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Partial Regularity for Harmonic Maps into Spheres
at a Singular or Degenerate Free Boundary

Roger Moser * James Roberts

Abstract

We prove partial regularity of weakly stationary harmonic maps with (par-
tially) free boundary data on manifolds where the domain metric may degener-
ate or become singular along the free boundary at the rate d* for the distance
function d from the boundary.

1 Introduction

The regularity of harmonic mappings of Riemannian manifolds with free or con-
strained boundary data has been increasingly analysed in recent years in view of the
connection between these maps and recent definitions of fractional harmonic map-
pings of Riemannian manifolds, see for example [14], 15, 17, 21]. In order to obtain
(partial) regularity for fractional harmonic maps, one is lead to the study of free
boundary harmonic maps on domains where the Riemannian metric may degenerate
or become singular along part of the boundary of the domain, depending on the
fractional power in question. The regularity of free boundary harmonic maps, with
smooth bounded metrics on the domain, was studied substantially earlier and is of
independent interest. For example, free boundary harmonic maps constitute gener-
alisations of minimal surfaces with free boundary. As pointed out in [9], they are
also connected with critical points of partially linearised models of elasticity with free
boundary conditions and can also arise in the theory of liquid crystals when modelling
surface effects near a solid boundary interface. Motivated by their connection with
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fractional harmonic maps and the possible other geometric and physical applications,
our goal is to establish a partial regularity theory for a class of free boundary har-
monic mappings on domains where the metric is conformal to a smooth Riemannian
background metric with conformal factor blowing up or vanishing at the boundary.
We state some of our results for general target manifolds, but our main theorems
concern sphere valued maps.

Let M be a smooth Riemannian manifold of dimension m > 3 with smooth
non-empty boundary, equipped with a smooth, bounded Riemannian metric g. Sup-
pose N is a smooth, compact Riemannian manifold which we may assume is iso-
metrically embedded in R” for some n € N due to the theorem of Nash [I§]. Let
d := dist(-,0M). We are particularly interested in Riemannian metrics h on M of
the form

h=d%g

in a neighbourhood of OM for a fixed a € (—%, %), we will analyse the regularity

of a class of critical points v : (M, h) — R" of the Dirichlet energy on (M, h) given
by

1 1
Es(v) = 5 /M | Du|2dvol, = 5 /M d’| Dv|2dvol,.

Here D is the differential of v, § = w € (—1,1), and |Dv|§ is the energy density
with respect to g. Inlocal coordinates it is written as | Dv|2 = ¢"/ (9;v, 0;v) where (-, -)
is the Euclidean metric and (¢”7) = (g;;) " is the matrix representing ¢!, and dvol, is
the volume form which in local coordinates satisfies dvol, = y/det(g)dz. Throughout
the paper, we assume the convention that repeated indices indicate summation over
the appropriate range (unless the index is m, which is fixed).

Observe that when g = 0 the energy Ej is nothing other than the Dirichlet energy
on the manifold (M, g). In particular, if we were to allow m = 2 then, regardless of
the power «, we have 3 = Ej; in this case all the results in this article follow from
known results for free boundary harmonic maps, which we will discuss subsequently.

In [21] the second author established partial regularity up to the boundary for
minimisers v : M — N of Eg with respect to a free boundary condition in the case
where M is a Euclidean half-space. In this article we will establish partial regularity
for maps which are merely critical points of Eg with respect to both outer and inner
variations and still with a free boundary condition. Henceforth we refer to such maps
as called weakly stationary harmonic maps with free boundary data.

If we have free boundary data on the whole natural boundary of a manifold, we
may find that only constant solutions to the problem exist. As we are studying only
the free boundary here, however, we simply exclude any part where the boundary



data are not free. Thus we may imagine that M is part of a larger manifold M’ and
v is prescribed on M’ \ M, but everywhere on OM, it is free. As a consequence, we
do not assume that M is complete.

For reasons discussed subsequently, we will also focus on the case where N =
S*=1 ¢ R" is the round unit sphere. An abridged version of our partial regularity
theorem states the following.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose v: M — S"! is weakly stationary harmonic with free
boundary data. Then there is a closed set ¥ C M such that v is Holder contin-
uous in M\X and ™ 2(X Nint(M)) =0 and ™ P2(XNOM) =0,

Here, int(M) = M\ OM is the interior of M and " is the t-dimensional Hausdorff
measure. The theorem should properly be formulated for maps in a weighted Sobolev
space, with weights behaving like d” near the boundary, but we leave the technical
details for later.

Away from the boundary OM, the regularity stated in the Theorem [L.1] follows
from known regularity theory for stationary harmonic maps; these maps are critical
points, with respect to both outer and inner variations of the Dirichlet energy for
mappings between Riemannian manifolds. Hélein established that weakly harmonic
maps on two-dimensional domains are smooth [11]. However, when the dimension
of the domain m satisfies m > 3, harmonic maps are known to have singularities
(points of discontinuity) in general and may even be discontinuous on the whole of
their domain; Riviere has constructed discontinuous harmonic maps into spheres in
[19]. In order to achieve even partial regularity, additional constraints on harmonic
maps are required. One way to proceed is to impose geometric constraints, such
as the co-domain having non-positive sectional curvature. In this case, harmonic
maps are also known to be smooth, see [23] for example. In order to deal with
general codomain manifolds however, one must impose a different type of constraint.
Typically one considers stationary harmonic maps, or at least maps which satisfy
a monotonicity inequality for the re-scaled energy. For such maps it is possible to
estimate the size of the singular set; stationary harmonic maps are smooth in the
interior of their domain with the possible exception of a set of vanishing (m — 2)-
dimensional Hausdorff measure. This was first established for sphere valued maps
by Evans [5] and then extended to more general codomain manifolds N by Bethuel
[2].

Near the boundary, when 3 = 0 the regularity stated in Theorem [[.I] follows from
the existing regularity theory for stationary free boundary harmonic maps. As men-
tioned previously, the regularity theory for such maps was originally investigated
with geometric or physical motivations in mind. The regularity of free boundary



harmonic maps has been investigated by Baldes [I] and Gulliver and Jost [9] who
established full regularity of free boundary harmonic maps under certain geomet-
ric constraints, such as the image of the harmonic map lies in a sufficiently small
geodesic ball. Scheven later proved partial regularity of free boundary stationary
harmonic maps into general target manifolds [22] using a reflection construction in
the codomain.

When S # 0, Theorem [L.1lis new. There are related results of the second author
[21] (studying minimisers of E3) and of Millot, Pegon and Schikorra [14] who consider
a class of stationary or minimising critical points v : R™™' x (0, 00) — R" of Ej, where
the domain is the half-space R™™! x (0, 00) and v satisfies the boundary constraint
v(0) € S™! for some open O C I(R™! x (0,00)). Millot, Pegon and Schikorra use
the maps they considered as means to establish partial regularity of a type of frac-
tional s-harmonic maps into spheres. The maps they consider satisfy div(z? Dv) =0
in a half-space R™! x (0, 00) together with a non-linear Neumann boundary condi-
tion. In contrast we require the maps we consider to satisfy v(M) C N, which makes
the condition v(OQ) C N redundant. Such maps satisfy a harmonic map equation
in the interior of the domain and a homogeneous Neumann-type condition on the
boundary, see Section [3]

We will prove Theorem [LLI] by establishing an e-regularity result, see Theorem
0.1, and then use a covering argument to conclude the partial regularity stated in
Theorem [Tl The key estimate required to prove Theorem [[.1]is a Caccioppoli-type
inequality, see Lemma[82] For minimisers this kind of inequality is established using
comparison maps and we used this approach to prove partial regularity for minimisers
of E in [21]. When considering stationary harmonic maps, it is no longer possible to
take advantage of the minimising property and a different approach is required; we
will instead take advantage of compensated compactness phenomena in the Euler-
Lagrange equation.

The underlying observation is that for harmonic maps into a sphere, the expres-
sion | Dv|? can be written as a product with a ‘div-curl’ structure. This idea goes back
to Hélein, who used it to show regularity of weakly harmonic maps from surfaces into
spheres [12]. Evans [5] extended the results of Hélein to higher dimensional domains.
The availability of such methods is the reason why we concentrate on sphere-valued
maps as well. The regularity theory for the usual harmonic maps was further ex-
tended to other target manifolds by Bethuel [2], also using concentrated compactness
arguments but with different technical details. There is also an alternative approach
due to Riviere [20]. There is no reason a priori why these methods may not be
adapted to our setting, too. However, as we wish to avoid the technical difficulties
that come with greater generality and concentrate on the new challenges stemming



from a Riemannian metric of the form d“g, we mostly work with the sphere here.

One of the cornerstones of the regularity theory for harmonic maps is the duality
between BMO-spaces and the Hardy spaces H!(R™), combined with estimates for
the corresponding norms (see, e.g., the work of Coifman-Lions-Meyer-Semmes [4] or
of Chanillo [3], who bypasses this duality but obtains inequalities in the same spirit
nevertheless). We will require similar estimates, but adapted to weighted Sobolev
spaces, which do not appear in the existing literature. The derivation of suitable
inequalities will therefore occupy a significant portion of this paper.

In the aforementioned regularity theories for harmonic, and fractional harmonic,
maps it is known that stationary or minimising maps are smooth away from their
singular set. In the context where these regularity theories were developed, higher
regularity follows from known estimates for continuous or Hélder continuous solutions
to semi-linear elliptic equations, see respectively [13] and [24] for example. In [21] the
second author studied minimising free boundary harmonic maps in the case where
(M, g) is a half-space with the Euclidean metric. He used related ideas and some
additional arguments to show smoothness in directions tangential to free boundary
despite the singular factor arising from the factor d” in the energy. In this article, the
anisotropy of the metric g precludes us from directly applying the theory in [21] unless
g is Euclidean (in which case we may may draw conclusions on the smoothness of
the maps we consider in directions tangential to the boundary as well). Once Holder
continuity is known, we expect minor modifications of the higher regularity results in
[21] to yield smoothness for the stationary free boundary harmonic maps we consider
here. In particular, we expect all the conclusions of Theorem 4.3 of [2I] pertaining
to the regularity of the maps considered there, to hold for the maps we consider here
(with the exception of the reduced dimension of the singular set in the interior of
the domain). However, we will not give the details since we expect all the necessary
modifications to be of a purely technical nature. We furthermore observe that there
are emerging regularity theories for semi-linear degenerate elliptic equations of the
form we consider here, see for example [27]. We note that we could prove a version
of Lemma 4.23 in [21] showing Hdolder continuity implies Lipschitz continuity and
then the results of [27] would apply to give C17 regularity and possibly even C*
regularity depending on the precise assumptions required. For the aforementioned
reasons, we will not discuss higher regularity any further in this article.

We now outline the organisation of the paper and the strategy for the proof,
further details and references may be found at the beginning of each section. In
Section @ we introduce local coordinates such that the factor d® becomes the weight
2P mnear the boundary; we also introduce the function spaces we require. As dis-
cussed previously, the range of specified o implies 5 € (—1,1). It is then well known



that the weight z” then lies in Muckenhoupt class A, see Section [7 for the defini-
tion, which allows us to apply weighted counterparts to many results, such as the
Sobolev-Poincaré inequality, which hold for unweighted Sobolev spaces. In Section [3]
we give the full definition of stationary harmonic maps with free boundary data and
state the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equations. In Section [ we use the criticality
with respect to inner variations to establish energy monotonicity formulas for the
re-scaled energy on concentric balls for maps into general target manifolds. We first
do this in the coordinates in Section [2] and then show that monotonicity inequalities
hold independently of the choice of coordinates. We prove control of the L? norm
of the average difference between v and its average provided the re-scaled energy
is assumed sufficiently small in Section [ again for general target manifolds. From
Section [6] onwards we specialise to the case where the target manifold is a Euclidean
sphere. In this case the Euler-Lagrange equations have a similar structure to the
unweighted case and we show that d’|Dv|? can be written in the form of a weighted
‘div-curl’ structure. In Section [0 we establish weighted versions of the aforemen-
tioned compensated compactness results, both globally and locally. We then use the
weighted compensated compactness arguments, together with the structure of the
Euler-Lagrange equations to establish a Caccioppoli-type inequality for the maps we
consider in Section 8l With this in hand, it is possible to prove that the re-scaled
energy at the boundary decays faster than obtained in the monotonicity formulas
described in Section @l We combine this fact with known results in the interior for
stationary harmonic maps to obtain e-regularity and partial regularity in Section

Convention. We introduce the convention that unless stated otherwise we write C'
to denote a constant which depends only on universal factors such as m, 8 or other
uniform constants introduced in the next section and we will not always distinguish
between different such constants.

2 Local Coordinates and Function Spaces

Many of our arguments will make use of local coordinates. As we primarily focus
on an analysis of critical points of Ez near part of the boundary OM, it will be
convenient to choose local coordinates that map a piece of IM to R™1 x {0} and
at the same time preserve the distance (with respect to g) to the boundary.
Consider a coordinate chart z’: U’ — R™! on OM centred at zy := z(p) €
R™ ! x {0}, where U/ C OM is a relatively open set. We may choose an open
set U C M such that U’ = U N OM and such that the nearest point projection
Tom: U — OM with respect to g is well-defined and smooth in ¢/. Then the distance



function d is smooth as well. We define x: U/ — R™ by

x(q) = (2'(man(q)),d(q)), qelU

ie, z = (2’ omgpm) x d. This gives rise to local coordinates x on U. If we set
U = x(U), then for 2’ € R™ ! the lines ({2'} x R) N % correspond to geodesics
in U intersecting the boundary perpendicularly, and distances with respect to g are
preserved by x along these geodesics. If (g;;) and (h;;) denote the components of g
and h, respectively, in these local coordinates, then

hij(z) = an.gi5(x), 4,j=1,...,m. (2.1)

Some of our arguments do not require anything more. However, we will sometimes
need to take advantage of some additional properties satisfied by these coordinates.
For example, we will prove that a variant of the well-known monotonicity formula
for harmonic maps near points of the boundary holds in a uniform way.

Note that the background metric g induces a Riemannian metric ¢’ on OM by
restriction (even though h does not). Consider a point p € M and suppose that
;U — R™ ! describes normal coordinates on M about p with respect to ¢'.
If we use the above construction to obtain local coordinates x: & — R™ with this
choice of 2/, then we automatically find that

9ij(x0) = ;.
As everything is smooth, it follows that there exist p, > 0 and ¢, > 0 such that
|gi;(z) — 6;5| < cplz] and |0kl < ¢, fori,j,k=1,...,m, (2.2)

as long as |x — x| < p,. Moreover, if BY(p) denotes the ball of radius r about p with
respect to the metric g, then for any r < p,,

B! a(p) Clge M:|a(q) —ao| <r} C B, 2(p) (2.3)

r—cpr? r+cpr?

This gives a useful comparison between balls with respect to g on the one hand and
the preimages of Euclidean balls with respect to x on the other hand.

The functions p — p, and p — ¢, may be chosen continuous. Hence for any
compact set K C U, there exist p > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that p, > p and ¢, < c for all
p € KNOM. The above inequalities are then uniform in /. Similarly, there exist
Co, ..., C5 such that the inequalities

Colé|* < 9565, 97&& < C1 €%, i1, 197| < Ca, (2.4)
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for every ¢ € R™, and 3
10k gij]s |Okg"| < Cs (2.5)

for k =1,...,m, hold uniformly in K even if x is not based on normal coordinates.

We are interested in the regularity of a class of critical points v : M — N of Ej
such that the energy is, at least locally, finite. We first observe that in the coordinates
we have introduced on % the energy takes the form

(V) = %/d6|Dv|§dvolg = %/ 28 (0w, 0jv)\/det(g)dw.
u u

Ejg

In order to give meaning to the notion of critical points of Ej we consider Sobolev
spaces on M such that this expression is, at least locally, finite. We therefore consider
function spaces with respect to the weight 22 for 3 € (—1,1). For open % C R™ we
denote Lj;(% ;R™) to be the Banach space of measurable functions f: % — R" such

that the norm Hf||Lzé(@;Rn) = ([, lem|°|fIP)? is finite. Then Wﬁl’z(%;Rn) is the

Banach Space of functions f € Lj(%;R") with weak derivatives also in L(%;R")
1

and with norm [|flly gy = (fy [2al?l + [, [2al/|DFP)F. When p = 2,

the spaces L% and VVBI’2 are Hilbert Spaces with inner products which induce the

respective norms. We further define Wﬁljg (% ;R™) as the closure in Wg’p (% ;R"™) of

the space of smooth compactly supported functions C5°(%;R") on % with respect
to || - Hwé,p(%,Rn). Since |z,,|” is an Ay weight, as defined subsequently in (1)), the

space of smooth functions in Wﬁl’p(%;R") is dense in Wﬁl’p(%;R") for p > 2, and
even for p > ¢ > 1 for some 2 > g > 1, but not necessarily all p € [1,00), see [30]
Corollary 2.1.6. When 8 = 0, we omit the subscript in the preceding notation.
Since we are interested in manifold valued maps, we now introduce the func-
tion spaces we will use to analyse manifold valued critical points of Eg. We de-

fine Wﬁlz(% :N) as the collection of maps in Wﬁlz(% ;R™) with values in N for
Lebesgue almost every x € 7. We may then define ngC(M7N ) as maps such
that voz™! € Wﬁl’2(,/“£/;./\f) for any local coordinates x: U — % as above and any
compact set & C %, as well as v € WH2(IC; V) for every compact set K C int(M).

We will have occasion to consider a reflection of v € Wﬁlz(% ;R™) and of the
metric g in the hyperplane R !, Let Z_ = {z € R™ : (2, —2,,) € %, 2, < 0}
and define ¥ = % U %_. The even reflection of v in the hyperplane R™~1 x {0},
which we denote by o, satisfies 0(z) = v(2/, |1,,]), where = (2/,2,,) € R™! xR
and v € Wﬁl’2(7/;R"). Furthermore, 0;0(z) = Ov(2/, |z,|) for i # m and 0,,0(z) =
Sg(X ) O v (2, | T



We also extend g to ¥ by the obvious reflection, giving rise to g on ¥, and note
that g also satisfies (2.4 for the same constants in all of #. It is worthy of note
that in the coordinates specified previously in this section, the coefficients g;;,, = gimi
satisfy gim(2/,0) = 0 for i < m and hence so do the coefficients ¢g"™(z’,0) = g™ (a’,0)
for i # m. This means that § and §~! are continuous, and even Lipschitz continuous
in compact domains where they are defined. We further note that the eigenvalues of

g1 are given by A\ (2, |7,,,|) where \j, are eigenvalues of g~

3 The First Variation of Ej

In this section we specify the class of critical points we consider. We give the defi-
nitions in general but only calculate the Euler-Lagrange equations in a chart % as
specified in Section [2] since this will suffice for the subsequent analysis.

Let my denote the nearest point projection on N and let v € W?(M;N). For

oc

compact K C M we define Eg|c(v) = 3 [ d°|Dv|2dvol,. Observe that K may

intersect the boundary of M. We first consider outer variations of v given by v, :=
(v + tg) € WA (M N) where ¢ € C3°(M;R"™). We say that v € W,22(M; N) is

loc loc

weakly harmonic with respect to free boundary data if for every ¢ € C°(M;R™) we
have 8t‘t:0Eﬁ|supp¢>(Ut> =0.

Now let % be as in Section 2] with the given coordinates z: U — % . For
Y € CP(%;R"), the function ¢ = 1 o x gives rise to an admissible outer variation
of the form v; := myx (v + t1)). Following the computations of e.g [26] Chapter 2, we
take the first derivative of Ez at t = 0 to see that in the chosen coordinates critical
points of Ez with respect to outer variations satisfy

0= [ wha?(0w.010) = (A) (O, 0j0), 0} )l (3.1)
This is the weak form of the equation
0; (zi det(g)gijﬁjv> + 22 \/det(g)g" A(v) (v, 0v) = 0 (3.2)
in %/ with Neumann boundary condition
28 gm0 =0 (3.3)
on 7 N (R™ ! x {0}). More concisely, equation (3.2) can be written in the form
div, (:)sglgradgv) + 22 tr,A(v)(Dv, Dv) = 0,
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where divg, grad,, and tr, are the divergence, gradient, and trace with respect to g,
respectively.
The following observation will be useful when we choose certain test functions

for (B2).

Lemma 3.1. If [B.1) is satisfied for all p € C§°(% ;R™), then it also holds true for
all ¢ € Wﬁm(%; R™) N L>® (% ;R™) compactly supported in % .

Proof. Tt is well-known that |z,,|? is a Muckenhoupt weight of class A, see (T1]) for
the definition. By Corollary 2.1.6 in [30] Chapter 2 this implies that C§°(%;R") is
dense in Wﬁl’2(Bp(y); R™). Indeed, for ¢ € Wﬁm(@/;R") N L®(% ;R™) with compact
support in %, a sequence (V) ren in C§°(% ; R™) converging to ¢ can be constructed
by convolution with a standard mollifying kernel. Then we also have ¢, — 1 point-
wise almost everywhere (possibly after passing to a subsequence) and the sequence
(V) ken is bounded in L (% ;R™).
Now it is clear that

/ 28 9" (0, Ojv)dvol, = Jim / 28 4" (0, Ojv)dvol,.
0% —oo o
Furthermore, the convergence

/xfngij<A(v)(8iv,8jv),w>dvolg:klim/ xfngwA(v)(&iv,&jv),wk>dvolg
U o Ju

follows from the Dominated Convergence Theorem. The statement of the lemma
now follows immediately. O

We now consider inner variations of Eg. Let K C M be compact and let
®,: M — M constitute a smooth 1-parameter family of diffeomorphisms such that
®,(p) = p for all p € M\ K and all values of ¢. Then v; := vo®, is an inner variation.
Note that K may include boundary points again. We say that v is weakly stationary
harmonic with respect to free boundary data if it is weakly harmonic with respect to
free boundary data and 0;|;—oEs|c(v:) = 0 for all inner variations of the preceding
form.

Consider again local coordinates z: U — % as in Section 2l Let ¥y(x) = x + ty
for a ¢ € C°(%;R™) with v (2/,0) C R™! x {0} for all (2/,0) € %, where t is
small enough to make ¥, a diffeomorphism of %. We apply the above definition to
®, = 27! o ¥, o . An analysis of ¥, similar to the standard theory for harmonic

10



maps (see, e.g., [20] again) then shows that a critical point of Ejz with respect to
inner variations satisfies

0 :/ B g ((82} 0kv) 09y, — —(@v,@jwdivg@D) dvol,,
u
;/ 25 09" (O, Ojv)dvol, — —/ Vm2 g (0w, O;v)dvol,, (3.4)
u

where again

divgy) =

\/W (\/det qu)
is the divergence of v with respect to g.

If any of the criteria defining weakly or stationary harmonic maps with respect
to free boundary data are satisfied but with variations only supported away from the
boundary, we refer to the maps in question as correspondingly weakly harmonic or
weakly stationary harmonic, which is standard terminology.

4 Monotonicity Formula

Here we prove a monotonicity formula for half-balls centred on the boundary, similar
to that for stationary harmonic maps, using arguments analogous to those of Grofie-
Brauckmann [§]. Instead of using normal coordinates, we will use those discussed in
Section 2 The second author proved a version of the following formula in [21], but
the present situation is more general in view of the metric g. Henceforth we define
BF:(z0) = Br(zo) N (R™! x (0,00)) where Br(xg) = {z € R™ : |x — 20| < R} is a
Euclidean ball. We also write 97Q = 9Q N (R™! x (0,00)) for any Q C R™.

The following computations take place in local coordinates x: U — % as dis-
cussed in Section 2 We now fix these local coordinates and work in %, regarding
g as a Riemannian metric on %. We also fix a point zy € Z N (R™! x {0}) and
assume that g;;(xo) = 0;; and that (2.4)) and (2.5) are satisfied.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that the following holds. Suppose
that v € Wﬁl’2(BE(x0);N) satisfies BA) for all v € C(%;R™) with ¢(a',0) C
R™ 1 x {0} for every (2/,0) € Z N(R™ ! x{0}). Let R > 0 such that Bin(zo) C % .
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Then for every 0 <t<r < R

(x — xp)

2
L0 dvol,
|z — x|

2/ xfn|x—xo\2_m_ﬁec|m_w°|(1 + Clo — mo))
Bt (z0)\By' (z0)

< 7’2_’”_5607’/ xfn|Dv|§dvolg — t2_m_660t/ :Eﬁm|Dv|§dvolg.
B (x0) B (w0)
In particular the map p — p>~mPeCr fB+(w0) f) | Dv|2dvol, is non-decreasing in p for
P
0<p<R.

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that xy = 0. Let n € C5°(Bgr(0); R)
and define ¢ € C§°(Bg(0); R™) by ¢(x) = zn(z). Then ¢, (2’,0) = 0 so ¥(2',0) C
R™ 1 x {0} for every (2/,0) € R™! x {0}. We test (34) with ) and rearrange to
see that

(B+m—2) / nx%Dv\f]dvolg
B (0)

= 2/ 28 70w, Opv)w,0mdvol,, —/ zi|Dv|§zk8kndvolg
BE(0) B

%(0)

. Ordet(g) )
B ij Ik ij
TENTy, | 9 + Okg O;v, 0;v)dvol,. 4.1

/BE(O) ’ ( 2det(g) * < i) ! 1)

Now let x be a smooth cutoff function with x = 1 in [1,00), x = 0 in (—o0, 0]
and such that 0 < x <1 and |x/| < 3. Define () = x({(p—|z|)). Replacing n with
n in (A1) and letting [ — oo using Lebesgues Dominated Convergence Theorem and
Lebesgue’s Differentiation Theorem together we see that

2
(5%—771—2)/+ :Ef%|Dv|gdvolg

B, (0)

=—92p7! / 28 g7 (00, Opv)mp;dS, (p) + p/ x| Dul2dS,(p)
d+BS (0) d

B (0)

. Opdet(g) .
- T’ ( it VAP, ”) 0;v, 0;v)dvol 4.2
Lo 75 (9 Sty b ) 0 o, (4.2

for almost every p < R, where dS,(p) = /det(g)dH™ ! is the surface measure with

density \/det(g) relative to the (m — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure.
The function p — || B (0) zﬁm|Dv|§dvolg is differentiable at Lebesgue-almost every

p € (0,R) with derivative [y, 51 ) |Dv|2dS,(p). Furthermore, by assumption
P
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g (0) = &;; and thus we have that |g”(z)z; — x;| < Cp?. Tt follows that for almost
every p < R

2p / R
ot B;(0)

—@-m-5) [ aDidvol, [l DoRds, (o)
B (0) P

+ B (0)

O det(g) g
_ B ik T ij O
/B+ TRT,, (g 2 det(g) + Org ) (Oyv, 0jv)dvol,,

€T

2
|£L’| ng(ﬂ)

—2p7! / xfn@iv, 8kv)xk(gij:cj — x;)dS,(p)

3(2—m—6+0p)/

B} (0)

:)331|Dv|§dvolg + (1+ C’p)p/ zi|Dv|§ng(p)
9+ B3 (0)

<(+0p (<2—m—5+cp> [ stipiiasel, o [ xmm;dsg(p))
B

5 (0) 0+ B (0)
= (1+ Cp)e “Ppmti19, (ec”pQ_m_B/ xfn|Dv|§dvolg> (4.3)
B (0)
for almost every p < R, where C' is a suitable constant. Now we multiply by (1 +
Cp)~Lpt=m=PeC? and integrate between 0 < t < r < R to conclude the proof. O

In addition to the monotonicity formula from Lemma 1] we can make use of
the monotonicity formula derived by Grofle-Brauckmann [§] for balls in the interior
of M. As a consequence, if we have control of the energy in some ball, then we have
control of the energy in smaller balls contained therein, too. We now briefly switch
our focus to geodesic balls BY(p) in M with respect to ¢ in order to emphasise that
the corresponding inequalities are independent of the choice of local coordinates. To
simplify the notation, we introduce the function

w(p,r) = / d’dvol,, pe M, r>0.
BY(p)

Corollary 4.1. Suppose that K C M 1is compact. Then there exist two constants
C,R > 0 such that the following holds true. Let v € WE(M;N) be a weakly
stationary harmonic map with respect to free boundary data. Then for any p € K

and for0 <t <r <R

t2 s 9 Cr? 5 9
d’| Dv|,dvol, < d’| Dv| dvol,.
(.U(p, t) B{(p) w(p, ’l“) Bl (p)

13




Proof. We observe that w(p,r) is of order 7™ if p is far away from the boundary and
of order 7% for p € OM. Thus in both cases, the scaling factors in front of the
integrals are consistent with Grofle-Brauckmann’s monotonicity formula and Lemma
[4.1], respectively. More generally, we can estimate

%w(p, r) < r™(max{r,d(p)})’ < cw(p,r)

throughout IC for some constant c.

If 4¢ > r, then the inequality from the lemma is immediate. Therefore, we
assume that 4t < r. Choose R so small that for every p € K N 9dM, the ball Byr(p)
is contained in a coordinate chart as in Section 2l

We first consider p € L N OM (unless the set is empty). We choose local co-
ordinates x: U — % with the properties of Section 2 including (2.2)), and set
xg = x(p) € %. Then Lemma [Tl applies. Using the notation from the lemma,
we conclude that

t2_m_5/ xfn|Dv|§dvolg < Crz_m_ﬁ/ :Bfn|Dv|§dvolg
B/ (o) B

T (20)

for some constant C' independent of p. Here we work on Euclidean balls depending
on the choice of local coordinates. However, according to the discussion in Section
2 in particular by (2.3]), if we choose R sufficiently small, then

B, (p) C B (w0) C B(p)

for any s < R. Then
tz_m_ﬁ/ xfn|Dv|§dvolg < t2_m_6/ zi|Dv|§dvolg
B{ (20) B (zo0)

2—m—p
<C (T) / :Bfn|Dv|§dvolg
B+

2 1 al0)
< ComPTRp2mm=p / | Dv|2dvoly,
Bg(:c())

as required.

If p € K satisfies /2 < d(p) < R, then we can still work in local coordinates as
above, but constructed about a point p’ € OM. We set xo = z(p) again, which is
now in the interior of %/. We consider the Riemannian metric h(x) = r=*h(zo +12).
Then h and all of its derivatives are uniformly bounded in a Euclidean ball B,,(0)

14



for a fixed radius ro > 0 that is independent of p. The map x + v(xo + rz) is
weakly stationary harmonic with respect to the metric h, and we can use Grofle-
Brauckmann’s monotonicity formula in BY 14(p) to derive the estimate

t? 5 ) Cr? 8 )
d%| Dv|dvol, < — d%| Du|2dvol,
w(pv t) B (p) W(p, T/4) Bf/4(p)

C2
< / d°| Dv[2dvol,.
W(p,’l") B (p)

For points with d(p) > R, the behaviour of the metric near the boundary becomes
completely irrelevant. In this case, we can use the usual arguments for harmonic
maps.

We hence consider the case when d(p) < r/2. Here we choose p’ € OM with
dist(p, p’) = d(p) and we use the inequalities that we already know. Set s = d(p)/2.
If 3t < s, we conclude that

2 2
! / d°|Dv|?dvol, < Os7 / d°|Dv|2dvol,
w(p,t) Jps(p) w(p,5) JBse)
2
< m/ d6|Dv|3dvolg
w(p,Ss) Bi. ()
2 2
< G2 / d%| Du|2dvol,
W(p,'f’/2) Bg/Q(p’)

2
Cr / d’| Dv|Xdvol,,
W(p, ’f’) B (p)

If 3t > s, then an inequality similar to the first line holds trivially and we can
still use the rest of the argument. O

<

When we work with local coordinates, the following version of Corollary K] is
convenient. Here we fix the same local coordinates as at the beginning of this section
again, and we regard ¢ as a Riemannian metric on the domain % .

Corollary 4.2. There exists a constant C' > 0 with the following property. Let R > 0
such that Bjp(x0) C % . Suppose that v € Wy (B (20); N) is a weakly stationary
harmonic map with respect to free boundary data. Let y € Brja(xo) and r > 0 such
that B,(y) C Br(xo). If ym <1, then

2-m—p / i, | Dv|2dvol, < CR*™™7 / x| Dvl2dvol,.
By (y)N% B

7 (o)

15



If Yy, > 1, then
rz_my;f/ x&\Dv@dvolg < C’RQ_m_B/ x%Dv\f]dvolg.
B () B}, (20)

Proof. This follows from Corollary 1] and the fact that for the given local coor-
dinates, Euclidean balls are comparable to geodesic balls with inclusions similar to

@3). O

Using these monotonicity inequalities we can deduce an estimate in the space
of bounded mean oscillation for a stationary weakly harmonic map in terms of the
re-scaled energy. We recall here that for open 2 C R™, the mean oscillation of a
map v : ) — R" in Q is

1 _
[U]BMO(Q) = Sup —/ ‘U — ’UB‘dSL’
sca |B| Jp
where B C Q is any Euclidean ball, |B] = [,dz and 7p = ‘—}B‘fB vdz. Then
BMO(Q) = {v € L,.(Q) : v]smow < oo}. We also introduce the notation
Q)5 = [, |zm|°dz and Bg s = ﬁ Jo |zm|Poda.
In the following lemma, in addition to the map v on %, we also consider the even
reflection © on ¥ = % U %_ as defined in Section

Lemma 4.2. There exists a constant C' > 0 with the following property. Let R > 0
such that Bog(xo) C V. Suppose that v € Wﬁl’2(BE(:c0);N) is a weakly stationary
harmonic map with respect to free boundary data. Then

=

[ﬁ]BMO(B%(:cO)) <C <R2_m_ﬁ/ :Efn|Dv|§dvolg> . (4.4)
B

£ (o)

Proof. We let B,(y) C Bgja(zy) with centre y = (y/,yn) € R™! x R. We may
assume without loss of generality that v, > 0.

If y,, > r, then the Poincaré inequality, combined with Corollary 4.2 implies
that

1
2

1
1B, (y)| Br(y)

|v = Tg,|de < C Rz_m_ﬁ/ xfn|Dv\§dvolg
B, (z0)
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For the case y,, < r, we need to replace the usual Poincaré inequality with something
else. Here we note instead that

1 _
|0 — 0B, |de < Crl_m/ |Do|dx
|Br’(y)| B (y) v By (yo)
1 1
2 3
< ortm (/ |xm|_ﬁdx) (/ \xm\ﬁ|Dz~J|2dx)
Br(yo) Br(yo)
1
2
<C <r2_m_6/ :1:31|D17|2d:17) .
Br(yo)
We apply Corollary 4.2l to complete the proof. O

5 Control of the L?-norm

Here, and for most of the rest of the paper, we work in local coordinates as in Section
2l again. We establish control of the quantity

/ 2P v — c|? da,
B;-r(xo)

for certain constants ¢ and suitable radii r, for a solution v to the Euler-Lagrange
equations for Ejs in terms of the energy in a larger ball, provided the latter energy
is assumed small. The control we obtain will allow us to control an L? term which
appears in the Caccioppoli type inequality in Section [§ provided the energy is suffi-
ciently small. We establish this control for general target manifolds using a blow-up
argument.

First we prove an auxiliary estimate on the energy decay for solutions to the
associated linear equations with homogeneous Neumann-type boundary conditions.

Lemma 5.1. Let  C R™ ' x[0,00) be relatively open. Let G = (GY): % — R™™
be a continuous matriz valued function such that G(x) is symmetric and positive
definite in % . Suppose further that G'™(2',0) = G™(2/,0) = 0 for all (z,0) € % N
(R™! x {0}). Then for any compact set # C U there exist constants C,C",y > 0
with the following properties. Lety € (R™~'x{0}) and p > 0 such that B} (y) C .

Suppose v € Wﬁm(%; R™) satisfies
0= / 28 G {0, 0 dw (5.1)
u

17



for every v € C5°(% ;R™). Then there exists A € R™ such that
C
/ 2P | Duf*dx < —2/ 2P | — N2de < O pm AT (5.2)
B, (y) P~ JBf(y)

Proof. Let v = {(«',x,,) € R™: (2',|zp]) € %#}. We extend v to ¥ by even
reflection. We also extend G to ¥, using even reflection of G¥ for 1 <i,5 <m — 1
or ¢ = 7 = m and odd reflection otherwise. Then v is a weak solution of the equation

05|’ G 0;v) =0 in ¥. (5.3)

Let n € C°(B,(y)) with n = 1in B,s(y), 0 < n < 1, n = 0 in R™\B,(y)
and |Dn| < %. It is well-known that |z,,|° is a Muckenhoupt weight of class A,
see (1)) for the definition, which yields density of C*(B,(y); R™) N Wﬁl’z(Bp(y); R™)
in Wﬁl’Q(Bp(y);R”), for instance as a result of Corollary 2.1.6 in [30] Chapter 2. It

follows that n?(v — A) is an admissible test function for (5.1)). Hence, using Young’s
inequality, we see that

/ n?x? G (0w, 0jv)dr = —2/ 28 G {00, m0im(v — \))dx
B3 (y) B3 (y)

< / n?xP G (0w, 0;v)dx
By (y)

N —

+C’,0_2/ 22 |G||v — \|*da. (5.4)
B3 (y)

In the compact set # (and in its reflection), we have a uniform upper bound for G
and a uniform, positive lower bound for the lowest eigenvalue of G. Hence the first
inequality in the statement follows.

For the second inequality, it now suffices to choose A = v(y) and verify that v
is Holder continuous in .#". To this end, we apply the regularity theory of [6], in
particular Theorem 2.3.12 from [6], to equation (5.3) in 7. O

Now we prove an estimate for the L2-norm of weak solutions of the Euler-Lagrange
equations for Fg. Recall the notation
_ Jo vl@m| da
v = -
W e )Pde
for 2 € R™. The following result applies to fixed local coordinates as in Section 2]

as usual, and therefore we assume that 7 C R™™! x [0, 00) is relatively open and g
is a Riemannian metric on % .
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Lemma 5.2. Let % C % be a compact set. For every §,C* > 0 there exist constants
€0, B0 € (0, é] and Ry > 0 such that the following holds. Suppose v € Wﬁl’2(02/;]R")
satisfies

/ 28 ¢ (0), 0;v)dvol,
u

< C*/ |¢|$51|Dv|§dvolg (5.5)
2
for every ¢ € C5°(% ,R™). Suppose B (xo) C A is a half-ball. If R < Ry and
Rz_m_B/ xfn|Dv|§dvolg < ey
B;(mo)

then

(QOR)—(erB) /

B%R(IEQ)

2
e ‘v —Upy R(xo)ﬁ‘ dz < 5R2_m_5/ x| Dv|2dvol,.
0 B (o)

Proof. The proof of the lemma is based on a blow-up procedure, analogous to that
of the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [16], for example. Suppose, for a contradiction, that
there exist §, C* > 0 such that the claim is false. Then for any 6, € (0, £] there is a
sequence of maps (vk)ren, With vy € Wﬁm(%; R™) for every k, such that

‘ / 28 g0, 0jur)dvol, | < O / ||}, | Doy | 2dvol, (5.6)
4 4

for every ¢ € Cg°(%;R") and a sequence of half-balls Bf (yx) C £ such that
R, — 0% and

€7 1= Ri_m_B/ zi|ka|3dvolg —0as k —
ng(yk)

but

(QORk)—(erB) /

B | o 2 2
xh [v — (V) g+ |*dz > de;. (5.7)
B%Rk(yk) 0o Ry, (yk):B

Consider the normalised sequence (wg)ren With wy, € VVBI’z(Bfr (0); R™) defined by
wy = g5 (vp(Rrx + yg) — (Uk)BJRk(yk)ﬁ>’ Then d;wi(z) = Ryey, ' 00 (Rex + yx) and
thus

/B+(0) 2P | Dwy|?dr < C and (wk)B%(O)ﬁ =0, (5.8)
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where C'is a constant depending on the Riemannian metric and on #". Furthermore,
we deduce from (5.7) that

gy Y / 2P |wp|* dz > 6. (5.9)
B (0)

Recall that |x,,|? is an A, weight as defined in (7.I). Hence we may apply (5.8)
and the Poincaré inequality for As weights to deduce that (wg)ren is bounded in
Wﬁl’z(Bf(O);R"). Using Lemma 2.5 of [2I], we find a subsequence (wy,)en which
converges weakly in Wg’z(Bf(O);R”) and strongly in L3(B; (0); R") to a map w €
W5*(B{ (0); R").

Let gr = g(Rrx + yx). Then in view of (5.6) and (5.8) we calculate

.., s @ )y @)

for every ¢ € C§°(B1(0); R™). Recall that 2" is compact. Hence, taking a convergent

subsequence of (yg, )ien and re-indexing, we may assume that y,, — ¢, where g, = 0.

Now we observe that the continuity of ¢ yields g, () — F := g(¢) uniformly.
Using the weak convergence of (wy,)ien to w, it follows that

/ 2 P (Do, D) +/det (F)da
B0

< C[Y[| Lo (7 (0)srm)ER

= lim
l—o00

. Fhsiitous, 00 faegy)a

< C*||¢HL°°(B1+(O);R”) llfgo €y =0

for every ¢ € C$°(B1(0); R™). Hence w satisfies (5.1)) from Lemma [5.1]in B; (0) for
the constant function G = F~!y/det(F). We apply the lemma to see that there exist
C >0 and v € (0,1) such that

gz "’ / . 28 | Dw|*dz < COY. (5.10)
%

We also conclude, using strong convergence of (wy, )ien to w in L3(B{(0); R") to take
limits in (5.9)), that

90—“”“3)/ 2P |w|?dz > 6. (5.11)
By (0)
Now, since Wt (0),8 = 0 , the Poincaré inequality for As weights yields
0 b
g m) / o Jwltde < 0GP / 8 | Dwldz. (5.12)
By (0) By (0)
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Inequalities (510), (5.11), and (5.12) finally imply that 6 < C)7. If 6, is chosen
sufficiently small, then this is a contradiction. O

6 Maps into Spheres

All of our results in previous sections apply to (free boundary) harmonic maps into
a general smooth compact manifold N. In this section and henceforth we specialise
to the case where N' = S"! = {y € R" : |y| = 1} is the round n-sphere embedded
isometrically in R™. In this case a weakly harmonic map v € Wﬁm(% :S"1) with
respect to free boundary data satisfies

0= [ wig0w,0y0) ~ [Dof3(o. v))avol (6.1)
w

for every ¢ € C§°(%; R™).

In order to establish partial regularity, as in the case for stationary harmonic maps
into spheres, we take advantage of the fact that the Euler-Lagrange equations can be
rewritten in a form reminiscent of a conservation law. We write (6.I]) essentially in
‘div-curl’ form but we also have boundary conditions coming from the free boundary.

Lemma 6.1. A map v € Wﬁl’z(@/;Sn_l) satisfies (6.1]) for every i € C3°(% ;R™) if
and only if the vector fields X, € Lz_ﬁ(@/; R™) defined in components by
X}, = 2P \/det(g)g" (v 90" — vPOu) (6.2)
satisfy
/ O Xtdr =0 (6.3)
u
fora,b=1,...,n and every ¢ € C°(%;R).

Remark. Lemma[6.T] asserts that v € Wg (% ;S™ 1) is weakly harmonic with respect
to free boundary data if and only if the vector fields Xo, € L? (% ; R") satisfy the
equation div(X,,) = 0 in int(%) with boundary condition X,, =0 on % N (R™* x
{0}) weakly.

Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 3.5 in [16]. Suppose v € VVB1 (% ;S satisfies
([ET)) for every ¢ € C§°(%;R™). Then, by Lemma Bl v satisfies (6.I]) for every
(RS Wﬁm(@/;R") N L>®(% ;R™) with support compactly contained in %/. Then, for
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Y € C(%;R), we conclude that the map yv* € Wﬁl’z(%;R) N L>®(%;R) is an
admissible test function and it follows that

/ Q-@DXébdx :/ xﬁmgij(@(wv“)ajvb — ai(wvb)ajv“)dvolg
w w
= / xf%|Dv|§w(v“vb — v%")dvol, = 0. (6.4)
w

Conversely, suppose that (G3]) is satisfied for a,b = 1,...,n and every @) €
Ce (% ;R). Now let ¢ € C°(% ; R™) with components ¢* € C5°(%;R). Recall that

for each i = 1,...,m we have v?9;v® = 0 almost everywhere since |v|*> = 1 almost
everywhere. Furthermore, observe that by approximation v%)® is an admissible test
function for (6.3)) for every a,b =1,...,n. Hence, summing over a,b =1,...,n, we
find
0= / 9; (v Y?) (22 \/det(g)g¥ (v2D;0° — vD;0))dz
/ det(g)g” (V* ;0" (v* 90" — P 9;0*) + v 00’ (v*O;° — v°O; ")) da
— [ wg7 (0w, 8y0) ~ @0y} (0, ) vl (6.5)
w

as required. O

7 Hardy Space Estimate With Weights

In order to establish partial regularity for sphere-valued stationary harmonic maps
we follow the approach in [16] Section 3 (based on ideas by Hélein [12] and Evans [3]).
In particular, we combine the estimate given by Lemma [5.2] for the mean squared
oscillation with a Caccioppoli-Type inequality to show that if the re-scaled energy is
sufficiently small, then it decays faster than implied by the monotonicity formula in
Lemma 41l In order to derive this inequality, we will take advantage of the equation
derived in Lemma satisfied by v. It implies, roughly speaking, that the product
Dv - X lies, after extending by a reflection with respect to R™~1 x {0}, in a Hardy
space.

We recall the definition of the Hardy space H'(R™). For more details, see [28],
for example. Let F be the collection of all ¢ € C§°(B1(0); R) with supp, () [Dy| < 1.
Define ¢4 (z) = s7™ (s x) for¢p € F and s > 0. For a locally 1ntegrable distribution
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von R™ let ¢y v = [, ¥s(z — y)v(y)dy and define the maximal function

Muv(z) = zlelgssgro) (s * v)(z)]

for z € R™. The Hardy Space H'(R™) then consists of locally integrable distributions
v with norm |[v||31@my = || M| L1 @m) < 0.

In order to prove our Hardy space estimate, we will need to utilise the theory of
A, weights, which we define and discuss presently. Suppose p and v are measures
and let dv = wdy for a non-negative locally integrable function w. Then w is in

Ap(dp) if

for every ball B C R™, see [29] Chapter I.

For the A, class of weights, many counterparts to estimates in unweighted Sobolev-
Spaces remain true. We recall the estimates we need here. Let dz denote the
m-dimensional Lebesgue measure. We use the notation W'?(%;wdz) to denote
weighted Sobolev spaces comprised of classes of dz measurable functions with weak
first order derivatives such that the function and all its first order derivatives are p-
integrable with respect to the measure wdzx. Recall that smooth functions contained
in W'?(% ;wdzx) are dense provided w is an A, weight, see Corollary 2.1.6 of [30].
We further have the following Sobolev-Poincaré inequality.

Lemma 7.1 ([6] Theorem 1.5). Let w € A,(dx) where 1 < p < co. Then there exist
C,0 > 0 such that for 1 < k < —75 + 0 and any v which is Lipschitz continuous on

the closure of B,(x¢) C R™ we have

1

1 1
1 Kp 1 D
<7/ v — F\“pwdx) <Cr <7/ \Dv|pwdx)
fBT-(xO) UJdI r'(x()) fBr(xo) de T'(x())

(7.2)

P —_ 1
where we may choose either T = T o S5, () YT 07 T = oo @ S5, 2y VA2

Furthermore, (T.2)) extends by density to hold for v € WP(B,(xq); wdz) by Corollary
2.1.6 of [30).

We observe that the bound "+ + 4 may not allow the unweighted Sobolev expo-
nent Kk = ml_p, however the bound given in the Lemma is sufficient for our purpose.

A more precise bound is given in Chapter 15 of [10].
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We define the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator corresponding to a measure
dp by M, (f)(z) = supps, ﬁ S | fldp. For A, weights, the following version of the
Hardy-Littlewood Maximal Theorem holds.

Lemma 7.2 ([29] Theorem 9). Let p > 1 and suppose dv = wdp where w € Ay(dp).
Let M,, denote the Hardy Maximal function associated to p. Then ||M,(f)||zr@) <
Coll fll Lo(aw) for every f € LP(dv).

Now we are in a position to prove our weighted Hardy estimates. We first establish
an estimate for the product of a gradient and a quantity which is divergence free in
R™. We use - to denote the inner product in R™ for brevity.

Lemma 7.3. Let § € (—1,1) and m > 3. Then there exists C > 0 such that
if v e Wy*(R™) and X € L?4(R™ R™) satisfies div(X) = 0 weakly in R™ then
Dv- X € H'(R™) and

HDU . X||’H1(Rm) S CHDUHL%(Rm)

X122 .

Remark. We will require certain weight functions to satisfy corresponding A, con-
ditions for the proof of Lemma [7.3] but postpone the proof of these conditions to a
subsequent Lemma, see Lemma

Proof of Lemma[7.3. The following arguments are inspired by the work of Coifman-
Lions-Meyer-Semmes [4].

Let ¢4(x) = s7™(%) for s > 0 and where 1 € C5°(B5,1(0); R) with |Dy| < 1.
Then we have

v (Do X) =5

Bs(z)

= _—g ! D (I — y) (v—7) - Xdy.
Bs(x)

w(x_y)Dv-Xdy

S

S

Now fix ¢ € (2 2—_’”1) Then 2 > q_il >1and 2 > qu_l > 1. Furthermore, we check

that " )
(m—1) 1 {1—5+ﬁ1_m+q}.

(6+1)

— — < min ,
2m 2 mq

Hence we may choose v # 0 such that

_2
(5—1—1)(”127;1)—é<7<min{1 ;Jrﬁ,l—m”}. (7.3)
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Let © be the average of v on By(x) with respect to |y,,["?dy. Furthermore, we write

), = / yml” dy
Q

for measurable sets 2 C R™. We have

_sm1 Dy <5’3gy> (v—7)- Xdy < v — 7| X|dy. (7.4)
Bs(z)

C
s1B,(2)] Jp,m)

Then, using Holder’s inequality for the Lebesgue measure we see that,

C
lv — ]| X|dy
s[By(2)] /g, ()
C
Y| Y| 7 v —D[| X |dy
5|B( )l Bs(x)
C i =
< |ym|w|v—v|qdy) ( / |ym|—‘*ﬁ|X|ﬁdy)
s|Bs(z)] (/s(m) Bs(x)
C\Bs@mq\Bs(x)\_:qql( S — )5
= Ym v—v Yy
s| Bs(w)] | Bs()]4q s(@)

q—1

1 / o a _a_ T
N — Y| VT | X Ay | (7.5)
<|Bs(9«“)|—~yﬁ s ()

Note that since «y satisfies (Z.3)), the right hand side of (Z.H) is finite. Now we observe
that

g—1

q—1 1
|By(@) 3l Bo(@)] T (Y[ 9dly 7 Tdy\ T
Vo= fBS(x) (st(x) ) (76)

| Bs(z)| N | Bs(z)| | Bs(z)|
which is precisely the quantity in the condition that |y,,|?¢ is an A,(dy) weight (to
the power of é) Since ~y satisfies (7.3]), we have v € (—%, 1- é) and Lemma [7.5]
implies that |y,,|"? is an A,(dy) weight. Hence,

—1

BB, ; 7
B.(x)] < C(m,q,7). (7.7)
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We apply Lemma [7.1] with p = qu_l and k = —+ so that xkp = ¢, noting that our

choice of v and Lemma imply [y,,,[7? is an A m-1(dy) weight. This yields

N [ o) <0 (b [ o)™
" a Y - Ym v )
|B( )"Yq Bs(x) ‘B( )|~/q @

(7.8)
We combine (7.4), (7.5), (C.17) and (7.8)) to see that
Y Dy (m—y) (v—7) - Xdy
Bs(x) S
a(m=1) m q a=1
< C(Myq(| D] ) () a0 (M o (| X [o=T)(2)) @, (7.9)

where we use the notation M., and M_,Y_ for the Maximal functions M, and M,,,
as defined prior to Lemma m correspondlng to the measures dpu; = |ym|“/qdy and
dpg = \ym|_7q%1 dy respectively.

It follows from ((C.9) and Hélder’s inequality that

sup sup ¢ x (Vo - X)
PYeF s>0

<c / (M, (| D

=C [ fam]5(My(| Dv| 5
R™

L1(R™)

a(m—1) m q g—1

s ))W(M_W#(|X|F))le’

q (m m B

_q ., g—1
))q(m,l)|xm‘—§(M_,yq%ql(|X‘qfl)) 7 dx

q(m _m % _ _q_ q—1 %
<0 ([ ol Ony 050 ) ([ ol P00 5 (X1 )

(7.10)

Now we apply Lemma to two sets of measures. We write du; = |x,,]|7%dy
and dv; = |z,,/*7dpy = |x,,|°dy. Tt follows from Lemma that |x,,|?~7 is an
Ay m (dp1) weight, hence Lemma [.2] yields

/ [l (Mg (| D

Similarly we write dus = |z| 77 1dz and dve = |2m| 77 Pdus = |zm| Pdz. It
follows from Lemma [7.5] that |:Bm|yq%1_6 is an A,q-1(duo) weight and hence it follows
q

amy 1)))2(1("’311)@19; < C’/ |2 |?| Do |?da. (7.11)

m
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from Lemma that

m

/ |xm|_B(M_7%(|X|q%l))2%dx SC/ |2 | 7P X | d. (7.12)

The conclusion of the Lemma follows from (7.10), (Z1I)) and (7.12). O
Next we prove a local version of Lemma [7.3]

Lemma 7.4. Let f € (—1,1), m > 3, v € W§’2(BT(ZL’0);R) and suppose that X €
L2 5(By(20); R™) with div(X) = 0 weakly in B, (). Let n € C3°(B,(x);R) with
0<n<1n=1"in Bz(x) and |Dn| < <. Extend Dv and X by 0 to R™ and

let A = (me nda:)_l me nDv - Xdz. Then n(Dv - X — \) € HYR™) and, for some
constant C' = C(m, 8, Cy) we have

In(Dv - X = Mho@ny < ClD||Lz 5, @oyrm) 1 X122 (8, (o)) -

Remark. The constant A is subtracted since it is a necessary condition that me gdx =
0 for any g € H'(R™), see e.g. [25].

Proof. Let ¢ € Cg°(B1(0)) with |Dy| < 1 and define 9,(z) = s7"(%) for s > 0.
We have

s x (M(Dv - X — X)) =g x (nDv - X) — Mpg x .

Let ¥ € R denote a constant which will later be chosen to be the average v over an
appropriate set. Since X is weakly divergence free in B,.(zg), we see that for any
xr € R™ we have

b Do X)) =57 [ o (1) o xay
s(z)NBr(z0) §

= s_m_l/ D) (u) n(v —1) - Xdy
s(2)NBr(x0) s

—s_m/ Y (x—y) (v—71)Dn- Xdy. (7.13)
s (2)NBr(zo) s

For all x € R™, v € R and s > 0 we calculate

's_m_l/ D1 (x—y) n(v—@)-Xdy‘
Bi(2)NBy( §

z0)
< ¢ / v — 7| X |dy (7.14)
= 8|Bs(2)] J B, @) (20) ' '
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and, using that |Dn| < Cor~!, we also find

s—m/ Wb (z_y) (v —7)Dn - Xdy
B (z)NBy(z0) S

C
< v = || Dnl[X|dy
|Bs()] J g, (2)N By (z0)
c _
< — |v — ]| X |dy. (7.15)

7|Bs(z)] Bs(z)NBr(z0)

We further observe that

[ AYsxn(z)| =

)\s"”/ " (I - y) ndy' < CIAls™™|By(2)NB, (z0)|. (7.16)
s ()N By (z0) 8§

We combine we combine (TI3) - (Z.I6) to see that for all z € R™, 7 € R and s > 0

we have

-1 -1 —
e (D0 X =)@ < e e [ ey o
(7.17)

To proceed we consider the cases x € By, (z9) and z € R™\ By, (zy) and recall
that 7 € R is a constant we may choose. Suppose x € Ba,.(z9) and let s > 0. For
s < r we have r~! < s7! and in this case we set T = TUp,(p) in (CID). If s > r
then By(z) N By(x0) C Br(wg) C Bsy(x) and we set T = Up,, () and observe that
|Bs(z)|7! < 3™|Bs,.(z)|~*. Then we see that for z € By, (1) we have

C
Vs x ((Dv- X — \))(2)] < —r v — Tp,||X|dy + C|A, 7.18
5 (1 DS G o 10 TBeIXIdy+ CIN, (719

where t = s if s < r and t = 3r if s > r. Now, choose ¢ as in the proof of Lemma
[[3 and v as in (Z.3). Noting that X and Dv are extended by 0 outside B, (zo) we

conclude from (7I8) and (T.H)-(T9) that
qg—1

s % (Do X = X)) ()] < CMy(|Do] 5 ) () 700 (Mo (|X[57) ()T
+C|) (7.19)

for every x € Ba,(29) and s > 0, where M, and M_, a_ are the maximal functions
=
as described in Lemma [7.3]

28



Now we consider x € R™\ By,.(zg). Then |z — x9| > 2r. We observe that when
|x —xo| > 7+ s we have ¢s % (n(Dv-X —\))(x) = 0. Hence we only need to consider
the case when r < s and 2r < |r — x| < r + s (if s < r this condition is empty).
In this case we observe that s~ < 2|z — zo|™!. Hence, similarly to the proof of
Proposition 1.92 of [25], we take advantage of the fact that [, n(Dv-X —X)dy =0,
the Mean Value Theorem and the fact that |Dv| < 1 to see that

$(E=Yyn(Do- X - A)dy\

(s % (n(Dv- X = \)(@)] = 57"

R™ S
m r—y r—z

s [ - w0 X - Ny
Br(z0) S S

< Cs—ms—l/ |20 — y||Dv - X — A|dy

BT(ZBO)
< Crlz — zo| 7MY / |Dv - X| + |A|dy. (7.20)
Br(mo)

We apply Holder’s inequality to see that

s * (n(Dv - X — A)) ()]
<Crlz — 950|_(m+1)(||DU||L§(Br(xo);Rm)||X||L35(Br(mo);Rm) + | Alr™), (7.21)

for every x € R™\ By,(z9) and every s > 0. Now we estimate the H!(R™) norm of
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n(Dv - X — \). We combine (ZI9) and (Z.21]) to see that

sup sup ¥s * (n(Dv - X — X))

peF s>0

11 (Rm)

_ / [ supsup &, * (n(Do - X — \))|da
BQT-("EO) PpeF s>0

—i—/ | sup sup ¢ * (n(Dv - X — \))|dx
R™\ Bar(z0) PYeF s>0

g(m—1

g(m—=1) _m___ _4q_ g=1
SC/B (Myq(| Dol ) (@) 5= (Mo (| X[77T) (2)) "7 + [Alda
2r (L0
+ 07“/ |z — $0|_(m+1)(||DU||L%(Br(mo);Rm)||X||L§ﬁ(Br(m0);Rm) + |Alr™)da
R"”\BQT-(wo)
a(m—1) _m a_ a=1 m
SC/R (Mg (| Dol ) ()70 (M_y_o (| X[7T)(2)) @ dz + Cr™[A|

+ Cr([|Dvllz (s, wo)mm [ X 22 (B, 2oy mm) + |>\|7°m)/ |z — 20" da.
R"”\BQT-(.’EQ)
(7.22)

Now we observe that
/ |z — 0| Vde = 2_17’_1/ ||~ t) = Crlde = Or~! (7.23)
Rm\BQT-(ZBO) R"”\Bl(o)

and, using Holder’s inequality, that

. g, B .
N0 [ o Elan# Dl XIde < 11D iy, e X122
r{Z0
(7.24)

We use (ZI0) - (ZI2) from the proof of Lemma [3] together with the fact that Dv
and X are extended by 0 in R™\ B, () to see that

am=1) |\ m N
[ QLD )55 (M (X7 o
< C1| |DU| |L%(Br(mo);Rm) | |X| |L%ﬁ(Br(xo);Rm)' (725)
We combine (7.22))-(7.25) to conclude the proof. O

In the following lemma we give conditions for the measures discussed in the proof
of Lemma to satisfy their respective A, conditions.
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Lemma 7.5. Let m > 3, ¢ € (2,-22) and B € (—1,1). Let dy be the Lebesgue

’m—1

measure on R™. Define dpy = |ym|"%dy, and dps = |ym| Y7 1dy. Then
1. forvy € (—%, 1— %) the weight |y,,|"? is in A,(dy);

2. for v € (—%, 1 — 229 the weight [ym|™ is in Aym- (dy);

mq

8. fory > (B+1)2L — L the weight |y,,|* 7 is in Ay_m

2m q q(m

(d:ul ) ; and

0
. . _a__ ..
4. for~y < mm{%, 1} — %, the weight |y, 71 ° is in A2q;ql(dlug).
Proof. To establish the Lemma, we show (1)) is satisfied in each case. In order to
do this we consider balls with dist(B,(z);R™! x {0}) = |z,,| — r > r and balls
with 0 < |z,,| < 2r separately. The subsequent calculations are similar for all four
statements. We give the details for the first one and leave the rest to the reader,

that is, we establish that |y,,|7? is in A,(dy).
Suppose first that |z,,| —r > r. Then

|xm|
o < |ym| < 2|a7m|

in B,(x). Hence

q—1

1 1 g a1 .
m 744 m —’Yqud <(C m e ( m —“/F>
Bo@) S ¥ y<|Br<x>\/Br<x> Y y) S Claml™ {low

<C. (7.26)

Now suppose 0 < |z,,| < 2r. If we write z = (2, 2,,), then B,(z) C B, (2/,0).
Then provided vq > —1 and —7# > —1, we have

L \ym\”qdy< ! Iym\_”qldy)q_l
1B, ()| JB, @) 1B ()] J5, @)

q—1
<o [ palmay (r-m / |ym|—"q1dy)
B3 (2,0) B (2',0)

3r 3r . q—1
< Cr / £19dt ( / t‘"’ﬁdt) <C. (7.27)
0 0

Hence we have verified ([Z.1]). O
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8 Caccioppoli-Type Inequality and Energy Decay

With the Weighted Hardy estimate in Lemmal[Z.3in hand, we may prove a Caccioppoli-
Type inequality for stationary harmonic maps free boundary data. This estimate
gives control of the re-scaled energy on a half-ball in terms of the mean squared os-
cillation and re-scaled energy on a half-ball of twice the radius. We will then use this
lemma to show the re-scaled energy decays faster than implied by the monotonicity
formula stated in Section [} we will show the decay we obtain is fast enough to imply
Holder continuity in Section [

We need the following preliminary lemma with regard extending a BMO(B,(zy))-
function to BMO(R™) by multiplying by a cutoff function. The following lemma
follows from well-known arguments, we give a proof based on e.g [5] Lemma 4.1 in
order to elucidate the dependence of the constants on the cutoff function.

Lemma 8.1. Suppose v € BMO(B,(z*)) for some ball B,(x*) C R™. Letn €
C5°(Baz(w0)) with n = 1 in By(x*), 0 < < 1 and [Dn| < C*r~'. Then w =
n(v — Vg, @) € BMOR™) and [w]|pmomrmny < Clvlpmos, @) for a constant C' =
C(m)(1 4 C¥).
Proof. We assume with no loss of generality that v, (,+) = 0.

Observe that

1 2
W —Wp,)|dy <

| B; ()]
(8.1)
If s > 57 then it follows from (BT) that
2
BT Jy M < PG o
=BG |/ o
<Clv ]BMO(Br(m*))- (8.2)

To proceed, we consider the cases x € B, (z (z*) and = € ]Rm\Bm (x *) First
suppose x € Rm\B%T(x*). If s > 5= then ([B2) holds and if s < o then

Bg(x) N B‘ir( *) = () and it follows from (8I]) and the fact that n € C(‘]’O(B%( *); R)
that

1
| Bs(z)] Bs(z)

W — W, ()|dy = 0. (8.3)
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Now suppose r € B H2*). If s > T then ([B2) still holds. Hence we consider
0 < s < 157 and note that in this case B s(z) C By, (x (z*). Observe that

W = Wi ga) = 10— 0y = 00 — Ty (0)) + | Bala)| ! / L v )y

Consequently, using the fact that |Dn| < C*r~!, we see that

1
|w - mBs(x)|dZ
B o
1
< blswors. e + T @ [ ww) - n(w)dy] ds
Bs(z) Bs(x)
2C"s
< [vlBMmo(B, (+)) r|B @] \U|dy- (8.4)

Furthermore, we can use Holder’s inequality to estimate

1B, ()] / |v|dys<|Bs<a:>|-1 / |v|mdy). (8.5)
Bs(z) By g(x*)

It follows from the John-Nirenberg inequality, see [7] Corollary 6.22, that

1
(/ |v|mdy> S CT[,U:IBMO(B’,«(Z‘*))‘
B77‘/8('w*)

Together with (84]) and (8.5]), this yields the desired estimate. O
Now we prove our Caccioppoli-type estimate.

Lemma 8.2. There exists a constant C > 0 such that the following holds. Suppose
v E Wg’z(%; S"=1) is weakly stationary harmonic with respect to free boundary data.
Let & € Wy*(¥;S"™") denote the even reflection of v in R™~" x {0}. Then for
B (z0) C % with (), =0, r > 0 and By, (z0) C % and any &y > 0 we have

r\ 2—m—p3
(‘) / b | Dv*dz < (C0] pros, o)) + 00)1°~ m_ﬁ/ 2P | Dv|*dz
2 B (w0) By (o)

+C(5 1 —(m+ﬂ)/ xfn|v_63j(9§o),ﬁ|2dx’ (86)

B,J‘r (1‘0)
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Proof. The proof is analogous to the case for stationary harmonic maps, see for
instance Lemma 3.8 of [16]. Let n € CgO(B%T(:EO);R) be a smooth cutoff function

with n = 1 in Br(2o), 0 < n < 1 and [Dn| < €. Henceforth we abbreviate the
notation U, (z),s to 0 and Ty, ) 5 to U. Let g be the reflection of g. It follows from
(24) and the fact that |0]> = 1 almost everywhere that

§9(0:,0;0) = ;W ‘9" — 0°9;0°) (0°9;0" — 0°0;0°). (8.7)

Now let w =n(v —0) € Wﬁlﬁ(Br(xo); R™). We calculate

O (0"w® — tPw®) = Im(v*(v — 0)" — (v — 0)*°)
+ (000" — 20,0
+ 00w’ — O w” (8.8)

for a,b = 1,...,n. We observe that since 0,w € L®(¥;R") it follows that 9%w® —
?Pw® € Wg’z(Br(xo);]R). Moreover, since the support of 7 is a compact subset of
B,(7¢), we see that 0%w® — dbw?® € Wﬁlv’oz(Br(xo); R). We observe that the preceding
discussion for w also holds true for W = nw, including (8.8]) which holds replacing n
with n?, ;n with 2nd;n and w with W.

Lemma implies that the vector fields X,;, € L2 (”I/ ;R™) given in components
by Xy = |zm|?y/det(g(2', |2,n]) 37 (570;0" — ©°9;0%) are weakly divergence free in
¥. We use this fact, together with the fact that 9*W?® — o*We € W617’02(Br(9:0);R)
and (8.7) and (R.])), to see that

/ |, \B ” \/det (@', |zm|))dz
Br (z0)

/ 02|20 |P 57 (0°0,0° — 0°0;0°) (9°0;0° — 5°0;0%)\/det(g(@', |zp]))da
By (z0)

]

<

|~

N | —

/ n?(0°9;0° — 0°0;0%) X, dx

By (zo)

- / Om(°(5 — B — (7 — B) ) X yda
By (zo)

1

— = / (90 w® — 9, 7°w*)nX:,dz. (8.9)
2 J B, (o)

34



We apply Young’s inequality to see that

-—/ O (5°(6 — T) — (6 — B)"5")nXi,da
By (z0)

<[ |eal’Dyllo - 5|Dolda
Br(z0)
< 50/ b | Dol*dz + — 2 v — 7)*dz, (8.10)
B (w0) 007 J B} (w0)
where we have also used the fact that
/ |2m|?|0 — )2dx < C 2P |v — v|*da.
By (z0) B,J«r(xo)

It follows from LemmaBTthat w* € BMO(R™) and [w®| gymo@m) < Col0® ]BMO(BT(IO))
fora =1,...,m. We now apply Lemma[7.4lwhich implies that for each a,b = n
we have n(Dv X — )\ab) € ”Hl(]Rm) where we have extended X and Do by 0 to R™
and Ay = ([ ndz) ™ me nDv® - X pdaz. We further note that n(Do® - X — M) €
LY(R™) and w® € L®(R™) for a,b = 1,...,m. We may therefore apply the duality
of H'(R™) and BMO(R™), see [16] Lemma 2.3, together with Theorem [7.4 and the
fact that X, = —X/ | to see that

ba>

- / (00w’ — 0,0°w)nX?,da
By (zo)

= —2/ wDo? - nf(abdx
By (z0)

= —2/ wbn(DT)“ Xy — Aap)dz — 2/ wbn)\abdx
B (:C()) Br(xo)

< 2[w’] paro@m)||n(D0" - Xap — Aab) |21 @m) + 2| Aas| |0° — 0|da
By (z0)

[ Xavllz2 (5, (o))

1 b =
+ I 235, oy [1 X |22 B @RI TR (20)] Ji (0) 7 - lde
r(Z0

< C[{]b]BMO(Br(SL‘O))"Dﬁa"L%(Br(mo);Rm)||Xab||LEB(Br(wo);R7”)

< Clilmvom oy [ ailDofds. (8.11)
B (z0)

< Clw’]pmo@m) || D0| 3 (8, (xo)mm)

Together (8.9), (8I0) and (RI1) yield (86]) as required. O
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We now combine the Caccioppoli-type inequality in Lemma with the control
of the mean squared oscillation given by Lemma to see that the re-scaled energy
of free boundary stationary harmonic maps decays faster than implied by the energy
monotonicity formula.

Lemma 8.3. There exist constants Ry > 0, e; > 0 and 0; € (O,i) such that the
following holds. Suppose v € Wﬁm(%; S*=1) is stationary harmonic with respect to
free boundary data and consider a half ball B (xo) with R < Ry and Bip(xo) C % .
If
Rz_m_ﬁ/ | Dv|2dvol, < ey,
B (x0)

then for every B (y) C Bf(xo) with y € B (x) N (R x {0}) and p < & we have

1
(Glp)2_m_5/ 2P |Dv|*dx < §p2_m_5/ 2P | Dv|*dx. (8.12)
By ) By (y)

Proof. Suppose v satisfies R2~™5 fB+(xO) 20 | Dv|2dvoly < ey for £; > 0 to be chosen.
R

Corollary 1.2 then implies that for any p € (0, %] and y € B (xo) N (R™1 x {0})
we have

R 2—m—p
p2—m—ﬂ/ xfn|Dv\§dvolg <C <—) / xfn|Dv\§dvolg
B () 2 B, ()

2

< CRQ_m_B/ ZL’EJD’U@dVOlg
B (z0)
< Ce. (8.13)

Since v satisfies (6.1)) and |v| = 1 almost everywhere it satisfies (5.5) with C* = 1 for
every ¢ € C°(%,R™). Then for every 6 > 0 there exist constants g = €o(d) > 0,
0o = 60(6) € (0, 1] and Ry = Ry(d) € (0,1] such that the conclusion of Lemma
holds. These numbers also may also depend on m, 8 and other uniform constants
but only the dependence on 9§ is important here. We henceforth assume R; < Ry and
g1 < C'gg where C' is the constant from (8.I3); we will subsequently fix ¢ uniformly.
In view of (8I3)) and the choice of £; we have p*~™=# fB;(y) 28 | Dv|2dvoly < &g and

hence it follows from Lemma that

(gop)—(erB) /

2
o )v —%g@pw),ﬁ‘ dz < §p>mP / 22| Dv[2dvol,.
Beop(y)

B (y)
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Let v € Wg’z(”f/;Sn_l) denote the even reflection of v in R™™! x {0}. We apply
Lemma followed by Lemma [5.2] together with Corollary to see that

(i) / 2P | Dv|*dz
2 B} ,®)

gg_p
< Clrromm +0)Gop ™ [ adiDifds
By ,(y)
5 00p) ™ [ o~ .0
By ()
< C(ilmvroen, o + )" [ kDol
B ()
+ Coyt6p> P / 2P | Du|*dx
B (y)
= CElvtoimm + 6+ 86" [ aDofar (314)
Bp (y)

Now first choose 9§y = % and then choose § = @ where C' is the constant from
Gflm). This fixes €1 and 6, := £ € (0, 1] uniformly. It hence follows from (814
that

e . 1, 5 o
0" [ ahIDoPde < (Cloluormn + 0" [ adlDofds.
By, ,(y) By (y)
(8.15)
Since 6p < £, we may apply Lemma [£.2] to see that
6
~ 1 1
(Hlp)z_m_ﬁ/ 22 | Dv|*dx < (Ce? + —)p2_m_5/ 2P | Du|*d. (8.16)
By ) 4 Bf ()

To conclude the proof we fix gg = min{@, C~'ep} where C is the constant from

B.13). m

9 e-Regularity Near the Boundary and Partial Reg-
ularity

With the results of the previous sections in hand, we are now in a position to prove &-
regularity for stationary harmonic maps with free boundary data near the boundary.
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Theorem 9.1. There exists e3 > 0, Ry > 0 and ~,0, € (0,1) such that the following
holds. Suppose v € Wﬁl’z(@/;S”‘l) 1s a weakly stationary harmonic map respect to
free boundary data. If B}, (x0) is a half-ball with R < Ry, Byn(x0) C % and

R*m=F / | Dv|2dvol, < ey
B (zo)

then v € C%(By, p(20); S™1).

Proof. Our goal is to apply a version of Morrey’s Decay Lemma, see for example [16]
Lemma 2.1 for a precise statement. Let &; > 0, R; > 0 and 6; € (0, §] be the numbers
from Lemma B3l Consider B} (y) with p € (0, Al and y € Bx (o) N (R™ x {0}).
If 5 < &1 then the lemma applies and iterating ([812) for £k € NU {0} yields

(6%p)" "7 /

+
Be’fp(y)

1
2P | Du|*dx < —kpz_m_ﬁ/ 22 | Dv|*d. (9.1)
2 By (y)

Now set 79 = —In(2)(In(6;))~! € (0,1). Then we have

(6%p)" /

+
BQ’fp(y)

k )0
22| Dofds < G2 oom—s / 2 Doffde. (92)
)

B7 (y)
Now let ¢t < p. Then t € [05"!p, 0%p] for some k € NU {0} and we see that
t2_m_5/ 2P | Dvldx < (Hlf“p)z_m_ﬁ/ 2P | Dv|2dx
B () By, ()

G BT

Beifp(y)

g% p)ro
C( 1p) p2—m—6/ $§n|DU|2dZIZ’
B (y)

IN

p'YO

t Y0
<C <—) ,02_""”_6/ 22 | Dv|*d. (9.3)
P By (y)

Now we consider balls in B,(y) C Bf(xo) with dist(B,(y); R™* x {0}) > p and
y € B} (z0). In this case, the Riemannian metric, restricted to B,(y) and multiplied
2

by p~¢, is uniformly bounded from above and below. We have similar control for
all the derivatives of this multiple of the metric in B,(y). It hence follows from the
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monotonicity inequality, Corollary 4.2 and from [2] and [24] that there is a constant
C and a ~; which do not depend on p or y such that for ¢t < p

t Yo
t2_m/ |Dvl?dz < C (—) p2_m/ | Dv|?dz. (9.4)
Bi(y) P Bp(y)

Setting v = min{~y, 1} the remainder of the proof follows exactly as in the proof
of Theorem 4.21 of [2I]; we combine ([@3)), ([@4]) and an application of a version of
Morrey’s Decay Lemma adapted to the situation considered here, see [2I] Lemma
4.8, to conclude the proof. O

From e-regularity we deduce partial regularity using a covering argument. Let
A" denote the t-dimensional Hausdorff measure. The following is the full version of
Theorem [T.11

Theorem 9.2. Let § € (—1,1). Suppose v € Wﬁl’2(M;S"_1) is weakly stationary
harmonic with respect to free boundary data. There exists a relatively closed set
Y C M with ™2 NintM) = 0 and ™ 2(X N OM) = 0 and there exists
v € (0,1) such that v € C2T(M\ B;N).

loc

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the statement in coordinate patches. Moreover, in the

interior of M, the statement follows from the known regularity theory for harmonic

maps, in particular [5]. Hence we may consider 2 C R™! x [0, 00) as in Section

and regard ¢ as a Riemannian metric on %, as we did in the last few sections.
Define

Yr={ze%nNR™" x(0,00)) : v is not smooth in any neighbourhood of z}.

By definition %\ is relatively open and the partial regularity theory of Evans [5],
implies that ™ %(2;) = 0.
Now define

p—0F

Yp={re¥nN(R™"!x{0}): lim p2—m—ﬁ/ 28 | Dv|*dx > 0}
BJ (y)

and let ¥ = Yp UX;. Let 0°% = Z n (R™! x {0}). We show Z\X =
U\X; U U \Xp is relatively open in . Let v € \X. If z € R™! x (0,00)
then by definition v is smooth in a neighbourhood of x and this neighbourhood is
therefore contained in Z\X; C Z\X. If x € °% \Xp then there exists R > 0 such
that R2-m—F fB;(x) yb | Du|2dvol, < ey, where &, is the number from Theorem

Hence there exists 63,7 € (0,1) such that v € C*V(By 5(x0);S"™). It then follows
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from regularity theory for harmonic maps, see e.g [24] Lemma 3.1, that since v is
continuous in By ,(zo) it is smooth there and hence v is smooth in a neighbourhood
of any point in Bg; r(20). Furthermore, it follows from the proof of the theorem, see

@3), that
t Yo
$2mm=p / 22 | DvPdz < C (—) prmr / wp|DolPde (9.5)
Bj(y) p B;r(y)

for every B (y) with p € (0,%] and y € Bg(mo) N (R™! x {0}) and every ¢ < p.

Fixing p = % we see that

2 o 2—-m—p
t2—m—5/ 28 |Dv|*dx < C <—t) <5) / 2P | Dv|*dx
B} (y) R 2 B} ()

2

<C (%)w o (9.6)

and hence every y € B (7o) N (R™! x {0}) belongs to 9°% . Setting o = min{3, 65}

we then see that Bfn(rg) C #\X. Hence ¥ is relatively closed. We see that
A2+ (¥) = 0 using a covering argument analogous to that of the proof of [21]
Theorem 4.3. O

Acknowledgements

The second author was funded by the Royal Society Grant with Grant Number:
RP\R1\180114.

References

[1] Alfred Baldes. Harmonic mappings with partially free boundary. Manuscripta
Math., 40(2-3):255-275, 1982.

[2] Fabrice Bethuel. On the singular set of stationary harmonic maps. Manuscripta
Math., 78(4):417-443, 1993.

[3] Sagun Chanillo. Sobolev inequations involving divergence free maps. Commu-
nications in Partial Differential Equations, 16(12):1969-1994, 1991.

40



[4]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

R Coifman, Pierre-Louis Lions, Yves Meyer, and Stephen Semmes. Compacité
par compensation et espaces de hardy. Séminaire Equations aux dérivées par-
tielles (Polytechnique), pages 1-8, 1990.

Lawrence C. Evans. Partial regularity for stationary harmonic maps into
spheres. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal., 116(2):101-113, 1991.

Eugene B. Fabes, Carlos E. Kenig, and Raul P. Serapioni. The local regularity of
solutions of degenerate elliptic equations. Comm. Partial Differential Equations,
7(1):77-116, 1982.

Mariano Giaquinta and Luca Martinazzi. An introduction to the reqularity theory
for elliptic systems, harmonic maps and minimal graphs. Springer Science &
Business Media, 2013.

Karsten Grofle-Brauckmann. Interior and boundary monotonicity formulas for
stationary harmonic maps. Manuscripta Math., 77(1):89-95, 1992.

Robert Gulliver and Jiirgen Jost. Harmonic maps which solve a free-boundary
problem. J. Reine Angew. Math., 381:61-89, 1987.

Juha Heinonen, Tero Kilpelainen, and Olli Martio. Nonlinear potential theory of
degenerate elliptic equations. Oxford Mathematical Monographs. The Clarendon
Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 1993. Oxford Science Publications.

F. Hélein. Sur la régularité des applications faiblement harmoniques entre une
surface et une variété riemannienne. In Séminaire sur les Equations aux Dérivées
Partielles, 19901991, pages Exp. No. X, 6. Ecole Polytech., Palaiseau, 1991.

Frédéric Hélein. Regularité des applications faiblement harmoniques entre une
surface et une sphere. CR Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math, 311(9):519-524, 1990.

Jiirgen Jost. Riemannian geometry and geometric analysis. Springer Science &
Business Media, 2008.

Vincent Millot, Marc Pegon, and Armin Schikorra. Partial regularity for frac-
tional harmonic maps into spheres. arXiv preprint arXiv:1909.11466, 2019.

Vincent Millot, Yannick Sire, and Hui Yu. Minimizing fractional harmonic maps
on the real line in the supercritical regime. arXiv preprint arXiw:1710.04754,
2017.

41



[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[25]

[26]

[27]

Roger Moser. Partial reqularity for harmonic maps and related problems. World
Scientific, 2005.

Roger Moser. Intrinsic semiharmonic maps. Journal of Geometric Analysis,
21(3):588-598, 2011.

John Nash. The imbedding problem for Riemannian manifolds. Ann. of Math.
(2), 63:20-63, 1956.

Tristan Riviere. Everywhere discontinuous harmonic maps into spheres. Acta
Math., 175(2):197-226, 1995.

Tristan Riviere. Conservation laws for conformally invariant variational prob-
lems. Inventiones mathematicae, 168(1):1-22, Apr 2007.

James Roberts. A regularity theory for intrinsic minimising fractional harmonic
maps. Calculus of Variations and Partial Differential Equations, 57(4):109,
2018.

Christoph Scheven. Partial regularity for stationary harmonic maps at a free
boundary. Math. Z., 253(1):135-157, 2006.

Richard Schoen and Karen Uhlenbeck. A regularity theory for harmonic maps.
J. Differential Geom., 17(2):307-335, 1982.

Richard M. Schoen. Analytic aspects of the harmonic map problem. In Seminar
on nonlinear partial differential equations (Berkeley, Calif., 1983), volume 2 of
Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ., pages 321-358. Springer, New York, 1984.

Stephen Semmes. A primer on hardy spaces, and some remarks on a theorem
of evans and miiller. Communications in partial differential equations, 19(1-
2):277-319, 1994.

Leon Simon. Theorems on reqularity and singularity of energy minimizing maps.
Springer Science & Business Media, 1996.

Yannick Sire, Susanna Terracini, and Stefano Vita. Liouville type theorems and

regularity of solutions to degenerate or singular problems part i: even solutions,
2020.

42



[28] Elias M. Stein. Harmonic analysis: real-variable methods, orthogonality, and
oscillatory integrals, volume 43 of Princeton Mathematical Series. Princeton
University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1993. With the assistance of Timothy S. Mur-
phy, Monographs in Harmonic Analysis, III.

[29] Jan-Olov Stromberg and Alberto Torchinsky. Weighted Hardy spaces, volume
1381 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1989.

[30] Bengt Ove Turesson. Nonlinear potential theory and weighted Sobolev spaces,
volume 1736 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2000.

43



	1 Introduction
	2 Local Coordinates and Function Spaces
	3 The First Variation of E
	4 Monotonicity Formula
	5 Control of the L2-norm
	6 Maps into Spheres
	7 Hardy Space Estimate With Weights
	8 Caccioppoli-Type Inequality and Energy Decay
	9 -Regularity Near the Boundary and Partial Regularity

