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Abstract

In this article, we prove two “global existence and full convergence theorems”
for flow lines of the Mobius-invariant Willmore flow, and we use these results, in
order to prove that fully and smoothly convergent flow lines of the Mdbius-invariant
Willmore flow are stable w.r.t. small perturbations of their initial immersions in
any C*7-norm, provided they converge either to a smooth parametrization of “a
Clifford-torus” in S? or to a umbilic-free C*-local minimizer of the Willmore functional
among C*-immersions of a compact torus ¥ into either R3 or S®. The proofs of
our four main theorems rely on the author’s recent achievements about the Md&bius-
invariant Willmore flow, on Escher’s, Mayer’s and Simonett’s work from “the 90s” on
“invariant center manifolds” for uniformly parabolic quasilinear evolution equations
and their special applications to the “Willmore flow” and “Surface diffusion flow” near
round 2-spheres in R? and on Riviere’s and Bernard’s fundamental investigation of the
Willmore functional on the basis of its conformal invariance and Noether’s Theorem.

MSC-codes: 34C45, 35K46, 35R01, 53C42, 58J35

1 Introduction and main results
In this article, the author continues his investigation of the Mobius-invariant Willmore
flow (MIWF), which is the evolution equation
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(8 Hy + QA () VW (f), (1)
extending the short time existence result of his article [15]. As explained in [15] and [17],
the flow (1) is well-defined for differentiable families of W*2-immersions f; mapping some
arbitrarily fixed smooth compact torus ¥ into S3, without any umbilic points, and W
denotes the Willmore-functional

W)= [KY 3 1P duy, ®)
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which can more generally be considered on C?-immersions f : ¥ — M, mapping any
closed smooth Riemannian orientable surface ¥ into an arbitrary smooth Riemannian
manifold M, where K }VI () denotes the sectional curvature of M w.r.t. the “immersed
tangent plane” D f,(T,X) in Ty(zyM. In the cases relevant in this article, we have Ky =0
for M = R" or Ky =1 for M = S". Regarding the aims of this article, we will only have
to consider the cases M = R3 or M = S3. Given some immersion f : ¥ — M, we endow
the torus ¥ with the pullback f*geue under f of the Euclidean metric of either R3 or R?,
i.e. with coefficients g;; := (9;f,0;f), and we let (Af)gs and (Ay)gs denote the second
fundamental forms of the immersion f, either mapping into R? or into S*, defined on pairs
of tangent vector fields X,Y on X by:

(Ap)ps (X,Y) == Dx(Dy(f)) = PP DDy (Dy (f))) = (Dx (Dy ()=
(Ap)ss(X,Y) i= Dx(Dy (f)) = P™ D5 (Dx (Dy (f))) = (Dx (Dy (f)))r°

where Dx (V)| denotes the projection of the classical derivative of a vector field V :
3 — R3 respectively V : ¥ — R? in direction of the tangent vector field X € T'(TX)
into the respective fiber Tf(x)R?’ = R3 of TR? respectively T f(x)S?’ of TS3, and where

pTan(f)R® . U {z} xR® — U {z} X Ty (f(2)) =: Tan(f)

TEY €Y
PTan(f)’SS : U {z} x Tf(x)Sg — U {z} x Tf(x)(f(z)) = Tan(f)
TEL reXr

denote the bundle morphisms which project the entire tangent spaces R? respectively
T f(x)S?’ orthogonally into their subspaces Ty, (f(%)) — the tangent spaces of the immer-
sion f in the points f(x) for every x € ¥. Furthermore, (A(})Ra and (A(})Sg denote the
tracefree parts of (Ay)gs and (Ay)ss respectively, e.g.

(A (X, Y) 1= (Ap)os (X, ¥) = 5 g5 (X, V) F

and .
Hygs :=trace((Af)ss) = (Ay)ss(es, €)

(“Einstein’s summation convention”) denotes the mean curvature vector of the immersion
f:% — S?, where {e;} denotes a local orthonormal frame along the tangent bundle T'Y.
Finally, in both settings QQ(Ay) respectively Q(A?c) operate on vector fields ¢ which are
sections of the normal bundle of f, i.e. which are normal along f, by assigning

Q(Af) (@) = Af(ei,ej)(Af(eire)), ),

which is by definition again a section of the normal bundle of f. Moreover, in equation (1)
we consider the “normal Beltrami-Laplace operator” AJ% for an arbitrary C?-immersion f :
¥ — S3. As introduced in Section 1 of [32] or also in Section 1 of [35], this is a differential
operator of 2nd order acting on those sections of the pullback-bundle f*(7'S?) which are
normal along f within 7'S® and again outputting such sections, i.e. sections of the “normal
subbundle N f” of f*(T'S?). It is constructed by means of the composition of the unique
Riemannian connection VS° on f*(T'S3) with pointwise orthogonal projection of each fiber
of f*(T'S?) into the corresponding fiber of its normal subbundle N f. Alternatively, this



notion can be defined via concrete local coordinate systems on ¥, as introduced e.g. in
Definition 3.1 in Section 3 of [16].

In the author’s article [15], the author has proved short-time existence and uniqueness of
the MIWF (1), starting to move in smooth and umbilic-free immersions. Moreover, we
recall here that the author has proved in the third part of Theorem 1.2 in [16], that - up
to smooth reparametrizations - the unique flow lines of the classical Willmore-flow

0ufy =~ (ki + QAL (7)) = = VW) Q)

in S? converge smoothly and fully into immersions F*, which parametrize conformally
transformed Clifford-tori in S3, provided those flow lines start moving in a smooth
parametrization Fy : ¥ — S? of a “Hopf-torus” with initial Willmore energy “W(Fp) <

16 \/?”. Interestingly, this result does not seem to hold for flow lines {P(-,0, Fy)} of the
MIWF (1), meeting the same start conditions, since even this narrow class of flow lines
of the MIWF might develop curvature singularities, even under the condition that their
initial Willmore energies are smaller than the prominent threshold 87; see here Theorem
1.3 in [18] for a precise criterion for “full convergence” of global flow lines of the MIWF
which start moving in smooth Hopf-tori in S? with Willmore energy smaller than 8,
whose proof partially relies on the result of Theorem 1.1 below.

On the other hand, comparing the MIWF (1) to the classical Willmore flow (3), the MIWF
enjoys the big advantage, that its flow lines can be conformally mapped - by means of
stereographic projection - either from R® into S® or from S? into R3, depending on the
concrete objectives of the investigation. The “3-sphere” is a simply-connected compact
Lie-group - diffeomorphic to SU(2) - can be interpreted as the set of quaternions of length
1, is fibered by the Hopf-fibration 7 : S* — S? and contains the Clifford-torus - an em-
bedded minimal surface in S®, which is the global minimizer of the Willmore functional (2)
among all compact surfaces of genus > 1 immersed into S3, on account of [23], Theorem
A. This particular mathematical situation actually plays a key-role in the proof of the first
main theorem of this paper and also in the proof of Theorem 1.3 in [18], which we had
already quoted above. On the other hand, “R3” is a linear ambient space for flow lines
of the MIWF (1), allowing the application of heavy machinery from both linear and non-
linear “Functional Analysis”, in order to investigate the evolution operator of the MIWF
- as an operator between appropriately chosen Banach spaces - via its linearization, as
already performed in the author’s papers [15] and [17] and also in Section 2 of this paper.
We will exploit this flexibility of the MIWF successfully in this article, showing the first
two “global existence and full-convergence results” for the MIWF and also two “stability
results” for fully convergent flow lines of the MIWF to Willmore-surfaces in S? respectively
R3. The proof of Theorem 1.1 relies on a combination of basic techniques of the author’s
first article [15] about the MIWF - which are based on Schauder a-priori estimates and
on the continuity method - with a variant of the first part of Theorem 3.1 in [17], with
particular computations due to Weiner [35] and with Escher’s, Mayer’s and Simonett’s
technique in [11], [12], [29], [30] and [31] of “invariant center manifolds” for uniformly
parabolic quasilinear evolution equations and their special application to the Willmore
flow near round 2-spheres in R3. Therefore, the first main result of this article obviously
shares many similarities with Theorem 1.2 in [31], treating the classical Willmore flow
moving spherical immersions into R3.
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Theorem 1.1 (Full Convergence Theorem I). Let ¥ be a smooth compact torus, and let

J D Y= M(%(Sl X Sl)) be a smooth diffeomorphic parametrization of a compact

torus in S3, which is conformally equivalent to the standard Clifford-torus C via some
conformal transformation M € M&b(S?), and let some 8 € (0,1) and k € N be fized.
Then, there is some small neighborhood W = W (X, F* k) about F* in h*>t8(Z,R%), such
that for every C*-smooth initial immersion Fy : ¥ — S3, which is contained in W,
the unique flow line {P(t,0,F1)}>0 of the MIWF exists globally and converges - up to
smooth reparametrization - fully to a smooth and diffeomorphic parametrization of a torus
in S®, which is again conformally equivalent to the standard Clifford-torus C. This full
convergence takes place w.r.t. the C*(3X,R*)-norm and at an exponential rate. O

In Theorem 1.1, “A?>TA(Z,R)” denotes the “little Holder space”, modelled on ¥, of differ-
entiation order 2 + 3, see here e.g. [11], p. 1419, or [27], p. 219, for a precise definition.
Combining this result with Theorem 2.2 below, we obtain the following “stability theorem”
for fully convergent flow lines of the MIWF into “a Clifford-torus”.

Theorem 1.2 (Stability Theorem I). Suppose that ¥ is a smooth compact torus and that
Fy: ¥ — S? is a C™®-smooth and umbilic-free immersion, whose corresponding unique
flow line {P(t,0,Fy)}s>0 of the MIWF exists globally and converges fully and smoothly
- up to smooth reparametrization - to a parametrization F* of a conformal image of the
Clifford-torus in S3. Then, for any given k € N and v € (0,1) there is an open ball B,.(Fp)
about Fy in C*V(X,RY), with r = r(X, Fy, F*,k,~) > 0, such that:

For every C*°-smooth immersion F : ¥ — S? being contained in the open ball B,(Fp),
there is a smooth family of smooth diffeomorphisms ¥F : % =, Y, fort >0, a Mdébius-

transformation M* € Mob(S?) and a C*°-diffeomorphism Ef : ¥ = ]\41[7(%(81 x Sh),
such that the reparametrized flow line {P(t,0,F) o W'}i~o of the MIWF (1) converges
fully and exponentially fast to E% in C*(S,R*); thus we have:

P(t,0,F) oWl — Ex  in CF(Z,RY), as t— oo. (4)
O

It should also be noted here, that the proofs of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 do not require any
type of the “Lojasiewicz-Simon-gradient-inequality” for the Willmore-functional. But we
shall prove the following “full convergence theorem” by means of the well-known trick of
using the “Lojasiewicz-Simon-gradient-inequality” for a certain real-analytic functional F
- see e.g. [7] or [28] - in order to prove simultaneously global existence of a flow line of the
corresponding L2-gradient flow and also its full convergence, combined with Riviere’s [25]
and Bernard’s [6] reformulation of the L2-gradient V;2WW of the Willmore functional W
as a differential operator in divergence form.

Theorem 1.3 (Full Convergence Theorem II). Let ¥ be a smooth compact torus, k € N,
with k > 4, and o € (0,1) be given, and let F* : ¥ — R3 be a umbilic-free and C*-smooth
Willmore immersion, which locally minimizes the Willmore functional in the C*-norm, in
the sense that there exists some 6 > 0, such that for any immersion f : ¥ — R3 with
| f = F* |lcrs)y< 0 there holds

W) = W(F?). (5)



Then there exists some € = e(X, F* k,a) € (0,9), such that for any C°°-smooth immer-
sion fo: X — R with || fo — F* ||cra(s)< € the corresponding flow line {P(t,0, fo)}+>0
of the MIWF ezists globally and converges fully in the C*~L%-norm - up to smooth
reparametrization - to a umbilic-free Willmore immersion Fso of class C*, as t — oo,
and this limit immersion is a C*-local minimizer of the Willmore energy as well, satisfy-
ing W(Fso) = W(F™). O

Hence, the MIWF can be used in order to detect C*-local minimizers of the Willmore
energy among C*-immersions of the torus ¥ into R®. Combining Theorem 1.3 with Theo-
rem 2.2 below, we obtain the second “stability theorem”, namely for fully convergent flow
lines of the MIWF into C*-local minimizers of the Willmore functional.

Theorem 1.4 (Stability Theorem II). Suppose that ¥ is a smooth compact torus and
that Fy : ¥ — R3 is a C®-smooth and umbilic-free immersion, whose corresponding
flow line {P(t,0, Fy) >0 of the MIWF exists globally and converges fully and smoothly -
up to smooth reparametrization - to a C°°-smooth parametrization F* of a umbilic-free
C*-local minimizer of the Willmore functional W, in the sense of formula (5) with k = 4.
Then, for any given v € (0,1) there is an open ball B.(Fy) about Fy in C*7(2,R3), with
r=r(%, Fy, F*,v) > 0, such that:

For every C*°-smooth immersion F : ¥ —s R3 being contained in the open ball B, (Fp),
there is a smooth family of smooth diffeomorphisms ¥f : % = 3, fort > 0, such
that the reparametrized flow line {P(t,0,F) o Uf'}so of the MIWF (1) converges fully
in the C®7-norm to a umbilic-free Willmore immersion Fs, of class C*, as t — oo, and
this limit immersion is a C*-local minimizer of the Willmore functional W, satisfying
W(Fx) = W(F™). O

Remark 1.1.

1) Employing the conformal invariance of the Willmore functional, of its L?-gradient
and of the MIWF-equation (1), the statements of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 also hold
for flow lines of the MIWF in S3.

2) We should also mention here, that the limit Willmore immersion Fy in Theorems
1.3 and 1.4 cannot have any branch points on account of estimate (120) in the proof
of Theorem 1.3. Hence, on account of Corollary 4.4 in [26] the classical Willmore
immersion Fyy can be reparametrized by a Lipschitz homeomorphism Wy, 1 X — X,
such that Fs o W is conformal w.r.t. an appropriate complex structure ¢ on X,
and moreover Fy o Vo, has to be C°-smooth on X w.r.t. the complex structure c -
defining a smooth structure on X in particular - on account of Theorem 7.11 in [26].
Corollary 4.4 and Theorem 7.11 in [26] originate from Hélein’s and Riviére’s seminal
work [14], [25]; see Theorem 5.1.1 in [14] and Theorems 1.2 and 1.5 in [25]. O

2 Preparations for the proofs of Theorems 1.1 — 1.4

Definition 2.1. Let ¥ be a smooth compact torus, and let M = R3 or M = S3. We
denote by Cpo (3, M) the set of C°°-smooth immersions F : ¥ — M of the torus ¥ into
M. O
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In order to transfer the method in [11], [12], [30] and [31] to the MIWF (1) for families
of immersions f; : ¥ — S3, we have to establish “Fermi coordinates” in a sufficiently

small open neighborhood U of the Clifford torus C = %(Sl x S) in S3. At first, we recall

from [21], p. 108, that the tangent bundle of S? splits along C into a direct sum of vector
bundles
TS?|c=TC® NC

namely into the tangent bundle and into the normal bundle of C within T'S?. Now, we
can construct Fermi coordinates in a canonical way by means of the restriction of the
exponential map exp = expS3 : D(expgg) C TS? — S? to the normal bundle NC - a
smooth subbundle of T'S?:

exp | ve: dom(exp) N NC — S3,

because the proof of Theorem 5.1 in [21] guarantees, that there is a small open neighbor-
hood Z of the zero-section in the total space of NC and an open neighborhood U of the
torus C in S?, such that

exp|nc: Z =U (6)

is a smooth diffeomorphism. Hence, the restriction exp|y¢ to a sufficiently small open
neighborhood Z of the zero-section of the bundle NC — C is a “tubular map”, and
the corresponding open neighborhood U of C thus turns out to be a “tube” about C, in
the language of differential topology, see e.g. the treatise [21], p. 108. In other words,
having chosen a global unit normal field v along the orientable surface C, i.e. a smooth
section of the bundle NC with constant length 1, any point p € U can be written in
the form “p = exp,(rve(x))” for a unique point z = x(p) € C and a unique number
r = r(p) € R, which are thus globally defined “Fermi coordinates” (z,7) € C x R for all
points p € U. Hence, having chosen a unit normal field v¢ along C, statement (6) yields a
smooth diffeomorphism

X :C x (—a,a) = image(X) =: U,, X(z,r) := exp,(rve(z)), (7)

onto an open neighborhood U, of the torus C in S3, provided a > 0 is chosen sufficiently
small, more precisely smaller than the width of the tube Z about the zero-section in the
total space of NC. See here also Section 4.1 in [24] for the construction of the map X in
Euclidean space. Taking the inverse of the smooth diffeomorphism X in (7), we obtain a
well-defined and unique pair of smooth coordinate functions

S:U, —C and AU, — (—a,a). (8)

Now, suppose there is some smooth manifold I' in U,, which has the property that the
coordinate function S maps I' bijectively onto C. We thus obtain a unique smooth function

p=pr:C— (—a,a) by setting p(z):=Ao(S|r) (), zeC, 9)

where A and S are the smooth coordinate functions from line (8). Obviously, the function
pr measures the pointwise “geodesic distance” of the set I' from any fixed point z € C,
and we therefore recover I' as a graph over C:

I' = image([C 5> z — X (z, p(z))])



just by construction of the diffeomorphism X in (7), of S and A in (8) and of p in (9).
Conversely, suppose that there is some function p : C — (—a, a) of class h>T(C), for some
arbitrarily fixed a € (0, 8) - where 5 € (0,1) is already given by the asserted statement of
Theorem 1.1 - then the set

I(p) := image([C 3 z — X(z,p(x))]) C U, (10)

is a 2-dimensional manifold of class h>T®, and I'(p) is the level set {p € U, | ®,(p) =0} of
the function
®,:U, — R defined by @,(p) := A(p) — p(S(p)).

Obviously, the function @, is just as smooth as the function p is, thus here it is of class
h?**®(U,). Now suppose, that we have a time-dependent function p : C x [0,T) — (—a, a)
of class C°([0,T); h2T%(C)) for the above fixed o € (0,3). We thus consider the time-
dependent function

Dy, (p,t) := A(p) — p(S(p), 1),

and we obtain closed and compact h?+®-manifolds I'(p;), for t € [0,T'), in the neighborhood
U, of C in S? as level sets:

L(pt) ={p € Ua|®p,(p,t) =0} (11)
Now, in combination with equation (10) we have the equation
B, (X (@, p(2,8)),1) =0 V(w,8) €C x [0,T).

The chain rule thus yields:

(X plas 1)) ) + e (X pla 1), )

T
=[5, (X(aplar, 1), 1) | @0 (X, e, 1))~ L (a1

0= (V5@ (X (2, plx,1)),1)

for (z,t) € C x [0,T), where “%CI)W (X (x,p(z,t)),t)” means %@pt (0 1) [p=x (2, p(2,1)) -
Here, “(0y)*% (X (x, p(x,t)))” denotes the normal component V' (x,t) of the velocity field
O(X (-, p(-,1))) of the family {I'(p;)}se[o,r) of parametrized moving manifolds from line
(11), evaluated in their points X (z, p(x,t)). Hence, as on p. 1423 in [11] we obtain the

crucial equation
H(x,1)
£V (z, 1) = —
VS @, (X (2, pla,1)),1)]
for (z,t) € C x [0,T). Now, if the distance function {p;} is additionally of class
C>((0,T);C>(C)), then the family of functions

(12)

0,(x,t) := exp,(p(z,t) ve(x)) forzeC and tel0,7), (13)

is C°-smooth on C x (0,7) and parametrizes the family {I'(p;)}.cjo,r) of C°°-smooth

surfaces by means of C*°-diffeomorphisms 6,(-,t) : C = I'(pt). Moreover, we note that
there holds

1 .
3 Ao Hr(pr) = Do) HE (o) VE(p1)) = Dr(on) (Hr () VD) (14)
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for the “Beltrami-laplacian” AIJ:(pt) in the normal bundle NT'(p;) of the submanifold I'(p;)

of §3, by Sections 1 and 2 in [32] or also by formula (39) below, and that

1 .
5 1480 " Hroo) = 2 (o0 * = Kr(p) Hr(po) Yoo (15)

holds on T'(p;) for every t € [0,T'), where the symbols “2 Hp(,,,y” and “Kp(,,)” denote the
trace and the determinant respectively of the scalar second fundamental form (Ar(,,))ss of
the submanifold I'(p;) of S?; see here [35], p. 22. Hence, as in formulae (1.1)—(2.2) in [11]
we infer from formulae (1), (12), (14) and (15), that a family of immersions f; : ¥ — S?,
t € [0,T), parametrizing surfaces I'(p;) in the open neighborhood U, of C in S*, which
are implicitly given by equation (11) in terms of a time-dependent distance function p :
C x [0,T) — (—a,a) of regularity class

p € C°0,T); h**2(C)) N C*((0,T); C=(C)),

moves according to the “relaxed version”

11
2m%4

1

@) e (fr) = — T

(8 s+ QA () ) = VW) (16)

of the MIWF (1) on ¥ x (0,7, if and only if the prescribed distance function p = {p;}
satisfies the evolution equation

dp V5 0 (0o, ), )]

E(x’t) = ‘Ag(p:w:(%t)w <9Pt(AF(pt)HF(Pt))(‘T’t) +

2 (Hr () (8 (2, £)) = Ky (8, 1))) Hrpy 0 (1)) ) (17)
=: G(pt)(z)

for (z,t) € Cx(0,T), whose initial value pg is determined by the initial h2+2-manifold T'y C
U, on account of formulae (7) — (11). In equation (17) the symbols “2 Hp(,,\(6,(z,t))” and
“Kr(p,)(0p(,1))” denote the trace and the determinant respectively of the scalar second
fundamental form (Ar,,))ss of the submanifold I'(p;) of S* evaluated in its point 0,(z, ),
and the symbol “Ap(,,)” denotes the Beltrami-Laplace operator of the submanifold T'(p;)
of S3, operating on functions on I'(p;), which can be obtained from the action of the
normal laplacian A%‘_(pt) in NT'(p¢) by means of formula (39) below. Now, we choose some
Bo € (o, B), where v < 8 € (0,1) has been arbitrarily fixed above line (10), and we define
the open subset

us, ={p e n***)| || pllr=ey< a}

of the Banach space h?t%0(C), for some sufficiently small @ > 0 as in (7). As in Lemma
2.1 in [11] we can prove here:

Lemma 2.1. The differential operator

3
]V;S) P, 00,

—G(p) = -
[Apl*

(Apﬂ;4-2H;(Hﬁ-K;0 (18)
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from line (17), having abbreviated here Ag = A%(p) 00,, H, := Hpy,) o0, and K, :=
Kt (,)00,, is a uniformly elliptic quasilinear operator. More precisely, G can be decomposed
in the following way:

G(p) = —P(p)-p+ F(p) (19)

for every p € V2 := b (C) N Us,, where
P:Ug —s L(W*(C), h*(C))

s a uniformly elliptic quasilinear operator of class C’OO(Z/{go, L(h*F(C),h*(C))), and F €
C"X’(Ugo, h%(C)) is a non-linear operator of only second order, satisfying F(0) = 0 on C.
In particular, —P(p) generates a strongly continuous analytic semigroup on h*(C), i.e.
P(p) € H(h**2(C),h*(C)), for every p € us, .

Proof. : We shall closely follow the lines of the proofs of Lemma 2.1 in [11] and Lemma
3.1 in [12] during the proof of this lemma. As in the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [11] we firstly
choose an atlas {O;|l = 1,...,m} of open coordinate neighborhoods O; on C, yielding
partial derivatives d;, j = 1,2, on O, and we pull back the Euclidean metric ggs via the
diffeomorphism

X1 = X 0yx(—aa): O % (—a,a) — image(X o, x(_aa) = Ri(a) C S

which is a restriction of the diffeomorphism X in line (7) to O; X (—a, a). We thus obtain
a smooth product metric

91 = X} (995 (o)) = wi(r) + dr @ dron T(Oy x (~a,a), (20)

where w;(r) is the metric on T'(O; x {r}) = TO;, whose coefficients can be explicitly given
by

(wi(r)jx(z) = gs3(0; X (x, 1), O Xy (2, 7)), for (z,r) € Op X (—a,a)
and for [ = 1,...,m, where 0;,0; are the partial derivatives on O; introduced above.

Moreover, for p € Uj we use the notion of wy(r), in order to define the metric w(p) on
TC by setting

(w(p))ji (@) = (wip(@)))ji() = g55(0; X (z, p(x)), & X (2, p(a))), for @ € O,

and for [ = 1,...,m. See here also [11], p. 1424, and [12], p. 275. In other words, w(p) is
the unique metric 7 on T'C such that

n(x) +dr @dr = (9)@p@) N Tz p@) (O x (—a,a)) YzeO,

and for each [ = 1,...,m. From w(p) we also obtain the metric w*(p) on the cotangent
bundle 7*(O;). On the other hand, we obtain another metric o(p) on TC by means of
pulling back the Euclidean metric gss|r(,) with the h?t6o_diffeomorphism 6,:C =, L'(p),
given by 6,(x) := exp,(p(x) vc(x)) for x € C. Now, as in the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [11]
we can conclude from ®,(p) = A(p) — p(S(p)) and from the definition of the metric w(p),
that there holds

L3(2) = |Vy @,(Xy(, p(2))]* = 1+ w*(p)a(dp(z),dp(x)) V€ O, (21)
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and for each [ = 1,...,m. Moreover, as in Lemma 3.1 in [12] we pull back the scalar mean
curvature

Hp(ﬂj‘) = Hp(p)(ﬁp(:n)) = (HZHF(p))(l‘) Vz el
and we write it in terms of L,, the metric w(p), and in terms of the Christoffel-symbols
I'%1.(p) of the metric (g1) (s p(s)):
H,=Pi(p).p+ Fi(p) on C (22)

for any p € Us,» where we have

1 : .
Pi(p) = I3 <( - L% w*(p) + wi'(p) W™ (p) Dy pOmp) 8; Ok +
p

+(L2w ™ (p) Tl (p) + w'' (p) w* () T4 (p) Dup + 2w ™ (D) () O — (23)
—w?! () W (p) Tl () D Op) 0 ),

and
Fi(p) = —Lip w*(p) T (p), (24)

where summation only runs from 1 to 2 for repeated indices and where we have explicitly
I%.(p) (@) = gs3(0;01.X1, 03X)) (w, p(x))  for x €O (25)

and for each | = 1,...,m. As in the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [11], one can derive from
formulae (21) and (23) and Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality, that the symbol p(p) of the
leading 2nd order term of the operator —P;(p) in (23) satisfies:

OO > 250 ()66 YEET(O) (26)
P

Furthermore, we recall that the Beltrami-Laplace operator satisfies the transformation law
(0,4r,)(-) = Lp(05(+)),

where

Do) = 07 (o) (O30(1) = Yjelp) i(F))  for f € C=(C) (27)

denotes the Beltrami-Laplace operator on C w.r.t. the pullback-metric o(p) = 07 (gss [r(y))
and where 7}, (p), 4,7,k = 1,2, denote the Christoffel-symbols of the metric o(p) on TC.
Combining this with formulae (18), (22) and (23) one can start proving equation (19) for
any fixed p € V¢ = h(C) N Ug, as in the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [11]. First of all, one
can compute by means of formulae (18), (22) and (23), that the leading 4th order term of
the operator P(p) on the right hand side of equation (19) is explicitly given by:

1 ) .
P (p) = T2 A0 a"*(p) (L?, w*(p) — w''(p) W™ (p) 51,0<9m,0> 0r050; 0k, (28)
p 1 4p

for any fixed p € U, - More precisely, we can write:

1

Ao Ly 5p(Pi(p)-p) = PT(p)-p + Q(p).p for p € Ug Nh**T(C), (29)
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where Q(p) € L(h3T(C), h*(C)) is a quasilinear differential operator of third order, which
acts on third order partial derivatives linearly, for any fixed p € Uz, N rA+e(C). Now,
comparing the explicit formula (28) with formula (23), and using estimate (26) for the
symbol pT(p) of the leading 2nd order term of the operator —P;(p) in (23), the symbol
p™(p) of the operator P™(p) from line (28) turns out to satisfy:

1
P (p)(&) = Z2[A0 a"(p)(& ) w (p)(&,8)  VE€T(C),

proving that the operator P™(p) is uniformly elliptic of fourth order. Moreover, as in the
proof of Lemma 2.1 in [11] we write the operator P(p) on the right hand side of equation
(19) as a sum of the principal quasilinear operator P™(p) of fourth order and two further
quasilinear operators Q(p) and R(p) of third order, which contain all partial derivatives
of third order of the operator G in formula (18):

P(p) := PT(p) +Q(p) + R(p)  for p € Us, Nh*(C), (30)

where the quasilinear operator R(p) is concretely given by

Ly 1 3+
R(p).p:= Tl <AP<L—p)> L,Fi(p)  for peUs Nh¥e(C).
Hence, combining formulae (18), (22), (29) and (30), we see as in the proof of Lemma 2.1
n [11], that the remaining term in formula (19) has to be the non-linear operator

L
F(p) = @ <ApFl(p) +2H, (|H,? - Kp)) +R(p).p for peUs, NE¥(C). (31)

Moreover, it follows as in the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [11] and as in the proof of Lemma 2.1
in [31], that the non-linear operator F' is of second order only and smooth, more precisely
F is of second order and it is of class COO(Z/{go,ﬁ(h4+o‘(C), h*(C)). This has completed
the proof of formula (19). Furthermore, we can verify that the uniform ellipticity of P(p)
implies that —P(p) is sectorial in h*(C) by Theorem 3.3 in [27], for any fixed p € Uf .
Since h3T*(C) embeds densely into h®(C), —P(p) therefore generates a strongly continuous
analytic semigroup in h%(C), in classical notation “P(p) € H(h*T*(C), h*(C))”, for every
p € Ug,. Finally, we follow the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [12], p. 276, and compute here by
means of formulae (7) and (25):

I3 (p) ()| p=0= g2 (0; 01 X1, 03X1)(2,0) = gs3 (0;0x Xy (2, 0), v (x)) (32)
= 953 (V5 () (@), ve (%) = 953 (Te(0;, 0k (x), ve(x)) for = € O,

and for each [ = 1,...,m, where VS and Tc denote the Riemannian connection on S3
and the second fundamental form tensor of the injection X (-,0) : C = S3, and where we
have used Proposition 2.2.2 on p. 68 in [32]. Since C is a minimal surface in S?, i.e. since
we have H,|,—0= 0 on C, we can conclude from formulae (24) and (32) together with the
fact that L,[,—0= 1 on C - on account of formula (21) - that

Fi(p)[p=0= — w*(0) T3, (0) = —w’*(0) gss (T(9;, Ok), vc) =
= —gss(He,ve) =0 on O,
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for each [ = 1,...,m, where we have used the definition of He on p. 68 in [32]. Hence,
we can especially infer that A,Fi(p)|,—0= Ac(F1(0)) = 0 on C, which finally implies that
F(p)|p=0= 0 on C by formula (31), just as asserted. O

Relying on the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [11], we infer the following fundamental exis-
tence, uniqueness and regularity result for the quasilinear parabolic equation (17) from
Lemma 2.1 and Section 12 in [1]. See also Theorem 3.1 in [30]. We recall here, that we
have chosen 3y € («, 3) above the statement of Lemma 2.1, implying that h2+7(C) embeds
compactly into h?+t7(C).

Theorem 2.1. For any po € U := {p € REBEC)| | p L)< a} there is a unique,
non-extendable solution

[t = p(t, po)] € CO([0,87),Uz) N C((0,£7),0%(C))

of the initial value problem
—(z,t) = G(ps)(z), for (z,t) €C x (0,t7), p(z,0) = po(z), for z €C, (33)

where tT = t1(pg) > 0 denotes the “time of maximal existence” of the respective solution
and where G denotes the quasilinear differential operator from lines (17) and (18). More-
over, the map [(t, po) — p(t,po)] defines a smooth local semiflow on U in the sense of
Section 12 in [1]. O

Now, using some computations from Weiner’s classical article [35] about the Willmore
functional, we obtain the following counterpart to Lemma 3.1 in [11].

Lemma 2.2. The operator —G : V¢ = hT9(C) NUg, — h(C) from line (18) is C>°-
smooth, and its Fréchet derivative in p = 0 € V4 s precisely the uniformly elliptic linear
operator

~D,G(p) pmo= P(0) ~ DyF(0) = 1 (A +4) o (e +2) - FH(€) — h*(C),

where A¢ denotes the standard Beltrami-Laplace operator on C w.r.t. the Fuclidean metric
induced by the injection C — S3, i.e. Ne = Ap|p=0 in the notation of equation (27).

Proof. We can immediately infer from Lemma 2.1 that the operator G : V¢ — h*(C)
is C°°-smooth and thus continuously Fréchet-differentiable in V{. Moreover, since the
manifold I'(0) is simply the Clifford-torus C in S* by the above construction, we may use
Weiner’s computation in [35], pp. 24-25 and p. 34, and formula (39) below, in order to
infer that the Fréchet derivative of the non-linear mean curvature operator [p — H,| of
the manifold I';, in p = 0 is concretely given by

D,H,|pmo= —(Lc +4) - B*T¥(C) — h(C). (34)

Now, we compute the Fréchet derivative of the first term in (18). To this end, we can
proceed as in the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [11] and obtain from equation (34), and on account
of Lo =1, H,|,—0= Hc = 0 and |A%|? = 2 by means of the chain rule:

2

L 1
D, (ﬁ A,,H,,) Lp=0=—7 Do (B +4). (35)
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Moreover, in order to compute the Fréchet derivative of the second term in (18), we employ
again equation (34) and the equations Ly = 1, He = 0 and K¢ = —1 and obtain by means
of the chain rule:
L% 2 1 2 1
DP(W 2H,(H, - K,,)) Lo=0= 5 DpHplp=0 (Hy — Ko) = =5 (Le +4). (36)

Hence, adding formulae (35) and (36), we obtain on account of equation (18):

1 1
—~D,G(p) o= ; (82 +40c+200+8) = 7 (Be+4)0 (Ac +2)
just as asserted in this lemma. O

In view of the proof of Lemma 2.4 below, we recall here some differential geometric key-
insights from [32] and [35]. First of all, since the normal bundle NC is only one-dimensional
and possesses the non-vanishing section v¢ of constant length 1 w.r.t. the Euclidean metric
gs3, any smooth section V' € I'(INC) can be written in the form

V=fyie on C (37)

for a uniquely determined smooth function fiy : C — R. Hence, we obtain a linear
bijection

[(NC) >V +— fy € C™(C) (38)
between the set of smooth sections into NC and functions of class C*°(C). Moreover, the
connection V+ in the normal bundle NC - see Section 2.1 in [32] - maps sections of NC
into NC again and maps the unit normal v¢ to 0. Hence, defining covariant differentiation

“Vgi” of smooth functions f € C*°(C) in the direction of some locally defined partial
derivative 0; € I'(TC) by Vgi(f) = 0;(f) and Vgivgj(f) = 0 (f) — (Fc)fj Ok(f), where
(Fc)fj = 72@(0), i,j,k = 1,2 - in the notation of equation (27) - denote the Christoffel-
symbols of the Euclidean metric induced by the injection C < S3, we infer from the
Leibniz-rule for linear connections:

Vs, (fre) =V5,(f)ve on C,

and thus by definition of the Beltrami-Laplace operator, associated to the linear connection
V-1 in NC and to the covariant derivative VC on C:

NE(fve) = g¢ V5, V5,(Fre) = g¢ V§, V8, (f)ve = Delf) ve (39)

for any function f € C°°(C), where g¢ and A¢ denote the Euclidean metric on T'C and
the standard Beltrami-Laplace operator on C, which are both induced by the injection
C — $3 ie. e =A,]p—0 in the notation of equation (27).

Moreover, in view of the proof of Theorem 1.1 below, we recall and explain here some of
Weiner’s important observations from Sections 3 and 4 in [35]. First of all, we define two
different elementary types of smooth sections of the normal bundle NC of the Clifford-torus
C within T'S3.

Definition 2.2. 1) We term elements W of the 6-dimensional Lie-algebra Q0 of the
isometry group Iso(S?) = O(4) “Killing fields” on S3. We denote the orthogonal
projections of their restrictions W ¢ to the Clifford-torus C into the normal bundle
NC by (W|c)N, and we term the linear space of all such vector fields by Q.
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2) We denote by £ the 4-dimensional vector space of tangential projections of smooth
parallel vector fields in R* into the tangent bundle of S3. We term the vector space of
orthogonal projections (Z|c)N of vector fields Z € &, restricted to C, into the normal
bundle NC by ¢V, O

Remark 2.1. We should note here, that Q) and & from Definition 2.2 are both vector
subspaces of T'(TS3) with trivial intersection, and that they are both contained in the Lie
algebra of the entire conformal group Mob(S?), which is 10-dimensional because of the
isomorphy Mob(S3) 2 SOT(1,4) and since SO (1,n) is known to be W—dimensional.
Hence, counting dimensions the direct sum Q@ & is exzactly the vector subspace of I'(TS?)
consisting of all conformal vector fields along S3; see pp. 30-33 in [35]. O

Now, by Lemmata 5.1.3 and 5.1.7 in [32] and by Lemmata 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5 in [35] we have
the following basic results:
Lemma 2.3.

1) Any vector field W € QN satisfies the differential equation
AF(W) = —4W.

2) Any vector field Z € &€V satisfies the differential equation
NG (Z)=—-22.

Moreover, both QN and &N are 4-dimensional R-vector spaces, and their direct sum T'¢ is
the 8-dimensional vector subspace of I'(NC) consisting of all “normal conformal directions”
along C in TS®. O

Remark 2.2. The operator —(Aé +4) appearing in Lemma 2.3 is the “Jacobi operator”
along the Clifford-torus, i.e. corresponds to the second wvariation of the area functional
evaluated in the Clifford-torus C w.r.t. sections of the normal bundle NC along the Clifford-
torus, and a smooth vector field v € I'(NC) is termed a “Jacobi field” along C, if it satisfies
(AF +4)(v) = 0, de. if v is contained in the eigenspace Eig_,(AZ). The first part of
Lemma 2.3 therefore shows us, that orthogonal projections W € QN of Killing fields along
the Clifford-torus C into its normal bundle are Jacobi fields along C. O

Combining Lemmata 2.2 and 2.3 with the proof of Corollary 1 in [35], p. 34, we also infer
the following important lemma.

Lemma 2.4. The spectrum of the Fréchet derivative
1
D,G(p)|p=0= P(0) = D,F(0) = =7 (A +4) o (De +2)
is discrete and non-positive, and its kernel is an 8-dimensional R-vector subspace of

C>(C), which corresponds to the vector subspace T'c of T'(NC) of all normal conformal
directions along the Clifford-torus C from Lemma 2.3 via the explicit linear bijection (38):

Ker(D,G(p)|p=0) = QN @ ¢V =Te. (40)
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Proof. Using the particularly simple form of the uniformly elliptic operator
1
Te = =DpG(p)Lp=0= 7 (Bc +4) o (Bc +2) (41)

one can prove as in Section 3 of [33], that T¢ is a compact perturbation of an isomorphism
between W#42(C) and L?(C) and thus a Fredholm operator of index 0. Moreover, integra-
tion by parts and Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality immediately show, that there is some ¢ > 0
such that

Te + cldyazey : WH(C) — L*(C)

is injective and thus a topological isomorphism. Since the composition
vo (Te + cldyraze)) ™'« L*(C) — L*(C) (42)

of the inverse (T¢ + cIdW4,2(C))_1 with the compact embedding ¢ : W*2(C) < L?(C) is a
compact and selfadjoint operator, classical spectral theory guarantees, that the spectrum of
Te¢ consists of countably many real and isolated eigenvalues —c <1y < 1o <3 <...E€R.
Moreover, just as in Lemma 3.2 of [35] we remark, that a real number \ is an eigenvalue of
the laplacian A¢ in W22(C), if and only if the number I (A+4) (A+2) = (A2 +6A+8) is
an eigenvalue of the linear operator Tp = 1 (A¢ +4) o (Ac¢ +2) in W42(C). We note that
the polynomial f(\) := A2 46X+ 8 is negative on the open interval (—4, —2), and its roots
are the two endpoints —4 and —2 of this interval. It is well-known that the eigenvalues of
the Beltrami-laplacian on the Clifford-torus are the numbers —2(m? +n?), for m,n € Ny,
using the fact that the Clifford-torus is isometric to the flat torus C/IT'™*, where the lattice
2

I'* is spanned by the complex numbers 7 and z% Since the intersection of the set

{—2(m?+n?)|m,n € Ny} with the interval (—4, —2) is empty, there consequently cannot
exist any negative eigenvalues of T = —D,G(p)|y,=0. Moreover, we see that the set
{—2(m? +n?)|m,n € Ny} contains the two numbers —2 and —4, and we can therefore
conclude that exactly

Eigy(Te) = Eig_5(Ac) ® Eig_4(Ac). (43)

By formulae (37) — (39) the eigenvalue problem “A¢(f) = A f7, for f e C(C), is equiva-
lent to the eigenvalue problem “Aé(V) SN V7, for V€ NC. We therefore recall, that by
Lemma 2.3 there holds:

Eig_2(Aé) S &N and Eig_4(Aé) > QY| (44)

and that &€V and QY are two 4-dimensional R-vector spaces. Moreover, using again the
isometry between the Clifford-torus and the flat torus C/T™*, one can easily show that
the eigenspaces Eig_o(A¢) and Eig_,(A¢) are both 4-dimensional, as well; compare here
also to the proof of Corollary 1 on p. 34 in [35]. Hence, on account of statement (44)
the eigenspaces Eig_,(AZ) and Eig_,(AF) exactly coincide with the 4-dimensional vector
spaces £V and QY respectively, i.e. there hold exactly equalities in (44). Hence, combining
this result again with formulae (39) and (43), the assertion of the lemma follows. O

Now, in the second part of this section we copy the methods of Theorem 1 and of the
first part of Theorem 3.1 in [17], but using here parabolic Holder spaces and parabolic
Schauder theory instead of optimal LP — L%-estimates, in order to apply the regularity
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bootstrap method of Theorem 3 (ii) in [15], via Schauder a-priori estimates. To this end,
we consider evolution equations (1) and (16) for immersions f; : ¥ — R3, and we recall
from the author’s article [15] as in Section 2 of [17], that the differential operator

2| AG [ VW) =| A [T (a5 H; + QA ) ) =
=1 A9 |7 (g +2QAN) Hy) — 5 | Hy P Hy) (45)

arising on the right hand side of evolution equations (1) and (16) is not uniformly elliptic
and that its leading term (A;H )/ can be written as

(ApHp) M = g7 gf VIVIVINI() = 6f o (VIVINIVI(F),0nf) gF" 0:(F)  (46)

at least locally, in local coordinates on ¥, for any W*2-immersion f : ¥ — R3, where
gf := [*(geu) denotes the pullback-metric of the Euclidean metric of R3. Applying “De-
Turck’s trick” as in Section 2 of [17], we add the globally well-defined differential operator
of fourth order

Tro(f) = g7 af af" (VIVINVIV] (), 0mf) 0 f — g7 o VIV (T — (Tp)R) Om(£),

for some fixed smooth immersion Fy : ¥ — R?, to the right hand side of equa-
tion (45) and obtain a quasilinear operator of fourth order, whose leading term is
g}y I}lVFOVFO VFO VFO (f), having a uniformly elliptic linearization in any umbilic-free C*7-

immersion f : ¥ — R3. We are thus led to consider here the evolution equation

O(f) = 5 | A%, 17 (2 V1aWUF) + Ty () = My (fo) (47)

for some arbitrarily fixed C*°—smooth immersion Fy : ¥ — R3, where the right-hand
side “Mp,(f)” of equation (47) can be expressed in local coordinates on 3 by:

1 4
Mg, (f)(@) = —5 | A}, [T g gt VIVIVEV(f) (@) + Blx, Dofe, D3 i, D), (48)

for (x,t) € ¥ x [0,T]. Here, the symbols D, f;, Df;, D3 f; abbreviate the matrix-valued
functions (alft, agft), (Vf;oft)i,je{l,z} and (vf;okft)i,j,ke{lz}y and B : X X RG X Rm X R24 —
R3 is a globally defined function, whose 3 components are rational functions in their 42
real variables. Following the lines of the author’s articles [15] and [17], we will collect some
basic properties of the linearization of equation (47) or equivalently of equation

L g0 4 i
O(f) = —5 | A% 7 g g VIVIVEOV(f) + B Dafi, D2 fi. D). (49)

in any family of C*7-immersions f; : ¥ — R3, which is sufficiently close to a given smooth
flow line of umbilic-free immersions in the parabolic Holder space C4+7:1+3 (X x[0,T],R3),
below in Proposition 2.1. Now, we fix some umbilic-free immersion Fy € C*°(%,R?), and
we denote by Tiax(Fp) > 0 the maximal time, such that the corresponding unique smooth
flow line {P(-,0, Fp)} of the MIWF (1) exists on ¥ X [0, Tinax(F0)), starting to move in
Fy at time ¢ = 0. We recall from the proof of Theorem 1 in [15], that there is a unique
smooth family of smooth diffeomorphisms gbf ¥ — ¥ with ¢g = Idy, such that the
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reparametrization {P(t,0, Fy) o0} satisfies evolution equation (47) respectively (49), i.e.
the equation

at(ft) = MFO(ft) on X X [O,T],

for every final time 0 < T' < Tyax(Fp). Now, we fix some arbitrary final time 0 < T <
Tmax(Fp), some v € (0,1) and some open neighborhood Wg, 7 of the above flow line
{P(t,0,Fy) o ¢} of evolution equation (47) in the Banach space

Xp = Xpy = CH1IHE(D x [0, T),RY),

and we shall follow the strategy of [17] and [34]: using the fact that the restriction of
elements of X, at time ¢ = 0:

ro : X7,y — CH1(2,R?)

is a linear and continuous operator, i.e. that the “trace” of the Banach space Xp at time
t =0 is exactly
Trace(Xr) = C*(Z,R3), (50)

and considering the continuous, non-linear product operator
vt Wi ., © Xp — CY(2,R?) x €1 (S x [0,T],R?) =: Yr, = Yrr
defined by

VT ({ fikiepr) = (fo, A0u(fe) — MR, (f) hefo.m))- (51)

Now using (50) and following the proofs of Theorem 2.1 in [17] and of Theorem 2 in [15],
but substituting here the role of Proposition 2.1 in [17] by the powerful combination of
Propositions 1 and 2 and Corollaries 2 and 3 in [15], we can easily prove the following
counterpart of Theorem 2.1 in [17] within the setting of “parabolic Schauder Theory”,
aiming at the proof of basic properties of the Fréchet derivative of the operator Wfo:7 in
(51), evaluated in the smooth solution {P(t,0, Fy) o (Zsfo}te[o’T] of the modified MIWF-
equation (49).

Proposition 2.1. Let ¥ be a smooth compact torus and Fy : ¥ — R3 a C*®°-smooth and
umbilic-free immersion, and let 0 < T < Tyax(Fo) and v € (0,1) be chosen arbitrarily,
where Tmax(Fo) > 0 denotes the time of maximal existence of the flow line {P(-,0, Fy)} of
the MIWF (1). There is a sufficiently small open neighborhood W, ., about the smooth
solution {P(t,0, Fp) o quO Heeo,r) of the modified MIWF-equation (49) in the space X1 =
C’4+%1+%(E x [0,T],R?), such that the following three statements hold:

1) The map VoI . Wg 7., — Yr, defined in line (51), is of class C* on the open
subset Wg, 1~ of the Banach space Xr.

2) In any fizved element {f;} € Wg, 1, the Fréchet derivative of the second component
of WFoT s g linear, uniformly parabolic operator of order 4 whose leading operator
acts diagonally, i.e. on each component of f = {f:} separately:

(DT T)(f)).(0) = 0(n) = DIMR,)(f).()) = (52)

1 4 i ij ij i
=0u(n) + 5 | A% 17" g, 9! Vigh(n) + BY" - Viji(n) + By - Vi (n) + By - Vi (1)
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3)

on ¥ x [0,T], for any element n = {n} of the tangent space TfWg, 7, = Xr.
Here, the coefficients | A?ct | =4 gj{ g?tl of the leading order term are of class
C’2+%%(E x [0,7],R3), B;j and BY are the coefficients of Mats 3(R)—valued, con-
travariant tensor fields of degrees 2 and 1, which depend on x, D, f;, D2f;, D3 f and
on DA f, and are of class C1 (S x [0, T), Mats 3(R)). Finally B;)]k are the coefficients
of a Mats 3(R)—wvalued, contravariant tensor field of degree 3, which depends on x,

D, fi and D2 f; only and is of class C’2+7’2tTV(E x [0,T], Mats 3(R)).
The Fréchet derivative of WFoT yields a topological isomorphism
D\I’FO’T(f) : TfWFo,T,'y = XT i) YT

in any fized family of immersions f = {fi} € Wg, 1.

g

Combining Proposition 2.1 with the proof of Theorem 3 (ii) in [15] via Proposition 3 in
[15], we obtain the following theorem, similarly to Theorem 3.1 (i) in [17].

Theorem 2.2. Let ¥ be a smooth compact torus and Fy : ¥ — R3 a C*-smooth and
umbilic-free immersion, and let 0 < T < Tyax(Fo) and v € (0,1) be chosen arbitrarily,
where Tmax(Fp) > 0 denotes the time of mazimal existence of the flow line {P(-,0,Fp)}
of the MIWF (1).

1)

2)

There is some small p = p(X, Fy,T,7y) > 0 such that for every initial immersion
F e CY/(3,R3) with || F — Fy ||can(srs)< p there is a unique and classical solution
{P*(t,0, F)}iecpo,m of the “DeTurck modification” (47) respectively (49) of the MIWF
(1) in the Banach space Xp = C*t0143(2 x [0,T],R3), starting to move in the
immersion F at time t = 0, and the resulting evolution operator

P*(-,0, ) : By (Fp) € C*(S,R?) — X7, (53)

mapping any element F of the open ball B;m(Fo) about Fy in CH7(X,R3) to the
solution {P*(t,0, F)}epo.r), is of class C.

If the initial immersion F € Bﬁ’V(FO) from part (1) is additionally of class
C>(%,R3), then the resulting classical solution {P*(t,0, F)}iepo,m) of evolution equa-
tion (49) from line (53) is of class C*°(X x [0,T],R3), and furthermore there is a
smooth family of C*-smooth diffeomorphisms [ : ¥ — %, with ¢g = Idy, such
that the composition P*(t,0, F) o} solves evolution equation (1) on ¥ x [0,T], i.e.
such that there holds:

P*(t,0,F) oyl = P(t,0,F) on %, Vtel0,T].

Proof. 1) Here we can argue exactly as in the proof of Theorem 3.1 (i) in [17]. We

assume that Fy : ¥ — R3 is a C*®-smooth and umbilic-free immersion which
produces a maximal smooth flow line {P(-,0, Fy)} of the MIWF, starting in Fj at
time ¢ = 0. Hence, the proof of Theorem 1 in [15] shows, that there is a unique
smooth family of smooth diffeomorphisms QSf O ¥ — ¥ with gbg‘) = Idy, such
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that the reparametrization {P(t,0, Fy) o ¢{°}4>¢ is the unique and maximal smooth
solution of evolution equation (47) on X. Moreover, we know from Proposition
2.1 above, that there is some open neighborhood Wg, 7, of the smooth solution
{P(t,0, Fy)opl® }eo,r) of equation (47) respectively (49) in the space X7, such that
the operator W07 from line (51) is a C''-map from Wg, 1~ to Y, whose Fréchet
derivative in the particular element {P(¢, 0, Fg)oqbf ®Yejo,r) € Wy 14 is @ topological
isomorphism between X7 and Yr. Noting also that there holds

GIOT({P(t,0, Fy) 0 ¢1}) = (Fp,0) € Yo,

by definition of the operator W/ in (51) and since {P(t,0,Fp) o ¢f0}te[0,T]
solves equation (47), we infer from the inverse mapping theorem for non-linear C'*-
operators, that there is some small open ball B,((Fp,0)) C Y7, with p = p(Fy, T, v) >
0, and an appropriate further open neighborhood Wl*to,T,’Y C Wr, 1~ about the

smooth solution {P(t,0, Fy) o ¢L° }eejo,r) of equation (49) in X, such that
UL Wiy — By((Fo,0) (54)

is a C'-diffeomorphism. Hence, by definition of the map W07 and by Theorem 2.2
(ii) of [17] the restriction of the inverse mapping (UF07)~! from line (54) to the
product Bé’W(FO) x {0} C B,((Fp,0)) yields exactly the evolution operator of the
parabolic evolution equation (47):

X7 D Wiy 1y 3 {P*(t,0, F)hiepor) = (¥OT)7H((F,0)) (55)
VF e By (Fy) C CY(5,RY),

and it consequently has to be of class C' as an operator from C*7(X,R3) to Xr.
Here, {P*(t,0, F)}icjo,r] denotes the restriction of the unique maximal solution
{P*(t,0, F)}iefo,e+ (7 of equation (47) from Theorem 2.2 (ii) in [17] to the interval
[0, 7], noting that C47(, R¥) ¢ W™ »?(, R?) and that C*+71+3 (S x [0, 7], R?) C
WEP([0,T); LP (S, R?)) N LP([0, T); WP (3, R?)).

Here we can partially argue as in the proof of Theorem 3 (ii) in [15]. Firstly, we
choose some C*°-smooth immersion F : ¥ — R? in the small ball Bﬁ’V(FO) about
the fixed immersion Fy from line (53). The fact that the family of immersions
{fi heejo,m = {P*(t,0, F) }4epo,r) - produced by the solution operator in line (53) -
solves equation (47), means by equation (49) that there holds

OUF7) ) = —5 | AL @) |7 g () gt () VIR (7))
—F(2, Da 7 (), D2f{ (@), D2 fi () (56)

for (x,t) € £ x[0, T], for some globally defined function F : ¥ xR x R1ZxR?* — R3,
see equations (24) and (45) in [15]. We note, that the corresponding linear differential
operator

1 ii b o
Lp:=0+3| AL |7 g gtV G, s OIS X [0,T],R?) — €7 (T x [0,T],R?)
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is uniformly parabolic and of diagonal form, and that its coefficients are of class
C2+7’%(2 x [0,T7), on account of {ff'} € W, ., thus meets all conditions of
Proposition 1 in [15], for some appropriate constant A > 1, depending on X, Fy,
T and on the size of the narrow open tube Wi, 5 from line (55) about the flow
line {P*(t,0, Fo)}sejo,r)- Moreover, the known CHITI(S x [0, T))-regularity of
{f{} - on account of the first part of this theorem - implies, that the composition
F(-,D,f*, D2f* D3 f*) is of class C’l"'%lfTw(E x [0,T],R3). Since the family {f;}
solves the reformulation

Le(f*)(x,t) = =F (@, Do f¢ (x), D3 f (x), Dy ff () on X x [0,T] (57)
with fi =F on X,

of equation (49) classically on ¥ x [0, T, since the operator Ly and the right hand side
of equation (57) meet all requirements of Proposition 3 in [15] for £ = 1, and since we
also assume that the initial immersion F' in problem (57) is of class C*°(X, R3), we
may apply the Schauder Regularity Theorem, Proposition 3 in [15], and infer that
{f¢} is of class C’5+7’%(E x [0,7],R3). Thus, Lp, the right hand side of equation
(57) and the initial surface F' turn out to satisfy all requirements of Proposition 3 in
[15] for k = 2. We can therefore repeat the above argument and obtain by induction
that {f;} is actually of class C’4+k+%1+%(2 x [0,T],R3) for any k € Ny, i.e. that
{ff} € C(Z x [0,T],R?), just as asserted in this part of the theorem. The last
assertion of the theorem now follows immediately from the proven C'°°-regularity of
{f{}, combined with a simple comparison of the evolution equations (1) and (47),
just as elaborated in the proof of Theorem 1 in [15]. O

3 Proofs of Theorems 1.1-1.4

Proof of Theorem 1.1

i) Without loss of generality we can assume that F* : % = %(Sl xS =Cisa

diffeomorphic parametrization of exactly the Clifford-torus in S®. Following the proof of
Theorem 1.2 in [11] respectively the lines of Section 6 in [12], we use Lemmata 2.1, 2.2 and
2.4 and Theorem 2.1, and we copy the procedure in Section 4 of [30], in order to construct
an invariant “center manifold” M?¢ for the flow equation (17) as a graph over the space
Ker(7T¢). To this end, we use again the fact that the composition ¢ o (T¢ + cIdW4,2(C))_1
from line (42) is compact and selfadjoint, and thus classical spectral theory yields, that
the Hilbert space L?(C) can be decomposed orthogonally w.r.t. (-, -) r2(c) into the finite
dimensional eigenspaces Ker(1¢) C C*°(C) and Eig, (T¢) C C*(C) of T¢, for the positive
eigenvalues y; of the linear operator T¢ in L*(C), which means precisely:

L*(C) = Ker(T¢) @ @Eigu(TC)L : (58)
u>0

where we used the first statement of Lemma 2.4. Now, by the second statement of Lemma
2.4 we can choose an L?(C)-orthonormal system of 8 eigenfunctions {Yitk=1,.8 of T¢ in
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Ker(7T¢), and we define the continuous linear projection
8
=Y (. Yi)reie) Y : L*(C) — Ker(T) (59)
k=1

of L?(C) onto the “center subspace” Ker(T¢) of the linear operator T¢, which is orthogonal
w.r.t. (-, -)p2) on account of (58). The restrictions of 7 in (59) to the Banach spaces
h"(C), for r > 0, are still continuous, linear projections onto the finite dimensional subspace
Ker(7T¢), and we therefore obtain as in Section 4 of [30] a unique decomposition of h"(C)
into two closed linear subspaces:

h"(C) = range(m| r(c)) @ ker (7| 1r(c)) = Ker(Te) @ hg(C), (60)

for any fixed r > 0, especially for r = o or r = 4 + a. Obviously, T¢ is a symmetric
operator in L?(C) on account of the concrete formula (41), which implies together with
(59):

8

8
T(Te(f) = D> _(Te(f), Yi)raie) Ye = D _{(F,Te(Yi)) r2ic) Ye = 0
k=1 k=1

for every function f € W#2(C). In particular, there holds therefore:
Te o 7| pataey= 0 = 7| ha(e)oTc  on rite(e),

i.e. that T¢ descends to a direct sum 75 ®© T of linear operators, which respects the direct
sum decomposition Ker(T¢) @ hit®(C) of h*t*(C) in (60). Obviously, by (58) and (60)
the restriction T3 of Tt to hit®(C) has only positive eigenvalues 0 < py < pa < .... As
n [11], [12] and [30], we shall consider besides the projection 7¢ in (59) the L?-orthogonal
projection 7¢ :=idyz () — 7¢ of L?(C) onto ker(7¢), whose restriction to h"(C) maps h"(C)
onto the “stable subspace” h(C) C h"(C) in (60) w.r.t. T¢z. Now, following Section 2 in
[29], Section 4 of [30] or Section 9.2.1 in [22], we write equation (17) in the equivalent
form:

Oupe + Te(pe) = Ope + (P(0) — Do F(0))-(pr) = g(pe), (61)
with g(p) := (P(0) — P(p)).(p) + F(p) — D,F(0).(p), satisfying g(0) = 0 and Dg(0) =0,
because of F(0) = 0 by Lemma 2.1. Moreover, as in formula (4.21) in [30] or as in Section
9.2.1 in [22], decomposition (60) yields the equivalent formulation

Oy + T () = mg(xe, yt) (62)
Orye + 15 (ye) = 7°g(x4, ye)

of equation (61) respectively of equation (17) as a coupled system, for two seperate func-
tions = : [0,T] — Ker(T¢) and y : [0,7] — hiT*(C). Furthermore, on account of
Lemmata 2.1, 2.2 and 2.4 and Theorem 2.1, we may apply Theorem 4.1 in [30]. This
theorem guarantees us, that for some fixed m € N there exists a neighborhood U = U(m)
of 0 in Ker(7¢) and a function

v € C™(U, hite(C)), with v(0) = 0 and Dv(0) = 0 (63)

such that M€ := graph(y) is a “locally invariant center manifold” for the semiflow gener-
ated by the unique maximal solutions of equation (17) respectively of the coupled system
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(62), provided by Theorem 2.1 above. Obviously, by construction and statement (63) M¢
is a submanifold of h4T%(C) with tangent space Ty(M¢) = Ker(T¢), which is 8-dimensional
on account of Lemma 2.4. In addition, the invariant manifold M€ is “exponentially attrac-
tive” by Theorem 5.8 in [30]. This means here precisely the following: Due to Lemmata
2.1, 2.2 and 2.4 and Theorem 2.1, we may apply Theorem 5.8 in [30], and this theorem
guarantees us, that there is some appropriate w € (0, 1) - where p; is the smallest positive
eigenvalue of T¢ respectively T3 by decomposition (60) - a positive constant ¢ = ¢(w, 3, o)
and a neighborhood W of 0 in h27#(C), such that

—wt

I 7°(p(t, po)) —(m(p(t; p0))) llpa+eie)< ¢ il—_e I 7*(p0) = ¥(7(p0)) llp2+sic)  (64)

for each pg € W and for t € (0,t%(pg)), as long as there holds 7°p(t, pg) € U, and where
we set 6 := W. Here, [(t, po) — p(t,po)], t € [0,t7(po)), denotes the unique classical
and maximal solution of initial value problem (33) from Theorem 2.1 above.

ii) According to estimate (64) we know that the invariant manifold M€ contains all smooth
equilibria p of equation (17), which are contained in a sufficiently small neighborhood of
0 in h2*#(C). Now, again following closely the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [11] respectively
of Proposition 6.4 in [12], we show that - at least locally about 0 - M€ consists only of
equilibria of equation (17), more precisely of smooth distance functions p, whose induced
maps 0,(x) := exp,(p(x) ve(x)), x € C, from line (13) yield C*°-diffeomorphisms between
C and compact tori, which are congruent to the Clifford-torus C in S* modulo the action of
M&b(S?). Following the notation in the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [11], we call the set of these
special equilibria of equation (17) “M?”. To this end we firstly recall from Remark 2.1, that
M&b(S?) 2 SO (1,4) is a Lie-group with 10-dimensional Lie-algebra, which is the direct
sum of the vector spaces £ and €2 from Definition 2.2. Now we choose a system of 10 globally
defined and linearly independent conformal vector fields {t }x=1. 10 C £ ® Q C T(TS?).
For any tuple 2z = (21, ...,210) € B1%(0) the linear combination V, := 21160:1 2, T € T(TS?)
is smooth and generates a smooth family of conformal transformations T (¢) € M&b(S?),
t € R, namely in terms of the flow ¥, : S3 x R — S3, which is generated by the flow lines
of the initial value problem:

dy(t) = Valy(1)),  y(0)=yo €S, (65)

for an unknown smooth function y : R — S, and then setting: T,(t) := W (-,t), for
every fixed z € B{%(0). Since the vector fields V, = Ziozl 2k T}, are smooth sections of T'S?
and also depend smoothly on their 10 parameters (z1,...,210) € Bi%(0), we infer from
the smooth dependence of solutions to ordinary initial value problems on additional real
parameters, which the right hand side of the underlying differential equation (65) depends
on, that the map

T(.y(1) : B{°(0) — M&b(S?) (66)

is C°°-smooth. Now, the images T} (t)(C) are compact tori in S? being conformally equiv-
alent to C, for any z € Bi%(0) and for any ¢t € R. In particular, the tori T,(¢)(C) are
Willmore tori, i.e. any immersion f,; : ¥ — S3 parametrizing T, (¢)(C) is a critical
point of W. Now, we choose some small € > 0, consider the tori C, := T,(1)(C) for any
z € B1°(0) and obtain via Fermi coordinates (8) respectively via formula (9) a unique
smooth function p, = pc_, which measures the pointwise geodesic distance between gen-
eral points x € C and the torus C,. Hence, the function [x — X(z, p,(x))] parametrizes
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C, diffeomorphically:
X(-,p:(-)):C—Cs, (67)

as a graph over C via the exponential map, for any fixed z € B%(0), provided ¢ > 0
is sufficiently small. On account of the smoothness of the map 7.)(1) in (66), and on
account of formula (9) combined with the smoothness of the Fermi coordinate functions
S and A in (8), we easily infer also the smoothness of the non-linear operator

p(.y : B(0) — n*(C), (68)

assigning to z € B1°(0) the unique smooth distance function p., that we have just obtained
via formula (9). Since the tori C, are Willmore tori, every distance function p, is an
equilibrium of the corresponding evolution equation (17), for z € B°(0), which implies
that

p. € M®  VYze B0) (69)

according to estimate (64), provided ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small, where we have used that
To(1) = idgs implies pg = 0 in h*T(C). As in the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [11], we consider
now the composition

Fi=r%0py: BX0(0) — ker(Be), (70)

for ¢ > 0 as small as in (69). We note that statement (68) implies, that the map F' is
a smooth map between finite dimensional flat manifolds, and that pg = 0 implies that
F(0) = 0 in ker(B¢). Now, the vector space Q @ & C T'(S?) of all conformal vector fields
on S? is 10-dimensional, whereas the vector space T'ec = ¢V @ QN C T'(NC) of “normal
conformal directions along C” is only 8-dimensional, and the proofs of Lemmata 3.4 and
3.5 in [35] show, that the kernel of the linear projection Q — QV, sending V + V¥,
is two-dimensional, whereas the projection of ¢ onto ¢V is isomorphic. Hence, we may
assume without loss of generality that the 10 basis vectors ¥ of €2 @ £ are chosen in such
a way that (7)Y =0, for k = 9,10, i.e. such that {(17k)N}k:1,...,8 is a basis of the vector
space I'c = QN @ €V of “normal conformal directions” along C. Moreover, we infer from
the definition of the parametrizations X (-, p,(-)) of the tori C, = T,(1)(C) in (67) via the
construction of the map 7{.(1) in (65)-(66) and diffeomorphism (7), that there holds for
each of the first 8 conformal directions Uj:

()™ (x) = D2y, X (2, p2(2)) [2=0= Ds, ((exp,(ps() ve(x))) [2=0=

= Dy(exp,) (0) (D (0 (@) ve(@)) Lomo ) = D (0 (@) ve () Lo (71)

=D, p.(x)| 2=0 ve(z) VzeCl.
Using the isomorphism (40) between the vector space ker(7¢) and the 8-dimensional vector
space I'c = ¢V @ QN C I'(INC), we obtain from the chosen basis vectors {(17k)N}k:1,...,8 of

I'c unique coordinate functions {vj }r=1, . g, which form a basis of the vector space ker(T¢)
and which satisfy by equation (71):

ve(@) ve(z) = (G) ™ (x) = Daypz(2) omove(2),  Vzel,

and therefore:
D, p:|.=0=vi € ker(T¢), fork=1,...,8.
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On account of the definition of F' in (70) and the chain rule, the partial derivative of F in
z = 0 in direction of the coordinate z; turns out to be:

D, F(0) = 7°(Dspz|o=0) = 7°(vg) = v, fork=1,...,8,
showing that the entire differential
DF(0) : R —; ker(T¢)

is an epimorphism. Since we also know that there holds F(0) = 0, we can now infer
from the classical “open mapping theorem” for C'-maps between finite dimensional vector
spaces, that there is some small open ball Bs(0) C U about 0 in ker(7¢), depending on
the size of ¢ in (69) and (70), which satisfies Bs(0) C F(BL(0)). By definition of the
map F in (70) this means, that the projection 7¢ of h**%(C) onto ker(T¢) restricted to
the set of distance functions {p,|z € B°(0)} covers the open ball B;(0) in ker(7¢).
Now, on account of statement (69) we know that {p,|z € BL°(0)} is contained in the
8-dimensional manifold M€, which is the graph of the function v € C™ (U, hi+t®(C)) in
(63) over the neighborhood U of 0 in Ker(7¢), provided € > 0 has been chosen sufficiently
small. Since we also know that the manifold M¢ = graph() intersects each fiber of the
projection 7€ over the 8-dimensional tangent space Tp(graph(vy)) = ker(7¢) only once and
that the set {p, |z € B1°(0)} lies over the ball Bs(0) in ker(7¢) w.r.t. ¢, we conclude
that graph(y|p,(0)) is contained in the set of smooth equilibria of equation (17) of type
M. Hence, at least locally about the zero-function the center manifold M¢ = graph(y)
only consists of smooth equilibria of equation (17) of type M.

(iii) As in the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [11], we can infer from the result of step (ii) that the
locally “reduced flow” of equation (17) on M€ = graph(+) - which is determined by flow
lines {z} of class C9([0,tT),ker(T¢)) N C°°((0,t"), ker(T¢)) of the “reduced equation”

Oz +T¢(2) = m°g(2,7(21)), 20 € Bs(0) C ker(Te) (72)

according to the decomposition in (62) - consists of equilibria only, i.e. the locally “reduced
flow” of equation (17) does not move at all in a sufficiently small neighborhood about 0
in ker(7¢). In particular, the zero-function is a stable equilibrium for the “reduced flow”.
Hence, by Proposition 3.2 respectively Theorem 3.3 in [29] also the point (0,~(0)) = (0,0)
is a stable equilibrium for the original evolution equation (17) in A?*#(C). This means
precisely, that there exists for every neighborhood Wi of 0 in h?t3(C) another neighbor-
hood W of 0 in h**#(C), such that a solution of evolution equation (17) exists globally
and stays within W1, provided its initial value pg is contained in W5. Combining this with
statement (64), we obtain even more precise information: There is a neighborhood W of
0 in h2t4(C), depending on the size of the neighborhood U of 0 in ker(T¢) from line (63),
such that any flow line of evolution equation (17), which starts moving in some initial
function pg € W, exists globally and approaches the center manifold M¢ = graph(~)
asymptotically in the h4T%(C)-norm for all ¢ > 0, according to estimate (64). See here also
some technical explanations in the proof of Theorem 6.5 in [12].

(iv) Again following the last step of the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [11], i.e. using the reasoning
of the proof of Theorem 6.5 in [12], which means adjusting the proof of Proposition 9.2.4
in [22] and using Proposition 5.4(a) in [30], in combination with the bootstrap-technique
of Proposition 6.6 in [12], one can draw the following conclusions from the results of steps
(i)—(iii): For any fixed k € N and for some appropriately chosen w € (0, 1) - where py
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denotes the smallest positive eigenvalue of A¢ respectively of A3 by equation (60) - there
exists a neighborhood W = W (k,w) of 0 in h2*#(C) with the following properties: Given
an initial function pg € W, the unique maximal classical solution {p(%, po)}ecpo,++(po)) Of
initial value problem (33) exists globally, and there exist a constant ¢ = ¢(k,w) > 0 and a
unique function zp = z¢(po) € Bs(0) C ker(7¢), such that

I (“(p(t, o)) 7 (p(t, p0))) — (20,7(20)) llow(ey< (73)
<ce " || 7 (po) = ((p0)) lnz+s(c)

holds for all ¢ > 1. According to step (i), we know that for zy € Bs(0) the pair
(20,7(20)) € M€ has to be contained in the set of equilibria of equation (17) of type
M as well. Hence, (z0,7(20)) is a smooth distance function on C whose induced map
0 (z0,4(20)) (T) 1= exp,((20,7(20))(x) ve(z)), x € C, from line (13) yields a C°°-smooth dif-
feomorphism between C and some compact torus, which is conformally equivalent to the
Clifford-torus C in S3. Thus statement (73) guarantees that: having fixed some k € N
and some appropriate w € (0, u1), for any initial distance function py taken from a suf-
ficiently small neighborhood W = W (k,w) of 0 in h*>*3(C) the unique maximal solution
{p(-,po)} of equation (17) exists globally and converges fully to a smooth distance func-
tion (zo,7(20)), which yields - via formula (13) - a smooth diffeomorphic parametrization

020 (z0)) € =, $3 of a compact torus in S?, which is conformally equivalent to the
Clifford-torus, and this convergence is at an exponential rate w.r.t. the C*(C)-norm as
t — co. Finally, we remark that we require the initial immersion Fj : ¥ — S3 to be C>-
smooth. On account of Theorem 1 in [15] this implies, that there is a unique and maximal
flow line {P(t,0, F1) }1c(0,Tinax) Of the MIWF, starting in Fy at time ¢ = 0, which is addi-
tionally C*°-smooth on ¥ X [0, Tinax ), and moreover the proof of Theorem 1 in [15] shows,
that for any given C*°-smooth solution {f;}scpo,r) of the “relaxed MIWF-equation” (16)
on ¥ x [0,T), with fo = F; and with 7" > 0 arbitrarily fixed, yields the unique smooth
flow line {P(-,0, F1)}co,r) of the original MIWF, starting in Fy at time ¢ = 0, only
by means of reparametrization with a C'*°-smooth family of C'"*°-smooth diffeomorphisms
from X onto itself. See here also the second part of Theorem 2.2 above. Hence, on account
of the “correspondence” between C°°-smooth flow lines of evolution equation (16) and
C*-smooth flow lines of evolution equation (17) - as explained in formulae (10)—(17) of
Section 2 - the above results prove the assertion of this theorem. O

Proof of Theorem 1.2

On account of the assumptions of the theorem there is some smooth family of smooth dif-
feomorphisms Wy : ¥ — X, ¢ > 0, such that the reparametrized flow line {P(t,0, Fy)o W, }

of the MIWF in S? converges smoothly and fully to a diffeomorphism F* : & =y Vs (C),
where M € M&b(S?) denotes some appropriate Mébius-transformation and C the Clifford-
torus in S3. Now we choose some k € N and 8 € (0,1), and we obtain from Theorem
1.1 of this article some small neighborhood W = W (3, F*, k) about the limit immersion
F* in h2T8(Z,R*Y), such that for every C*°-smooth initial immersion Fj : ¥ — S? being
contained in W the unique smooth flow line {P(¢,0, F1)}i>0 of the MIWF exists globally
and converges - up to smooth reparametrization - fully and exponentially fast in Ck(E, R*)

to a parametrization Ep, : X = M;(C) of a compact torus, which is congruent to the
Clifford-torus C via some conformal transformation M; € Mob(S?). Now using the fact
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that the flow line {P(¢,0, Fy) o ¥;} of the MIWF in S? converges smoothly and fully to

a parametrization F* : ¥ —» M (C) of the “Clifford-torus” M (C), we can choose some
large but finite time T' = T'(Fy, k, F*, 3) >> 1, such that the immersion P(T,0, Fj) o Uy
is contained in the specified neighborhood W of the limit immersion F* in A28 (%, RY).
Now, we recall that the MIWF (1) is conformally invariant and that the stereographic
S projection from S?\ {(0,0,0,1)} into R3 is a conformal diffeomorphism. Moreover, on
account of the compactness of ¥ and on account of the conformal invariance of the MIWF
we may assume, that the image of the initial immersion Fy : ¥ — S? does not contain the
north pole (0,0,0,1) of S3. Therefore, the result of Theorem 2.2 can be transported - at
least to some satisfactory extend - in our situation from R3 to S? by means of stereographic
projection S : S*\ {(0,0,0,1)} — R3 and its inverse conformal diffeomorphism S—!. To
this end, we firstly see that the requirements of Theorem 2.2 are trivially satisfied here for
the initial immersion Fy := So Fy : ¥ — R? and for any final time 7" > 0. Hence, the
first part of Theorem 2.2 guarantees, that there is for F{y and for any fixed v € (0,1) and
T > 0 some small p = p(2, Fy, T,~) > 0, such that for every immersion F € C*7(2,R3)
with | F — Fy ¢4 (zr3y< p there is a unique, classical solution {P*(t, 07F)}te[0,T] of
the “DeTurck modification” (49) of the MIWF-equation (1) in the parabolic Holder space
Xr=Xry= C’4+%1+%(E x [0, T], R3), starting to move in the immersion F at time ¢ = 0,
and such that this unique solution {P*(t,0, F ) }tejo,) of equation (49) in X7, depends in
a C'-fashion on its initial immersion F, in the sense of statement (53) in Theorem 2.2.
Now, combining this information also with the second part of Theorem 2.2 and applying
again inverse stereographic projection S™!, we can therefore at least infer, that in our
situation there is for any ¢ > 0 some sufficiently small r = r(X, Fy, T,e,v) > 0, such that
for every C*-smooth immersion F : ¥ — S? with || F — Fy ||ca~ (s ga)< 7 the unique,
maximal smooth flow line {P(-,0, F)} of the MIWF in S? exists at least on ¥ x [0, 7], and
such that the smooth flow lines {P(t,0, Fo) }sc(o,r) and {P(t,0, F') }ejo,7) of the MIWF in
S? can be reparametrized by smooth families of smooth diffeomorphisms (bf oY — X
and ¢f : ¥ — ¥ in such a way, that the reparametrized flow lines {P(t,0, Fp) ogbfo Heelo,T)
and {P(t,0, F) o ¢f }rejo 1 satisfy:

H P(tv 07F) 0 (bf - P(t707 FO) 0 (bfo |’C4"Y(E,R4)< €, (74)

for every t € [0,T]. Now, we had chosen T' = T'(Fy, k, F*, 3) that large, such that the im-
mersion P(T,0, Fy) o U is contained in the neighborhood W of the limit immersion F™* in
h2+8(2,RY). Hence, by estimate (74) the diffeomorphism O := (¢£0)~1 o Wy : % =y
has the property that both immersions P(T,0, Fp) o gbg‘) o @50 = P(T,0, Fy) o ¥p and
P(T,0,F) o ¢l o @50 are contained in the neighborhood W of the limit immersion F* in
h*HB (%, RY), at time t = T, provided € > 0 has been chosen sufficiently small in estimate
(74), the initial smooth immersion F' : ¥ — S is contained in the open ball B,(Fp)
about Fy in C*7(X,R*), and provided r = (X, Fy, T, e,7) = 7(2, Fy, F*, k,~, 3,W) > 0
had also been chosen sufficiently small in estimate (74). Here, we have also used the ob-
vious embedding C*7(3, R*) < h2+A (%, R*). Recalling that the neighbourhood W of F*
only depends on X, F* and k, we finally see that the radius r = (X, Fo, F™*, k,~, 8, W)
only depends on ¥, Fy and F* and on the parameters k,, 5, i.e. r = r(X, Fo, F*, k,v, ),
and we conclude: if this number 7 is chosen sufficiently small, then for any smooth im-
mersion F : ¥ — S? being contained in the open ball B,(Fp), the reparametrized im-
mersion P(T,0,F) o gbg o @f;o is an element of the prescribed neighborhood W about
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the limit immersion F* in h2T8 (X%, R*). Now since we know already from above, that
the entire reparametrized flow line {P(£,0,F) o ¢f }iepo, 7] of the MIWF in S? is of class
C*°(X x [0,T],R*), we especially conclude that the immersion P(T',0, F)o ¢k o @j;o is C°°-
smooth on . We can therefore choose the above initial immersion F} from the statement
of Theorem 1.1 of this article to be F} := P(T,0, F) oqﬁ o@z}70 and infer from Theorem 1.1,
that the unique flow line {P(¢,0,P(T,0,F) o ¢& o (950)}1@0 of the MIWF in S3, starting
to move in the smooth immersion P(7T,0, F) o ng ) @go at time ¢t = 0, converges - up to
smooth reparametrization - fully and exponentially fast in C*(%,R?) to a diffeomorphic
parametrization Ep, : X = MF (C) of a compact torus, which is conformally equivalent
to the Clifford-torus C in S?, provided F : ¥ — S? is a smooth immersion being con-
tained in the ball B,(Fp) about Fy in C*7(X,R*) and r = r(%, Fy, F*,k,7,8) > 0 is
sufficiently small. On account of the invariance of the MIWF w.r.t. time-independent
smooth reparametrizations, this means that any flow line {P(t,0, F)};>0 of the MIWF
in S?, which starts moving in some arbitrarily chosen smooth immersion F : ¥ — S§3
belonging to the C*7-ball B, (Fy) about Fj, converges - up to smooth reparametrization
- fully and exponentially fast in the C*(2,R%)-norm to a diffeomorphic parametrization

Ep: % = MF (C) of a conformally transformed Clifford-torus M*(C) in S3, provided
r=r(3, Fy, F*, k,7,8) > 0 was chosen sufficiently small. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3

We shall combine here the methods of the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [7] with the methods
of the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [8], until we will have to involve Riviere’s and Bernard’s
technique from [25] and [6], in order to accomplish the entire argument. First of all, we
require by assumption that the initial immersion fy: ¥ — R? is smooth and satisfies:

| fo—F" llgham<e (75)

for some sufficiently small e € (0,£¢), to be determined later. As in the proof of Lemma 4.1
in [7], we conclude from condition (75) that we can represent the immersion fj as a graph
over the Willmore immersion F*, which means precisely on account of Theorem 5.1 in [33]:
There is a smooth section Ny of the normal bundle of F* and a smooth diffeomorphism

Dy : X = >, such that there holds:
foo®y=F*"+ Ny on X. (76)

Furthermore, we infer from condition (75) and again from Theorem 5.1 in [33] combined
with Lemma 3.1 in [13] !, that there is some continuous and monotonically increasing
function C° : [0,g9] — Ry, with C°(0) = 0, depending also on the immersion F* and on
k, such that the estimate

| No ko=l foo o — F* [[cram)< C°(e) (77)

holds for the € from line (75). Now we consider the modified Cauchy-problem

0" (f) =~ VW), fotfrode o (78)
ft

!See here also Section 2 in [10].
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of the MIWF, which is solved by any smooth reparametrization {P(¢,0, fo) o ®¢}+>0 of
the smooth flow line {P(-,0, fo)} of the MIWF, starting in fy. On account of condition
(75), equation (76) and again Theorem 5.1 in [33], we may assume the existence of a
smooth short-time solution {f;} of equation (78) being of the special form: f; = F* 4+ N;
on 3, for a family of smooth normal sections N; along F* and starting in the immersion
F*+ Ny = foo®g at time ¢t = 0. As in the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [7], we can introduce the
function ¢; := (Ny, vp+)gs, i.e. the signed length of the normal section NV, and compute
that the family of immersions f; = F* + N, solves equation (78), if and only if the family
of functions {¢;} solves a uniformly parabolic quasi-linear differential equation of fourth
order, namely:

3T TP vt IE v Viggt(91) = B(+, 6r, -, Dir) (79)
*+¢)tVF*

O (1) +

on X, for some globally defined function B : ¥ x R1*2+4+8 __4 R which is rational in its
15 real arguments and has smooth coefficients, depending on the fixed immersion F* only,
at least as long as

| Ve llezy =N fr — F* oz sy < 0(F) (80)

holds, for some sufficiently small chosen positive number 6 (F*) > 0, such that
Li/x 1 -
| P~ 1t (Ny)| > 3 na on X (81)

holds for the projection Pt (Nt) of any smooth normal field N, along F* into the normal
bundle of f;, and such that also

2>0 (82)

1
2> — min|A%.
2

140
mzln\AF“r(wF* 5

holds at sufficiently small times ¢ > 0. Moreover, we infer from condition (77):

| @0 llcr.a(s)y< C%e) (83)

for the smooth initial function of the solution ¢y = (Ny, vp=)gs of equation (79), where
C°(e) denotes here the same function as in (77). Now, we shall introduce the parabolic
Holder space

Zrg = CHIHE(S < [0,T), R),
for any fixed 8 € («,1) and T > 0, and its open subsets

Upsori={{o1} € Zrg| | ¢t llxmy< 0 Ve 0,71} (84)

with 0 < p < ) (F*) that small, such that the normal field N; := ¢, vp~ satisfies inequality
(80) Vt € [0,T1, for any fixed function ¢ € Up+ g, 7. Now, by statements (80)—(82) and
(84) the non-linear differential operator

1 1 i Kl

F* .
O + 5 TA0 1 9;2*+(~)VF* IPe4 (Y vps Vikl : (85)
| *+(

Jvpx

UF*?BvaT C ZTvB - Cﬁ,g(z X [07 T]7R)
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is well-defined for any fixed 0 < ¢ < §(F*) as in (84), and we can infer exactly as in
Theorem 2 in [15], that it is a C'-map, that the highest order term of its Fréchet derivative
in any chosen ¢ € Up« g, 7 is the uniformly parabolic linear operator

1 1 : .
L - J kl F*

8t + ﬁF*,cp = at + 9 _’AO ) 1 gF*_HWF* gF*_HWF* Vwkl :
+pUps*

Zr.5 — CP1(S x [0,T],R) (86)

for any fixed 8 € (a, 1) and T > 0, and that this linear operator satisfies all requirements
of Proposition 2.1 in [17]. We can therefore argue as in the proof of that proposition, that
for any fixed ¢ € Up= g, 1 the linear differential operators

1 1 X *
= J kl vF .
ﬁF*ﬁOt T 9 ‘ 40 R ‘4 gF*-HDtI/F* gF*-i—gotz/F* ijkl -

+otvp*
(2, R) — COP (2, R) (87)

are (€, %7?,4)-elliptic for some appropriate constant £ = E(F™*, p) > 1 in the terminology
of [27], p. 228, for any fixed 8’ € (0,] and for any fixed t € [0,7]. We can therefore
derive from Theorem 3.3 in [27], that the linear operators Lp=, in (87) are sectorial
in the Holder space Co’ﬁ/(E,R) with constants w > 0 and A/ > 1 depending only on
F* | ¢ ||C4+ﬁ’1+§(2><[0,T}) and (', in the terminology of Theorem 3.3 in [27], for any fixed

B' € (0,8) and uniformly for every fixed ¢t € [0, 7], having chosen T' > 0 and 8 € (o, 1)
already in line (84). See here also Definition 2.0.1 in [22]. Choosing now 3 = « and
recalling also the smoothness of the initial function ¢g := (Ny, vp+)gs, we may therefore
apply Theorems 8.1.1 and 8.1.3 and Proposition 8.2.1 in [22] with Banach space pair
CH*(3,R) C C%*(X,R) and obtain the existence of a unique and maximal strict solution
{Dt }ef0,Tmax) O equation (79) with values in the Banach space C**(3,R), meeting the
condition:

|6 llczy< e Vi€ [0, Tiax) (88)

from line (84) and starting in the initial function ¢y at time ¢ = 0, provided there holds
C°e < p. Moreover, this solution is of class C7([0, T], C*% (2, R))NCH ([0, T], C*(Z, R)),
Vv € (0,1) and for every T' € (0, Tinax), where a € (0,1) had been chosen already in the
initial assumption (75). We may therefore apply Proposition 3 of [15] - successively for
every k € Ny - in order to conclude, that the maximal solution {¢;} of equation (79) also
satisfies the following Schauder a-priori estimates:

<
| o \|C4+z+u,1+l—ﬁﬁ(zx[0,T})_

SC( || B(,@(yt)yyaxqub(’t)) H

I+
et (mx[0,1))

1 01 ey + 1l 60 o ) (89)

for every fixed T' € (0, Thax), for every [ € Ny and every p € (0, ], and for some large
constant C = C(X, F*, T, 1,1). From this result we immediately infer the C'*°-smoothness
of the maximal solution {¢;} of equation (79) and also the existence of a corresponding
solution of equation (78) of the special form ft = F* + N;, with Ny = ¢;vp«, of class
C®°(% x [0,T],R3) for every T € [0, Tinax), which starts moving in the immersion fo =



Global existence and full convergence of the Mébius-invariant Willmore flow 31

foo ®g at time ¢ = 0. As pointed out in the proofs of Lemma 4.1 in [7] and of Theorem
1.2 in [8], this smooth solution f; = F* 4+ N; of equation (79) can be reparametrized by a

smooth family of smooth diffeomorphisms W¥; : 3 =, Y, with ¥y = Idy;, such that:
ft © \Ijt = P(tv 07 fO © (I)O) = P(tv 07 fO) © q)O for t € [07 TmaX)7 (90)

which will be later of great importance. Now, we fix some positive o < min{d, o} -
where § was determined in assumption (5) and p in line (84) - such that the Lojasiewicz-
Simon-gradient-inequality for the Willmore functional, Theorem 3.1 in [7], holds for every
C*-immersion f : ¥ — R3 with || f — F* ||ca)< 0, and we choose the € > 0 in (75) and
(83) that small, such that we have: C°(e) < 0. Asin [7], p. 359, or as in [8], p. 2190,
we shall now choose a possibly smaller “maximal” time T'(c) € (0, Tinax] - depending on
o, but not on € - by means of imposing the following additional, quantitative smallness
condition on the normal sections N; = ¢; vp«:

- !
| fe = F* llermrs) =l Ne llorersy< o Vi€ [0,T(0)). (91)

We should note here, that condition (91) implies the inequality:
| ¢ lerer<eo  Vte[0,T(0)). (92)

Comparing condition (88) with inequality (92) and recalling initial condition (77) and our
requirements that C°(¢) < o and o < g, we can conclude that

0<T(0) < Tax < 0.

In order to prove, that statement (91) actually holds for T'(o) = oo, we shall follow the
strategy of the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [8], pp. 2190-2191: We assume firstly, that the
time T'(o) was finite and that there would hold T'(0) < Tinax. Now, we note that we can
rewrite equation (79) in divergence form, i.e. in the form:

1

1 * LJ kl *
at((bt) + 5 V:LZ; (’AO ’4 g}«z*{—(j)t Vpx gF*+¢t Vp* VZ ((bt)) =
*+ ot vpx

=B(-,¢t,..., D3¢, Digy) (93)

on ¥ x [0,T(c)] for some globally defined function B : ¥ x RIT2+448+16 __ R which is
rational in its 31 real arguments and contains the right-hand side B(-, ¢y, ..., D3¢;) of
equation (79) as a summand. On account of inequality (92), on account of the assumption
that the immersion F™* is umbilic-free and since we assume here that 7'(o) is finite and
smaller than Ti,.x, we know that there holds:

H B('7¢t7 s 7Dg¢t7Di¢t) HL‘X’(E)S C(E7F*7O-) Vit e [07T(0)]7 (94)

for some appropriate, large constant C' = C(X, F*,0), and also that the coefficients on
the left hand side of (93) are of class CO’%(Z) and bounded in this norm by another
large constant C' = C'(3, F*, o), uniformly for every t € [0,7(c)]. Hence, we may apply
Theorem 2.1 in [9] to the unique smooth solution {¢;} of equation (79) respectively of
equation (93) - here with m = 2, a = 3, g, := ¢; for t € [0,T(0)] and by means of a finite
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smooth atlas of the torus ¥ - and we infer in combination with inequalities (92), (94), and
again with differential equation (79) the a-priori-estimate:

sup  |o¢| + [Pe]1 1
2 x[0,T(0)] 272

<C(%,F*,0) < I ¢t 2o + I BCsbts- .o D, Dide) || (sx(0.0(0))

+ | ¢t \|Cz+%,o@x[07T(a)D + 1| 0c(@t) || oo (=x[0,7(0)) ) <C(%, F*,0,T(0)),

11 xior) T [Padili 141 suore) + [D264)1 1 5o (o)) < (95)

2787

for some appropriate large constants C = C'(X, F*,0) and C = C(%, F*,0,T(0)), where
we adopted Dong’s and Zhang’s notation in [9]. This shows in particular, that the coeffi-
cients of the uniformly parabolic linear operator Lp-« 4 in (86) - here evaluated in ¢ = ¢
- and thus also of the highest order elliptic operator in (79) are bounded in the parabolic
Holder space C’%’%(E x [0,T(0)],R) by some appropriate constant C' = C(X, F*,0,T(0)).
We can therefore apply Proposition 2.1 in [17] to the linear operator Lp= 4 in (86) - here
on ¥ x [0,7(o)] and with any fixed p € (1,00) - and we infer from that proposition and
estimate (95) together with conditions (83) and (92), that the smooth solution {¢;} of
equation (79) is bounded in the parabolic LP-space

Xrp = WH((0,T]; LF (2, R)) N LP([0, T); WP (2, R)), (96)

for any fixed p € (1, 00):

[ {6t} (X7, < C(E, F*,0,T(0),p) < I B(-, 0t Dide) Lo (o,1(0)) Lo (2 R) +

1 éo lwsssm ) € CEF 0, To)p),  (97)

for some approriate large constant C*(3, F*,0,T(0),p). Moreover, as explained in The-
orem B.5 in [34] we can use interpolation results from [3], in order to obtain for any
p € (1,00) and 0 € (0,1) with 4(1 — 0) ¢ N the continuous embedding:

Xrp=W"P([0,T]; LP(X,R)) N LP([0, T|; WP (S, R)) (98)

= (WH(0,T]; L*(Z,R)), L(10, T} W (2, R))),, =

= W (0, T|; W=7 (3, R)),

for any finite 7' > 0. Moreover, the proof of Lemma 3.3 in [34] can be slightly adapted, in
order to see that for p € (6,00) and for 6 := % € (0, %) the general Sobolev-embedding
from Theorem B.4 in [34] yields:

WO ([0, T); WHA=0P (5, R)) — C7 ([0, T]; C3% (S, R)), (99)

for any finite 7" > 0 and for sufficiently small exponents ¢, g2 € (0, %) Hence, combining
embeddings (98) and (99) with estimate (97) - here with any fixed p € (6,00) - we obtain
the existence of sufficiently small ¢1,q2 € (0, %), such that the smooth solution ¢; =
(Nt, vp+)ps of equation (79) satisfies:

H {@t} ||C'q1 ([0,T(0)],C%92(%,R)) < 0(27 F*7 q1,42, P, T(J)7 0-)7 (100)
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for some appropriate constant C' = C(X, F*,q1,q2,p,T(0),0) > 0. On account of the
mean value theorem, estimate (100) particularly implies the estimate:

| B(-,¢r,..., D) | < C(S,F*,T(0),0,0), (101)

Cf ' (£x[0,T(o)],R)
for any small g € (0, 8) with i < min{4¢;,q2} and for another appropriate constant
C=C(X,F*T(0),0, i), which does not depend on any more data of the solution {¢;},
especially not on the size of € from lines (75) and (77). Hence, we obtain from the
parabolic Schauder a-priori estimates (89) - here with [ = 0 and ¢ = i - combined with
statement (86), with conditions (83) and (92) and with estimate (101), that the above
smooth solution {¢;} of equation (79) satisfies:

0} | s s ooy S COEFTT(0)s0,R), (102)
for some sufficiently small Holder-exponent i € (0, %), where the above constant Cy =
Co(X, F*,T(0),0, i) does not depend on the size of € > 0 from lines (75) and (77) neither.
Now, we recall that “k” in conditions (75) and (77) was a fixed integer > 4. If k = 4, then
estimate (102) does not have to be improved any more. But if £ > 4, then estimate (102)
should be used, in order to improve estimate (101) by means of another application of the
mean value theorem:

H B('u(bta s 7D2¢t) ” < 61(27F*7T(U)707ﬂ)7 (103)

T (£ (0,7(0)] R)
for the same exponent fi as in estimate (102) and for another appropriate constant él =
C1(%, F*,T(0),0,[i). Since we have proved already, that the solution {¢;} of equation
(79) is C*°-smooth, estimates (102) and (103) can be combined again with conditions (83)
and (92), in order to infer from another application of Schauder estimates (89) - but now
with [ =1 and p = fi:

| ¢ < G35, F,T(0), 0, 1), (104)

CPFR> T A (X [0, (0),R)
for the same exponent [i as in estimate (102) and for another appropriate constant C; =
Cy(X,F*,T(0),0,1). Hence, by finite induction - stopping after exactly k — 4 steps on
account of condition (83) - we arrive in this way at the optimal Schauder estimate:

[l < Cpu(X, F5, T(0), 0, 1), (105)

ok 4 (Bx[0,T(0)],R)

for the same exponent fi as in estimate (102) and for another appropriate constant Cy_4 =
Cr—4(X, F*,T(0),0, 1), which does not depend on the size of ¢ > 0 from condititons (77)
and (83) neither. Estimate (105) immediately implies the estimate

I fi = F* |leramrs = Ni loramrs) < Coma(S, F*, T(0),0,n) ¥t €[0,T(0)], (106)

for the corresponding smooth solution f; = F* + N; = F* + ¢, vp+ of equation (79), for
some small exponent i € (0, ) which is the analogue here of formula (5.13) in [8]. Now,
on account of condition (91), due to the choice o < min{J, o} and since F"* was supposed
to be a C*-local minimizer of the Willmore functional, we know that

W(fe) = W(F™) (107)
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for t € [0,T(c)]. Moreover, using the fact that the smooth family {f;} = {F* + ¢, vp+}
solves equation (78), we can infer that

d ~ 1z - ~ 1 -
V) = /2 0 7 (f1), V2 (fo))ms duf, = — /z W IVi2(fo)lPdpg, <0 (108)

for t € [0,T(0)], i.e. that W(f;) does not increase for t € [0,T(c)]. Moreover, due to
T(0) < Tmax there holds equation (90) on [0,7(0)], implying that we have

W(fi) =W(P(t,0, fo))  for te[0,T(0)]. (109)

Now, we can combine equations (107)—(109) with Theorem 2.3 (ii) in [17], in order to
apply the same argument as on page 360 in [7], ruling out the special case, in which there
might hold W(f,) = W(F*) for some s € [0,T(c)). Hence, in the sequel we can assume
without loss of generality, that there holds W(f;) > W(F*) for every t € [0,T(c)). Finally,
we have to observe that condition (91) implies inequalities (80) and (82) for t € [0,T'(0)],
since we chose 0 < p and p < &. Hence, there is some small constant ¢ = c(F*,0) > 0,

such that ]

c(F*,0)

c(F*,0) < |AG PP <

for t € [0,T(o)].

We can therefore introduce the smooth, non-increasing and positive function [t — (W(f;)—
W(F*))?], for t € [0,T(0)), where § = (F*) € (0,1/2] denotes the exponent appearing
in the Lojasiewicz-Simon-gradient-inequality for the Willmore-functional, Theorem 3.1 in
[7], in order to compute by means of Holder’s inequality, again equation (78) and by the
usual chain rule:

— G OVE) =W = =0 W(E) =W [ (VW) 01

= =0V =W [ (FW).045 (F)

1 -
=0 W) = WEN' | 5 VW) du
It A9 ;

> (P )0 V() = W) [ W) P

x x O N 1/2

> o(F o) 0OV - W) ([ 9w Pang)
(] @ VW) dng)

c(F*,0)*0 L; -~
) 6% sy for t€0.T().  (110)

> 0 7
= o)

where we have been able to apply the Lojasiewicz-Simon-gradient inequality in line (110)
in a C%ball of radius ¢ about the Willmore immersion F* with appropriate constants
Cy =Cy(F*) > 0 and 0 = 6(F*) € (0,1/2], taking estimate (91) for ¢t € [0,7'(0)] into
account. Now, estimate (91) also implies inequality (81) for ¢t € [0,7'(c)], on account of
o< o< B , and the time derivative 9, ft = 0;V; is actually a smooth section of the normal
bundle of F*, just as Ny is, for every ¢t € [0,7(0)]. Hence, we infer from an integration
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of inequality (110) w.r.t. time and again from estimate (91) - implying inequality (81) to
hold for ¢t € [0,T(0)] - the estimate:

| V0 Ny @t <€) [0 Nrzgsy at <

- 20(0) /Os H (atft>lft HLZ(Mf”t) dt < _% Os % ((W(ft) — W(F*))@) dt =

= TS (o) = W)Y = V() = W) <

2C(0) C;
~ c(F*,0)%0

Now, we can derive from a combination of condition (91) and estimate (111), together
with the triangle inequality for the L?(up+)-norm:

(W(F* + Np) — W(F*))e <oo Vse[0,T(c). (111)

- . 2C(0)CY
| fs = F* Nl 2gup) <Il No 22 (up0) +W

<C | Nollowrsy s €[0.T(0), (112)

W(F* + Ny) — W(F*))? <

for some appropriate constant C' = C(X, F*,0,0) > 0. By Theorem 6.4.5 (iii) in [5] we
can interpolate the Besov space Bf*gl;:ﬂ )(E,R?’), for p* = ﬁ >> 1 and 5 € (0,1) close
to 1, between the spaces CH#(X,R3) = B&f&(z,Ri”) and L?(%,R3) = Bgz(E,R?’), and
we can then use the fact that BB (kﬂj)(E R?) embeds into Ck(E R3) by the fractional

Sobolev embedding theorem, prov1ded there holds B (k+pn) — = =p(k+p)+5—-1>k.
Consequently, we infer from estimates (77), (106) and (112):

| Fom P llonany< O | Fom F* Wpi g | Fo— F* 520, )< (113)

< C || No Hc2 2R3)< C*(C(e ))(1_5) Vs €[0,T(o)],

for some appropriately large constant C* = C*(X, F*, i, k, 3,0, T(0),0), which is inde-
pendent of €. It therefore turns out now, that we should choose € > 0 above in estimate
(75) that small, such that

C* (NP < 2 (114)

holds, implying by estimate (113) that we thus had:

l\’JIQ

I fi = F* lorsrsy Lier(o) <

But this contradicts the fact that || f, — F* lcr(sr3) Li=T(s)= o would have to hold at
time ¢ = T'(0) on account of condition (91), if the “maximal time” T'(¢) in (91) would have
actually been finite and also smaller than T},.x. In the remaining special case “T'(0) =
Tmax < 00” we could infer, that estimates (91), (92) and (106) would hold on every
compact interval [0, 7] with T" < Ti,ax < oo. Since we also know that o < g, a comparison
of conditions (88) and (92) shows us, that in this situation the smooth solution {¢;} of
the quasilinear parabolic equation (79) could be extended - using e.g. the methods of
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Theorems 2 and 3 in [15] - from ¥ x [0, Tinax) to X x [0,77], for some T" > Tpax, of class
CHHIHE (D% [0,T"), R), for any fixed p € (0, 2), and thus also of class C*°(Xx [0, "], R) on
account of the above bootstrap argument employing estimates (89), but without violating
condition (88) for ¢ € [0,7]. This contradicts the definition of the maximal time Tax.
Hence, we have proved, that there actually has to hold “T'(0) = 00” in estimates (91) and
(92), i.e. that the particular smooth solution f; = F* 4+ N; of equation (78) exists globally
and satisfies the smallness condition (91) at arbitrarily large times ¢:

| fi = F* lorgrny<o  Vie[0,00), (115)

provided the initial immersion fy satisfies condition (77) with € > 0 chosen that small
in condition (75), such that inequality (114) finally holds. Since we also know now that
Timax = 00, we obtain equation (90) for every ¢t > 0, i.e.: there is a smooth family of

smooth diffeomorphisms ¥, : X =, 3, ¥y = Idy, such that:
fi = P(t,0, fo) o Dg o ¥, ! for t € [0, 00). (116)

Now, having chosen € > 0 in (75) sufficiently small, we can now let tend s — oo in estimate
(111) and obtain:

> 3 20(0-) CY * * 0
L W00 gy e < RO (W 8 = W) <0 (1)

implying the existence of a unique function Fs, € L?((Z, up+), R3), such that
fi=F*+N, — Fy, in L*3, up-) (118)

as t — oco. Combining now the full convergence (118) and equation (116) with estimate
(115), we can easily infer:

P(t,0, fo) o Poo Ut = f; — Foy  in CF LD R3) (119)

as t — oo, where the limit function F,, turns out to be a umbilic-free C*-immersion,
because it additionally satisfies estimate (115) in the limit, i.e.:

| Foo = F* [lck(2,r3) < 0, (120)

and since estimate (115) implies inequalities (80) and (82) to hold for every ¢ > 0. It
remains to prove, that the limit immersion Fi, of convergence (119) is “Willmore” and a
C*-local minimizer of the Willmore functional W. To this end, we have to distinguish two
different cases:

Case 1: If k > 4, then we infer from convergences (117) and (119) immediately:

1z~ 1 ~
0 1 05 Vg L= || e IVasWU) g L
Tt

— IV 2W(Fso)|? dpr

s AR ®

for some appropriate sequence t; oo, showing that F,, is a umbilic-free Willmore im-
mersion, satisfying statement (120) for some &k > 4.
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Case 2: If k = 4, then we cannot conclude directly, since the convergence in (119) is
not strong enough. However, since the immersions ft are known to be C*°-smooth on X,
we can apply here Theorem 1.2 of Bernard’s paper [6] and obtain for any test function
£ € O®(%,R3):

2 ~
i <@V”W<ft“>m = 2 / <V§t(@5)xﬂ<ﬁ>>m du;  (12)

for two particular, globally defined differential operators 77 : C£° (3, R3) — C°°(X%,R?)
of third order, which are explicitly given in Theorem 1.2 of [6]. Combining equation (121)
with equation (78) and convergences (117) and (119) for k = 4, we obtain here along the
same sequence t; /' oo as in Case 1:

0— / (o). pa Q7 L=t = —22:1/2 <Vft<,A§~ E 5>,Tj(ft)>R3 dpg, Le=t;
J= t

3 [ (5T () )2

as i — 0o. Since statement (120) holds here for k = 4, we can again integrate by parts
in (122) and infer again from Theorem 1.2 in [6], that F, is a umbilic-free Willmore im-
mersion of class C¥, satisfying statement (120) for & = 4. Moreover, combining statement
(120) again with the Lojasiewicz-Simon-gradient-inequality, Theorem 3.1 in [7], F,, turns
out to satisfy W(F..) = W(F*), proving that F., is actually a C*-local minimizer of W
as well, for any fixed k > 4. O

Remark 3.1.

1) It should be noted here, that the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [7] was partially inspired
by Simon’s proof of Theorem 2 of his pioneering work [28] on parabolic L*-gradient
flows corresponding to real analytic functionals; see the respective quotation on p.
359 in [7]. However, in the proof of the above Theorem 1.3 we actually avoid most of
Simon’s arguments, besides the decisive usage of the “Lojasiewicz-Simon-gradient-
inequality”. We especially do not use the assertion, that the Fréchet derivative of
the quasilinear differential operator

1 1 iJ kl 3
n— |4 gg*_;_m/F* 9Pt ps vzykl( ) B(?U) 7Dx77)

2 |A0 *+nypx
appearing in equation (79) - mapping CH*(L,R) into C¥*(L,R) - in the function
n = 0 was symmetric w.r.t. an appropriately chosen L*(X)-scalar product. Such
a symmetry-property of this Fréchet derivative - see here formulae (0.1), (1.5) and
(1.6) in Simon’s paper [28] - is a crucial point in the proof of certain a-priori-
estimates in Section 4 of [28], where key-consequences of the classical “Spectral The-
orem” for selfadjoint compact linear operators between Banach spaces are utilized.
See here also formulae (1.20) and (4.10)-(4.16) in [28].



38

2) In contrast to the final steps of the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [7], we cannot combine
neither estimate (115) nor the full Ck=1%-convergence in (119) with “localized L>-
estimates” for covariant derwatives V™ Ay of the second fundamental forms of the
converging immersions f, in (118) and (119), in order to improve the quality of
convergence in (119) furthermore, because such strong estimates have not been proved
so far for flow lines of the MIWF, only for flow lines of the classical Willmore flow;
see Section 5 in [19] and Section 4 in [20]. d

Proof of Theorem 1.4:

The proof of Theorem 1.4 essentially follows the lines of the proof of Theorem 1.2, i.e. it
relies on a combination of both parts of Theorem 2.2 and on our second full convergence
theorem, Theorem 1.3. The only striking point here is the fact, that the evolution operator

P*(-,0, ) : BM(Fy) € CY(,R?) — CHIF3(2 x [0, T],R?)

from line (53) for the modified MIWF-equation (49) is a non-linear operator of class C*,
for any fixed v € (0,1), which is exactly “compatible” with the requirement in Theorem
1.3 - to be applied here with k£ = 4 - to let the flow line P(-,0, fo) of the MIWF start
moving in any smooth immersion fy : ¥ — R3 which is sufficiently close to the given
umbilic-free C*-local minimizer F* of the Willmore energy W in the C*(X,R?)-norm,
for any fixed a € (0,1), e.g. for @ = ~. Therefore, both parts of Theorem 2.2 can be
combined here with the statement of Theorem 1.3, and the proof of Theorem 1.4 follows
the lines of the proof of Theorem 1.2. O
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