.8) ho¢; —vjop;+u;=f onR>

Since we deal now with functions in C*(R?; R?) we can compute derivatives simply
using the Jacobi matrix. By the chain rule

(C.9) (Dh(¢;) — Dv;(¢;)) D + Du; = Df i R2,

We claim that ||D¢;l|(gex2) is bounded. For this assume that a subsequence
(which we do not relabel) satisfies || D¢;||L» — o0 and let p; € S' x S! be such that
|Do;(p;)| = ||Dj||L=, where || is a suitable matrix norm. Evaluating (C9) at p;
and dividing by ||D¢;||L» we obtain

(C.10)

(Dh(,(py)) — Doy (6 (py))) o P2) 1 .

+ Du;(pj) = 75—
Dol |[Dojll=""""""" " [|Dgy]|r»

Df(py)-
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By boundedness of ¢; : R? — S' x S! and the choice of p; one can choose a

subsequence such that (¢;(p;))72, converges to some ¢ € S' x S' and %

J 0

converges to some B € R?*2 that satisfies |B| = 1. Note that by the requirements

on u;, v; and the fact that the first fundamental forms of f,h w.r.t the local
jr Uj

coordinates (u, v) are bounded one has |[Du;| = g2 g2x3), || DVj|| Lo (g2 r2x3) — 0 as

J — o0. Passing to the limit in (CI0) we obtain
Dh(q)B = 0.

This is a contradiction to h being an immersion and |B| = 1. Hence |[D¢; || g2 r2.2)
is bounded. Note also that ¢; : R* — S x S! is uniformly bounded as it takes val-
ues only in S' x S'. By Arzela-Ascoli’s theorem there exists a subsequence (which
we do not relabel) and ¢ € CO(S! x S') such that ¢; — ¢ on S* x S!. We can now
go back to ([C.8) and pass to the limit there to obtain

(C.11) ho¢=f onS!xSh

Step 2: ¢ is a local C! diffeomorphism, i.e. ¢ is C! smooth and for all p € S' x S
there exists an open neighborhood U containing p such that ¢, is a diffeomorphism
onto its image.

To this end fix p € S! x S' and recall that, being h an immersion, there exists an
open neighborhood W of ¢(p) such that hj,, is a diffeomorphism onto its image

V := h(W). We denote by h : V — W the inverse of hy,, - By (CII) we obtain

(C.12) ¢=hof onf YV).

Notice that since ¢(p) € W it follows that f(p) = h(é(p)) € V and hence p € f~1(V)
so that f=1(V) is an open neighborhood of p. Now there exists another open
neighborhood G of p such that f|, is a C'-diffeomorphism onto its image. Defining
U =Gn f~5V) we obtain that ¢, is a C'-diffeomorphism as a composition of
two diffecomorphisms. Note in particular that D¢(p) is invertible at each point
p € S' x S'. This implies in particular, as S! x S! is connected and ¢ € C' that
sgn(det(D¢)) is constant.

Step 3: deg(¢) = +1.
Recall that the mapping degree of ¢ is given by

(C.13) deg(¢) := Z sgn (det(Dg(x)))
zed({y})

for any choice of y € St x S1. See [OR09, Chap. 3] or [GP10, Chap. 3,§3] for
the well-definedness of deg, e.g. the independence of the definition of the chosen y
and finiteness of the sum in the definition. We make use of the degree-integration
formula (cf [GP10, p.188] to compute deg(¢). Since ¢ : S! x St — S x S! is
sufficiently smooth one has for all differential forms w on S' x S! that

where ¢*w is defined as in [GP10, p.166]. Let n € C(R3) be arbitrary. Take
wy (u, v) := n(h(u,v))Vdet DhT Dh du A dv. Then

1 27
(C.14) / Wy = / / n(h(u,v))r/det(DRT Dh) du dv = /77 dh* up,
S1xst o Jo
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since DhT Dh is the first fundamental form of (S x S!, g;). Note that by Lemma
f* s coincides with h*py, as both measures are Co(R™)'-limits of f ;. Hence

by (C.14)

(C.15) [nartu = [nawm = [ w,
St xSt

Using now that f = h o ¢ we can also compute [ df*us in another way. Since
s :=sgn detD¢ is constant, by definition of ¢*w, we obtain

/ndf*uf_// v))A/det(DFTDF) du dv

/ / det(DAT Dh)|det(Dg)| du dv

_ / / \/mdet(Dqﬁ) du dv

- [ ¢wn—sdeg<¢>/ .
St xSt St xSt

This and (CIH) yields that deg(¢) = L = +1.

Conclusion
The fact that deg(¢) = 1, sgn(det(Dg)) is constant together with (CI3) imply
that ¢~ ({y}) must be a singleton for any choice of y € S x S!. This proves the
injectivity of ¢. Surjectivity follows directly from [OR09, Chap. 3, Remark 1.5(2)].
We finally end up with a surjective and injective local diffeomorphism. By this
inverse function theorem, this is also a global diffeomorphism. O

Corollary C.12. If (f;)72, : S' xS' — R? converges in C* to some f : S'xS! — R?
and also to some h : S x S' — R3. Then there exists a C! diffeomorphism
¢: St x S' — St x St such that f = ho¢.

Proof. If f; converges to h in C' then by Proposition [C19] there exists a sequence
of diffeomorphisms (1;)7; of S' x S' such that f; o1; converges to h classically in
C'. Since (non-classical) C! convergence is not affected by reparametrizations, we
infer that also f; 01); converges to f in C'. By Proposition [CIT] applied to f; o ;
we infer that f = ho ¢ for a C'-diffeomorphism ¢ of S' x S'. O

APPENDIX D. ON THE WILLMORE FLOW

Here we mention some previous results on the Willmore flow, which we will use.
Since we need the precise formulations and constants we state them here for the
readers convenience. We start with a short time existence and uniqueness result.
We remark that this result is not the only short time existence result in the literature
(cf. eg. [Sim0O1]), but it is the most useful for the formulation we use.

Theorem D.1. [KS02, Thm 1.2] Suppose that fo : ¥ — R™ is a smooth immersion.
Then there exist constants €9 > 0,co < o0 that depend only on n such that for all
p > 0 that satisfy

sup | AL fol Pdug, < <0
f

eeR™ J f5 By (x))
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then there exists a unique maximal smooth Willmore flow (f(t))seo,r) starting at
fo that satisfies T = cop*. Moreover, for all m = 0 there exists C = C(n,m, fo)
such that

(D.1) (V™AL Ol < C - VEe[0,c0p"].

Note that (D) is not in the statement of [KS02, Thm 1.2] but in its proof, see
[KS02, Eq. (4.27)]. In fact the bound of the derivatives of the curvature are crucial
in the proof of the short time existence theorem. In addition to bounds on the
curvature one also needs a bound on the metric. Let us emphasize that this bound
is (in finite time) implied by the curvature bounds as part of a more general result,
see [Ham82 Lemma 14.2]. Once short time existence is shown one can look at long
time existence. The most important blow up criterion obtained so far is the one
discussed in Theorem [D.5] below. It says that if T < oo then the curvature has to
concentrate.

One can ask what happens to other quantities once the curvature degenerates.
By Simon’s monotonicity formula, the ‘density’ will not degenerate. Indeed, in
[Sim93, Eq. (1.3)], a local bound for the surface measure is shown. A useful
implication stated in [KSOI, Lemma 4.1] is that there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all
proper immersions f : ¥ — R™ (X compact and without boundary) one has

-1
where we further assume that ¥ is a torus so that its Euler characteristic vanishes.
Up to this point, no examples of evolutions where the curvature degenerates are
known, even though there exists one candidate for this phenomenon, cf. [MS01].
Close to local minimizers curvature concentration cannot occur and one deduces
convergence with the aid of a Lojasiewicz-Simon gradient inequality.

Theorem D.2. [CES09, Lemma 4.1] Let fy : ¥ — R™ be a Willmore immersion
of a compact manifold ¥ without boundary, and let k € N, 6 > 0. Then there exists
e =e(fw) > 0 such that the following is true:

suppose that (f(t))iweo,r) is a Willmore flow of ¥ satisfying

Ifo — fwlw22~cr <,
and

(D.3) W(f(t)) =2 W(fw) whenever | f(t) o ®(t) = fwlcx <6,

for some appropriate diffeomorphisms ®(t) : ¥ — X.

Then this Willmore flow exists globally, that is, T = o0, and converges, after
reparametrization by appropriate diffeomorphisms <i>(t) : X — X, smoothly to a
Willmore immersion fs. That is,

f(t) o ®(t) = fop ast — 0.
Moreover, W(fws) = W(fw) and ||fo — fwlcr <.

Remark D.3. Notice that ¢ in the statement does not change if instead of fy one
considers the translated Willmore surface fyy + 2 for z € R”. Indeed, if fy satisfies

Ifo— (fw + Z)|w22ncr <& =ce(fw),

then clearly fo — Z satisfies the assumptions on the initial datum stated in [D.2] so
that the corresponding Willmore flow f(t) converges. Due to the uniqueness of



THE WILLMORE FLOW OF TORI OF REVOLUTION 39

the solution for the Willmore flow, f(t) = f(t) — z with f(t) the solution of the
Willmore flow which starts in fo. Hence, also f(t) converges.

Remark D.4. We also remark that in case that the Willmore flow converges in C*
for all k£ one obtains uniform bounds on all derivatives of the second fundamental
form, i.e. for all m € Ny there exists C' = C'(m, fy) such that

(V)™ ALfO]llz= < C Ve [0,00).

Not every evolution of the Willmore flow is convergent. What one can however
always obtain is a Willmore concentration limit of appropriate parabolic rescalings.
Below we will introduce the Willmore concentration limit rigorously since we need
to examine it for the proof of Theorem [3.11

Theorem D.5 (Willmore Concentration Limit, [KSO01l Sec. 4]). Let 3 be a com-
pact two-dimensional manifold without boundary and let f:[0,T) x ¥ — R™ be
immersions evolving by the Willmore flow with initial datum fo. Let eg > 0 and cq
be defined as in Theorem [DI.

Then for each sequence (t;)72, /T there exist (v;);2; < R", (rj)72; < (0,00)
(defined as in 31)) and co > O such that

(D.4) ti+corj <T forall jeN
and
~ 1
(D5) fj = T_ (f(tj + CQT?, ) — ,Tj) Y - R”
J

converges smoothly on compact subsets of R™ to a proper Willmore immersion f
N R™, where S £ & is a smooth two-dimensional manifold without boundary.
Moreover

(D.6) liminf/ |A(t; + CoT;l)|2d,ug(tj+COT?) >0,
J=© By

where B = (f(t; + cm"?))fl(BTj (z})).
Now we are finally ready to prove Theorem [3.11

Proof of Theorem[Z1l The first part of the statement follows from (D.4). From
Theorem [D.F] it follows that there exists a sequence (z;);enc R” and a proper

Willmore immersion f: S — R” such that

~ €T ~
(D.7) fieo == =
rj
smoothly as j — c0. Now we examine the asymptotics of (7;)jen
If there exists a subsequence of the radii r; that tends to zero or infinity. By
mml, Thm 1.1], 3 is not compact. In particular diam(f(3)) = oo since otherwise

f ( ) lies in a compact set of R™ which is a contradiction to the properness of f
By lower semincontinuity of the diameter, cf. Lemma [C.3] we infer

Jj—© Jj—©

w0 = diam(f(2)) < liminf diam <fj700 - x—J> = lim inf diam(fj , )
rj

Hence we have shown that (2) occurs.
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Suppose on contrary that (r;) ey has no subsequence that tends to zero or infin-
ity. Then there exists § > 0 such that § <r; < } for all j € N and Case (1) occurs.
Necessarily from (D4) we see that 7' = oo.

It remains to show that a bound on the diameter ensures full convergence to a
Willmore immersion. Suppose therefore that diam(fj.,) < M for all j € N. Note
that then - once again by lower semicontinuity, cf. Lemma [C.3]

~ A~

diam(f (X)) < lim inf diam (fj700 - ﬂ) = lim inf diam (f; ¢,) < M.
J—0 ’r‘j J—00
Since f is proper this ensures that & is compact. By [KS01l, Lemma 4.3] we infer

that 3 = S! x S! and the convergence in (D7) is actually convergence in C* for all
k € N. Now we define

[t + sr5)
’f‘j '

fi:[0,c0] x St x ' > R, f(s) :=

Note that by scaling properties of the Willmore gradient fj solves the Willmore
flow equation. By (D) we can now fix jo € N and a smooth diffeomorphism
®:S! xS' - S! x S' such that

(D.8) [Finca 0 ® =22 = Fll o < € = (),
Tjo

where €(f) is chosen as in Theorem By Remark we also have €(f) =
e(f—i— %‘j) We infer by Theorem [D.2] that the Willmore flow starting at ijO od
exists globally and converges (up to reparametrization) to a Willmore immersion
fo : St x St — R™. By geometric uniqueness of Willmore evolutions we infer that
fjo o @, first defined on [0, ¢g], extends to a global evolution, i.e. defined on [0, o),
and converges (up to reparametrization) to fo. Again by geometric uniqueness we
infer that fjo extends to a global evolution converging (up to reparametrization)
to fy o ®~ 1. Using scaling properties of the Willmore flow we infer that f extends
to a global evolution by Willmore flow that converges to rj, f, which is again a
Willmore immersion.

To show the last sentence of the claim we first observe that a uniform bound on
the diameter implies that case (2) may not occur, in particular r; € (9, %) for some
§ > 0. Then the fact that t; + corj < T for all j and t; — T implies that T' = co.
Convergence follows then according to case (1) with the diameter bound. O

With this theorem we have proved that boundedness of diam( fj,cO) implies con-
vergence. The fact that f; ., need information about f(t; + cor?) and not just
about f(t;) adds a technical difficulty — the time shift might cause that geometric
quantities degenerate. Luckily, the diameter is not so much affected by (bounded)
time shifts, as we shall see in the following

Lemma D.6 (Evolution of Diameter and Area). Suppose that f : [0,T) x ¥ —
R™ is a mazimal evolution by Willmore flow. Then there exist constants C7 =
Ci(W(f(0))),Ca = Co(W(f(0))) depending monotonically on W(f(0)) such that

(D.9) fg sy (B) < Hgpo (2) + CLOV(F(0)))t2
and

diam(f ()(2)) < Co(W((0)))(diam(f(0)(E)) + t1).
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Proof. First we remark that, since the Willmore flow is a gradient flow, for all s > 0

(D.10) | 10 OP g, = wiro) - wis )< wiso.
By [KS02, Eq.(2.16)] we have
‘dt“gf(t) ’ ’/<H )> d:“gf(t)

1

< (/Z \H[f ()] dugﬂt))é (/Z 0 f (1)]? dugfm) 2

< 2/W®) ( [ esr dugm)%

Integrating with respect to ¢ and since t — W(f(¢)) is decreasing we obtain

010 () = 0 (9] < 2V WO [ S ( | rasor dugm)% dt
<2 WOt ([ [ 100 e, )

1

<2W(f(0))s2,

using (D.I0) in the last step. The estimate in (D.9) follows if we choose C1 (W) =
2W(f(0)). Next we use a generalization of [Sim93, Lemma 1.1] (cf. the follow-
ing Lemma) for immersed surfaces to obtain that there exists C's > 0 such that
diam(f(2))? < CsW(f)pg, (X). Using this, (D.9) and Lemma [D.7 we obtain

diam(f(t)(X))? < CsW(f

2

1

())1tg) (B) < CoW(F(0)) (g, o) () + 2W(F(0))E2)
< CsW(F(0))(W(f(0))diam(f(0))? + 2W (£(0))t2).
CsW(£(0))?(diam(f(0))? + 2t2)
2CsW(f(0))?(diam(f(0)) + )2,

) :=2CsW? does the job. O

IN

N

The choice of Co(W

In this proof we have used the following Lemma, which generalizes [Sim93|
Lemma 1.1].

Lemma D.7 (cf. [Sim93, Lemma 1.1]). There exists Cs = Cs(n) > 0 such that for
all immersions f : X — R™ of a compact connected 2D-manifold without boundary
> one has

Hgy (E)

W(f)
Proof. Let ¥ be as in the statement. By [Sim93, Lemma 1.1] we infer that for all
n € N there exists ¢(n) > 0 such that for all embeddings f : ¥ — R” one has
/Jfgf (E) < . 2
< diam(f(X))* < e(n)ug, (Z)W(S).
We need to generalize this result to immersions. Let N € N be such that each

smooth two-dimensional manifold can be smoothly embedded into R". Such con-
stant N exists due to Nash’s embedding theorem (or alternatively one can derive

< diam(f (%)) < Cs(n)ug, (S)W(S).

(D.11)
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N = 4 explicitly using a handle decomposition). We will show that the desired es-
timate is satisfied with the constant Cg(n) := c¢(n+ N). To this end let f : ¥ — R”
be an immersion and ¢ : ¥ — RY be an embedding. For fixed ¢ > 0 define
fe: X = RN via f.(p) := (f(p),ec(p))T. It is easy to check that f. is an embed-
ding. We infer by (D.I1) that

(D.12) MWT%) < diam(f.(2)) < e(n + N)pg,, (E)W().

Next we pass to the limit as e — 0. First we examine the diameter. Note that for
all z,y € ¥ one has

|[fe@) = fe@)* = | (@) = fF@I? + €e(z) — o).
From this one easily infers
diam(f(%))? < diam(f.(X))? < diam(f(X))? + e2diam(¢(X)).
Since ¥ is compact we find that diam(¢(X)) < oo. Hence
ly dinm(£,(5)) = diamn(/(%)

One readily checks that f. — (f,0) in C* for all k. From Lemma one infers
then that lim.,o W(f.) = W((f,0)) = W(f). That W((f,0)) = W(f) can easily
be checked since A[(f,0))](X,Y) = D?(f,0)(X,Y) = (D?f(X,Y),0), where the
last identity is due to the fact that D is defined componentwise, cf. (BI]). Using
methods similar to Lemma one can also check lime_q pty, () = pgi; 0 (X) =
ftg; (3). This being shown, the claim follows from (D.12)) letting e — 0.
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