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 LOJASIEWICZ INEQUALITIES FOR ALMOST HARMONIC MAPS NEAR

SIMPLE BUBBLE TREES

MELANIE RUPFLIN

Abstract. We prove  Lojasiewicz inequalities for the harmonic map energy for maps
from surfaces of positive genus into general analytic target manifolds which are close
to simple bubble trees and as a consequence obtain new results on the convergence of
harmonic map flow and on the energy spectrum of harmonic maps with small energy.

Our results and techniques are not restricted to particular targets or to integrable
settings and we are able to lift general  Lojasiewicz-Simon inequalities valid near
harmonic maps ω̂ : S2

→ N to the singular setting whenever the bubble ω̂ is attached

at a point which is not a branch point.

1. Introduction

Let (Σ, g) be a closed orientable surface and let (N, gN ) be a closed Riemannian manifold
of any dimension, which by Nash’s embedding theorem can be assumed to be isometrically
embedded N →֒ Rn in some Euclidean space. We recall that a map u : Σ → N is called
a harmonic map if it is a critical point of the Dirichlet energy

(1.1) E(u) :=
1

2

ˆ

Σ

|du|2dvg.

Harmonic maps are characterised by τg(u) = 0, where the tension of u : Σ → N →֒ R
n

can be described as τg(u) = Pu(∆gu) = ∆gu +A(u)(∇u,∇u), ∆g the Laplace-Beltrami
operator of maps u : (Σ, g) → Rn and Pp : Rn → TpN the orthogonal projection. Here
and in the following A(p)(v, w) = −(dPp)(v)(w), v, w ∈ TpN , denotes the second funda-
mental form of N →֒ RN and we write for short A(u)(∇u,∇u) = gijA(u)(∂xiu, ∂xju).

In the study of harmonic maps from closed surfaces of positive genus one is often con-
fronted with the situation that the lowest possible energy level E0 of homotopically
non-trivial maps is not attained in the set of maps from the given surface Σ; instead
minimising sequences may undergo bubbling and converge to a limiting configuration
which is a simple bubble tree consisting of a trivial base map and a single bubble ω̂
given by a non-trivial harmonic map ω̂ : S2 → N . This singular behaviour means that
the powerful techniques of  Lojasiewicz inequalities as developed in the seminal work of
Simon [19] do not apply, even in the simplest such situation of degree one maps from the
torus to S2. As a result, questions such as the discreteness of the energy spectrum near
E0 and the asymptotic behaviour of harmonic map flow for maps whose energy tends to
E0 are open in the setting of maps from higher genus surfaces.

The purpose of this paper is to address these and related questions not only in the special
situation of maps to the sphere mentioned above, but more generally for maps into closed
analytic manifolds of arbitrary dimension which are close to simple bubble trees for which
the underlying bubble is attached at a non-branched point.
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2 MELANIE RUPFLIN

To this end, we first recall that the results of [20, 6, 17, 14] imply that for any sequence of
maps un : Σ → N with bounded energy and ‖τg(un)‖L2(Σ) → 0 a subsequence converges

strongly in H2
loc(Σ \ S) to a harmonic limit u∞ : Σ → N away from a finite set of points

S where a finite number of bubbles form and that in this convergence to a bubble tree
there is no loss of energy and no formation of necks.

If no bubbles form and if N is analytic then we can apply the work of Simon [19] which
establishes that there exists a neighbourhood of u∞, a constant C and an exponent
γ∞ ∈ (1, 2] so that for maps u : Σ → N in this neighbourhood the  Lojasiewicz estimate

(1.2) |E(u) − E(u∞)| ≤ C‖τg(u)‖γ∞

L2(Σ)

holds true. While the method of Simon from [19] applies provided the maps are close to
u∞ in H2, the above inequality is trivially satisfied for maps with bounded energy and
large tension, so (1.2) holds whenever u is H1-close to u∞.

However, this result is not applicable for maps that undergo bubbling and the only setting
in which this problem has been overcome is in the major works [21, 23] of Topping on
almost harmonic maps between spheres. Topping’s delicate analysis of almost harmonic
maps in this setting, which exploits in particular that for maps between spheres the
Dirichlet energy has a natural splitting into a holomophic and an antiholomophic part,
allowed him to derive a  Lojasiewicz estimate with optimal exponent

(1.3) |E(u) − 4kπ| ≤ C‖τgS2 (u)‖2L2(S2)

for maps between spheres which are close to very general bubble trees, see [23] for details.
An important aspect of his proof is that he can bound the bubble scale of antiholomorphic
bubbles that form on a holomorphic base map (assumed to be attached at a point with
∇u∞ 6= 0) in terms of the tension.

Here we do not restrict our attention to a particular domain surface or a particular
target but instead restrict the limiting configuration to the simplest situation where
strong convergence fails, i.e. where the maps converge to a simple bubble tree consisting
of a constant base map and a single bubble. In this situation the results of [20, 6, 17, 14]
ensure that there exists a non-constant harmonic map ω̂ : S2 → N , points an → a and
bubble scales λn → ∞ so that, after passing to a subsequence, un → ω̂(p∗) strongly in
H2

loc(Σ\{a}) while on some fixed sized ball Br(a), working in local isothermal coordinates
Fa : Σ ⊃ Br(a) → Dr̃ ⊂ R

2, we have

(1.4) un ◦ F−1
a − ω̂ ◦ πFa(an)

λn
→ 0 strongly in H1(Dr̃) ∩ L∞(Dr̃).

Here πb
λ := π(λ(x− b)) for π : R2 → S2 \ {p∗} the inverse of the stereographic projection

from the north pole p∗ = (0, 0, 1)T .

We note that despite this simple structure of the bubble tree the result of Simon [19]
is not applicable as we cannot view such maps as being H1-close to a critical point
u∞ : Σ → N of the energy. The only exception to this is when the domain is a sphere,
as in this case we can modify any such sequence by suitable Möbius transforms to obtain
strong convergence to ω̂ on all of S2. For the rest of the paper we will thus assume that Σ
is a closed orientable surface of genus γ ≥ 1. Since the energy is conformally invariant we
can assume that our domain is either a flat unit area torus or, for higher genus surfaces,
that the metric g is hyperbolic, i.e. has (Gauss)-curvature −1.

While also in the present work one of the key steps will be to relate the rate at which
the tension tends to zero with the rate at which the bubble concentrate, our method
of proof will be very different to the one in [23]. In particular we will not require any
information on the behaviour of general almost harmonic maps beyond the well known
results on the bubble tree convergence recalled above. Instead our analysis will follow
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the approach developed in the joint work [15] with Malchiodi and Sharp and we will
derive our  Lojasiewicz-estimate by comparing maps u : Σ → N which undergo bubbling
to maps in a specific finite dimensional set Z of what we call adapted bubbles. These
adapted bubbles z : Σ → N provide models for maps converging to a simple bubble tree
and are constructed so that the energy and its variations have the right properties on
Z. The key point of the method of proof is that a careful analysis of the energy and its
variations on Z allows us to obtain  Lojasiewicz-estimates for much more general almost
critical points, without ever having to analyse such general almost critical points. We
also refer the reader to Theorem 2.2 of [15] which establishes  Lojasiewicz-estimates near
(non-compact) finite dimensional manifolds of adapted critical points in the abstract
setting of energies on Hilbert spaces.

In the analysis of almost critical points of the H-surface energy in [15] the set of bubbles
is explicitly known, indeed consists of rotations of the identity, and the bubbles are non-
degenerate critical points, i.e. so that the second variation of the energy is definite in
directions orthogonal to the action of Möbius-transforms.

The present paper demonstrates that the ideas developed in [15] can be applied to far
more general settings, where neither of these simplifications is present. On the one
hand, we shall not require any detailed information about the underlying bubbles ω̂. In
particular, our proof does not rely on the explicit knowledge of the set of bubbles that
for harmonic maps one would only have for special targets such as spheres. All we need
to ask of the bubble is that it is attached to the base at a point that is not a branched
point, i.e. that dω̂(p∗) 6= 0, p∗ = π(∞) = (0, 0, 1).

Just as importantly, we shall see that our method does not rely on the non-degeneracy
of the underlying critical point that is present in [15] and we will be able to prove
 Lojasiewicz-estimates even if ω̂ : S2 → N is a harmonic map which has non-integrable
Jacobi fields. Indeed we are able to lift the  Lojasiewicz-Simon estimates [19]

(1.5) |E(ω̂) − E(ω)| ≤ C‖τgS2 (ω)‖γ1

L2(S2)

and

(1.6) distL2(ω, {ω̃ : S2 → N harmonic }) ≤ C‖τgS2 (ω)‖γ2

L2(S2),

from the regular setting of maps ω : S2 → N which are close to ω̂ to obtain  Lojasiewicz-
estimates with the same exponents γ1 ∈ (1, 2] and γ2 ∈ (0, 1] in the singular setting of
maps from Σ which converge to simple bubble trees. To be more precise, we shall prove

Theorem 1.1. Let (Σ, g) be a closed oriented surface of positive genus and let (N, gN )
be a closed analytic manifold of any dimension. Let (un) be a sequence of maps with
bounded energy which are almost harmonic in the sense that

Tn := ‖τg(un)‖L2(Σ,g) → 0.

Suppose that un converges as described above to a bubble tree consisting of a constant
base map u∞ : Σ → N and a single bubble ω̂ : S2 → N which is so that dω̂(p∗) 6= 0.
Then, for sufficiently large n, we can bound the bubble scale λn in (1.4) by

(1.7) λ−1
n ≤ C Tn| log Tn|

1
2

and the difference in energy by

(1.8) |E(un,Σ) − E(ω, S2)| ≤ C T γ1
n | log Tn|

γ1
2

for the same exponent γ1 ∈ (1, 2] for which (1.5) holds near ω̂ : S2 → N .

Furthermore we can choose λn → ∞, an → a and a sequence of harmonic maps ωn :
S2 → N which converge smoothly to ω∞ so that

(1.9) ‖∇
(

un − ωn ◦ πλn ◦ Fan

)

‖L2(Br1 (a))
+ ‖∇un‖L2(Σ\Br1 (a))

≤ CT γ2
n | log Tn|

γ2
2
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and

(1.10) ‖un − ωn(p∗)‖L2(Σ,g) ≤ CT γ2
n | log Tn|

γ2
2 + CTn| log Tn|

and so that for every r > 0 there exists a constant C with

(1.11) ‖un ◦ (πλn ◦ Fan)−1 − ωn‖L2(S2\Br(p∗)) ≤ CT γ2
n | log Tn|

γ2
2 .

Here γ2 ∈ (0, 1] is the same exponent for which (1.6) holds, Fan are local isothermal
coordinates centred at an as introduced in Remark 2.2 and r1 > 0 is a fixed radius.

Remark 1.2. If all Jacobi fields along ω̂ are integrable then we can drop the assumption
that N is analytic and obtain the above result for γ1 = 2 and γ2 = 1. However, as
observed by Eells and Wood in [13] even energy minimisers can have non-integrable
Jacobifields. Conversely the works of Gulliver and White [11] and Lemaire and Wood
[12] establish that all Jacobi-fields along harmonic spheres are integrable if the target is
homotopic to S2 or CP 2.

Over the past decades  Lojasiewicz-estimates have become a well established tool in the
analysis of variational problems in non-singular settings. However to date there are
few instances of  Lojasiewicz-estimates in settings with singularities or with a change of
topology. In addition to [23] and [15] mentioned above, such results were obtained in
the major papers of Colding-Minicozzi [4] and Chodosh-Schulze [3] on the uniqueness
of blow-ups of Mean Curvature flow and by Glaudo-Figalli [9] and Deng-Sun-Wei [5] on
critical points of the Sobolev-inequality. One of the reasons that  Lojasiewicz-estimates
have attracted a lot of interest is their versatility in applications both to variational
problems and to the analysis of evolution equations. They can be used in particular
to establish convergence of gradient flows as well as to analyse the energy spectrum of
critical points. As a consequence of Theorem 1.1 we will hence obtain new results both
on the asymptotic behaviour of harmonic map flow

(1.12) ∂tu = −∇L2

E(u) = τg(u), u(t = 0) = u0 ∈ H1(Σ, N),

as well as on the energy spectrum of harmonic maps from higher genus surfaces into
general analytic manifolds.

Simon’s results [19] imply that the energy spectrum {E(u) : u : S2 → N harmonic} of
harmonic maps from S2 into any analytic manifold N is discrete below the level 2ES2 ,

ES2 := min{E(u) : u : S2 → (N, gN ) harmonic, non-constant},
since harmonic maps with energy E(un) → E∞ < 2ES2 can always be pulled-back by
suitable Möbius transforms to ensure that they subconverge strongly.

Conversely, for surfaces of positive genus, [19] only implies that the energy spectrum
{E(u) : u : (Σ, g) → (N, gN ) harmonic} is discrete below the energy level ES2 . Theorem
1.1 now allows us to deduce the following result, which is in particular of interest for
maps into three-manifolds, where the results [10] of Gulliver, Osserman and Royden
ensure that area minimising surfaces cannot have true branch points.

Corollary 1.3. Let (N, gN ) be a closed analytic manifold of any dimension and let (Σ, g)
be a closed surface of positive genus. Then the energy spectrum of harmonic maps from
(Σ, g) to N below the level

(1.13) E∗ := min(2ES2 , E(Σ,g) + ES2 , E∗
S2)

is discrete, where

(1.14)
E(Σ,g) := inf{E(u) : u : (Σ, g) → N harmonic, non-constant}
E∗

S2 := inf{E(ω) : ω : S2 → N branched, harmonic, non-constant}.
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To state our results on harmonic map flow, we first recall that the work of Struwe [20]
establishes the existence of a global weak solution of (1.12) which has non-increasing
energy and which is smooth away from finitely many times at which bubbling occurs.
While solutions of this flow always subconverge along a sequence of times tj → ∞
either to a harmonic map or to a bubble tree of harmonic maps, Topping [21] showed
that one cannot expect that the whole flow converges as t → ∞ for general smooth
target manifolds. Conversely it is conjectured that for analytic targets the flow must
indeed converge. If no bubbling occurs at infinite time this already follows from the
work of Simon [19] while for maps from S2 to S2 the  Lojasiewicz inequalities of Topping
[23] allowed him to prove exponential convergence of all solutions of the flow which
subconverge to a generic bubble tree along some tj → ∞.

We can now establish convergence of harmonic map flow into any analytic target manifold
(N, gN ) provided the initial energy is below the above mentioned energy threshold. We
stress that this constraint on the energy does allow for bubbling, though restricts the
potential limiting configurations to the simple bubble trees considered in Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.4. Let (N, g) be a closed analytic manifold of any dimension and let u0 ∈
H1(Σ, N) be any map with E(u0) ≤ E∗ for E∗ defined in (1.13). Then the corresponding
solution of harmonic map flow (1.12) either converges smoothly to a harmonic map
u∞ : Σ → N as t→ ∞ as described in [19] or it converges to a simple bubble tree in the
following sense:

There exists a point a ∈ Σ and a harmonic sphere ω̂ : S2 → N so that the energy of u(t)
converges to E∞ = E(ω̂) at a rate of

(1.15) |E(u(t)) − E∞| ≤ Ce−c1
√
t, c1 = c1(N, (Σ, g), E∞) > 0

if γ1 = 2 respectively, if γ1 ∈ (1, 2), at a rate of

(1.16) |E(u(t)) − E∞| ≤ Ct−
γ1

2−γ1 (log t)
γ1

2−γ1 ,

while for any α < γ1−1
γ1

the maps converge in L2 at a rate of

(1.17) ‖u(t) − ω(p∗)‖L2(Σ) ≤ C|E(u(t)) − E∞|α,
as well as in Ck on every compact subset K of Σ \ {p∗} also at a rate of

(1.18) ‖u(t) − ω(p∗)‖Ck(K) ≤ C|E(u(t)) − E∞|α.
Here γ1 ∈ (1, 2] is so that (1.5) is valid with exponent γ1 for all harmonic spheres with
energy E∞ and the constant C is allowed to depend on the setting, the specific solution
and, in case of (1.17) and (1.18), additionally on α− γ1−1

γ1
> 0 and K.

Remark 1.5. As the set of harmonic spheres with energyE∞ < 2ES2 is compact modulo
Möbius transforms, there always exists an exponent γ1 ∈ (1, 2] so that (1.5) holds true
for any harmonic sphere ω̂ with E(ω̂) = E∞. If all Jacobifields along harmonic maps
of energy E∞ are integrable then we can drop the assumption that N is analytic and
choose γ1 = 2.

The first setting in which it was known that harmonic map flow must become singular,
be it at finite or infinite time, is for degree ±1 maps u0 from the torus to the sphere where
the results of Eells-Wood [8] exclude the existence of a harmonic map that is homotopic
to u0. While E∗ = 8π for N = S2, in this setting we obtain the following improvement
of the above result.

Corollary 1.6. Suppose that u0 ∈ H1(T 2, S2) has degree ±1 and energy E(u0) < 12π.
Then the corresponding solution of harmonic map flow (1.12) either develops a bubble
at a finite time T after which the flow converges exponentially to a constant or the flow

converges to a simple bubble tree at a rate of O(e−c
√
t) as described in Theorem 1.4.
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2. Definition of the adapted bubbles

In this section we explain the construction of the adapted bubbles z : Σ → N with
which we will later compare more general almost harmonic maps u : Σ → N and state
a version of our  Lojasiewicz-estimates for maps in a uniform H1 ∩ L∞ neighbourhood
of the resulting finite dimensional manifold Z, compare Theorem 2.5. This theorem will
then be proved in the subsequent Sections 3 and 4 and will in turn form the basis of the
proof of Theorem 1.1 and of all other main results of the paper.

Our set of adapted bubbles will be a finite dimensional manifold of maps

(2.1) Z := {za,ωλ : Σ → N, λ ≥ λ1, a ∈ Σ, ω ∈ Hσ1
1 (ω̂)}

obtained by scaling maps ω : S2 → N , which are elements of a suitable finite dimensional
manifold Hσ1

1 (ω̂), with a large factor λ and then gluing them in a specific way to a point
a ∈ Σ as we describe in detail in the second part of this section.

A crucial point in the construction of this manifold Z is to ensure that the second
variation of the energy is uniformly definite orthogonal to Z. Therefore the choice of the
set of the underlying maps Hσ1

1 (ω̂) from S2 to N , which we use to define the elements
of Z, will crucially depend on the properties of the second variation of the energy at the
limiting harmonic sphere ω̂ : S2 → N .

We recall that w ∈ Γ(ω̂∗TN) is called a Jacobi-field along ω̂ if d2E(ω̂)(w, v) = 0 for all v ∈
Γ(ω̂∗TN), or equivalently if w is a solution of

(2.2) Lω̂(w) := Pω̂( d
dε |ε=0τ(πN (ω̂ + εw)) = 0.

As the tension transforms according to τ(ω◦q) = 1
2 |∇q|2τ(ω)◦q under conformal changes

q, we know that any variation M (ε) of Id : S2 → S2 in the set of Möbius transforms
Möb(S2) induces a Jacobifield w = d

dε |ε=0(ω̂ ◦M (ε)) along ω̂.

If the second variation of the energy is non-degenerate at ω̂ in the sense that all Jacobi
fields are of this form, as was the case in [15], then we set

Hσ1
1 (ω̂) := {ω̂ ◦R : R ∈ SO(3), |p∗ −Rp∗| ≤ σ1}

for a sufficiently small number σ1 > 0.

If all Jacobifields along ω̂ are integrable, but not necessarily induced by Möbius-transforms,
then we use that the set of harmonic maps near ω̂ is a manifold H(ω̂) with Tω̂H(ω̂) =
ker(Lω̂) on which the energy is constant, compare [19]. In this situation we can split

(2.3) ker(Lω̂) = V0(ω̂) ⊕ VMöb(ω̂), VMöb(ω̂) := Tω̂{ω̂ ◦M : M ∈ Möb(S2)}
L2-orthogonally, fix a parametrisation Ψ1 : ker(Lω̂) ⊃ U → H(ω̂) with Ψ1(0) = ω̂ and
dΨ1(0) = Id and consider the submanifold H0(ω̂) = Ψ1(U ∩ V0(ω̂)) which, for U small,
is transversal to the action of Möbiustransforms. For suitably small σ1 > 0 we then let
Hσ1

0 (ω̂) := {Ψ1(w) : w ∈ V0(ω̂) with ‖w‖L2 ≤ σ1} and set

(2.4) Hσ1

1 (ω̂) := {ω ◦R : R ∈ SO(3), ω ∈ Hσ1

0 (ω̂) with |p∗ −Rp∗| ≤ σ1}.
If we are instead dealing with a non-integrable setting, then we also need to consider maps
that are obtained by adapting certain non-harmonic maps ω : S2 → S2 in order to obtain
a set of adapted bubbles which is large enough to capture all non-definite directions of
the second variation. In this situation we choose H0(ω̂) as a suitable submanifold of the
manifold used in the paper [19] of Simon and define Hσ1

0 (ω̂) and Hσ1
1 (ω̂) as described

above. We discuss the precise definition of H0(ω̂) in this case in Appendix A and for
now simply record that it has the following properties:
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Lemma 2.1. Let ω̂ : S2 → N be a harmonic map into an analytic target N , let k ∈ N,
β > 0 and let H0(ω̂) be the submanifold of Ck+2,β(S2, N) defined in Appendix A. Then

(2.5) ker(Lω̂) = Tω̂{ω ◦M : ω ∈ H0(ω̂),M ∈ Möb(S2)}
and there exists a constant C so that for any ω ∈ H0(ω̂)

(2.6) ‖τgS2 (ω)‖Ck(S2) ≤ C‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2)

and so that we can choose ω(ε) in H0(ω̂) with ω(ε=0) = ω, ‖∂εω(ε)‖Ck(S2) ≤ C and

(2.7) d
dεE(ω(ε)) ≥ ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2).

Here and in the following all derivatives with respect to ε will be evaluated at ε = 0.

Having thus chosen the set Hσ1
1 (ω̂) of maps we want to scale and glue to a point a ∈ Σ,

we now turn to the precise construction of the maps za,ωλ , for a ∈ Σ, ω ∈ Hσ1
1 (ω̂) and

sufficiently large λ. We note that the right definition of these maps za,ωλ is crucial to
ensure that the first and second variation of the energy on Z have the right properties
for our method of proof to work, compare also [15, Theorem 2.2].

Let π : R2 → S2 \ {p∗}, p∗ := (0, 0, 1)T , be the inverse stereographic projection

(2.8) π(x) =
( 2x

1 + |x|2 ,
|x|2 − 1

|x|2 + 1

)

and set πλ(x) := π(λx), λ > 0. We want to define our adapted bubbles

za,ωλ : Σ → N for ω ∈ Hσ1
1 (ω̂), λ ≥ λ1, a ∈ Σ,

λ1, σ1 chosen later, in a way that za,ωλ (p) ≈ ω(πλ(x)) in the following local isothermal
coordinates x = Fa(p).

Remark 2.2. Given any a ∈ Σ we let Fa : Bι(a) → Dr0 = {x ∈ R
2 : |x| < r0},

ι := 1
2 inj(Σ, g), be as in Remark 3.1 of [15]: If (Σ, g) is a flat unit area torus we set

r0 = ι and use Euclidean translations Fa to the origin on a fundamental domain as
coordinates. Conversely, for higher genus surfaces we set r0 = tanh(ι/2) and choose an
orientation preserving isometric isomorphism Fa that maps (Bι(a), g) to the disc Dr0 in
the Poincaré hyperbolic disc (D1,

4
(1−|x|2)2 gE).

While in the higher genus case this only determines the maps Fa upto a rotation of the
domain, the specific choice of Fa will not affect the definition of the set of adapted bubbles
as rotations of the coordinates correspond to the action of the subgroup of SO(3) which
fixes p∗. In the few places where a consistent choice of Fa for a in a neighbourhood of
some a0 is needed, we can fix a tiling of the Poincaré hyperbolic disc and use hyperbolic
translations to the origin as explained in [15, Remark 3.4].

Since

(2.9) πλ(x) = p∗ + ( 2x
λ|x|2 , 0)T +O(λ−2) for |x| ≥ c > 0

we can write

(2.10) ω̃λ(x) := ω(πλ(x)) = ω(p∗) + dω(p∗)( 2x
λ|x|2 , 0)T +O(λ−2) for |x| ≥ c > 0

where we note that this expansion is valid for the function ω̃λ as well as its derivatives
with respect to x. We shall later on consider variations zε of adapted bubbles obtained
by variations of either the bubble parameter λε or of the underlying map ω(ε) ∈ Hσ1

1 (ω̂)
and will always assume that these variations are chosen so that

(2.11) |∂ελε| ≤ Cλ and ‖∂εω(ε)‖C2(S2) ≤ C
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as this corresponds to variations of order 1 after rescaling. We note that for such varia-

tions the expansion (2.10) gives also an expansion for ∂εω̃
(ε)
λε

and its spatial derivatives

with an error term of the same order O(λ−2).

As in [15] we modify ω̃λ with the help of the Green’s function G, characterised by

(2.12) − ∆pG(p, a) = 2πδa − 2π(Area(Σ, g))−1 on Σ.

Letting Ga be the function that represents G in the above coordinates we recall that

(2.13) Ga(x, y) := G(F−1
a (x), F−1

a (y)) = − log |x− y| + Ja(x, y), x, y ∈ Dr0

for a smooth harmonic function Ja which represents the regular part of Green’s function,
see [15] for more detail. In particular

(2.14) ∇yGa(x, 0) =
x

|x|2 + ∇yJa(x, 0)

and we will use this to adapt the maps ω̃λ to give well defined maps va,ωλ : Σ → Rn,
which we will later project onto N to obtain our adapted bubbles za,ωλ : Σ → N →֒ Rn.
To do this, we let ja,ωλ : Dr0 → Rn be defined by

(2.15) ja,ωλ (x) := 2
λdω(p∗)

(

∇yJa(x, 0) −∇yJa(0, 0), 0
)T
,

and fix a cut-off function φ ∈ C∞
c (Dr0 , [0, 1]) with φ ≡ 1 on D r0

2
, r0 > 0 as in Remark

2.2. The maps va,ωλ : Σ → Rn are then defined as

(2.16) va,ωλ (p) = ω(p∗) + 2
λdω(p∗)

(

∂a1G(p, a)− ∂y1Ja(0, 0), ∂a2G(p, a)− ∂y2Ja(0, 0), 0
)T

on Σ \ Bι(a) where ∂ai = (F−1
a )∗∂yi , while on Bι(a) we set va,ωλ (p) = ṽa,ωλ (Fa(p)) for

ṽa,ωλ : Dr0 → Rn given by

(2.17) ṽa,ωλ := φ
[

ω̃λ + ja,ωλ

]

+ (1 − φ)
[

ω(p∗) + 2
λdω(p∗)

(

∇yGa(·, 0) −∇yJa(0, 0), 0
)T

].

We note that for N = S2 →֒ R3 and ω = Id this definition of va,ωλ essentially agrees
with the choice of the adapted bubbles in the H-surface case in [15] except that here we
need to ensure that ja,ωλ (0) = 0 as our problem does not have the translation invariance
present in [15].

On Bι(a) we can use that the function va,ωλ is represented in the above coordinates by

(2.18) ṽa,ωλ = ω̃λ + ja,ωλ + ea,ωλ

for an error term ea,ωλ that is supported on Dr0 \ D r0
2

and there of order

(2.19) ‖ea,ωλ ‖C2 + ‖∂εea,ωλ ‖C2 = O(λ−2).

We will in particular use that since ja,ωλ (0) = 0 we have

(2.20) |ṽa,ωλ (x) − ω̃λ(x)| ≤ Cλ−1|x| + Cλ−2 and |∇(ṽa,ωλ − ω̃λ)| ≤ Cλ−1 on Dr0

and that the analogue estimates also hold true for the derivatives of these quantities with
respect to ε. Away from Bι̃(a) := F−1

a (Dr0/2), we can instead use that

(2.21) ‖va,ωλ − ω(p∗)‖C2(Σ\Bι̃(a)) + ‖∂ε(va,ωλ − ω(ε)(p∗))‖C2(Σ\Bι̃(a)) ≤ Cλ−1.

We now let δN > 0 be so that the nearest point projection πN to N is well-defined and
smooth in a δN -tubular neighbourhood of N →֒ Rn. Then, for sufficiently large λ1 ≥ 2,
the above estimates imply that dist(va,ωλ (·), N) ≤ Cλ−1

1 < δN on Σ allowing us to project
these maps to define our adapted bubbles za,ωλ : Σ → N by

(2.22) za,ωλ (p) := πN (va,ωλ ), λ ≥ λ1, a ∈ Σ, ω ∈ Hσ1
1 (ω̂).
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Remark 2.3. In the following all results are to be understood as being true for the set
of adapted bubbles Z = Zσ1

λ1
for sufficiently large λ1 ≥ 2 and sufficiently small σ1 > 0,

both allowed to depend only on (Σ, g), N and ω̂. At times we will furthermore need to
consider a smaller subset of this set given by

(2.23) Z σ̄
λ̄ := {za,ωλ : λ ≥ λ̄, a ∈ Σ and ω ∈ Hσ̄

1 (S2)}
for suitable λ̄ ≥ λ1 and 0 < σ̄ ≤ σ1. Furthermore we use the convention that C denotes
a constant, allowed to change from line to line, which only depends on ω̂, (Σ, g) and N
unless indicated otherwise and we will use the shorthand A . B to mean that A ≤ CB
for such a constant C.

In the following it will be important that we do not work with respect to the standard
inner product on H1(Σ,Rn), but instead use an inner product that appropriately weighs
the L2-part of the norm in the bubble region.

Definition 2.4. Given any z = za,ωλ ∈ Z we consider the inner product

(2.24) 〈v, w〉z :=

ˆ

Σ

∇v∇w + ρ2zvw dvg, v, w ∈ H1(Σ,Rn)

where the weight ρz is given by ρz ≡ λ
1+λ2r20

on Σ \Bι(a) while

ρz(p) = ρλ(x) :=
1

2
√

2
|∇πλ(x)| =

λ

1 + λ2|x|2 for p = F−1
a (x) ∈ Bι(a).

At times we will also want to use local versions of the above norm so set

(2.25) ‖w‖2z,Ω := ‖∇w‖2L2(Ω) + ‖ρzw‖2L2(Ω), for Ω ⊂ Σ.

We note that the weight ρz : Σ → R+ is continuous and that we can bound

(2.26) |∇z| ≤ Cρz and ‖∇(Pzw)‖z ≤ C‖w‖z
for any w ∈ H1(Σ,Rn) and any z ∈ Z. A short calculation, see Appendix B, gives

(2.27)

∣

∣

∣

∣

 

Σ

w dvg

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(Σ,g)(log λ)
1
2 ‖w‖z

and thus allows us to bound

(2.28) ‖w‖Lp(Σ,g) ≤ C(logλ)
1
2 ‖w‖z, p ∈ [1,∞), C = C(p, (Σ, g)).

With these definitions in place we can finally formulate our main result in the form that
we shall prove in Sections 3 and 4 and that will subsequently form the basis of the proofs
of all other main results.

Theorem 2.5. Let (Σ, g) be any closed surface of positive genus, let N be any analytic
closed manifold and let ω̂ : S2 → N be any harmonic map with dω̂(p∗) 6= 0. Then there
exist numbers ε > 0, λ̄ ≥ λ1, σ̄ ∈ (0, σ1) and C <∞ so that for every u ∈ H1(Σ, N) for
which there exists z̃ ∈ Z σ̄

λ̄
with

‖∇(u− z̃)‖L2(Σ,g) + ‖u− z̃‖L∞(Σ,g) < ε,

Z σ̄
λ̄
as in Remark 2.3, we can bound

(2.29) dist(u,Z) := inf
z∈Z

‖u− z‖z ≤ C‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ,g)(1 + | log ‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ,g)|
1
2 )

while the estimate

(2.30) |E(ω) − E(u)| ≤ C‖τg(u)‖γ1

L2(Σ,g)(1 + | log ‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ,g)|
1
2 )γ1 ,

holds true for the exponent γ1 ∈ (1, 2] for which (1.5) holds.
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Furthermore, for each such u there exists z ∈ Z with ‖u−z‖z = dist(u,Z) and the bubble
scale of any such z = za,ωλ satisfies

(2.31) λ−1 ≤ C‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ,g) · (1 + | log ‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ,g)|
1
2 )

while the tension of the underlying map ω : S2 → N is controlled by

(2.32) ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C2(S2) ≤ C‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ,g) · (1 + | log ‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ,g)|
1
2 ).

3. Properties of the energy on the set of adapted bubbles

3.1. Basic properties of the second variation of the Dirichlet energy.

We first recall the following standard expression for the second variation of the Dirichlet
energy for which we include a short proof for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 3.1. For any u ∈ H1(Σ, N) and v, w ∈ ΓH1∩L∞

(u∗TN) we can write the second
variation of the Dirichlet energy d2E(u)(v, w) := d

dε |ε=0
d
dδ |δ=0E(πN (u+ εv + δw)) as

(3.1) d2E(u)(v, w) =

ˆ

Σ

∇v∇w −A(u)(∇u,∇u)A(u)(v, w) dvg .

Proof. We write uε := πN (u+εv) = u+εv+O(ε2) and use that the negative L2 gradient
of E is given by τg(uε) = ∆guε +A(uε)(∇uε,∇uε) = Puε(∆guε) to compute

d2E(u)(v, w) = − d
dε |ε=0

ˆ

τg(uε)w dvg = − d
dε |ε=0

ˆ

∆guεPuε(w) dvg

=

ˆ

−∆gv w dvg +

ˆ

∆gu (−dPu)(v)(w) dvg

=

ˆ

∇v∇w dvg +

ˆ

∆guA(u)(v, w) dvg

which gives the claim as the normal component of ∆gu is −A(u)(∇u,∇u). �

We note that if u ∈ W 1,p(Σ) for some p > 2, so in particular if u = z ∈ Z, then d2E

has a unique extension to a continuous bilinear form on ΓH1

(u∗TN) and we will in the
following consider d2E on this space.

The above expression, combined with (2.26), immediately implies that d2E is uniformly
bounded on the (non-compact) set Z of adapted bubbles equipped with the weighted
norms ‖ · ‖z in the sense that

(3.2) |d2E(z)(w, v)| ≤ C‖w‖z‖v‖z for every z ∈ Z and all v, w ∈ ΓH1

(z∗TN).

We also note that differences of second variation terms evaluated at different maps û, ũ ∈
H2(Σ, N) and corresponding tangent vector fields ṽ1,2 ∈ ΓH1

(ũ∗TN), v̂1,2 ∈ ΓH1

(û∗TN)
can be bounded by
(3.3)

|d2E(ũ)(ṽ1, ṽ2) − d2E(û)(v̂1, v̂2)| .
ˆ

|∇(v̂1 − ṽ1)||∇v̂2| + |∇ṽ1||∇(v̂2 − ṽ2)|

+

ˆ

(|∇ũ|2 + |∇û|2)[|v̂1 − ṽ1||v̂2| + |v̂2 − ṽ2||ṽ1|]

+

ˆ

|v̂1||v̂2|[|û− ũ||∇û|2 + |∇(û− ũ)||∇û| + |∇(û − ũ)|2],

where all integrals are computed over (Σ, g).

We will use this formula mainly for û = za,ωλ ∈ Z and for maps ũ = ut = πN (z + tw),
t ∈ [0, 1], that interpolate between z and a map u = z+w ∈ H2(Σ, N) with ‖w‖L∞ < δN
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and for vector fields obtained by projecting suitable v1,2 : Σ → Rn onto the corresponding
tangent spaces. In that situation the above formula, combined with (2.26), gives

(3.4)

∣

∣d2E(ut)(Putv1, Putv2) − d2E(z)(Pzv1, Pzv2)
∣

∣

.

ˆ

|w||∇v1||∇v2| +

ˆ

(|w|ρz + |∇w|)(|v1||∇v2| + |v2||∇v1|)

+

ˆ

|v1||v2|(|w|ρ2z + |∇w|ρz + |∇w|2).

3.2. Uniform definiteness of the second variation orthogonal to Z.

One of the key features of our set of adapted bubbles is that the second variation of the
energy is uniformly definite in directions orthogonal to Z. Namely we prove

Lemma 3.2. Let ω̂ : S2 → N be any harmonic map and let Z be the set of adapted
bubbles defined above. Then there exists c0 > 0 so that for every z ∈ Z we can write

the orthogonal complement Vz of TzZ in (ΓH1

(z∗TN), 〈·, ·〉z) as an orthogonal sum Vz =
V+
z ⊕ V−

z of spaces which are so that for v± ∈ V±
z

d2E(z)(v+, v−) = 0 and ± d2E(z)(v±, v±) ≥ c0‖v±‖2z.
Here 〈·, ·〉z and the associated norm are as in Definition 2.4.

We remark that the analogue property holds true for the manifold used in [19] in the
proof of the classical  Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality, and there directly follows as maps in
this manifold are Ck close to ω̂ and as Tω̂H = ker(Lω̂).

Here we have to proceed with more care since our set Z is non-compact. As in the proof
of the corresponding statement [15, Lemma 3.6] for the H-surface energy we prove this
result by establishing a uniform gap around 0 in the spectrum of the projected Jacobi
operator, though here use energy considerations rather than Lorentz-space techniques as
we do not have the explicit divergence structure present in [15].

Proof of Lemma 3.2. We note that for each fixed z ∈ Z the space ΓH1

(z∗TN) equipped
with 〈·, ·〉z is a Hilbert-space so Riesz’s representation theorem allows us to consider the

corresponding Jacobi-operator L̃z : ΓH1

(z∗TN) → ΓH1

(z∗TN) which is characterised by

d2E(z)(v, w) = 〈L̃zv, w〉z for every v, w ∈ ΓH1

(z∗TN).

From the definition of the inner product and Lemma 3.1 it is easy to see that L̃z = Id−Kz

for Kz : ΓH1

(z∗TN) → ΓH1

(z∗TN) characterised by

(3.5) Pz(−∆gKz(v)) + ρ2zKz(v) = bz(v) := ρ2zv +
∑

〈A(z)(∇z,∇z), νjz〉Pz(dνjz(v)),

{νjp} a local orthonormal frame of T⊥
p N . We note that the right hand side is bounded by

|bz(v)| ≤ Cρ2z |v| so as ρz ∈ L∞(Σ) we have that Kz is a compact and selfadjoint operator

on (ΓH1

(z∗TN), 〈·, ·〉z).

In order to construct the desired splitting of Vz we then consider the projected Jacobi
operator L̂z := PVz ◦ L̃z|Vz = IdVz − K̂z, PVz the orthogonal projection onto Vz, which

can be equivalently characterised as the unique operator L̂z : Vz → Vz which is so that

d2E(z)(v, w) = 〈L̂zv, w〉z for every v, w ∈ Vz.

As K̂z = PVz ◦Kz|Vz is also selfadjoint and compact we know that the eigenvalues of L̂z

are real and tend to 1 and that there exists an orthonormal eigenbasis of (Vz, 〈·, ·〉z). It
hence suffices to show that there exists c0 > 0 so that, after increasing λ1 and decreasing
σ1 if necessary, none of the operators L̂z, z ∈ Z, has an eigenvalue in [−c0, c0]. This will
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imply that the lemma holds true for V±
z chosen as span of the eigenfunctions to positive

respectively negative eigenvalues.

To prove this eigenvalue gap we argue by contradiction. Suppose there exist sequences
of adapted bubbles zi = zai,ωi

λi
∈ Z with λi → ∞ and ωi → ω̂ and of elements vi ∈ Vzi ,

normalised to ‖vi‖zi = 1, so that L̂zivi = µivi for some µi → 0. We first claim that there
exists a number c1 > 0 so that for all sufficiently large i

(3.6)

ˆ

D
λ
−1/3
i

ρ2λi
|ṽi|2 dx ≥ c1, where ṽi := vi ◦ F−1

ai
.

To see this we use that ρzi is of order O(λ−1
i ) away from the ball Bι(ai), while ρλi =

λi

1+λ2
i |x|2

≤ λ
− 1

3

i on Dr0 \ Dλ
−1/3
i

. We can thus bound

µi = 〈L̂zivi, vi〉zi = ‖vi‖2zi − 〈Kzi(vi), vi〉zi = 1 −
ˆ

Σ

bzi(vi)vi dvg

≥ 1 − C

ˆ

D
λ
−1/3
i

ρ2λi
|ṽi|2 dx− Cλ

− 2
3

i ‖vi‖2L2(Σ) ≥ 1 − Cλ
− 2

3

i log(λi) − C

ˆ

D
λ
−1/3
i

ρ2λi
|ṽi|2 dx,

where we use that the Poincaré hyperbolic metric is uniformly equivalent to the Euclidean
metric on Dr0 in the penultimate step and (2.28) in the last step. As µi → 0 this yields
the claimed lower bound (3.6) for all sufficiently large i.

We now proceed to construct a sequence of maps wi : S2 → Rn that converges to a limit
w∞ which is a non-trivial Jacobifield at ω̂ but also orthogonal to

(3.7) Xω̂ := Tω̂{ω ◦M : ω ∈ H0(ω̂),M ∈ Möb(S2)}.
This leads to the desired contradiction since H0(ω̂) is chosen in a way that ensures that

Xω̂ agrees with the space ker(Lω̂) = ker(L̂ω̂) of Jacobifields at ω̂, compare Lemma 2.1.

To construct these maps wi we first define

w̃i = φiṽi(λ
−1
i ·) + (1 − φi)v̄i : R2 → R

n,

where we let v̄i =
ffl

Ai
ṽidx be the meanvalue over the annulus Ai = D

2λ
−1/3
i

\D
λ
−1/3
i

and

set φi(x) = φ(λ
− 2

3

i |x|) for some fixed φ ∈ C∞
c ([0, 2), [0, 1]) with φ ≡ 1 on [0, 1].

As w̃i is constant near infinity, we have wi := w̃i ◦ π−1 ∈ H1(S2,Rn) and we can bound

‖wi‖2H1(S2) =

ˆ

R2

|∇w̃i|2 + |∂x1π ∧ ∂x2π||w̃i|2 dx =

ˆ

R2

|∇w̃i|2 + 1
2 |∇π|2|w̃i|2 dx

.

ˆ

D
2λ

−1/3
i

|∇ṽi|2 + |∇πλi |2|ṽi|2 +

 

Ai

|ṽi − v̄i|2 + |v̄i|2‖∇π‖2L2(R2\D
λ
2/3
i

)

. ‖vi‖2zi + Cλ
−4/3
i |v̄i|2 . ‖vi‖2zi

where the last step follows as ρλi ≥ cλ
− 1

3

i on Ai and thus λ
− 4

3

i |v̄i|2 . λ
− 2

3

i

´

Ai
|ṽi|2 dx .

‖vi‖2zi .

After passing to a subsequence the maps wi thus converges to a limit w∞ weakly in
H1(S2,Rn), strongly in L2(S2,Rn) and almost everywhere. Away from the shrinking
discs π(R2 \ D

λ
2/3
i

) ⊂ S2 the maps wi = vi ◦ (πλi ◦ Fai)
−1 are tangential to N along

(3.8) ẑi := zi ◦ (πλi ◦ Fai)
−1 = ωi +O(λ−1

i ) → ω̂

so the limit w∞ must be tangential along ω̂, i.e. an element of ΓH1

(ω̂∗TN). Furthermore,
w∞ is non-trivial as wi → w∞ strongly in L2(S2,Rn) and as the L2 norms of the maps
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wi are bounded away from zero thanks to (3.6). We now want to prove that w∞ is
orthogonal to the space Xω̂ with respect to the inner product

(3.9) 〈v, w〉 :=

ˆ

S2

∇w∇w + cγwvdvgS2 .

Remark 3.3. Here we set cγ = 1
4 if γ = 1 as this ensures that (πλ ◦ Fa)∗gS2 = cγρ

2
za,ω
λ
g

on Bι(a) while we set cγ = 1 if γ ≥ 2 and use that in this case ((πλ ◦ Fa)∗gS2)(p) =
cγρ

2
za,ω
λ

(1 +O(distg(p, a)2)g(p) for p ∈ Bι(a).

We can use the following lemma, see Appendix B for a sketch of the proof.

Lemma 3.4. Let zi = zai,ωi

λi
be a sequence of adapted bubbles for which λi → ∞ and

ωi → ω̂. Then there exist bases {eij}Kj=1 of TziZ that are orthonormal with respect to

〈·, ·〉zi and that converge to an orthonormal basis {e∞j }Kj=1 of (Xω̂, 〈·, ·〉) in the sense that

êij := eij ◦ (πλi ◦ Fai)
−1 → e∞j smoothly locally on S2 \ {p∗} while

(3.10) lim
Λ→∞

lim sup
i→∞

‖eij‖zi,Σ\B
Λλ

−1
i

(ai) = 0 for j = 1, . . . ,K.

As wi ⇀ w∞ in H1(S2) we obtain that for j = 1, . . . ,K,

〈w∞, e
∞
j 〉 = lim

Λ→∞

ˆ

π(DΛ)

∇w∞∇e∞j + cγw∞e
∞
j dvgS2

= lim
Λ→∞

lim
i→∞

ˆ

π(DΛ)

∇wi∇êij + cγwiê
i
j dvgS2

= lim
Λ→∞

lim
i→∞

ˆ

F−1
ai

(D
Λλ

−1
i

)

∇vi∇eij + vie
i
jρ

2
zi dvg

= − lim
Λ→∞

lim
i→∞

ˆ

Σ\F−1
ai

(D
Λλ

−1
i

)

∇vi∇eij + vie
i
jρ

2
zi dvg = 0,

where we use Remark 3.3 in the third step, the orthogonality of vi to TziZ in the penul-
timate step and (3.10) as well as that ‖vi‖zi = 1 in the last step.

Having thus shown that w∞ ⊥ X(ω̂) = ker(Lω̂) it now remains to show that

(3.11) d2E(ω̂)(w∞, η) = 0 for all η ∈ ΓH1

(ω̂∗TN).

We note that this is trivially true if η itself is a Jacobi-field and that it hence suffices to

consider η ∈ ΓH1

(ω̂∗TN) with η ⊥ ker(L̂ω̂).

Given such an η we set η̄i :=
ffl

Ar0
η◦πλidx, Ar0 := Dr0 \D r0

2
, and define ηi ∈ ΓH1

(z∗i TN)

as ηi = Pzi(η̄i) on Σ \Bι(ai) while for p = F−1
ai

(x) ∈ Bι(ai)

ηi(p) := Pzi(p)(ψ(x)η(πλi (x)) + (1 − ψ(x))η̄i)

for a fixed cut-off ψ ∈ C∞
c (Dr0) with ψ ≡ 1 on D r0

2
.

As d2E is conformally invariant and as λ
−1/3
i ≤ 1

2r0 for sufficiently large i we get
(3.12)

d2E(zi)(vi, ηi) =

ˆ

π(D
λ
2/3
i

)

∇(Pẑiη)∇wi +A(ẑi)(∇ẑi,∇ẑi)A(ẑi)(Pẑiη, wi)dvgS2 + erri,

for ẑi defined by (3.8) and |erri| ≤ C‖vi‖zi‖ηi‖zi,Σ\F−1
ai

(D
λ
−1/3
i

). We recall that ρzi . λ−1
i

away from Bι̃(a) and note that a short calculation, similar to the proof of (2.27) carried
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out in the appendix, gives |η̄i| . (log λi)
1
2 ‖η‖H1(S2). As ‖vi‖zi = 1, this allows us to

conclude that

|erri| . λ−1
i |η̄i| + ‖η ◦ πλi − η̄i‖L2(Ar0)

+ ‖ρλi |η ◦ πλi | + |∇(η ◦ πλi)|‖L2(Dr0\Dλ
−1/3
i

)

. λ−1
i (logλi)

1
2 ‖η‖H1(S2) + ‖η‖H1(π(R2\D

λ
2/3
i

)) → 0.

Combined with wi ⇀ w∞ in H1(S2) and ‖ẑi − ω̂‖C1(π(Dλir0
)) → 0, which follows as

ωi → ω̂ smoothly on S2 and ‖ẑi − ωi‖C1(π(Dλir0
)) ≤ Cλ−1

i → 0, this shows that the right

hand side of (3.12) converge to d2E(ω̂)(w∞, η). We thus conclude that

|d2E(ω̂)(w∞, η)| = lim
i→∞

|d2E(zi)(vi, ηi)| ≤ |〈L̂zivi, P
Viηi〉| + C‖vi‖zi‖PTzi

Zηi‖zi
≤ |µi|‖ηi‖zi + C‖PTzi

Zηi‖zi .

As ‖ηi‖zi ≤ C‖η‖H1(S2) + Cλ−1
i |η̄i| is uniformly bounded and as we have assumed that

µi → 0, we know that the first term in this estimate tends to zero as i → ∞. We can
furthermore use Lemma 3.4 to see that for j = 1, . . . ,K

lim
i→∞

〈eji , ηi〉zi = lim
Λ→∞

lim
i→∞

〈eji , ηi〉zi,Σ\F−1
ai

(D
Λλ

−1
i

) + lim
Λ→∞

lim
i→∞

〈êji , Pẑi(η)〉π(DΛ)

= 0 + lim
Λ→∞

〈ej∞, η〉π(DΛ) = 〈ej∞, η〉 = 0,

where the last step follows as η ⊥ ker(Lω̂) = Xω̂. Hence ‖PTzi
Zηi‖zi → 0 and we

indeed obtain that d2E(ω̂)(w∞, η) = 0. Thus w∞ ∈ ker(Lω̂) contradicting the previously
established fact that w∞ is a non-trivial element of (ker(Lω̂))⊥. �

3.3. Expansion of the energy on the set Z of adapted bubbles.

The goal of this section is to identify variations in the space of adapted bubbles for which
the leading order term in the energy expansion appears with a known sign and scaling.

In the integrable case, where all elements of Z are built out of harmonic maps ω : S2 → N ,
we will only need to consider variations (zε) induced by a change of the bubble parameter.
In the general case we will additionally need to consider (zε) induced by variations of the
underlying maps ω(ε) ∈ Hσ1

1 (ω̂). To treat both types of variations at the same time we
first show.

Lemma 3.5. For any variation zε = za,ω
(ε)

λε
in Z for which (2.11) holds we have

(3.13) d
dεE(zε) = dλ

dε ·
ˆ

D r0
2

ja,ωλ ∆∂λω̃λ dx+ d
dεE(ω(ε)) + err

for an error term that is bounded by

(3.14) |err| ≤ Cλ−3 + Cλ−2
[

‖∂εω(ε)‖C2(S2) + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C1(S2)

]

.

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Let z = za,ωλ ∈ Z and let zε = za,ω
(ε)

λε
be a variation for which

(2.11) holds. To lighten the notation we write for short v = va,ωλ , j = ja,ωλ and denote the

corresponding variations by ∂εv := d
dεv

a,ω(ε)

λε
, ∂εjε := d

dεj
a,ω(ε)

λε
and ∂εω̃λ = d

dε (ω(ε) ◦πλε).

We first remark that away from the ball Bι(a) we have ∆gv = 0 as the derivatives of
the Green’s function are harmonic functions. Combined with the estimate (2.19) on the
error term in (2.18) and with τg(z) = Pz(∆gz) = Pz(dπN (v)(∆gv) + d2πN (v)(∇v,∇v))
we hence get that

(3.15) |∆gv| + |∂ε∆gv| + |∇v|2 + |∂ε∇v|2 + |τg(z)| + |∂ετg(z)| . λ−2 on Σ \Bι̃(a).
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We also note that (2.21) yields a bound of |∂εz| . λ−1 + η0 on this set, where here and
in the following we write for short η0 := |∂εω(ε)(p∗)|. We thus obtain that

(3.16)

d
dεE(z) = −

ˆ

Σ

∂εz · τg(z) dvg = −
ˆ

Bι̃(a)

∂εz · ∆gz dvg +O(λ−3 + η0λ
−2)

= −
ˆ

D r0
2

∂εz̃ · ∆z̃dx+ O(λ−3 + η0λ
−2)

for z̃ = z ◦ F−1
a . Here and in the following we can carry out all computations on D r0

2

with respect to the Euclidean metric as the above integral is conformally invariant. On
this set we can write z̃ = πN (ω̃λ + j) as

(3.17) z̃ = ω̃λ + Pω̃λ
(j) + E = ω̃λ + j − P⊥

ω̃λ
(j) + E

where the lower order error term

(3.18) E =

ˆ 1

0

d
dtπN (ω̃λ + tj) dt− Pω̃λ

(j) =

ˆ 1

0

(dπN (ω̃λ + tj) − dπN (ω̃λ))(j) dt

satisfies the estimates

(3.19) |E| + |∂εE| . λ−2|x|2, |∇E| + |∂ε∇E| . λ−2|x|, |∆E| + |∂ε∆E| . λ−2.

Here and in the following we use that

(3.20) |j| + |∂εj| . λ−1|x|, |∂ε∇j| . λ−1, |∂ε∇πλ| . ρλ and ρλ|x| ≤ 1

while

(3.21) |∂εω̃λ| .
(|∂ελ| + λ)|x|

1 + λ2|x|2 + η0 . (1 + λ|x|)−1 + η0 and |∂ε∇ω̃λ| . ρz.

In the following it will also be useful to note that this implies that

(3.22) |∂εz̃| . (1 + λ|x|)−1 + η0,

that we can trivially bound
(3.23)

|∆ω̃λ| + |∂ε∆ω̃λ| .
[

‖ω‖C2(S2) + ‖∂εω(ε)‖C2(S2)

][

|∇πλ|2 + |∂ελ||∇πλ||∂λ∇πλ|
]

. ρ2z,

and that we have estimates of
(3.24)

‖ρλ|x| + (1 + λ|x|)−1‖L2(D r0
2
) . λ−1(logλ)

1
2 , ‖ρλ|x| + (1 + λ|x|)−1‖L1(D r0

2
) . λ−1.

From (3.16), (3.17) and ∆gj = 0 we thus obtain that
(3.25)

d
dεE(z) = −

ˆ

D r0
2

∂εω̃λ∆(ω̃λ − P⊥
ω̃λ
j) + ∂ε(Pω̃λ

j)∆ω̃λ + err1 +O(λ−3 + η0λ
−2)

for an error term that is bounded by

|err1| .
ˆ

D r0
2

|∂ε(Pω̃λ
j)||∆P⊥

ω̃λ
j| + |∂εE|(|∆ω̃λ| + |∆P⊥

ω̃λ
j|) + |∆E||∂εzε|

. λ−2

ˆ

D r0
2

ρ2λ|x|2 + ρλ|x| + λ−2η0 + λ−2‖(1 + λ|x|)−1‖L1(D r0
2

) . λ−3 + η0λ
−2.

We then note that

(3.26) −
ˆ

D r0
2

∂εω̃λ∆ω̃λ = −
ˆ

R2

∂εω̃λτ(ω̃λ) + err2 = d
dε |ε=0E(ω(ε)) + err2

where err2 =
´

R2\D r0
2

∂εω̃λτ(ω̃λ) is also bounded by

(3.27) |err2| . ‖∂εω̃λ‖L∞(R2\D r0
2
)‖τgS2 (ω)‖L∞(S2)

ˆ

R2\Dr0/2

|∇πλ|2 = O(λ−3 + η0λ
−2).
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Here and in the following we use that πλ is conformal and hence

(3.28) τ(ω̃λ) = 1
2 |∇πλ|2 · τgS2 (ω) ◦ πλ.

Rewriting

∂ε(Pω̃λ
j) · ∆ω̃λ = ∂ε(Pω̃λ

j · ∆ω̃λ) − Pω̃λ
j · ∂ε∆ω̃λ = ∂ε(j · τ(ω̃λ)) − Pω̃λ

j · ∂ε∆ω̃λ

and setting err3 := −
´

D r0
2

∂ε(jτ(ω̃λ)) we hence obtain from (3.25) and (3.26) that

d
dεE(zε) = d

dεE(ω(ε)) +

ˆ

D r0
2

Pω̃λ
j · ∂ε∆ω̃λ + ∆(P⊥

ω̃λ
j) · ∂εω̃λ + err3 +O(λ−3 + η0λ

−2)

= d
dεE(ω(ε)) +

ˆ

D r0
2

j · ∂ε∆ω̃λ + err3 + err4 +O(λ−3 + η0λ
−2)

where we integrate by parts in the second step. We can use (3.21) as well as that
j ∈ Tω(p∗)N to estimate the resulting the boundary term by

|err4| ≤ ‖∂εω̃λ‖C1(∂D r0
2

)‖(P⊥
ω̃λ

− P⊥
ω(p∗))(j)‖C1(∂D r0

2
) = O(λ−3 + η0λ

−2),

while combining (3.28) with (3.20) and (3.24) allows us to estimate

(3.29)
|err3| . λ−1

[

‖τgS2 (ω)‖C1(S2) + ‖∂εω(ε)‖C2(S2)

]

‖|x|ρ2z‖L1(D r0
2
)

. λ−2(‖τgS2 (ω)‖C1(S2) + ‖∂εω(ε)‖C2(S2)).

We finally remark that
´

D r0
2

j∂ε∆ω̃λ = dλ
dε

´

D r0
2

j∂λ∆ω̃λ + err5 for

|err5| ≤
ˆ

D r0
2

|j||∆((∂εω
(ε)) ◦ πλ)| . λ−1‖∂εω(ε)‖C2‖|x|ρ2z‖L1(D r0

2
) . λ−2‖∂εω(ε)‖C2 .

Altogether this yields the claim of Lemma 3.5. �

We now show that the integral
´

j∂λ∆ωλ appearing in (3.13) has a given sign and scaling
in λ and indeed essentially only depends on a ∈ Σ, λ and |dω(p∗)|.

To state this in detail we first note that as dω̂(p∗) 6= 0 we can always assume that σ1 > 0
is chosen small enough to ensure that

(3.30) |dω(p∗)| ≥ 1

2
|dω̂(p∗)| > 0 for all ω ∈ Hσ1

1 (ω̂).

Writing for short αω := 1√
2
|dω(p∗)|gS2 we then note that if ω is harmonic then the vectors

{α−1
ω ∇e1ω(p∗), α−1

ω ∇e2ω(p∗)} are orthonormal since harmonic maps from S2 are weakly
conformal. While this is not true for general elements ω ∈ Hσ1

1 (ω̂) in the non-integrable
case, the above will still hold up to a small error as elements of Hσ1

1 (ω̂) are Ck close to
the harmonic map ω̂.

So given any number η1 > 0 we can assume that σ1 > 0 is chosen small enough so that
for any ω ∈ Hσ1

1 (ω̂) there exists a matrix Sω ∈M(n) with

(3.31) dω(p∗)(ei) = αωSωei ∈ R
n, i = 1, 2, and |ST

ωSω − Id| ≤ η1.

Here we denote by {ei} both the standard basis of R3 and of Rn as appropriate. We note
that as Sω will only be applied to elements of R2 × {0} ⊂ Rn in the construction below
the particular choice of Sω in the other directions is irrelevant. We can then prove

Lemma 3.6. For any ω ∈ Hσ1
1 (ω̂), λ ≥ λ1 and a ∈ Σ we have

ˆ

D r0
2

ja,ωλ ∆g∂λω̃λ dvg = 4π|dω(p∗)|2J (a)λ−3 +O(λ−4) +O(|ST
ω Sω − Id|λ−3)
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for Sω as in (3.31) and J (a) := limx→0(∂y1∂x1 + ∂y2∂x2)Ga(x, 0), where Ga(x, y) =
G(F−1

a (x), F−1
a (y)) is the function that represents the Green’s function in the coordinates

Fa introduced in Remark 2.2.

Remark 3.7. We recall from [15] that the function J , which depends only on the domain
surface (Σ, g), is strictly negative on any surface of positive genus.

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Extending ω : S2 → N →֒ R
n to a neighbourhood of S2 by setting

ω(x) = ω(|x|−1x) we can view dω(p∗) as a map from R3 to Rn with dω(p∗)(e3) = 0. Thus
(3.31) allows us to write dω(p∗)(∂λπλ) = αωSω(∂λπ̄λ, 0n−2)T , where π̄λ = (π1

λ, π
2
λ) :

R2 → R2 is given by the first two components of the rescaled inverse stereographic
projection πλ. We can use this to estimate

‖∂λ(ω̃λ − αωSω(π̄λ, 0)T )‖C1(∂D r0
2
) = ‖[dω(πλ) − dω(p∗)](∂λπλ)‖C1(∂D r0

2
)

. ‖ω‖C2(S2)‖πλ − p∗‖C1(∂D r0
2

)‖∂λπλ‖C1(∂D r0
2

) . λ−3.

Integration by parts, using also ‖ja,ωλ ‖C1(D r0
2
) = O(λ−1) and ∆gj

a,ω
λ = 0, thus gives

ˆ

D r0
2

ja,ωλ ∆∂λω̃λ =

ˆ

D r0
2

ja,ωλ ∆(αωSω∂λ(π̄λ, 0)T ) +O(λ−4)

= αω

ˆ

D r0
2

(ST
ω j

a,ω
λ ) · (∆∂λπ̄λ, 0)T +O(λ−4).

Writing for short ĵa := 2∇yJa(·, 0) − 2∇yJa(0, 0) : Dr → R2 we now recall that ja,ωλ

is given by ja,ωλ = λ−1dω(p∗)(ĵa, 0)T = λ−1αωSω(ĵa, 0)T . As λ−1
´

|ĵa||∆∂λπλ| .

λ−2
´

|x|ρ2λ . λ−3 we thus obtain that

(3.32)

ˆ

D r0
2

ja,ωλ ∆∂λω̃λ dx = α2
ωλ

−1

ˆ

D r0
2

ĵa∆∂λπ̄λ dx+O(λ−4 + |ST
ωSω − Id|λ−3).

Up to the factor α2
ω and the constant shift in ĵa, the leading order term in (3.32) is

exactly the same as the leading order term obtained in the proof of Lemma 3.7 of [15].

Following the argument there we can thus combine the Taylor expansion of ĵa with the
symmetries of ∆π̄λ = −|∇πλ|2π̄λ = −16λx

(1+λ2|x|2)3 to compute

α2
ωλ

−1

ˆ

D r0
2

ĵa∆∂λπ̄λ = −α2
ωλ

−1
∑

i=1,2

2∂xi∂yiJa(0)

ˆ

D r0
2

xi∂λ( 16λxi

(1+λ2|x|2)3 ) +O(λ−4)

= α2
ω

8π
λ3 (∂x1∂y1Ja(0) + ∂x2∂y2Ja(0)) +O(λ−4)

= α2
ω

8π
λ3 J (a) +O(λ−4).

Inserting this into (3.32) and using that α2
ω = 1

2 |dω(p∗)|2 gives the claim of the lemma.
�

We first use the above lemmas to control the variation of the energy induced by a change
of the bubble parameter. To this end we note that given any η2 > 0 we can choose σ1 > 0
sufficiently small to ensure that

(3.33) ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C1(S2) ≤ η2 for all ω ∈ Hσ1
1 (ω̂)

since ω̂ is harmonic. For suitable choices of σ1 and λ1 we can thus combine Lemmas 3.5
and 3.6 with Remark 3.7 to obtain

Corollary 3.8. There exist constants c1 > 0 and C <∞ so that for any z = za,ωλ ∈ Z

(3.34) Cλ−2 ≥ −λ d

dλ
E(za,ωλ ) ≥ c1λ

−2.
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Remark 3.9. As an immediate consequence we obtain that

(3.35) |E(z,Σ) − E(ω, S2)| ≤ Cλ(z)−2 for any z ∈ Z.

In the non-integrable case we furthermore need to control the tension of the underlying
map ω if ω ∈ Hσ1

1 (ω̂) is not harmonic. To this end we let ω0 ∈ Hσ1
0 (ω̂) and R ∈ SO(3) be

so that ω = ω0 ◦R and set ω(ε) = ω
(ε)
0 ◦R for ω

(ε)
0 as in Lemma 2.1. As such a variation

satisfies (2.11) and as (2.7) ensures that

d
dεE(ω(ε)) = d

dεE(ω
(ε)
0 ) ≥ ‖τgS2 (ω0)‖L2(S2) = ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2),

Lemma 3.5 immediately yields

Corollary 3.10. There exist a constant C <∞ so that for any z = za,ωλ ∈ Z for which

ω is in the interior of Hσ1
1 (ω̂) there exists a variation ω(ε) of ω in Hσ1

1 (ω̂) satisfying
(2.11) so that

(3.36) d
dεE(za,ω

(ε)

λ ) ≥ ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2) − Cλ−2

for the corresponding variation of adapted bubbles (with fixed λ and a).

3.4. Estimates on the tension and the second variation on Z.

To prove our main result we furthermore need the following estimates on the scaling of
the first and second variation of the energy at points of our adapted bubble set.

Lemma 3.11. For any z = za,ωλ ∈ Z and w ∈ ΓH1

(z∗TN) with ‖w‖z = 1 we can bound

(3.37) |dE(z)(w)| ≤ Cλ−2(logλ)
1
2 + C‖τgS2 (ω)‖C1(S2),

while for all variations zε = za,ω
(ε)

λε
satisfying (2.11) we have

(3.38)
|d2E(z)(∂εz, w)| ≤ Cλ−2(log λ)

1
2 + C‖τgS2 (ω)‖C1(S2) + Cλ−1‖∂εω(ε)‖C2(S2)

+ C‖Pω(∂ετgS2 (ω(ε)))‖L2(S2).

Remark 3.12. For the variations z
(1)
ε = za,ωλ(1−ε) considered in Corollary 3.8 this lemma

yields a bound of

(3.39) ‖d2E(z)(∂εz
(1)
ε , ·)‖ ≤ Cλ−2(logλ)

1
2 + C‖τgS2 (ω)‖C1(S2)

where we compute the operator norm with respect to ‖ · ‖z. For more general variations
the term ‖Pω(∂ετgS2 (ω(ε)))‖L2(S2) = ‖Lω(∂ω(ε))‖L2(S2) can be of order one, but will be

small since Tω̂Hσ1
1 (ω̂) = ker(Lω̂). For variations z

(2)
ε as in Corollary 3.10 we shall hence

simply use that, after increasing λ1 and decreasing σ1 > 0 if necessary,

(3.40) ‖d2E(z)(∂εz
(2), ·)‖ ≤ η3

for a small constant η3 > 0 that is chosen later on.

Proof of Lemma 3.11. The main step in the proof of the lemma is to derive suitable
bounds on the tension τg(z) and its variation Pz(∂ετg(z)) on Bι̃(a). To do this we can
work in the usual isothermal coordinates in which z is represented by z̃ and estimate the
tension of z̃ with respect to the Euclidean metric on D r0

2
. Writing z̃ as in (3.17) gives

(3.41) τ(z̃) = Pz̃(∆z̃) = T1 + T2 + err1 on D r0
2

for terms

T1 := Pz̃(∆ω̃λ) and T2 := Pz̃(∆(Pω̃λ
j))

that we analyse in detail below and an error term err1 = Pz̃(∆E) for which (3.19) gives

|err1| + |∂εerr1| = O(λ−2).
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As we can write T1 = (Pω̃λ
− Pz̃)(A(ω̃λ)(∇ω̃λ,∇ω̃λ)) + Pz̃(τ(ω̃λ)) we can estimate

(3.42) |T1| . |z̃ − ω̃λ|ρ2λ + |τ(ω̃λ)| . λ−1|x|ρ2λ + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C0(S2)ρ
2
λ,

compare (3.28). Furthermore we can use (3.19)-(3.22) to bound

|Pz̃∂εT1| . |∂ε(z̃ − ω̃λ)|ρ2λ + |z̃ − ω̃λ|(|∂εω̃λ|ρ2λ + |∂ε∇ω̃λ|ρλ) + |∂εz̃||τ(ω̃λ)| + |Pz̃(∂ετ(ω̃λ))|
. λ−1|x|ρ2λ + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C0(S2)ρ

2
λ + |Pz̃(∂ετ(ω̃λ))|.

To bound the last term we use that (3.28) and (3.20) give

(3.43) |∂ετ(ω̃λ) − 1

2
|∇πλ|2(∂ετgS2 (ω)) ◦ πλ| . ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C1(S2)ρ

2
λ

thus allowing us to bound

(3.44)
|Pz̃(∂ετ(ω̃λ))| ≤ Cλ−1|x||∂ετ(ω̃λ))| + |Pω̃λ

(∂ετ(ω̃λ)))|
. λ−1|x|ρ2λ + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C1(S2)ρ

2
λ + |(Pω∂ετgS2 (ω)) ◦ πλ| · |∇πλ|ρλ.

All in all we thus have an estimate of

(3.45) |Pz̃(∂εT1)| . λ−1|x|ρ2λ + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C1(S2)ρ
2
λ + |(Pω∂ετgS2 (ω)) ◦ πλ| · |∇πλ|ρλ.

Since j is harmonic we have that T2 = −Pz̃(∆(P⊥
ω̃λ
j)), so working with respect to a local

orthonormal frame {νk} of T⊥N and summing over k we get
(3.46)

T2 = −〈νkω̃λ
, j〉Pz̃(∆νkω̃λ

) − ∆(〈νkω̃λ
, j〉)(Pz̃ − Pω̃λ

)(νkω̃λ
) − 2∇(〈νkω̃λ

, j〉)Pz̃(∇νkω̃λ
)

allowing us to bound

(3.47) |T2| . |j|ρ2λ + |∇j||j|ρλ + ρλ|〈νkω̃λ
,∇j〉| . λ−1|x|ρ2λ + λ−1ρλ(1 + λ|x|)−1

since j maps into Tω(p∗)N and |ω̃λ − ω(p∗)| . (1 + λ|x|)−1.

Furthermore, differentiating (3.46) with respect to ε and using (3.20) gives

(3.48)

|∂εT2| .
[

|j| + |∂εj|
]

ρ2λ + C
[

(|∇j| + |∂ε∇j|
]

ρλ|j|
+ |〈νkω̃λ

,∇j〉|ρλ + |〈νkω̃λ
, ∂ε∇j〉|ρλ + |∂εω̃λ||∇j|ρλ

. λ−1|x|ρ2λ + λ−1ρλ|ωλ − ω(p∗)| + λ−1(‖∂εω(ε)‖C1 + (1 + |λx|)−1)ρλ

. λ−1|x|ρ2λ + λ−1(‖∂εω(ε)‖C1 + (1 + |λx|)−1)ρλ

where the penultimate step uses (3.21) as well as that ∂λ∇j = λ−1∇j ∈ Tω(p∗)N and

thus |Pω(p∗)(∂ε∇j)| . λ−1‖∂εω(ε)‖C1.

All in all we thus find that on D r0
2

(3.49) |τ(z̃)| .
[

λ−1|x|ρλ + λ−1(1 + |λx|)−1 + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C0(S2)ρλ]ρλ + λ−2.

while

(3.50)
|Pz̃(∂ετ(z̃))| . λ−1

[

|x|ρλ + ‖∂εω(ε)‖C1(S2) + (1 + |λx|)−1)
]

ρλ + λ−2

+ ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C1(S2)ρ
2
λ + |(Pω∂ετgS2 (ω)) ◦ πλ||∇πλ|ρλ,

where we note that ‖(Pω∂ετgS2 (ω))◦πλ|∇πλ|‖L2(D r0
2
) =

√
2‖(Pω(∂ετgS2 (ω))‖L2(πλ(D r0

2
)).

As the energy is conformally invariant, ‖w‖z = 1 and as τg(z) and ∂ετg(z) are of order
O(λ−2) on Σ \Bι̃(a), compare (3.15), we hence get from (3.49), (2.28) and (3.24) that

|dE(z)(w)| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Σ

τg(z)w dvg

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Cλ−2‖w‖L1(Σ) +

ˆ

D r0
2

|τ(z̃)||w ◦ F−1
a |dx

. λ−2(logλ)
1
2 + λ−1‖|x|ρλ‖L2(D r0

2
) + λ−1‖(1 + |λx|)−1‖L2(D r0

2
) + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C0(S2)

. λ−2(logλ)
1
2 + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C0(S2)
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as claimed in the lemma. Finally, as w is tangential to N along z we have

d2E(z)(∂εz, w) = −
ˆ

Σ

∂ετg(z) · w dvg = −
ˆ

Σ

Pz(∂ετg(z)) · w dvg

= −
ˆ

D r0
2

Pz̃(∂ετ(z̃)) · w ◦ F−1
a dx+O(λ−2‖w‖L1(Σ))

and inserting (3.50) and (3.24) immediately gives the second claim (3.38) of the lemma.
�

4. Proof of Theorem 2.5

We now turn to the proof of our first main result. To this end we first observe that
two adapted bubbles with quite different scales λ1, λ2 respectively with quite different
underlying maps ω1 and ω2 cannot be close. Namely we have the following lemma of
which we provide a short proof in the appendix

Lemma 4.1. Let ω̂ be any harmonic sphere and let λ1 ≥ 2, σ1 > 0 be any given numbers
for which Z = Zσ1

λ1
is well defined. Then there exist numbers ε3 > 0 and λ2 ≥ λ1

depending only on σ1, ω̂, (Σ, g) and N so that

(4.1) ‖za,ωλ − zã,ω̃
λ̃

‖za,ω
λ

≥ ε3

for all elements za,ωλ , zã,ω̃
λ̃

∈ Z with λ ≥ λ2 for which either λλ̃−1 /∈ [ 12 , 2] or for which

ω ∈ H
1
3σ1

1 (ω̂) while ω̃ ∈ Hσ1
1 (ω̂) \ H

2
3σ1

1 (ω̂).

Furthermore, for any ε > 0 there exist δ > 0 and λ3 ≥ λ2 so that for any za,ωλ , zã,ω̃
λ̃

∈ Z
with λ ≥ λ3 we have

(4.2) ‖za,ωλ − zã,ω̃
λ̃

‖L∞(Σ) <
1
2ε whenever ‖za,ωλ − zã,ω̃

λ̃
‖za,ω

λ
< δ.

This lemma now allows us to prove that in the setting of Theorem 2.5 we have

Lemma 4.2. Let ω̂ be any harmonic sphere and let λ1 ≥ 2, σ1 > 0 be any given numbers
for which Z = Zσ1

λ1
is well defined. Then for every ε > 0 there exist ε1 > 0 and λ̄ ≥ λ1

so that for any u ∈ H1(Σ, N) for which

‖u− z0‖L∞(Σ) + ‖∇(u− z0)‖L2(Σ) < ε1 for some z0 ∈ Z
1
3σ1

λ̄

we have that the infimum dist(u,Z) := infz∈Z ‖u − z‖z is attained on Z and for every
minimiser z of this distance we have that z ∈ Z \ ∂Z and

(4.3) ‖u− z‖L∞(Σ) < ε.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Let ε > 0 and let u ∈ H1(Σ, N) and z0 = za0,ω0

λ0
∈ Z

1
3σ1

λ̄
be so that

the above assumptions are satisfied for numbers ε1 ∈ (0, 12ε) and λ̄ > max(λ3, 2λ1) that
are chosen below, λ3 the constant from Lemma 4.1.

Since
´

ρ2z dvg is bounded uniformly on Z, we have that ‖u − z0‖z ≤ Cε1 for every
z ∈ Z. We can thus choose ε1 > 0 small enough so that any z = za,ωλ ∈ Z with
‖z − u‖z ≤ ‖z0 − u‖z0 must be so that

‖z0 − z‖z ≤ ‖z − u‖z + ‖z0 − u‖z ≤ ‖z0 − u‖z0 + ‖z0 − u‖z ≤ 2Cε1 < min(δ, ε3),

for δ, ε3 > 0 as in Lemma 4.1. As λ(z0) ≥ λ3 ≥ λ2 we can apply this lemma to
conclude that any such z is contained in the compact subset of adapted bubbles for

which the parameters are constrained by λ ∈ [ 12λ(z0), 2λ(z0)] and ω ∈ H
2
3σ1

1 . Hence
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z 7→ ‖u− z‖z achieves its minimum over Z on this compact subset and any minimiser in
Z is contained in this subset of Z \ ∂Z. Furthermore, the last part of Lemma 4.1 yields
that any minimiser satisfies ‖u− z‖L∞ ≤ ‖z − z0‖L∞ + ‖u− z0‖L∞ < ε

2 + ε1 ≤ ε. �

As the norm ‖ · ‖z depends on z, we cannot expect that the difference w = u− z between
u and a minimiser z of z̃ 7→ ‖u − z̃‖z̃ is orthogonal to TzZ. However, as we shall see
in Lemma B.2 in the appendix, we can bound the variation of the weight ρz along any
variation zε ∈ Z by

(4.4) ‖∂ερz‖L2(Σ) ≤ C‖∂εz‖z.
This allows us to obtain that w = u− z is almost orthogonal to TzZ in the sense that

Lemma 4.3. Let u ∈ H1(Σ, N) and suppose that z ∈ Z \ ∂Z minimises z̃ 7→ ‖u − z̃‖z̃
on Z. Then w := u− z satisfies

(4.5) ‖PTzZ(Pzw)‖z ≤ C‖w‖L∞(Σ)‖w‖z
where Pz denotes the (pointwise) orthogonal projection from Rn to Tz(p)N , while PTzZ :

ΓH1

(z∗TN) → TzZ is the 〈·, ·〉z-orthogonal projection.

Proof. Given any variation zε of a minimiser z ∈ Z \∂Z of z̃ 7→ ‖u− z̃‖z̃ we can combine
the resulting constraint that d

dε |ε=0‖u− zε‖2zε = 0 with (4.4) to conclude that at ε = 0

〈w, ∂εz〉z =

ˆ

Σ

ρz∂ερzε |w|2 dvg ≤ C‖w‖z‖w‖L∞(Σ)‖∂ερzε‖L2(Σ)

≤ C‖w‖z‖w‖L∞(Σ)‖∂εzε‖z.
As ‖Pzw − w‖z ≤ C‖w‖L∞‖w‖z, compare (4.13) below, we thus obtain the bound

|〈Pzw, v〉z | ≤ C‖w‖L∞‖w‖z‖v‖z for every v ∈ TzZ
which is equivalent to the claim (4.5) of the lemma. �

This almost orthogonality of w to TzZ is sufficient to exploit the uniform definiteness
of the second variation orthogonal to Z. This is crucial to obtain the following initial
estimate on w, which will play the role of [15, Lemma 2.7] in this new setting where we
work with a family of distances induced by the norms ‖ · ‖z on the infinite dimensional
set of maps H1(Σ, N) rather than in a fixed Hilbert-space.

Lemma 4.4. There exists ε2 > 0 so that for any u ∈ H1(Σ, N) for which

(4.6) ‖u− z‖z = inf
Z

‖u− z̃‖z̃ < ε2 and ‖z − u‖L∞(Σ) < ε2

for some z = za,ωλ ∈ Z \ ∂Z, we can bound w := u− z by

(4.7) ‖w‖2z ≤ C(dE(u) − dE(z))(w̃z) + C logλ‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ,g)‖w‖2z
and therefore have
(4.8)

‖w‖z . ‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ,g)(log λ)
1
2 + λ−2(logλ)

1
2 + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2) + (logλ)2‖τg(u)‖2L2(Σ,g).

Here w̃z = (PV+
z − PV−

z )(Pzw) is defined using the 〈·, ·〉z-orthogonal projections from

ΓH1

(z∗TN) to the subspaces V±
z obtained in Lemma 3.1.

Both for this proof, and in later parts of the proof of Theorem 2.5, we consider the maps

(4.9) ut = πN (z + tw) for w = u− z and t ∈ [0, 1].
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We note that these maps are well defined if ε2 < δN and will be in H2(Σ, N) since any
map u ∈ H1(Σ, N) with τg(u) ∈ L2(Σ) is automatically in H2(Σ, N), see e.g. [16, 18].
We will also use that |∇ut| ≤ |∇z| + |∇w| and thus that for v ∈ H1(Σ,Rn)

(4.10) ‖v|∇ut|‖2L2(Σ) + ‖Put(v)‖2z ≤ C‖v‖2z + C

ˆ

|∇w|2|v|2dvg.

We also remark that for any s ∈ [0, 1] we can write d
dsus = dπN (z+sw)(w) = Pus(w)+errs

for an error term errs ∈ ΓH1

(u∗sTN) that is bounded by

(4.11) |errs| ≤ C|w|2 with |∇errs| ≤ Cρz|w|2 + C|w||∇w|.
Integrating over s ∈ [0, 1] and using that also |(Put − Pus)(w)| ≤ C|w|2 we thus get

(4.12) |w − Putw| ≤ C|w|2 while |∇(w − Putw)| ≤ C|w||∇w| + C|w|2ρz
for any t ∈ [0, 1] and we will in particular use that

(4.13) ‖w − Putw‖z ≤ C‖w‖L∞‖w‖z.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Let u and z be so that (4.6) is satisfied for a number ε2 ∈ (0, δN )

that is chosen below. We set wz := Pz(w), let w̃z = (PV+
z −PV−

z )(wz) be as in the lemma
and note that (4.13) implies that

(4.14) ‖w − wz‖z ≤ Cε2‖w‖z while ‖w̃z‖z ≤ ‖wz‖z ≤ C‖w‖z.
We can hence combine Lemmas 3.2 and 4.3 with (3.2) to obtain that

d2E(z)(wz, w̃z) = d2E(z)(PV+
z wz + PV−

z wz , P
V+

z wz − PV−
z wz) + d2E(z)(PTzZwz , w̃z)

≥ c0(‖PV+
z wz‖2z + ‖PV−

z wz‖2z) − C‖PTzZwz‖z‖w̃z‖z
≥ c0(‖wz‖2z − ‖PTzZwz‖2z) − C‖w‖L∞‖w‖2z
≥ (c0(1 − Cε22) − Cε2)‖w‖2z ≥ c0

2 ‖w‖2z
where c0 > 0 is the constant obtained in Lemma 3.2 and where the last inequality holds
after reducing ε2 > 0 if necessary. As

(dE(u) − dE(z))(w̃z) =

ˆ 1

0

d

dt

(

dE(ut)(w̃z)
)

dt =

ˆ 1

0

d

dt

(

dE(ut)(Put w̃z)
)

dt

=

ˆ 1

0

d2E(ut)(
d
dtut, Putw̃z) + dE(ut)(

d
dtPutw̃z) dt

=

ˆ 1

0

d2E(ut)(Putw + errt, Putw̃z) +

ˆ

Σ

∇ut∇(Put(
d
dtPutw̃z)) dvg dt

we thus conclude that

(4.15)
c0
2 ‖w‖2z ≤ d2E(z)(wz , w̃z) ≤ (dE(u) − dE(z))(w̃z) + sup

[0,1]

T1 + T2 + T3

for T1 := |d2E(ut)(Putw,Put w̃z)− d2E(z)(wz , w̃z)|, T2 :=
´

|∇ut||∇(Put(
d
dtPut w̃z))| and

T3 := |d2E(ut)(errt, Putw̃z)|.

To bound the first term we apply (3.4) for v1 = w and v2 = w̃z giving

(4.16)

T1 ≤ C

ˆ

|w||∇w||∇w̃z | + C

ˆ

(|w|ρz + |∇w|)(|w||∇w̃z | + |∇w||w̃z |)

+ C

ˆ

|w̃z ||w|(|w|ρ2z + |∇w|ρz + |∇w|2)

≤ C‖w‖L∞‖w‖2z + C

ˆ

|w̃z ||∇w|2 ≤ (Cε2 + c0
8 )‖w‖2z + C

ˆ

|w̃z |2|∇w|2.
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As w̃z is obtained using the non-local projections PV±
z we do not have a pointwise bound

on w̃z. Instead we use that |∆gw| ≤ |∆gu|+ |∆gz| . |τg(u)| + ρ2z + |∇w|2, compare also
(3.23), to bound

I1 :=

ˆ

|w̃z |2|∇w|2 = −
ˆ

w|w̃z |2∆gw − 2

ˆ

(w∇w) · (w̃z∇w̃z)

≤ C‖w‖L∞

[

‖τg(u)‖L2‖w̃z‖2L4 + ‖w‖2z + I1
]

.

After possibly reducing ε2 > 0 and applying (2.28) we thus get that

(4.17) I1 ≤ Cε2
[

log λ‖τg(u)‖L2 + 1
]

‖w‖2z
and so obtain from (4.16) that

(4.18) T1 ≤ (Cε2 + c0
8 )‖w‖2z + Cε2 logλ‖τg(u)‖L2‖w‖2z.

To bound T2 we write, summing over repeated indices j,

(4.19)
Put(

d
dtPut w̃z) = Put

(

− d
dt

(

〈νjut
, w̃z〉νjut

))

= −〈νjut
, w̃z〉Put(

d
dtν

j
ut

)

= −〈νjut
− νjz , w̃z〉Put(dν

j
ut

(Putw + errt))

where we use that w̃z ∈ TzN in the last step. We can thus estimate

T2 .

ˆ

|∇ut|(ρz |w| + |∇w|)|w||w̃z | + |∇ut||w|
(

|∇w||w̃z | + |∇w̃z ||w|
)

dvg . ‖w‖L∞‖w‖2z.

Finally, we can use (3.1) and (4.11) to bound also

T3 . ‖∇errt‖L2‖∇w̃z‖L2 +

ˆ

|∇ut|2|errt||w̃z | . ‖w‖L∞‖w‖2z.

All in all we thus get that

T1 + T2 + T3 ≤ (Cε2 + c0
8 )‖w‖2z + Cε2 logλ‖τg(u)‖L2‖w‖2z.

Combined with (4.15) this gives the first claim (4.7) of the lemma provided ε2 > 0 is
chosen sufficiently small.

We can then combine (4.7) with the bound on dE(z) obtained in Lemma 3.11 and with
(2.28) to deduce that

‖w‖2z ≤ C
[

‖τg(u)‖L2(logλ)
1
2 + λ−2(logλ)

1
2 + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2)

]

‖w̃z‖z
+ C‖τg(u)‖2L2(log λ)2‖w‖z + ‖w‖3z.

As we can assume that ε2 <
1
2 , we can absorb the last term into the right hand side and

use a final time that ‖w̃z‖z ≤ C‖w‖z to obtain the second claim of the lemma. �

We now want to derive suitable bounds on λ−1 and on ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2) in terms of the
tension of u. To this end we will exploit the lower bounds on the variations of the energy
in the specific directions of TzZ obtained in Corollaries 3.8 and 3.10 as well as the bounds
on the second variation from Lemma 3.11, see also Remark 3.12 .

These results tell us that for z
(1)
ε := za,ω(1−ε)λ

(4.20) dE(z)(∂εz
(1)) ≥ c1λ

−2 and ‖d2E(z)(∂εz, ·)‖ ≤ Cλ−2(log λ)
1
2 +C‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2)

while for the variations z
(2)
ε := za,ω

(ε)

λ as considered in Corollary 3.10

(4.21) dE(z)(∂εz
(2)) ≥ ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2) − Cλ−2 and ‖d2E(z)(∂εz, ·)‖ ≤ η3

for a number η3 > 0 that we can still choose and for constants c1 > 0 and C < ∞ that
only depend on N , ω̂ and (Σ, g).
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Writing again ut = πN (z + tw) and wz = Pz(w) for short, we have that for i = 1, 2

(4.22) dE(z)(∂εz
(i)) = dE(u)(∂εz

(i)) + d2E(z)(∂εz
(i), wz) −

ˆ 1

0

T4(t)dt

for

T4 := d
dt [dE(ut)(∂εz

(i))] − d2E(z)(wz , ∂εz
(i))

= dE(ut)(
d
dt (Put∂εz

(i))) + d2E(ut)(
d
dtut, Put∂εz

(i)) − d2E(z)(Pzw, ∂εz
(i))

=

ˆ

∇ut∇
(

Put(
d
dt (Put∂εz

(i)))
)

+ d2E(ut)(Putw + errt, Put∂εz
(i)) − d2E(z)(Pzw, ∂εz

(i)).

As |∂εz(i)| . 1 and |∂ε∇z(i)| . ρz, we can use (3.4) to bound
∣

∣

∣
d2E(ut)(Putw,Put(∂εz

(i)) − d2E(z)(Pzw, ∂εz
(i))

∣

∣

∣
. ‖w‖2z

while (3.1) and (4.11) ensure that also
∣

∣d2E(ut)(errt, Put(∂εz
(i)))

∣

∣ . ‖w‖2z.

As Put

(

d
dt (Put(∂εz

(i))) = −∑

j〈νjut
−νz, ∂εz(i)〉Put(dνut(Putw+errt)) we can also bound

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

∇ut∇
(

Put(
d
dtPut∂εz

(i))
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

ˆ

[

ρz + |∇w|
][

|w||∂εz(i)|(|∇w| + ρz |w|) + |w|2|∂ε∇z(i)|
]

. ‖w‖2z
and thus get that |T4| . ‖w‖2z.

For the variation z
(1)
ε which satisfies (4.20), we hence obtain from (4.22) that

c1λ
−2 ≤ dE(u)(∂εz

(1)) + d2E(z)(∂εz
(1), wz) + C‖w‖2z

≤ ‖τg(u)‖L2‖∂εz(1)‖L2 + C(λ−2(log λ)
1
2 + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2))‖w‖z + C‖w‖2z

. λ−1(logλ)
1
2 ‖τg(u)‖L2 + λ−4(logλ) + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖2L2(S2) + ‖w‖2z,

where norms are computed over Σ unless stated otherwise and where we use that

‖∂εz(1)‖L2 . λ−1 + ‖(1 + λ|x|)−1‖L2(D r0
2
) . λ−1(logλ)

1
2 .

Combined with Lemma 4.4, and after increasing λ1 if necessary, we hence obtain that

λ−2 . λ−1(logλ)
1
2 ‖τg(u)‖L2 + logλ‖τg(u)‖2L2 + (logλ)4‖τg(u)‖4L2 + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖2L2(S2).

Thus either λ−1(logλ)−
1
2 ≤ ‖τg(u)‖L2 and thus λ−1 ≤ C‖τg(u)‖L2(1 + | log ‖τg(u)‖L2| 12 )

or λ−1 ≤ C‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2), so in any case

(4.23) λ−1 . ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2) + ‖τg(u)‖L2(1 + | log ‖τg(u)‖L2 | 12 ).

On the other hand, applying (4.22) for the variation z
(2)
ε which satisfies (4.21) as well as

‖∂εz(2)‖L2 ≤ C and using Lemma 4.4 gives

‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2) . λ−2 + |dE(u)(∂εz
(2))| + |d2E(z)(∂εz

(2), wz)| + ‖w‖2z
. λ−2 + ‖τg(u)‖L2‖∂εz(2)‖L2 + η3‖w‖z + ε3‖w‖z
≤ λ−2(logλ)

1
2 + ‖τg(u)‖L2(logλ)

1
2 + (logλ)2‖τg(u)‖2L2

+ (η3 + ε3)‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2).

As we can assume that ε3 and η3 are chosen small enough we thus conclude that

(4.24) ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2) . λ−2(logλ)
1
2 + ‖τg(u)‖L2(logλ)

1
2 + ‖τg(u)‖2L2(logλ)2.

We can thus eliminate ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2) from (4.23) and get

λ−1 . λ−2 logλ+ ‖τg(u)‖L2

[

1 + | log ‖τg(u)‖L2 | 12 + (logλ)
1
2

]

+ ‖τg(u)‖2L2(log λ)2.
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For sufficiently large λ1 we hence obtain our claimed bound (2.31) of

(4.25) λ−1 ≤ C‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ)

[

1 + | log ‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ)|
1
2 )
]

.

Inserting this back into (4.24) and using (2.6) implies that also

(4.26) ‖τgS2 (ω)‖Ck(S2) ≤ C‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2(S2) ≤ C‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ)

[

1 + | log ‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ)|
1
2 )
]

as asserted in (2.32). From Lemma 4.4 we then obtain the claimed bound (2.30), i.e.

(4.27) dist(u,Z) = ‖w‖z ≤ C‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ)

[

1 + | log ‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ)|
1
2 )
]

.

We now recall that E(za,ωλ ) − E(ω) = O(λ−2), compare Remark 3.9, and that |E(ω) −
E(ω̂)| is controlled by the classical  Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality (1.5). Combined with
the bound on dE(z) from Lemma 3.11 this gives

|E(u) − E(ω̂)| ≤ |E(u) − E(z)| + |E(ω) − E(ω̂)| + Cλ−2

. |dE(z)(w)| +

ˆ 1

0

|dE(z)(w) − dE(ut)(w + errt)| dt+ ‖τgS2 (ω)‖γ1

L2(S2) + λ−2

. λ−2(log λ)
1
2 ‖w‖z + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖C1(S2)‖w‖z + ‖w‖2z + ‖τgS2 (ω)‖γ1

L2(S2) + λ−2

since |dE(z)(w) − dE(ut)(w)| = |
´

∇z∇(Pzw) −∇ut∇(Putw) dvg| ≤ C‖w‖2z.

Inserting the bounds (4.25), (4.26) and (4.27) on λ, τgS2 (ω) and ‖w‖z into this estimate
yields finally the remaining claim (2.30) of Theorem 2.5.

5. Proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.3

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let (un) be a sequence of almost harmonic maps which converges
to a simple bubble tree as described in the introduction. We let λn, an be parameters so
that (1.4) holds. From the definition of the adapted bubbles we hence obtain that

‖un − zan,ω̂
λn

‖L∞(Σ,g) + ‖∇(un − zan,ω̂
λn

)‖L2(Σ,g) → 0 as n→ ∞
where we work on a fixed fundamental domain of Σ and use Euclidean respectively
hyperbolic translations to the origin to get a consistent choice of coordinates Fan in the
definition of the adapted bubbles. For sufficiently large n we can thus apply Theorem
2.5. This immediately yields the claim (1.8) on the energy E(un). It also implies that

the bubble scale λ̃n of elements zn = zãn,ω̃n

λ̃n
∈ Z which minimise z̃ 7→ ‖un − z̃‖z is

controlled by (2.31). As Lemma 4.1 implies that the originally chosen λn are so that

λn ∈ [ 12 λ̃n, 2λ̃n] we also get the same bound on λn and for the rest of the proof we can

assume that λn = λ̃n and an = ãn.

If ω̃n is harmonic, which will always be the case in the integrable setting, we can simply
set ωn = ω̃n. Otherwise we use that the classical  Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality (1.6)
implies that there exists a harmonic map ωn : S2 → S2 which is Ck close to ω̂ so that

(5.1) ‖ωn − ω̃n‖L2(S2) ≤ C‖τ(ω̃n)‖γ2

L2(S2) ≤ CT γ2
n | log Tn|

γ2
2 .

We note that the same type of estimate also holds for ‖ωn− ω̃n‖C1(S2) since both ωn and
ω̃n are elements of Hσ1

1 (ω̂). We can also use that

‖ω̃n ◦ πλn ◦ Fan − zn‖C1(Bι(an)) + ‖zn − ω̃n(p∗)‖C1(Σ\Bι(an)) . λ−1
n ,

compare (2.20) and (2.21). Combining this with (2.29) and the already established bound
(1.7) on the bubble scale we get that for r1 < ι and sufficiently large n

(5.2)
‖∇

(

un − ωn ◦ πλn ◦ Fan

)

‖L2(Br1 (a))
+ ‖∇un‖L2(Σ\Br1 (a))

≤ C‖ωn − ω̃n‖C1(S2) + Cλ−1
n + ‖un − zn‖zn ≤ CT γ2

n | log Tn|
γ2
2

for the same exponent γ2 ∈ (0, 1] for which (1.6) holds.



26 MELANIE RUPFLIN

To establish the L2-estimate (1.10) we note that

‖zn − ω̃n(p∗)‖L2(Σ) . λ−1
n + ‖(1 + λn|x|)−1‖L2(Dr0)

. λ−1
n (logλn)

1
2 . Tn(log Tn),

compare (3.24) and (1.7). Combined with (5.1) this gives

‖zn − ωn(p∗)‖L2(Σ) . Tn| log Tn| + ‖ωn − ω̃n‖C0 . Tn| log Tn| + T γ2
n | log Tn|

γ2
2 .

Finally, (1.11) follows from (2.30) and (5.1) since we have a lower bound of ρλn ≥ cΛλn,
cΛ > 0, on discs DΛλ̃−1

n
. �

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Let N be an analytic manifold of any dimension, let (Σ, g) be a
closed surface of genus at least 1 and suppose that there exists an accumulation point
Ē < E∗ = min(E∗

S2 , 2ES2 , E(Σ,g)+ES2) of the energy spectrum. Thus there are harmonic

maps ui : Σ → N with E(ui) 6= E(uj) for i 6= j and E(ui) → Ē. We note that the maps
ui cannot subconverge smoothly to a harmonic map u∞ : Σ → N as Simon’s  Lojasiewicz
estimate ensures that all harmonic maps in a neighbourhood of u∞ have the same energy.
Thus the sequence must undergo bubbling: As each bubble requires energy of at least
ES2 and as Ē < 2ES2 the corresponding bubble tree cannot contain multiple bubbles.
As Ē is also less than ES2 + E(Σ,g), the base map must furthermore be trivial. Finally

the assumption that Ē < E∗
S2 ensures that the bubble ω̂ is not branched. We are hence

in the setting of Theorem 1.1 and the resulting estimate (1.8) implies that E(ui) = E(ω)
for sufficiently large i leading to a contradiction. �

6. Convergence of harmonic map flow

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let u be a solution of the harmonic map flow (1.12) as considered
in Theorem 1.4. If there is any sequence tn → ∞ along which the flow converges strongly
in H1 to a (potentially trivial) harmonic map u∞ : Σ → N then Simon’s results from
[19] imply that the flow converges indeed along all t→ ∞ to u∞.

We can thus assume that for every sequence tn → ∞ with ‖τg(u(tn))‖L2 → 0 a subse-
quence of (u(tn)) converges to a non-trivial bubble tree. As the flow is not constant,
and thus E(u(t)) < E(u(0)) ≤ E∗, we can argue as in the proof of Corollary 1.3
to conclude that these bubble trees, which might depend on the chosen subsequence,
are all simple and that the obtained bubbles ω are all unbranched and have energy
E(ω) = E∞ := limt→∞E(t).

It is convenient to choose the rescalings in this convergence to a bubble tree to be around
centres a(t) and at scales λ(t) which are chosen so that

E(u(t), F−1
a(t)(Dλ(t)−1) = sup

a∈Σ
E(u(t), F−1

a (Dλ(t)−1)) = 1
2ES2 ,

as this ensures that the obtained bubbles are contained in a compact subset K ⊂
H2(Σ, N) of harmonic spheres: Indeed the upper bound of 1

2ES2 on the energy of the

maps u(tn) ◦ (πλ(tn) ◦ Fa(tn))
−1 : S2 → N on balls with fixed radius gives such an upper

bound also for the bubbles, which in turn makes it impossible for a sequence of such
bubbles ωn to undergo bubbling itself.

As Theorem 2.5 is applicable on a suitable H1 ∩ L∞ neighbourhood of each ω̂ ∈ K,
we can consider a finite cover of K by such neighbourhoods to deduce that there exist
ε, λ̄, C > 0 and γ1 > 1 so that the  Lojasiewicz-estimate

(6.1) |E(u) − E∞| ≤ C‖τg(u)‖γ1

L2(Σ,g)(1 + | log ‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ,g)|)
γ1
2
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holds true for every u ∈ H1(Σ, N) for which there exists ω̂ ∈ K, a ∈ Σ and λ ≥ λ̄ with

(6.2) ‖u− za,ω̂λ ‖H1(Σ,g) + ‖u− za,ω̂λ ‖L∞(Σ,g) < ε.

We note that there exists δ0 > 0 and T ≥ 0 so that (6.2), and hence (6.1), holds true for
all u(t) with t ≥ T and ‖τg(u(t))‖L2 < δ0; indeed otherwise there would be tn → ∞ with
‖τ(u(tn))‖L2 → 0 for which (u(tn)) does not have a subsequence converging to a simple
bubble tree.

As (6.1) is trivially true if ‖τg(u(t))‖L2 ≥ δ0 (after increasing C if necessary) and as we
can assume that E(T ) −E∞ ≤ 1

2 we thus conclude that Ed(t) := E(u(t)) −E∞ satisfies

(6.3) 0 ≤ Ed(t)
2
γ1 | logEd(t)|−1 ≤ C0‖τg(u(t))‖2L2(Σ)

for t ≥ T and some C0 > 0 and thus

(6.4) − d
dtEd(t) = ‖τg(u(t))‖2L2(Σ) ≥ C−1

0 Ed(t)
2
γ1 | logEd(t)|−1.

We can now proceed as in [19] and [23] to establish the claimed convergence of the flow.

If γ1 = 2 then (6.4) implies that
(

logEd(t)
)2 ≥ 2C−1

0 (t− T ) +
(

logEd(T )
)2

for t ≥ T,

which allows us to conclude that E(t) − E∞ ≤ Ce−c1
√
t.

If γ1 ∈ (1, 2) then the above estimate implies that ψ := Ed
− 2−γ1

γ1 satisfies

d
dtψ = 2−γ1

γ1
Ed

− 2
γ1 ‖τg(u(t))‖2L2(Σ) ≥ 2−γ1

C0γ1
| logEd|−1 ≥ c(logψ)−1

so we conclude that ψ(t)(logψ(t) − 1) ≥ c(t − T ) − ψ(T )(logψ(T ) − 1). The resulting
bound of ψ(t) ≥ c̃t(log t)−1 for some c̃ > 0 then gives the claimed bound (1.16) on the
decay of the energy.

Given any 0 < α < γ1−1
γ1

we now fix β ∈ (α, γ1−1
γ1

) and note that (6.3) gives

Ed(t)β−1‖τg(u)‖L2 ≥ Ed(t)−(
γ1−1
γ1

−β)| logEd(t)|− 1
2 ≥ 1

for sufficiently large t. We hence obtain that

− d

dt
Ed(t)β = βEd

β−1‖τg(u)‖2L2(Σ) ≥ β‖τg(u)‖L2(Σ)

allowing us to conclude that for sufficiently large t < t̃

(6.5) ‖u(t) − u(t̃)‖L2 ≤
ˆ t̃

t

‖τg(u(s))‖L2 ds ≤ CEd(t)β .

We now fix a sequence tn → ∞ for which u(tn) converges to a simple bubble tree and
denote by a ∈ Σ the point at which the corresponding bubble ω forms.

Applying the above estimate for t̃ = tn and using that ‖u(tn) − ω(p∗)‖L2 → 0 we get

(6.6) ‖u(t) − ω(p∗)‖L2 ≤ CEd(t)β

for all sufficiently large t, which in particular implies (1.17).

To show that the point a where the bubble forms is independent of the chosen sequence
and that the maps converge in Ck away from a, we can now follow the argument of [23]
and combine (6.4) with estimates on the evolution of the energy on fixed size balls as
proven in [23, Lemma 3.3] and the Ck control on regions with low energy obtained in
[20].
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To be more precise, [20, Lemma 3.10’], see also [23, Lemma 3.2], assures that there exists
ε1 = ε1(N) > 0 so that for any Ω ⊂ Σ, r ∈ (0, inj(Σ, g)) and k ∈ N there exists a constant
C so that following holds true: For any solution u of (1.12) which satisfies

sup
(x,t)∈Ω×[t0,∞)

E(u(t), Br(x)) < ε1

we can bound ‖u(t)‖Ck(Ω r
2
) ≤ C for t ≥ t0 + 1 and Ω r

2
:= {x ∈ Σ : dist(x,Ω) ≤ r

2}.

Let now Ω be a fixed compact subset of Σ\{a}. As u(tn) → ω(p∗) strongly inH1
loc(Σ\{a})

along the particular sequence of times tn → ∞ chosen above, we can choose r > 0 so
that supx∈ΩE(u(tn), B2r(x)) ≤ 1

2ε1 for all n. Lemma 3.3 of [23] and (6.5) then allow us
to bound

E(u(t), Br(x)) ≤ E(u(tn), B2r(x)) + Cr−1

ˆ t

tn

‖τ(u(s))‖L2ds ≤ 1
2ε1 + CEd(t)β ≤ ε1

for all x ∈ Ω and t ≥ tn for sufficiently large n.

Similarly to the argument in [23] we then combine the resulting uniform bounds on
‖u(t)‖Cl(Ω r

2
), l ∈ N, from [20] mentioned above, with the L2-convergence of the flow using

an interpolation argument: To this end we recall the standard interpolation inequality

(6.7) ‖f‖Hs(Ω) ≤ C‖f‖
m2

m1+m2

Hs−m1 (Ω r
2
)
‖f‖

m1
m1+m2

Hs+m2(Ω r
2
)
, C = C(Ω, r,m1,2, s)

which holds for all m1,2 ∈ N with m1 ≤ s and follows inductively from integration by
parts. Given any k ∈ N and any δ > 0 we can apply this inequality for m1 = s = k + 2
and m2 = m2(k, δ) sufficiently large to conclude that, for l = k + 2 +m2,

‖f‖Hk+2(Ω) ≤ C‖f‖1−δ
L2(Ω r

2
)‖f‖δHl(Ω r

2
) ≤ C‖f‖1−δ

L2(Σ)‖f‖δCl(Ω r
2
).

Choosing δ > 0 so that (1 − δ)β ≥ α and combining this with (6.6) and the uniform Cl

bounds on u(t) on Ω r
2

hence gives the final claim of the theorem that

‖u(t) − ω(p∗)‖Ck(Ω) ≤ C‖u(t) − ω(p∗)‖Hk+2(Ω) ≤ C‖u(t) − ω(p∗)‖1−δ
L2(Σ) ≤ CEd(t)(1−δ)β

≤ CEd(t)α.

�

Proof of Corollary 1.6. As [8] excludes the existence of a harmonic map of degree ±1
from a torus (T 2, g) to S2 any solution u(t) of harmonic map flow as considered in the
Corollary will be non-constant, so have E(u(t)) < 12π for t > 0, and will need to become
singular. Indeed we claim that the constraint on the energy means that a single bubble
must form, be it at finite or infinite time, and that this bubble must have the same degree
as the original map. Indeed, the formation of either two bubbles with degree ±1 or of a
bubble of higher degree would only leave energy less than 4π but at the same time would
leave us with a limiting body map of a non-zero degree which is impossible. Similarly, the
formation of more than two bubbles or of two bubbles which do not both have degree ±1
would require initial energy greater than 12π so is also excluded. Finally, if the degree of
the bubble and the degree of the map did not agree then we would end up with a body
map of degree k with |k| ≥ 2 which would need energy at least 8π leading again to a
contradiction.

If the bubble forms at finite time then Simon’s result [19] yields exponential convergence
to a constant. Conversely, if the singularity forms at infinite time then the proof of

Theorem 1.4 applies and yields convergence at a rate of O(e−c
√
t) since all Jacobi fields

along harmonic maps from S2 to S2 are integrable, see [11]. �
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Appendix A. Definition of H0(ω̂) based on Simon’s construction from [19]

Here we recall the key elements of the argument of Simon that we need to define the
manifold H0(ω̂) and to check that it has the properties stated in Lemma 2.1.

Let ω̂ : S2 → S2 be any harmonic sphere and let L := Lω̂ be the Jacobi operator along
ω̂ defined in (2.2), where here and in the following we work with the L2 inner product
and consider L as an operator on maps w : S2 → RN which are tangential to N along ω̂.

The starting point of Simon’s argument is that since L := Lω̂ is a self-adjoint Fredholm
operator, the linear equation Lu = f has a unique solution u ∈ ker(L)⊥ if and only
if f ∈ ker(L)⊥ and this solution furthermore satisfies ‖u‖Ck+2,β ≤ Ck,β‖f‖Ck,β for any
k ∈ N, β > 0.

As explained in [19] these properties of L ensure that N : Ck+2,β → Ck,β defined by

N (w) := P kerL(w) + Pω̂(τgS2 (πN (ω̂ + w)))

is so that the inverse function theorem yields a map Ψ : U1 ⊂ Ck,β → U2 ⊂ Ck+2,β

between suitable neighbourhoods U1,2 of 0 in ΓCk,β

(ω̂∗TN) and ΓCk+2,β

(ω̂∗TN) so that
‖Ψ(f) − Ψ(g)‖Ck+2,β . ‖f − g‖Ck,β and

N ◦ Ψ = IdU1 and Ψ ◦ N = IdU2 .

As P ker(L)⊥(N (v)) = P ker(L)⊥(Pω̂(τgS2 (πN (ω̂ + v))) we have

P ker(L)⊥(Pω̂(τgS2 (πN (ω̂ + Ψ(w))) = P ker(L)⊥(N ◦ Ψ(w)) = P ker(L)⊥w.

This not only implies that the finite dimensional manifold

H(ω̂) := {πN (ω̂ + Ψ(w)) : w ∈ kerL ∩ U1}
contains all harmonic maps which are sufficiently close to ω̂, but also that

(A.1) Pω̂(τgS2 (ω)) ∈ ker(L) for every ω ∈ H(ω̂).

From the equivalence of norms on the finite dimensional space ker(L) and the fact that
‖ω − ω̂‖Ck+2,β will be small if we work on suitably small neighbourhoods U1,2 we hence
get that for ω ∈ H(ω̂)

(A.2) ‖τgS2 (ω)‖Ck ≤ C‖Pω̂τgS2 (ω)‖Ck ≤ C‖Pω̂τgS2 (ω)‖L2 ≤ C‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2 .

Let now V0(ω̂) ⊂ ker(L) be so that

ker(L) = V0(ω̂) ⊕ VMöb(ω̂) for VMöb(ω̂) := Tω̂{ω̂ ◦M : M ∈ Möb(S2)}
splits L2 orthogonally and set

(A.3) H0(ω̂) := {πN (ω̂ + Ψ(w)) : w ∈ V0(ω̂) ∩ U1}.
This codimension 6 submanifold of H(ω̂) ⊂ Ck+2,β clearly satisfies (2.5) while (2.6)
follows from (A.2).

Furthermore, for any ω = πN (ω̂ + Ψ(wω)) ∈ H0(ω̂) with τgS2 (ω) 6= 0 we can split

Pω̂(τgS2 (ω)) = PV0(ω̂)(Pω̂τgS2 (ω)) + PVMöb(ω̂)(Pω̂τgS2 (ω)) ∈ ker(L),

set T := ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2 and consider (for ε near 0)

ω(ε) := πN
(

ω̂ + Ψ(wω − 2ε
T P

V0(ω̂)(Pω̂τgS2 (ω)))) ∈ H0(ω̂).

The equivalence of norms on ker(L) implies that at ε = 0

‖∂εω(ε)‖Ck+2,β ≤ CT −1‖PV0(ω̂)(Pω̂τgS2 (ω))‖Ck,β ≤ CT −1‖PV0(ω̂)(Pω̂τgS2 (ω))‖L2 ≤ C

for a constant C that only depends on ω̂ and k.
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The conformal invariance of the energy ensures that τgS2 (ω) is L2-orthogonal to VMöb(ω) =

Tω{ω ◦M,M ∈ Möb(S2)}. As dΨ(0)|ker(L) = Id we can thus bound

‖ 2
T τgS2 (ω) + ∂εω

(ε)‖L2 = 2
T ‖PV0(ω)τgS2 (ω) − dπN (ω)(dΨ(wω)(PV0(ω̂)(Pω̂τgS2 (ω)))‖L2

≤ C(‖ω̂ − ω‖C1 + ‖wω‖Ck,β ) ≤ 1

provided the neighbourhoods U1,2 are chosen sufficiently small.

As a consequence we obtain that

d
dεE(ω(ε)) = −〈τgS2 (ω), ∂εω

(ε)〉L2 ≥ 2
T ‖τgS2 (ω)‖2L2 − ‖τgS2 (ω)‖L2 = ‖τgS2 (ω))‖L2 ,

which establishes the final property of the manifold H0(ω̂) claimed in Lemma 2.1.

Appendix B. Proofs of technical lemmas

In this appendix we give the proofs of the auxiliary Lemma 3.4 used in the proof of
Lemma 3.2, of the auxiliary Lemma 4.1 and of the estimate (4.4) used in the proof of
Theorem 2.5 and of the estimate (2.27) that we used throughout the paper.

To prove Lemma 4.1 we first show the analogue statement for the maps ẑb,ωλ := ω ◦M b
λ :

S2 → N where M b
λ(x) = πλ(π−1(·) − b).

Lemma B.1. Given any harmonic sphere ω̂ and any σ1 > 0, there exists ε3 > 0 so that

(B.1) ‖ẑb,ωλ − ẑ b̃,ω̃
λ̃

‖λ,b ≥ 2ε3

whenever ω, ω̃ ∈ Hσ1
1 (ω̂) and λ, λ̃ > 0 are either so that λ−1λ̃ /∈ [ 12 , 2] or so that ω ∈

H
1
3σ1

1 (ω̂) while ω̃ ∈ Hσ1
1 (ω̂) \ H

2
3σ1

1 (ω̂).

Furthermore, given any ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 so that

(B.2) ‖ẑb,ωλ − ẑ b̃,ω̃
λ̃

‖L∞(S2) <
1
4ε whenever ‖ẑb,ωλ − ẑ b̃,ω̃

λ̃
‖λ,b < 2δ.

Here we consider the norms on H1(S2,Rn) defined by

(B.3) ‖v‖λ,b :=

ˆ

S2

|∇v|2 + 1
2cΣ|∇M b

λ|2|v|2 dvg2
S

for cγ as in Remark 3.3 and use that these norms satisfy

(B.4) 〈v ◦M b
λ, ṽ ◦M b

λ〉λ,b = 〈v, ṽ〉1,0 v, ṽ ∈ H1(S2,Rn).

Proof of Lemma B.1. Thanks to (B.4) it is enough to consider the case where λ = 1 and

b = 0 so ẑb,ωλ = ω ∈ Hσ1
1 (ω̂). We can then use that the closure of F1 := {ẑ b̃,ω̃

λ̃
: ω̃ /∈ H

2
3σ1

1 }
respectively F2 := {ẑ b̃,ω̃

λ̃
: λ̃ /∈ [ 12 , 2]} in H1 is disjoint from the compact sets H

1
3σ1

1

respectively Hσ1
1 . Thus the H1-distance between F1 and H

1
3σ1

1 and between F2 and Hσ1
1

is positive and which yields the first claim of the lemma.

As we can assume that δ < ε3 it then suffices to prove the second claim for maps zã,λ̃
λ̃

with λ̃ ∈ [ 12 , 2]. As such maps satisfy uniform C2 bounds we obtain (B.2) from Ehrling’s

lemma applied to C2(S2, gS2) ⊂⊂ L∞(S2, gS2) →֒ L2(S2, gS2). �

Proof of Lemma 4.1. As we may assume that ε3 < minω∈Hσ1
1 (ω̂) ‖∇ω‖L2(S2) as well as

that λ2 is sufficiently large we have that (4.1) is trivially true if either λ̃ /∈ [C−1λ,Cλ] or
d(a, ã) ≥ Cλ−1 for a suitably large constant C.
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In particular we can assume that dΣ(a, ã) ≤ Cλ−1 < 1
8 ι, which ensures that the deriva-

tives of the adapted bubbles za,ωλ , zã,ω̃
λ̃

respectively of the corresponding harmonic spheres

ẑ0,ωλ and ẑ
Fa(ã),ω

λ̃
are of order O(λ−1) outside of Bι̃(a) respectively π(Dr0/2) ⊂ S2. As the

functions representing za,ωλ , zã,ω̃
λ̃

in the isothermal coordinates on Bι̃(a) agree upto H1-

errors of order O(λ−1) with the functions representing ẑ0,ωλ and ẑ
Fa(ã),ω

λ̃
in stereographic

coordinates we thus have

‖∇za,ωλ −∇zã,ω̃
λ̃

‖L2(Σ) = ‖∇ẑ0,ωλ −∇ẑFa(ã),ω̃

λ̃
‖L2(S2) +O(λ−1).

For the torus we immediately get the same type of relationship also for the weighted L2-
norms, while for higher genus surfaces we need to take into account an additional error
term that results from the difference of the weights which will be of orderO(λ−1 log(λ)1/2)
since

´

ρ2λ|x|2 dx = O(λ−2 log(λ)), compare Remark 3.3. In both cases we hence get that

‖za,ωλ − zã,ω̃
λ̃

‖za,ω
λ

= ‖ẑ0,ωλ − ẑ
Fa(ã),ω̃

λ̃
‖λ,0 +O(λ−1 log(λ)

1
2 )

and the first claim (4.1) of Lemma 4.1 follows from the corresponding estimates (B.1) of
Lemma B.1.

Similarly, given ε > 0 and choosing δ > 0 small enough so that (B.2) holds, it suffices
to ensure that λ3(logλ3)−1/2 ≥ C(min(ε, δ))−1 for a sufficiently large C to derive the
required L∞-bound (4.2) on the difference of the adapted bubbles from the corresponding
property (B.2) of the bubbles stated in Lemma B.1. �

To prove Lemma 3.4 as well as (4.4) we furthermore show

Lemma B.2. There exist C > 1 so that for all smooth 1-parameter families (bε) ⊂ R
2,

(aε) ⊂ Σ, (λε) ⊂ [λ1,∞) and (ω(ε)) ⊂ Hσ1
1 (S2) we have that ẑε := ẑbε,ω

(ε)

λε
satisfies

(B.5) C−1‖∂εẑε‖λε,bε ≤ λ−1
ε |∂ελε| + ‖∂εω(ε)‖C2 + λε|∂εaε| ≤ C‖∂εẑε‖λε,bε

while the adapted bubbles zε = zaε,ω
(ε)

λε
∈ Z satisfy

(B.6) C−1‖∂εzε‖zε ≤ λ−1
ε |∂ελε| + ‖∂εω(ε)‖C2 + λε|∂εaε| ≤ C‖∂εzε‖zε

and

(B.7) ‖∂ερzε‖L2(Σ) ≤ Cλ−1
ε |∂ελε| + Cλε|∂εaε| ≤ C‖∂εzε‖zε .

Proof of Lemma B.2. For variations of ω = ẑ0,ω1 ∈ Hσ1
1 (ω̂) the estimate (B.5) easily

follows as Hσ1
1 (ω̂) is a compact subset of a finite dimensional submanifold of Ck(S2, N)

which is transversal to the action of the Möbius transforms. We can then consider

ẑ
λ0(b−b0),ω

(ε)

λ−1
0 λε

and use (B.4) to reduce the proof of (B.5) to this special case.

To derive (B.6) from (B.5) it then suffices to check that we only obtain error terms of

lower order when we use the approximations zaε,ω
(ε)

λε
≈ 0 on Σ \Bι̃(aε) and

zaε,ω
(ε)

λε
(F−1

a0
(x)) = πN

[

ω̃
(ε)
λε

(Faε,a0(x)) + jaε,ω
(ε)

λε
(Faε,a0(x))

]

≈ ω̃
(ε)
λε

(x− bε) on D r0
2
,

where Faε,a0 := Faε ◦ F−1
a0

and bε := −Faε,a0(0) = −Faε(a0).

A short calculation shows that at ε = 0 we indeed have

‖∂εẑbε,ω
(ε)

λε
‖λ0,0,S2\π(D r0

2
) + ‖∂ε

[

zaε,ω
(ε)

λε
◦ F−1

a0
− ω̃

(ε)
λε

(· − bε)
]

‖λ0,Dr0
+ ‖∂εzaε,ω

(ε)

λε
‖z,Σ\F−1

a0
(Dr0)

≤ Cλ−1
(

λ−1|∂ελε| + λ|∂εaε| + ‖∂εωε‖C2(S2)

)

,

so (B.6) follows from (B.5) after replacing C by 2C and after possibly increasing λ1.
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We finally recall that the weight does not depend on the underlying map ω(ε) ∈ Hσ1
1 (ω̂)

and is given by ρza,ω
λ

(p) = λ
1+λ2|Fa(p)|2 on Bι(a) while ρza,ω

λ
≡ λ

1+λ2r20
elsewhere. The

final claim (B.7) of the lemma thus follows from (B.6) as well as

‖∂λρza,ω
λ

‖2L2(Σ) =

ˆ

Dr0

∣

∣

∣
∂λ

(

λ
1+λ2|x|2

)

∣

∣

∣

2

dx+O(λ−4) ≤ Cλ−2

and

‖∂ερzaε,ω
λ

‖2L2(Σ) =

ˆ

Bι(a)

∣

∣

∣
∂ε
(

λ
1+λ2|Faε (p)|2

)

∣

∣

∣

2

dvg

≤ Cλ6‖∂εFaε‖2L∞(Bι)

ˆ

Bι(a)

|Fa(p)|2
(1+λ2|Fa(p)|2)4 dvg ≤ Cλ2|∂εaε|2.

�

To obtain Lemma 3.4 we first note that a short calculation shows that for variations with
λ−1|∂ελ| + ‖∂εω(ε)‖C2 + λ|∂εa| = O(1) and for µε = λ−1

0 λε, bε = −Faε(a0) we have

∂εz
aε,ω

(ε)

λε
◦ F−1

a0
◦ π−1

λ0
= ∂εẑ

λ0bε,ω
(ε)

µε
+O(λ−1)

on the subsets πλ(D r0
2

) which exhaust S2 as λ → ∞, while ∂ε(z
aε,ω

(ε)

λε
− ω(ε)(p∗)) is of

order O(Λ−1) in H1 ∩ L∞(Σ \BΛλ−1(a0)).

Let now {e∞j }Kj=1 be an on basis of Xω̂. For any fixed j we consider a variation

(bε, µε, ω
(ε)) of (0, 1, ω̂) so that e∞j = ∂εẑ

bε,ω
(ε)

λε
and, for i sufficiently large, correspond-

ing variations aεi with λi∂εbε = −∂εFaε
i
(a0), λεi = λiµε and ω(ε,i) in Hσ1

1 (ω̂) so that

∂εω
(ε,i) → ∂εω in C1(S2).

The above error estimates ensure that the resulting elements ẽij = d
dε |ε=0z

ai
ε,ω

(i,ε)

λi
ε

of

TziZ converge to e∞j in the sense described in the lemma. As we furthermore have

that 〈ẽij , ẽik〉zi = δjk + o(1) we can hence we obtain the desired orthonormal basis from
Gram-Schmidt orthogonalisation.

For the sake of completeness we finally include

Proof of (2.27). We can assume that 2λ−1 ≤ r0 as the claim is trivially true for λ in a
bounded range as ρz ≥ cλ−1, c = c(Σ, g) > 0.

As ρ−2
λ dvg ≥ cλ2dvgE on D2λ−1 , c = 1

25 , we can bound, writing for short w̃ = w ◦ Fa

‖w‖2z ≥ cλ2
ˆ

D2λ−1\Dλ−1

|w̃|2dx ≥ cλ

ˆ 2λ−1

λ−1

ˆ

S1

|w̃(reiθ)|2dθ dr.

We can thus choose r ∈ [λ−1, 2λ−1] so that |
ffl

S1 w̃(reiθ)| ≤ C‖w‖z and hence bound
∣

∣

∣

∣

 

S1

w̃(r0e
iθ) dθ

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C‖w‖z +

 

S1

ˆ r0

r

|∂sw̃(seiθ)| ds dθ

≤ C‖w‖z + C[log(r0) − log(r)]
1
2 ‖∇w‖L2(Σ) ≤ C(log λ)

1
2 ‖w‖z.

As a standard compactness argument gives
∣

∣

∣

ffl

∂Bι(a)
w dSg −

ffl

Σ
w dvg

∣

∣

∣
≤ C‖∇w‖L2(Σ,g)

for some C = C(Σ, g) we hence obtain the claim (2.27) from the above bound on
ffl

∂Bι(a)
w dSg =

ffl

S1 w̃(r0e
iθ) dθ. �
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