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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 & : S2 — N to the singular setting whenever the bubble & is attached
at a point which is not a branch point.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (3, 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 — R"™ in some Euclidean space. We recall that a map u : ¥ — N is called
a harmonic map if it is a critical point of the Dirichlet energy

(1.1) E(u) := %/E|du|2dvg.

Harmonic maps are characterised by 74(u) = 0, where the tension of v : ¥ — N — R”"
can be described as 74(u) = P,(Agu) = Agu + A(u)(Vu, Vu), A, the Laplace-Beltrami
operator of maps u : (X,g) — R"” and P, : R” — T,,N the orthogonal projection. Here
and in the following A(p)(v,w) = —(dP,)(v)(w), v,w € T,N, denotes the second funda-
mental form of N < RY and we write for short A(u)(Vu, Vu) = ¢ A(u)(9y,u, 0x,u).

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 Ey of homotopically
non-trivial maps is not attained in the set of maps from the given surface ¥; 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 @
given by a non-trivial harmonic map @ : S? — 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
Ey and the asymptotic behaviour of harmonic map flow for maps whose energy tends to
Ej 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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To this end, we first recall that the results of [20, 6, 17, 14] imply that for any sequence of
maps u, : ¥ — N with bounded energy and ||7,(un)||z2(s) — 0 a subsequence converges
strongly in H7 (X \ S) to a harmonic limit us : ¥ — 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 wu.,, a constant C' and an exponent
Yoo € (1,2] so that for maps u : ¥ — N in this neighbourhood the Lojasiewicz estimate

(1.2) |B(u) — Buse)| < Cllrg ()]}

holds true. While the method of Simon from [19] applies provided the maps are close to
Uso in H?, the above inequality is trivially satisfied for maps with bounded energy and
large tension, so (1.2) holds whenever u is H!-close t0 Uuco.

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) | B(u) — 4kr| < Cllrg, (w)l|72(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
Voo # 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 & : S? — N, points a,, — a and
bubble scales \,, — oo so that, after passing to a subsequence, u,, — &(p*) strongly in
H? .(X\{a}) while on some fixed sized ball B,.(a), working in local isothermal coordinates
F, :Y D B,.(a) = Dz C R?, we have

(1.4) un 0 Fy b — @ om0 strongly in H (D7) N L (D7),

Here 71§ := 7w(A(z — b)) for 7 : R? — S%\ {p*} the inverse of the stereographic projection

from the north pole p* = (0,0,1)7.

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 H'-close to a critical point
Uso : 2 — 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 Mobius transforms to obtain
strong convergence to & on all of S2. For the rest of the paper we will thus assume that 3
is a closed orientable surface of genus v > 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 w : 3 — N which undergo bubbling
to maps in a specific finite dimensional set Z of what we call adapted bubbles. These
adapted bubbles z : ¥ — 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 Mobius-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 w. 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 do(p*) # 0, p* = w(c0) = (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 @ : S — 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(@) = B@)] < Cllrge (W)lI72(s2)
and
16) dist 2 (w, {6 57 = N harmonic }) < Cllrg_. () [T ggoy

from the regular setting of maps w : S2 — N which are close to @ to obtain Lojasiewicz-
estimates with the same exponents 1 € (1,2] and 2 € (0, 1] in the singular setting of
maps from ¥ which converge to simple bubble trees. To be more precise, we shall prove

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

7;1 = ||Tg(un)||L2(gyg) — 0.

Suppose that u,, converges as described above to a bubble tree consisting of a constant
base map us : X — N and a single bubble & : S? — N which is so that d(p*) # 0.
Then, for sufficiently large n, we can bound the bubble scale Ay, in (1.4) by

(1.7) A< OTollog T2

and the difference in energy by

(18) IBun, %) - Blw, 82)| < OT; log Tol %

for the same exponent v € (1,2] for which (1.5) holds near & : S* — N.

Furthermore we can choose A\, — o0, a, — a and a sequence of harmonic maps wy :
5% — N which converge smoothly to wso so that

(1.9)  [IV(un — wn 0 7x, 0 Fa, )l 22(5,, (@) + IVl 2 5y, () < CTo2 | log To|
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and

(1.10) lun = wn(®) 2259 < CT2[10g Tal % + CTollog Tol
and so that for every r > 0 there exists a constant C' with

(1.11) ltn © (mr,, © Fa, ) ™" = wnllra(s2\s, () < CT 2| log Tol 7.

Here vo € (0,1] is the same exponent for which (1.6) holds, F,, are local isothermal

n

coordinates centred at a, as introduced in Remark 2.2 and r1 > 0 is a fized radius.

Remark 1.2. If all Jacobi fields along @ are integrable then we can drop the assumption
that N is analytic and obtain the above result for 73 = 2 and v, = 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 S? or CP2.

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) Ou= -V E(u) =15(u),  u(t=0)=uyc H(Z,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) : v : S? — N harmonic} of
harmonic maps from S? into any analytic manifold NV is discrete below the level 2Eg2,

Eg: :=min{E(u) : u: S? = (N, gn) harmonic, non-constant},

since harmonic maps with energy E(u,) — Esx < 2Eg2 can always be pulled-back by
suitable Mobius transforms to ensure that they subconverge strongly.

Conversely, for surfaces of positive genus, [19] only implies that the energy spectrum
{E(u):u:(X,9) = (N, gn) harmonic} is discrete below the energy level Egz. 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 (%, g)
be a closed surface of positive genus. Then the energy spectrum of harmonic maps from
(X,9) to N below the level

(113) E* = min(2E52,E(g7g) +E52,E§2)
18 discrete, where
Es g = inf{E(u) :u: (X,9) = N harmonic, non-constant}

1.14
(1.14) E%y = inf{E(w) :w:S* — 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 t; — oo
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 ¢ — oo 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 S? to S? 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 t; — oo.

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 ug €
HY(X, N) be any map with E(ug) < E* for E* defined in (1.13). Then the corresponding
solution of harmonic map flow (1.12) either converges smoothly to a harmonic map
Uoo : & — N as t — 00 as described in [19] or it converges to a simple bubble tree in the
following sense:

There exists a point a € ¥ and a harmonic sphere @ : S2 — N so that the energy of u(t)
converges to Eo, = E(®) at a rate of

(1.15) |E(u(t)) — Bxo| < Ce™ Ve ) = ¢1(N,(2,9), Ex) > 0
if y1 = 2 respectively, if y1 € (1,2), at a rate of
(1.16) E(u(t) - Ewo| < Ct™ 7 (logt) ™7,

while for any a < 717:1 the maps converge in L? at a rate of

(1.17) [u(t) = w®)llr2s) < ClE(u(t)) — Eol|®,

as well as in C* on every compact subset K of ¥\ {p*} also at a rate of

(1.18) ) — 0" los i, < CE(u(t)) — Bl

Here v € (1,2] is so that (1.5) is valid with exponent vy for all harmonic spheres with

energy Eo 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 o — 'nyjl >0 and K.

Remark 1.5. As the set of harmonic spheres with energy F, < 2Eg2 is compact modulo
Mébius transforms, there always exists an exponent v, € (1,2] so that (1.5) holds true
for any harmonic sphere & with E(&) = Eo. If all Jacobifields along harmonic maps
of energy FE., are integrable then we can drop the assumption that N is analytic and
choose 1 = 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 wug from the torus to the sphere where
the results of Eells-Wood [8] exclude the existence of a harmonic map that is homotopic
to ug. While E* = 87 for N = S2, in this setting we obtain the following improvement
of the above result.

Corollary 1.6. Suppose that ug € H'(T?,5?%) has degree =1 and energy E(ug) < 127.
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™“V?) as described in Theorem 1./.
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2. DEFINITION OF THE ADAPTED BUBBLES

In this section we explain the construction of the adapted bubbles z : ¥ — N with
which we will later compare more general almost harmonic maps u : ¥ — N and state
a version of our Lojasiewicz-estimates for maps in a uniform H' N 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:={z{":T > N> \,aeXlweH (@)}

obtained by scaling maps w : S? — N, which are elements of a suitable finite dimensional
manifold H{* (@), with a large factor A and then gluing them in a specific way to a point
a € ¥ 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 H{' (&) from S? 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 @ : S? — N.

We recall that w € T'(@*TN) is called a Jacobi-field along & if d> (@) (w,v) = 0 for all v €
T(W*T'N), or equivalently if w is a solution of

(2.2) L@(’w) = P@(dis|5:07'(7TN((I) + E’LU)) = 0.

As the tension transforms according to 7(wogq) = 1|V¢|*r(w)oq under conformal changes

g, we know that any variation M) of Id : S? — S? in the set of Mdbius transforms
M&b(S?) induces a Jacobifield w = <& |.—o (@ o M()) along &.

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

HT (@) :={@oR:ReSOW),|p"—Rp*| <o1}

for a sufficiently small number o > 0.

If all Jacobifields along @ are integrable, but not necessarily induced by Mobius-transforms,
then we use that the set of harmonic maps near @ is a manifold H (&) with TyH(©0) =
ker(Lg) on which the energy is constant, compare [19]. In this situation we can split

(2.3) ker(Lg) = Vo (&) @ Vusn (@),  Vausn(@) := Tp{@ o M : M € Mob(S?)}

L?-orthogonally, fix a parametrisation ¥; : ker(Lg) D U — H(w) with ¥1(0) = & and
d¥(0) = Id and consider the submanifold Ho (&) = U1 (U N Vo(@)) which, for U small,
is transversal to the action of Mobiustransforms. For suitably small o3 > 0 we then let
Ho (@) = {¥q1(w) : w € Vo(w) with ||w||z2 < o1} and set

(2.4) H' (@) :={woR:R e SO(3),we Hj'(w) with [p* — Rp*| < o1}.

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 w : S? — 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 Ho(w) as a suitable submanifold of the
manifold used in the paper [19] of Simon and define 7' (w) and H{' (W) as described
above. We discuss the precise definition of H(w) 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 & : S? — N be a harmonic map into an analytic target N, let k € N,
B >0 and let Ho(w) be the submanifold of C*+28(S%, N) defined in Appendiz A. Then
(2.5) ker(Lg) = Tp{wo M : w € Ho(w), M € Méb(S?)}
and there exists a constant C so that for any w € Ho(w)
(2.6) 795 (@)llen(s2) < CllTgg, (W)l L2(s2)
and so that we can choose w'®) in Ho(&) with w=) = w, ||8€w(€)|\ck(52) < C and

(2.7) FEW) 2 Iy @)l r2(s2)-

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

Having thus chosen the set HJ' (&) of maps we want to scale and glue to a point a € X,
we now turn to the precise construction of the maps 2y, for a € ¥, w € H{'(w) and
sufficiently large \. We note that the right definition of these maps 2}’ 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 7 : R? — S2\ {p*}, p* := (0,0,1)T, be the inverse stereographic projection

2z |z)? -1
2.8 =
and set 7y (z) := w(Ax), A > 0. We want to define our adapted bubbles

29N - N forwe HTHD),A > A\,a € X,

A1, o1 chosen later, in a way that 21 (p) ~ w(mx()) in the following local isothermal
coordinates x = Fy,(p).

Remark 2.2. Given any a € ¥ we let F, : B,(a) — D,, = {z € R? : |z| < ro},
L := 1inj(X,g), be as in Remark 3.1 of [15]: If (¥,g) is a flat unit area torus we set
ro = ¢ and use Fuclidean translations F, to the origin on a fundamental domain as
coordinates. Conversely, for higher genus surfaces we set ro = tanh(¢/2) and choose an
orientation preserving isometric isomorphism F, that maps (B,(a),g) to the disc D, in
the Poincaré hyperbolic disc (D1, ﬁg];).

While in the higher genus case this only determines the maps F, upto a rotation of the
domain, the specific choice of F;, 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 F, for a in a neighbourhood of
some ag 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) m(@) = p" + (575, 0)7 + O(A7?) for |z > ¢ >0

we can write
(2.10) wx(x) :=w(mr(x)) = w(p®) + dw(p*)(%, O)T + O(/\72) for |z| > ¢ >0

where we note that this expansion is valid for the function wy as well as its derivatives
with respect to . We shall later on consider variations z. of adapted bubbles obtained
by variations of either the bubble parameter . or of the underlying map w(®) € HJ* (&)
and will always assume that these variations are chosen so that

(2.11) 0:Xe| < CX and [|0:0' || c2(52) < C
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as this corresponds to variations of order 1 after rescaling. We note that for such varia-

(e)
A

tions the expansion (2.10) gives also an expansion for d.@ _ and its spatial derivatives

with an error term of the same order O(A™2).

As in [15] we modify @y with the help of the Green’s function G, characterised by
(2.12) — ApG(p,a) = 216, — 2m(Area(S, g)) "' on X.

Letting G, be the function that represents G in the above coordinates we recall that
(2.13) Ga(z,y) = G(F; ' (2), F ' () = —log |z — y| + Ja(z,y), =,y € Dy,

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

(2.14) V,Galz,0) = ﬁ + YV, Ju(2,0)

and we will use this to adapt the maps @y to give well defined maps v : ¥ — R",
which we will later project onto N to obtain our adapted bubbles 21 : ¥ — N — R™.
To do this, we let 53 : D, — R™ be defined by

(2.15) 59 (@) 1= 2dw(p®) (VyJa(m,0) — V,yJa(0,0),0) ",

and fix a cut-off function ¢ € C°(Dr, [0,1]) with ¢ =1 on Dro, ro > 0 as in Remark
2.2. The maps v{"* : ¥ — R" are then defined as

a,w * * T
(216) ’U)\’ (p) = w(p ) + %dw(p )(aalG(pv a’) - aylja(ov O)a aa2G(pa a‘) - ayzja(oa 0)7 0)
on ¥\ B,(a) where 0, = (F;1).0,:, while on B,(a) we set v (p) = 03 (Fa(p)) for

a
~a,w

0y Dy — R™ given by

(2.17) 5% 1= 6o+ 52%] + (1 — 8) [w(p") + 2duw(p”) (VyGa(-0) — ¥, Ja(0,0),0) 7).

We note that for N = S§? < R3 and w = Id this definition of v} essentially agrees
with the choice of the adapted bubbles in the H-surface case in [15] except that here we
need to ensure that j{*(0) = 0 as our problem does not have the translation invariance
present in [15].

On B, (a) we can use that the function v{* is represented in the above coordinates by
(2.18) WYY =gy el

for an error term e{"* that is supported on Dy, \ D o and there of order

(2.19) 5 llcz + l|0-ello2 = O(AT2).

We will in particular use that since j{*“(0) = 0 we have

(2.20)  |o3%(z) —@a(z)| S CATHz| + CA % and V(33 —@x)| < CAT! on Dy,

and that the analogue estimates also hold true for the derivatives of these quantities with

respect to e. Away from Bj(a) := F; ' (D, /2), we can instead use that

(2.21) 05 — w(@*)le2(2\Bi(a)) + 10-(v5Y — W ()l c2(s\Bi(ay) < CAT

We now let §y > 0 be so that the nearest point projection my to N is well-defined and
smooth in a Jy-tubular neighbourhood of N < R™. Then, for sufficiently large A\ > 2,
the above estimates imply that dist(v} (), N) < CA;' < dy on X allowing us to project
these maps to define our adapted bubbles 2{** : ¥ — N by

(2.22) 23%(p) == 7wn (vY), A>A,0 € X,we HTH ().
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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 = Zg'll for sufficiently large A1 > 2 and sufficiently small o; > 0,
both allowed to depend only on (X, g), N and . At times we will furthermore need to
consider a smaller subset of this set given by

(2.23) 22 ={z0Y x> Xa€X and w € H](5?)}

for suitable A > \; and 0 < & < ;. Furthermore we use the convention that C' denotes
a constant, allowed to change from line to line, which only depends on @, (X, 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 H'(X,R"), 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 = 2y’ € Z we consider the inner product
(2.24) (v,w), == / VoVw + p2vwdv,, v,w € H' (3, R™)
b

where the weight p, is given by p, = 1+>\+T2 on X\ B,(a) while
0

p0) = pala) == V(o) = Ty o e = o (@) € Bua)

At times we will also want to use local versions of the above norm so set
(2.25) w]|? q = vaH%?(Q) + ||Pzw||2L2(Q)a for @ C X.

We note that the weight p, : ¥ — RT is continuous and that we can bound
(2.26) |Vz| < Cpz and [|V(Pw)l|: < Cllw|

for any w € HY(3,R™) and any z € Z. A short calculation, see Appendix B, gives

fwdvg

b

and thus allows us to bound

(2.28) [wllzr(z,g) < CllogA)2[[w]l.,  pe€[l00), C=C(p,(%,9)).

1

(2.27) < Ciz g (log )2 f|lw]|-

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 (X, g) be any closed surface of positive genus, let N be any analytic
closed manifold and let & : S — N be any harmonic map with do(p*) # 0. Then there
exist numbers € >0, A\ > A1, 7 € (0,01) and C < oo so that for every u € H' (X, N) for
which there exists Z € 27 with

IV(u=2)llL2(s,g) + lu = ZlLesg) <&
Zj{’ as in Remark 2.3, we can bound
. . 1
(2.29) dist(u, Z) := inf |lu —z[l. < Clirg(u)lL2(z,9) (1 + [og Iy (W)l L2(2,9)[)
while the estimate
1
(2.30) |E(w) — E(u)| < C|tg(u)] 112(279)(1 + [log ||y (u)[| L2(5,9)]2) ™,
holds true for the exponent v, € (1,2] for which (1.5) holds.
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Furthermore, for each such u there exists z € Z with ||u— z||, = dist(u, Z) and the bubble
scale of any such z = 2 satisfies
_ 1
(2.31) A< COllrg(u)lpaes.g) - (1 + [log I (u) | L2(s,9)]2)
while the tension of the underlying map w : S?> — N is controlled by

1
(2.32) 1792 W)llez(s2) < Climg (W)l L2(3,) - (1 +[log 7 (W)l L2 (3,)|7)-
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 anyu € H (S, N) and v,w € T2 L% (u*TN) we can write the second
variation of the Dirichlet energy d*E(u)(v,w) = “L|._o<|s—oE(mn (u + ev + dw)) as

(3.1) d?*E(u)(v,w) = /2 VoVw — A(u)(Vu, Vu) A(u) (v, w) do,.

Proof. We write ue := mn(u+ev) = u+ev+O(e?) and use that the negative L? gradient
of E is given by 7,(us) = Ague + A(us)(Vue, Vue) = P,_(Agjue) to compute

dQE(u)(v,w) = fd%|€:0/7'g(u€)w dvg = fd%|€:0/Agu5Pu€ (w) dug
:/—Angdvg+/Agu(—dPu)(v)(w)dvg

= /Vva dog —l—/AguA(u)(v,w) dog

which gives the claim as the normal component of Aju is —A(u)(Vu, Vu). O

We note that if u € W1P(X) for some p > 2, so in particular if u = z € Z, then d*°F
has a unique extension to a continuous bilinear form on I'!" (u*TN) and we will in the
following consider d2E on this space.

The above expression, combined with (2.26), immediately implies that d?E is uniformly
bounded on the (non-compact) set Z of adapted bubbles equipped with the weighted
norms || - ||, in the sense that

(3.2) |d2E(2)(w,v)| < C|Jw||:||v||» for every z € Z and all v,w € T (2*TN).

We also note that differences of second variation terms evaluated at different maps @, u €
H2(X, N) and corresponding tangent vector fields o, 5 € T#' (@*TN), 615 € TH' (a*TN)
can be bounded by

(3.3)

| E(a@) (01, 02) — d*E (@) (01, 82)| S / [V (01 = 01)|[Ve| + [V0:1[|V (D2 — T2)]

+ [QVaP + [9aP) o1 — onlda] + 62 — alfo]

+ / |01 [62] [ — al[Val* + [V(a — a)||Va| + [V(a - a)[],
where all integrals are computed over (%, g).

We will use this formula mainly for @ = 2{"* € Z and for maps @ = u; = 7y(z + tw),
t € [0, 1], that interpolate between z and a map u = z+w € H*(3, N) with ||w|p~ < én
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and for vector fields obtained by projecting suitable v; » : 3 — R onto the corresponding
tangent spaces. In that situation the above formula, combined with (2.26), gives

‘dQE(ut)(Putvl, Py, v) — d*E(2)(P,u1, szg)|
(3.4) S [1ullver[Veal +  (olps + [Vul)(or][Foa] + [oa]| Toa)

4 / fonlleal(wlp? + [Veolos + [Vuwl?).

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 & : S — N be any harmonic map and let Z be the set of adapted
bubbles defined above. Then there exists co > 0 so that for every z € Z we can write
the orthogonal complement V, of T.Z in (T (z*TN), (-,-).) as an orthogonal sum V, =
VI @V of spaces which are so that for vt € VF

d’E(2)(vy,v_) =0 and + d*E(2)(vs,ve) > collve |

Here (-,-). 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 C* close to @ and as Ty H = ker(Lg).

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 ' (z*TN) equipped
with (-,-), is a Hilbert-space so Riesz’s representation theorem allows us to consider the
corresponding Jacobi-operator L, : T'H' (z*TN) — e (2*T'N) which is characterised by

d?E(2)(v,w) = (L,v,w), for every v,w € r# (z*TN).
From the definition of the inner product and Lemma 3.1 it is easy to see that L,=1d-K,
for K, : TH' (2*TN) — I'H' (2*TN) characterised by
(35)  Pa(—AgK.(v) + p2K.(v) = ba(v) = plv + Y (A(2)(Vz, V), ) P. (dvl(v)),

{v7} alocal orthonormal frame of 7" N. We note that the right hand side is bounded by
b (v)| < Cp?|v| so as p, € L>=(X) we have that K is a compact and selfadjoint operator
on (P (z"TN), (-)2).

In order to construct the desired splitting of V., we then consider the projected Jacobi
operator L, := PY= o L,|y, = Idy, — K, PY* the orthogonal projection onto V., which
can be equivalently characterised as the unique operator L, : V, — V, which is so that

PE(2)(v,w) = (Lv,w), for every v,w € V..

As K, =PY-oK 2|y is also selfadjoint and compact we know that the eigenvalues of L.
are real and tend to 1 and that there exists an orthonormal eigenbasis of (V,, (-,-),). It
hence suffices to show that there exists c¢g > 0 so that, after increasing \; and decreasing
o1 if necessary, none of the operators i/z, z € Z, has an eigenvalue in [—cg, ¢]. This will
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imply that the lemma holds true for VI 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 z; = zi”” € Z with A\; — oo and w; — & and of elements v; € V,,,

normalised to ||v;]|., = 1, so that i/zivi = p;v; for some p; — 0. We first claim that there
exists a number ¢; > 0 so that for all sufficiently large ¢

(3.6) / px,|0:1>dz > ¢y, where @; :=v; 0 F, "
D -1/s
To see this we use that p,, is of order O(\;!) away from the ball B,(a;), while py, =

1
Ai -3
ESvImE <A, ? onD, \DA;l/S. We can thus bound

i = (Boyoi, 03) e, = [ill2, — (B (o), w3}y = 1 — / b, (v1)v; o,
b

>1- c/ P52 da — O F [0y > 1— A Flog(A) — c/ o2 P da,
D —1/3 D -1/s

where we use that the Poincaré hyperbolic metric is uniformly equivalent to the Euclidean
metric on Dy, in the penultimate step and (2.28) in the last step. As p; — 0 this yields
the claimed lower bound (3.6) for all sufficiently large 1.

We now proceed to construct a sequence of maps w; : S — R™ that converges to a limit
Weo Which is a non-trivial Jacobifield at @ but also orthogonal to

(3.7) Xy = Tof{wo M :w € Ho(w), M € Mob(S?)}.

This leads to the desired contradiction since Ho(w) is chosen in a way that ensures that
X, agrees with the space ker(Lg) = ker(Ly,) of Jacobifields at @, compare Lemma 2.1.

To construct these maps w; we first define

w; = ¢iti (A7) + (1= i) : R = R,
where we let 7; = fAi v;dz be the meanvalue over the annulus A; = ]]])2/\;1/3 \]D))\;l/f} and
set ¢;(z) = d(\; 7 |z]) for some fixed ¢ € C([0,2),[0,1]) with ¢ = 1 on [0, 1].

As ; is constant near infinity, we have w; := w; o7~ ! € H!(S%,R") and we can bound

sl g2y = / V@32 + |0y A Dy e = / Va2 + L[V da
R2 R2

S[ VP IVIPEE + f 15 - 6+ 0PI,
D —1/3 i
2.

i

—4/3 -
< Joill2, +CNT2 502 < o2,

_1 4 _z2
where the last step follows as px, > ¢); ® on A; and thus \; ®|55)> S A, ° [, |0:[*de <
[[o:

2
zi"

After passing to a subsequence the maps w; thus converges to a limit w., weakly in
H(S?%,R"), strongly in L?(S?,R") and almost everywhere. Away from the shrinking
discs m(R? \ D,2/5) C 5% the maps w; = v; o (m, 0 F,,)~" are tangential to N along
(38) Z; = z;0 (ﬂ')\i o Fai)_l = w; + O()\;l) —w

s0 the limit we must be tangential along &, i.e. an element of I (G*T'N). Furthermore,
Weo 18 NoN-trivial as w; — weo strongly in L?(S?%,R™) and as the L? norms of the maps
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w; are bounded away from zero thanks to (3.6). We now want to prove that we, is
orthogonal to the space X with respect to the inner product

(3.9) (v,w) :== /52 VwVw + cywvdvg, .

Remark 3.3. Here we set ¢, = i if v = 1 as this ensures that (7)o F,)*gg2 = c.ypia,wg

on B,(a) while we set ¢, = 1 if v > 2 and use that in this case ((mx o F,)*gs2)(p) =
C"Ypi‘;'“’(l + O(dist,(p,a)?)g(p) for p € B,(a).

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

Lemma 3.4. Let z; = zizwl be a sequence of adapted bubbles for which \; — oo and
w; — w. Then there exist bases {eé}JKzl of T, Z that are orthonormal with respect to
(,+)z and that converge to an orthonormal basis {e5°}I< | of (Xa, (-,-)) in the sense that

&5 i= el o (my, 0 Fo, )™t — €5° smoothly locally on S\ {p*} while

(3.10) Ahanéo h?iigp ||63‘||Zi,E\BM;1(a¢) =0forj=1,....K.

As w; — weo in H'(S?) we obtain that for j = 1,..., K,
(Weos €57) = Ahanéo o Vwee Ve + cywsces® dug,

m(Da
— AILH;O zliglo o Viné} + c.ywié; dvg,

o . i i 2
= Ahm lim Vo Vel +viesp; dug
—00 1—00 -1
Fi (D, 1)

=i | Ve e doy =0,
> S\ Fa; (D)5 -1)
7

where we use Remark 3.3 in the third step, the orthogonality of v; to T, Z in the penul-
timate step and (3.10) as well as that ||v;]|,, = 1 in the last step.

7

Having thus shown that w., L X (&) = ker(Lg) it now remains to show that
(3.11) PE(&)(wee,n) = 0 for all n € TH (0*TN).
We note that this is trivially true if 7 itself is a Jacobi-field and that it hence suffices to
consider € TH' (&*TN) with n L ker(Lg).
Given such an n we set 7; := f, nomy,dz, Ay, := Dy, \Dro, and define 7; € e (zfTN)
70
as 1; = P, (7};) on ¥\ B,(a;) while for p = F; ! (z) € B,(a;)
10i(p) = Py ) (Y (@)n(ma; (2)) + (1 = o (2))7:)
for a fixed cut-off ¢ € C2°(Dy,) with ¢ =1 on Dry.

~1/3

%

As d?F is conformally invariant and as A
(3.12)

d2E(Zi)(Ui7 ni) = / V(Pgﬂ])V’wi + A(i’l)(v,é’“ VQZ)A(QJ(PQIU, wi)d0982 + err;,
7D 2/3)

< %7’0 for sufficiently large i we get

for Z; defined by (3.8) and |err;| < C||v;

—1
2 E\F (D, /)" We recall that p,, S A;

away from B;(a) and note that a short calculation, similar to the proof of (2.27) carried
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out in the appendix, gives |7;| < (log )\i)%HT]HHl(SZ). As ||vi]|.; = 1, this allows us to
conclude that

+V(noms,)

lerrs| S ATl + [lm o ma, — ill2ca,y) + loacdn o ma, 2@\, _1/s)

— 1
S A 1og o) 2 (I mes2) + HnHHl(ﬂ-(R?\D)\?/s)) — 0.

Combined with w; — we in HY(S?) and ||2; — @llc1(x(py,,y)) — 0, which follows as
w; — @ smoothly on % and || 2; — Willo1(x (s, ry)) < CA;' — 0, this shows that the right

hand side of (3.12) converge to d2E(®)(weo,n). We thus conclude that

2

24 Zq

|d*E(@)(weo,n)| = Aim |d®E(2) (vi,m:)| < [(L,vi, PYmi)| + Clvg
24 + C|‘PTZiZ77i

< |pilllmi

Zi*

As |Inillz, < Clnllar(szy + CA; 1| is uniformly bounded and as we have assumed that
; — 0, we know that the first term in this estimate tends to zero as i — co. We can
furthermore use Lemma 3.4 to see that for j =1,..., K

A e b = lim lm (e e 0, i B (G P ()ron)

=0+ lim (el n)r(py) = (el n) =0,

where the last step follows as n L ker(Lg) = Xg. Hence ||PT=2n;|,, — 0 and we
indeed obtain that d>F(©)(wee,n) = 0. Thus we € ker(Lg) contradicting the previously
established fact that wa, is a non-trivial element of (ker(Lg))*. O

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 mapsw : S? — N,
we will only need to consider variations (z.) induced by a change of the bubble parameter.
In the general case we will additionally need to consider (z.) induced by variations of the
underlying maps w(®) € HI'(&). To treat both types of variations at the same time we
first show.

Lemma 3.5. For any variation z. = zi:*)(s) in Z for which (2.11) holds we have
(3.13) LB(z) = 2. /D J2 NGy d + L E(@®) + err
o

for an error term that is bounded by

(3.14) lerr] < OA72 + CA?[[10:09) || 2(52) + [1Tgg (@)l (52)] -

B
Proof of Lemma 3.5. Let z = zy* € Z and let 2. = 2  be a variation for which

(2.11) holds. To lighten the notation we write for short v = v{**, j = j{"* and denote the
corresponding variations by d.v := %vi’:’(s), O-j- = d%j;;w(s) and 0.0y = %(w(g) oy, ).
We first remark that away from the ball B,(a) we have Ajo = 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 7,(z) = P,(Ayz) = P.(dry (v)(Agv) + d*mn (v)(Vo, Vo))

we hence get that

(3.15)  |Agv| + |0-Agv| + |Vv|2 + |68VU|2 + |14 (2)] + |0-74(2)] S A 2on Y \ B;i(a).

~
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We also note that (2.21) yields a bound of |[0:2| < A~ + 1o on this set, where here and
in the following we write for short 7 := |9.w®) (p*)|. We thus obtain that

LE(z)= —/ Oz Tg(2) dvg = —/ O-2 - Agzdvg + ON 3 + oA ~?)
= Bi(a)

(3.16)
= — 0-% - Azdx + ON "3 +moA™2)

Drg
2

for 2 = z 0 F; 1. Here and in the following we can carry out all computations on D o
with respect to the Euclidean metric as the above integral is conformally invariant. On
this set we can write Z = mn ((:))\ +7) as

(3.17) f=0z+Po,()+E=arx+j-Ps(j))+E
where the lower order error term
1 1
(318) E:/ %WN(C:J)\+tj>dt7P@ (]):/ (dﬁN(C:J)\+tj>7d7TN((:J,\))(j)dt
0 0
satisfies the estimates
(3.19) |E| + |0-E| S A7|zf*, [VE| + |0:-VE| S A7?|z|, |AE| + [0 AE| S A2

Here and in the following we use that

(3.20) 1+ 10=51 S X7Hal, [0Vl SATY 8-Vl S pa and palz] < 1
while

2y ] < CELEI L < (1 M 4 and 0.9 5 .
In the following it will also be useful to note that this implies that

(322) 021 S (1 Ala) ™ + o,

that we can trivially bound

(3.23)
|AGA| + (0405 S [llwllozs2) + 10:0 252y [IVIA? + 10X VA |02 VTAl] S 02,

and that we have estimates of
(3.24)

_ — 1 _
lloxlz] + (1 + Afz]) 1HL2(D%Q>5)\ Hlog )z, lloalel + (1 + X))l

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

4p(z) = _/D DA (@ — P j) + 0o(Pa, ) Adox + erry + 0N + oA~2)
ro
2

-1
ySATL

9
2

for an error term that is bounded by

lerr; | S /D |0 (Po, )| AP | + 10-E|(|ADA| + [APg; j) + [AE|0: 2]
o

SN [ RIal o palel + A0 4 AL Aal) oy S A0+ oA

We then note that

(3.26) a /]D)m Orndon == R2 DeAT(Wx) + erry = d%|5:0E(w(€)) + errp
2
where erry = fRQ\Dm 9-0x7(@y) is also bounded by

(3_27) |err2| 5 ||55(I},\||Loo(R2\D%O)||TgSQ (w)||Loo(S2) /]Rz\]D) |V7T/\|2 — O()\_3 + 770)\_2).
ro/2
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Here and in the following we use that 7y is conformal and hence

(3.28) T(@x) = 3|Vm|? - Tggs (W) © T
Rewriting
0:(Pa,j) - Adon = 0:(Piyj - Awx) — Pa,j - 0:Awx = 0:(j - 7(@x)) — Paoyj - 0-Adox
and setting errs := — fDTO 0-(j7(@yx)) we hence obtain from (3.25) and (3.26) that
2

L F(2) = LEW®) + / Ppyj - 0-Ady + A(Pg, j) - 0-05 + errs + O(AN ™% + oA ~2)

Drg
2

= d%E(w(E)) + / J - 0-Ady + errs +erry + OA"2 + oA 72)
Drg
2

where we integrate by parts in the second step. We can use (3.21) as well as that
J € Tyy(p+yIN to estimate the resulting the boundary term by

frral < 108 lexom | (P25 — Py D) lenam.g) = OO +m0A~2),
while combining (3.28) with (3.20) and (3.24) allows us to estimate

(329) lerrs| S AT ||7y . (@)llorgs2) + 0.0 || o2(s2)] |||~’C|P§||L1(D%l)

S A2 (Igge W)l (s2) + 10:w | o252y
We finally remark that fD jOAWy = Z—i‘ fD JONAW) + errs for

o o
2 2

lerrs | S/D lIA(Ow) omy)| S A_ll\aew(a)l\m||Iw|p§|\u<mﬂ2l> SA?0:0 |,
o

2

Altogether this yields the claim of Lemma 3.5. O

We now show that the integral [ jOxAw, appearing in (3.13) has a given sign and scaling
in A and indeed essentially only depends on a € X, A and |dw(p*)].

To state this in detail we first note that as d(p*) # 0 we can always assume that o3 > 0
is chosen small enough to ensure that

1
(3.30) |dw(p™)| > §|ddj(p*)| > 0 for all w € HT' ().

Writing for short a, := \/LE |dw(p™)|g,, We then note that if w is harmonic then the vectors

{a; Ve, w(p*), a; Ve,w(p*)} are orthonormal since harmonic maps from S? are weakly
conformal. While this is not true for general elements w € H{' (&) in the non-integrable
case, the above will still hold up to a small error as elements of H{* (&) are C* close to
the harmonic map w.

So given any number 7; > 0 we can assume that o; > 0 is chosen small enough so that
for any w € H{' () there exists a matrix S,, € M (n) with
(3.31) dw(p*)(ei) = awSue; €ER™, i=1,2, and |STS, —1d| < n.

Here we denote by {e;} both the standard basis of R and of R™ as appropriate. We note
that as S, will only be applied to elements of R? x {0} C R™ in the construction below
the particular choice of S, in the other directions is irrelevant. We can then prove

Lemma 3.6. For any w € H{* (W), A > A\ and a € ¥ we have

/D VA GO dvg = AT|dw(p*)PT (@)X + 0N + O(|ST S, — Id|A~3)
o



LOJASIEWICZ INEQUALITIES NEAR SIMPLE BUBBLE TREES 17

for S, as in (3.31) and J(a) := lim,_0(0y, On, + Oy 0uy)Ga(2,0), where Go(z,y) =
G(F Y (x),F; Y (y)) is the function that represents the Green’s function in the coordinates
F, introduced in Remark 2.2.

Remark 3.7. We recall from [15] that the function 7, which depends only on the domain
surface (X, g), is strictly negative on any surface of positive genus.

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Extending w : S? — N < R" to a neighbourhood of S? by setting

w(r) = w(|z|~tx) we can view dw(p*) as a map from R? to R” with dw(p*)(e3) = 0. Thus
(3.31) allows us to write dw(p*)(xmr) = WSu(OaTr,0n—2)T, where 7\ = (73,73) :
R? — R? is given by the first two components of the rescaled inverse stereographic

projection 7x. We can use this to estimate

[OA(@x — @ Su (Tx, 0) ) |1 (0m g ) = ll[dew(mr) — dW(P*)](awx)llm(aD%o)

ro
2

S llwllezes2yllma —P*||01(3D%Q)|\5A7TA|\01(6D12Q) <A

Integration by parts, using also [|73“|[c1p.,) = O(A™!) and Agjy = 0, thus gives
2
[ esoan= [ e A@uS.0 @m0+ 00
3 Prp

—au [ (ST (80m. 07 + O
Drg
Writing for short j, := 2V, J,(-,0) — 2V,J4(0,0) : D, — R? we now recall that j&*
is given by 73 = A 'dw(p*)(Ja,0)T = A wSu(Ja,0)T.  As A7 [|jal|Adrma| <
A2 [|z]p3 < A~2 we thus obtain that

(3.32) / VY AONDy dz = a2 A1 / JaAONTx dz + ON ™ +[STS, —1d|A73).
D%l ro

Up to the factor o2 and the constant shift in j,, 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 Jo with the
symmetries of ATy = —|Vmy\|*7) = (1_;\12% to compute

ai)\—l/ JalOATy = —a2AT1 Y 25ziayija(0)/ 20\ (raeigeys) + O ™)
Dro i=1,2 o

a2, 35 (02,0, Ja(0) + 02,0y, Ja (0)) + O(A™Y)

=a 35T (a) + O,

Inserting this into (3.32) and using that a2 = L|dw(p*)|* gives the claim of the lemma.
(|

°° >§:Iq

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 72 > 0 we can choose o1 > 0
sufficiently small to ensure that

(3.33) 79 (W)llc1(s2) < M2 for all w € HT* (W)

since @ is harmonic. For suitable choices of o1 and A1 we can thus combine Lemmas 3.5
and 3.6 with Remark 3.7 to obtain

Corollary 3.8. There exist constants ¢; > 0 and C < co so that for any z = 23 € Z

d
(3.34) CA 2 > —/\aE(zi’“’) >\
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Remark 3.9. As an immediate consequence we obtain that

(3.35) |E(2,%) — E(w, S?)| < CX(2)72 for any z € Z.

In the non-integrable case we furthermore need to control the tension of the underlying

map w if w € HJ* (@) is not harmonic. To this end we let wy € Hi' (w) and R € SO(3) be

so that w = wp o R and set w(®) = w((f) o R for wég) as in Lemma 2.1. As such a variation

satisfies (2.11) and as (2.7) ensures that
HEEW) = L B(w”) 2 g (@0l 2(s2) = II7gga (@)l as).
Lemma 3.5 immediately yields

Corollary 3.10. There exist a constant C' < 0o so that for any z = 2\ € Z for which
w is in the interior of HI' (&) there exists a wvariation w(®) of w in H (V) satisfying
(2.11) so that

aw® _
(3.36) disE(Z)\ ) > HTg82 (w)||L2(S2) — O\ 7?2
for the corresponding variation of adapted bubbles (with fixred A 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 = 2\ € Z and w € T (2*TN) with |w||. = 1 we can bound
(3.37) |dE(2)(w)] < CA2(log \)? + C|17y, (@)llor(s2),
while for all variations z, = Z;,:J(E) satisfying (2.11) we have
(P E()(05 )] < CA2(log )} + Cllzg., () lengsy + CA 00 o
+ C|| P07 (W)l L2(52)-
Remark 3.12. For the variations zél) = 2;7((1)75) considered in Corollary 3.8 this lemma,
yields a bound of
(339) €2 B(2)(0:2, )| < CA2(log 1)} + Clrg s () o s

where we compute the operator norm with respect to || - ||.. For more general variations
the term || P, (07, (w(€)>>HL2(S2) = ||Lw(8w(€))|\Lz(sz) can be of order one, but will be
small since T, HT* (&) = ker(Lg,). For variations 2% as in Corollary 3.10 we shall hence
simply use that, after increasing A\; and decreasing o1 > 0 if necessary,

(3.40) |d*E(2)(0:2%, )| < ns

for a small constant 73 > 0 that is chosen later on.

(3.38)

Proof of Lemma 3.11. The main step in the proof of the lemma is to derive suitable
bounds on the tension 74(z) and its variation P,(0.74(2)) on Bi(a). To do this we can
work in the usual isothermal coordinates in which z is represented by Z and estimate the
tension of Z with respect to the Euclidean metric on Do . Writing Z as in (3.17) gives
(3.41) 7(2) = P:(AZ) =Ty + T + erry on Dro
for terms

T1 = Pg(A(IJA) and T2 = Pg(A(P;J)\j))
that we analyse in detail below and an error term err; = P;(AFE) for which (3.19) gives

lerry | + |O-erry| = O(A™2).
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As we can write Th = (Pz, — Pz)(A(@\)(Voxr, V@) + Pz(1(w))) we can estimate

(342) T3l S 12— @aled + Ir@)] S A alod + e (@) eogsnyfd

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

IP-O.TH] < 1.2 — G103 + 1 — G2l (100103 + 10-Vidalox) + 102 m(@x)| + | Ps(0e7(@n))
Al + s (@)l cogsayf + | Pe(@r(@3)]

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

(3.43) |0eT(@x) — %IVMIQ(&T%Z (@) oAl S lI7gge (@)l cr(s2) 03
thus allowing us to bound

gy PEOTEN] < OX el 0.7(@0)] + [ Pon Ger(@n))

SATH2lo + I7gge (@)l (s2)pR + [(PudeTg g () 0 Al - [V7alpa-

All in all we thus have an estimate of
(3.45)  [P(0:T1)] S A7 Hzlo} + 1790 (@)llcr(s2) PR + [(Pud=Tgg, (W) 0 maAl - [Va|pa.

Since j is harmonic we have that T, = —Ps(A(Pg; j)), so working with respect to a local
orthonormal frame {v*} of T+ N and summing over k we get
(3.46)

Ty = —(v§,, ) P:(AV,) = A((vh,,5)(P: — Pa,)(v5,) — 2V (W5, 5)) P= (Vi)
allowing us to bound
(347)  [Tol S 1l +Villilex + pal(vd, . Vi)l S A7 alod + A7 oa(1+ Alz)) ™!

since j maps into T,,(,-)N and |0y — w(p*)| < (14 Az])~t

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

10:T2] < [l3] +10:41] 0 + CL(IVi] +10-V3l] pal]
+ (v, Vidloa + (v, 8=V ) lox + [0:0AI Vo
SATMaloX + A palwa = w(@)] + AT (100 or + (14 Az])TH)pa
SA Yzl + AT (10:0 [ er + (1+ [Az])™H)pa

where the penultimate step uses (3.21) as well as that 9\Vj = A71Vj € Typ+)yN and
thus |Pw(p*)(66V3)| 5 )\_1||8€w(5)||01.

(3.48)

All in all we thus find that on D i

(349) @S [V elon + X7 D)7 g () longszypaloa + A7

while

ooy VPRI SN lalor + o Dllors + (Lt D] on 447
+ ggs @)llen (5215 + [(Pudirygs () o [ o,

where we note that ||(Pw887952 (w)) o7r>\|V7r>\|||L2(D%l) = \/§||(Pw(857952 (W))HLz(ﬂ-)\(]D)%l))-

As the energy is conformally invariant, ||w||. = 1 and as 74(z) and 0-7,(2) are of order
O(A72) on X\ B;(a), compare (3.15), we hence get from (3.49), (2.28) and (3.24) that

4B (=) (w)| = } [ o,

<Ol + [ IrE)wo Fyds

ro
<A 2(log \)® + )\_1|||$|PA||L2(D%O) AT+ |)\$|)_1||L2(D%o) + 17942 (W)l co(s2)

_ 1
SAT2(1og M) 2 + |79, (W) [l cos2)
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as claimed in the lemma. Finally, as w is tangential to N along z we have
d*E(2)(0-2,w) /879 wdvgff/ P.(0:714(2)) - wduy
—— [ Por(E) wo By e + OO wlais)
Dro

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 A1, Ay respectively with quite different
underlying maps w; and wsy cannot be close. Namely we have the following lemma of
which we provide a short proof in the appendix

Lemma 4.1. Let @ be any harmonic sphere and let A\1 > 2, o1 > 0 be any given numbers
for which Z = Zgll is well defined. Then there exist numbers e3 > 0 and Ao > A\
depending only on o1, W, (X,g) and N so that

(4.1) 123 = 25 %Il > €3

?@ € Z with X > Ao for which either AL ¢ [%,2] or for which
Loy, . o 4
w € HH (D) while ® € HT () \Hl H@).

for all elements 2", z

Furthermore, for any € > 0 there exist 6 > 0 and A3 > Xy so that for any 2%, z
with A > A3 we have
(4.2) g — 25 | <.

Lo (s) < 3¢ whenever || — z?

L
“X

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

Lemma 4.2. Let w be any harmonic sphere and let A\y > 2, o1 > 0 be any given numbers
for which Z = Z;ll is well defined. Then for every € > 0 there exist €1 > 0 and A > \q
s0 that for any u € HY (X, N) for which

l(T
lu— 20l Lo () + IV (u = 20)||L2(z) < €1 for some zo € Z37"

we have that the infimum dist(u, Z) := inf.cz |[u — z||. is attained on Z and for every
minimiser z of this distance we have that z € Z\ 0Z and

(4.3) [u—z|pes) <e.

1o,
Proof of Lemma 4.2. Let € > 0 and let u € H' (3, N) and 2o = 232" € 227" be so that
the above assumptions are satisfied for numbers €1 € (0, 4¢) and A > max(\3,2A;) that
are chosen below, A3 the constant from Lemma 4.1.

Since [ p2dv, is bounded uniformly on Z, we have that ||u — z||. < Cey for every
z € Z. We can thus choose €1 > 0 small enough so that any z = 2\ € Z with
|z = ull: < |lz0 — u||z, must be so that

20 = 2l < Il = ull. + 20— ullx < ll20 = ulley + ll20 — ulls < 2C1 < min(3, e3),

for d,e3 > 0 as in Lemma 4.1. As A(zp) > A3 > A2 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 A € [2A(z0),2A(20)] and w € H7”'. Hence
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2+ |Ju — z||, achieves its minimum over Z on this compact subset and any minimiser in
Z is contained in this subset of Z\ dZ. Furthermore, the last part of Lemma 4.1 yields
that any minimiser satisfies ||u — z||z~ < ||z — 20[|z + [J[u — 20[|z=~ < § + €1 < €. O

As the norm || - ||, depends on z, we cannot expect that the difference w = u — z between
uw and a minimiser z of Z — |lu — Z||z is orthogonal to T.Z. However, as we shall see
in Lemma B.2 in the appendix, we can bound the variation of the weight p, along any
variation z. € Z by

(4-4) ”aspan?(Z) < CHassz-
This allows us to obtain that w = u — z is almost orthogonal to T, Z in the sense that

Lemma 4.3. Let u € H(X, N) and suppose that z € Z \ 0Z minimises z — ||u — Z||z
on Z. Then w := u — z satisfies

(4.5) 1PT=2 (Pw)|= < Cllwl|poe sy w]] -

where P, denotes the (pointwise) orthogonal projection from R™ to T,
I (:*TN) — T.Z is the (-,-),-orthogonal projection.

m N, while pPT=Z .

Proof. Given any variation z. of a minimiser z € Z\9Z of Z — ||u— Z||; we can combine
the resulting constraint that <£|.—o|lu — z[|2, = 0 with (4.4) to conclude that at £ =0
(w,85z>z = / pzaepzs|w|2dvg < ClleznwllL‘”(E)HaEpzs||L2(E)
)
< Cllwllzl|wl] oo (5102 -
As [|[Pow — wl|, < Cl|lw|| pee]|w] 2, compare (4.13) below, we thus obtain the bound
[{(Pw,v),| < Cllw| pe|w|:||v] for every v € T,Z

which is equivalent to the claim (4.5) of the lemma. (]

This almost orthogonality of w to T, Z 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 || - ||, on the infinite dimensional
set of maps H'(X, N) rather than in a fixed Hilbert-space.

Lemma 4.4. There exists 3 > 0 so that for any u € H* (X, N) for which
(4.6) lu—z]. = i%f lu— 2|z < ez and ||z — ul| () < €2

u”

for some z = 2" € Z\ 0Z, we can bound w :=u — z by
(4.7) [w]Z < C(dE(u) — dB(2))(w:) + Clog N7y (u) | 2(5,9) lw]|Z

and therefore have

(4.8)

wlls < l17g(w)]| L2(5,9) (log )2 + A7 (log X) 2 + |75, ()| 22(s2) + (log A)? 79 ()12,
Here w, = (ij — PY=)(P,w) is defined using the (-,-),-orthogonal projections from
rH (2*TN) to the subspaces VF 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) us =y (2 + tw) for w =u — z and t € [0,1].
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We note that these maps are well defined if e2 < dx and will be in H2(3, N) since any
map v € H' (X, N) with 7,(u) € L*(2) is automatically in H*(X, N), see e.g. [16, 18].
We will also use that |Vu,| < |Vz| + |Vw| and thus that for v € H*(Z,R™)

(4.10) [0 Va2 () + [1Pu ()12 < CllollZ + C/ [Vw|*[vf*dv,.

We also remark that for any s € [0, 1] we can write Lu, = dry (z+sw)(w) = P, (w)+err,
for an error term erry, € TH' (ufTN) that is bounded by

(4.11) lerrs| < Clw]? with |Verr,| < Cp.|w|? + Clw||Vw|.

Integrating over s € [0, 1] and using that also |(P,, — P..)(w)| < Clw|? we thus get
(4.12) |w — Py,w| < Clw]?* while |V(w — P,,w)| < Clw||Vw| + Clw|*p.

for any t € [0,1] and we will in particular use that

(4.13) lw — Py, wl||. < Cllw||pe|lw]..

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Let u and z be so that (4.6) is satisfied for a number g5 € (0,05)

that is chosen below. We set w, := P,(w), let w, = (Pv+ — PY:)(w,) be as in the lemma
and note that (4.13) implies that

(4.14) lw = w22 < Cezllw]> while 0. |[; < [lw.|ls < Cllwl..
We can hence combine Lemmas 3.2 and 4.3 with (3.2) to obtain that
d*E(2)(w.,0.) = d*E(z)(PY* w, + PY= w,, P¥* w, — PY= w,) + d*E(z)(PT*2w,, .)
+ - N
> co(|PY= w: |2 + | PY* w:|2) — C P Fuw |- |- -
> co(flw1Z = [|P"*Zw.[2) — Cllwll e [lwll?
> (co(1 = C&3) = Cea)[[wlZ > wl

where ¢y > 0 is the constant obtained in Lemma 3.2 and where the last inequality holds
after reducing €5 > 0 if necessary. As

(dE(u) — dE(z2))(w,) = /0 %(dE(ut)(u?Z)) dt = /0 %(dE(ut)(Putu?Z)) dt

1
- / E(uy)(Luy, Py, w2) + dE(u) (L P,,w.) dt
0

1
:/ dQE(ut)(Putw+errt,Put1DZ)+/VutV(Put(%Putﬁ)z))dvgdt
0 by

we thus conclude that

(4.15) L|w|2 < d*E(2) (w2, w.) < (dE(u) — dE(2)) (W) + ?OUEE +Th+Ts

for Tl = |d2E(ut)(Putw7Put1DZ> 7d2E(Z>(’LUz,’lDz)|a T2 = f |vut||v(Put(%PuﬂDz>>| and
Ty == |d2E(us)(errs, Py, w.)).

To bound the first term we apply (3.4) for v; = w and v = W, giving
7, < C [ ol Vul[ V.| + € [ (ulp. + [Vul)(l| V| + [Tulld.)
@) +C [ folul(uls + [Volp. + [VuP)

< Cllulu=lul + € [ 1@:)19uf < (Cer + )l +C [ 1o Vul.
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As W, is obtained using the non-local projections PV we do not have a pointwise bound
on w,. Instead we use that |[Agw| < [Ajul+ [Ag2| S |74(w)| + p2 4+ [Vw|?, compare also
(3.23), to bound

I ::/|1DZ|2|Vw|2 = f/w|u~1z|2Agwf2/(wVw) - (0, V)
< Ollwlpe [[lrg (@)l 2 |@: 17 + llwlZ + 1]

After possibly reducing 9 > 0 and applying (2.28) we thus get that

(4.17) Iy < Cea[log Allrg(u)]| 2 + 1] [|wll?
and so obtain from (4.16) that
(4.18) Ty < (Cez + 9)llwlZ + Cealog Al 7y (w)| 2wl

To bound 75 we write, summing over repeated indices 7,
(4 19) P“t (%Putﬁ)2> = Put ( - % (<Z/Zt,’d}z>l/it)) = 7<V1]A-t’ﬁ)z>P“t (%Vijlt>
- = 7<Vi;t *ngﬁ’Z>Put(dVZt(Putw+errt))

where we use that w, € T, N in the last step. We can thus estimate
T, S/IVUtI(pZIWI + [V wl[@: | + [ Vue||w| (|[Vw] @] + [V, |[w]) dvg S [Jw]] e [|w]]2.
Finally, we can use (3.1) and (4.11) to bound also

Ts S [[Verry || 2| Vi | 2 +/|le2lerrt||u7z| < lwlpoelwll?.

All in all we thus get that
Ty + Tz +Ts < (Cez + ) |[w]]2 + Cea log N|| 7 (u)| 2 | w]|.
Combined with (4.15) this gives the first claim (4.7) of the lemma provided g2 > 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

[wl2 < C[llrg(w)llz2(log A)Z + A2 (log \)2 + |7y, (W)l L2(s2)] 1=
+ Cllrg(w)[[Z2 (log A)?||wll. + [lw].

As we can assume that eo < %, we can absorb the last term into the right hand side and
use a final time that |||, < Cllw]||. to obtain the second claim of the lemma. O

We now want to derive suitable bounds on A" and on |7y, (w)|[12(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 T), Z 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 .

1)

These results tell us that for z,g = z?{“je)/\

(4.20) dE(2)(0:21) > ;A2 and [|d2E(2)(9-2,-)|| < OA"2(log \)2 +C| |7y ()| £2(s2)

)
while for the variations 2.2 := zy“ " as considered in Corollary 3.10

(4.21) dE(2)(0:2®) > |79, (W)l 12(s2) — CA™? and ||d*E(2)(0ez, )| < 3

for a number 773 > 0 that we can still choose and for constants ¢; > 0 and C < oo that
only depend on N, @ and (%, g).
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Writing again u; = mn(z + tw) and w, = P,(w) for short, we have that for i = 1,2
(422)  dBE(2)(0.2D) = dEW)(0.2D) + d2E(2)(0.2D, w.) — /0 ()t

for

Ty = LdE(u;)(0-27)] — d*E(2)(w., 8-2")
= dE(ug)(L (P, 0-21)) + d®E(ug) (Lus, Py, 0-27) — d*E(2)(Pow, 9.2Y)

= /VutV(Put(%(Putagz(i)))) + d*E(uy)(Py,w + erry, Py, 0.2") — d*E(2)(Pow, 0.2).
As 0.2 <1 and 0.V ] < p,, we can use (3.4) to bound
|2 B () (Paw, Pu,(0:27) = dE(2) (Pow, 0.27)| S w2
while (3.1) and (4.11) ensure that also |d2E(ut)(errt,Put (8€z(i)))| < [Jwl?.

As Py, (&(Py,(0-2)) = =32, (v, —v2,0-29) Py, (dvn, (Pu,w+erry)) we can also bound

[ FuT P P02 5 [ lpn 19l 00Tl + ) + P00
< w2

and thus get that |Ty| < |lw||?.

For the variation z{" which satisfies (4.20), we hence obtain from (4.22) that
a2 < dE(u)(9.2M) + d?B(2) (0.2, w.) + C||w]|?
< Jlrg (@)l 2211022V 2 + CA(log \) % + Iy (@)l 2 (s2)) ] + Cllw2
S A (log A [y ()]s + A4 (1og A) + 170 (@) 22y + o2,
where norms are computed over ¥ unless stated otherwise and where we use that
1922 S ATH I+ Ae]) Iz ) S AT (log NES
Combined with Lemma 4.4, and after increasing A; if necessary, we hence obtain that
A2 < A (log A) I (w)l] 2 + log Allmy (w132 + (1og )17 (w) [ 42 + 17ga ()22
Thus either A= (log A)~2 < ||7y(u)| 2> and thus A1 < C||7y (w)|| 2 (1 + | log ||y (u)]| 12| 2)
or A1 < Cl1y, (W)l L2(s2), S0 in any case

(4.23) A7 S Imgge W)llzzgs2) + g ()22 (1 + [log |17 (w) ]| 12]2).

On the other hand, applying (4.22) for the variation 2t?) which satisfies (4.21) as well as
0.2 2 < C and using Lemma 4.4 gives

ITgge (@)l 2(s7) S A2+ 1dE(u)(9-2P))| + [d° E(2)(0-2%), w.)| + w2
SAT+ rg()l22110222 | 2 + msllwll= + esflw]-
<A (log )% + [y (w)| 12 (log A) 2 + (log A)* 7 (w) 72
+ (3 + €3)|I7g 0 (W)l L2(52)-
As we can assume that €3 and ns3 are chosen small enough we thus conclude that
(424)  7yg @)l 22(s2) S A*(log )% + 7 (w) | 22 (log A)# + ||y (w)|[7 (log A)*.
We can thus eliminate ||7,_, (w)|[z2(s2) from (4.23) and get

AN S AT log A+ [y ()2 [L + [1og g (w)l| 2] 2 + (log ) 2] + 17 (u) |72 (log A)*.
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For sufficiently large A\; we hence obtain our claimed bound (2.31) of

(4.25) AT < Cllrg(u)ll Loy [1 + [og [l (W)l 25 |2)]
Inserting this back into (4.24) and using (2.6) implies that also

1
(4.26) 750 (W)llor(s2) < CliTggs (W)llz2(s2) < Clirg(u)llL2(s) [1 + [og 79 ()l L2(s)]?)]
as asserted in (2.32). From Lemma 4.4 we then obtain the claimed bound (2.30), i.e.

(4.27) dist(u, Z) = [lwll> < Cllrg(u)]|L2(s) [1 + [og | 79 () [ L2()]2)]-

We now recall that E(2y*) — E(w) = O(A™?), compare Remark 3.9, and that |E(w) —
E ()| 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(@)] < |E(u) = E(2)| + |B(w) — E(@)| + CA™?
S [dE(z)(w)] +/O |AE(2)(w) — dE(ue)(w + erre)| dt + |7y, (W)][72 g2y + A7

S AT (log A2 [|wll: + [I7g40 (W)l o1 (s2yllwll + [1w]]2 + | Tgg0 (W) 7252y + A7
since |[dE(z)(w) — dE(uy)(w)| = | [ V2V(P.w) — Vuy V(P w) dog| < Cfwl|2.

Inserting the bounds (4.25), (4.26) and (4.27) on A, 7,4, (w) and [[w||, 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 (u,) be a sequence of almost harmonic maps which converges
to a simple bubble tree as described in the introduction. We let A\,,, a,, be parameters so
that (1.4) holds. From the definition of the adapted bubbles we hence obtain that

Ay, @

[Jep — Z;:,w||L°°(E,g) IV (un — 257)z2(s,g) — 0 as n — oo

where we work on a fixed fundamental domain of ¥ and use Euclidean respectively
hyperbolic translations to the origin to get a consistent choice of coordinates Fy,, 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(u,). It also implies that

the bubble scale ), of elements z, = z?"”w” € Z which minimise Z — ||u,, — Z||, is
controlled by (2.31). As Lemma 4.1 implies that the originally chosen A, are so that
An € [%)\n, 2\, we also get the same bound on A, and for the rest of the proof we can

assume that A, = A\, and a, = dn.

If @, is harmonic, which will always be the case in the integrable setting, we can simply
set w, = w,. Otherwise we use that the classical Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality (1.6)
implies that there exists a harmonic map w, : S — S2 which is C* close to & so that

(5.1) lwn — Gallacss) < Clr@anll sy < CT, % log Tl %

We note that the same type of estimate also holds for [|w, — @y | c1(s2) since both w,, and
@y, are elements of H{* (w). We can also use that

|@n 0 Tx, © Fa, — Zallcr(B,(an)) + 120 = @n(@*)lcr B, (an)) S An '

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 < ¢ and sufficiently large n

IV (un = wn 0T, © Fa,)lL2(B,, (@) + I VunllL2e\5,, (2))
< Cllwn — CDn”Cl(S?) + C)\El + |Jun = 20|z, < 07;172|10g7;z|%2
for the same exponent v2 € (0, 1] for which (1.6) holds.

(5.2)
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To establish the L2-estimate (1.10) we note that
o . _ _ 1
120 = @n(")llz2e) S AL+ 1A+ Aale) T z2@,,) S A7 (logAn)2 < Tu(log Tn),

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

2 — wn(P)L2(g) S Tallog Tal + llwn — @nllco < Tullog Tl + T2 log T | F
Finally, (1.11) follows from (2.30) and (5.1) since we have a lower bound of py, > caAn,
cp > 0, on discs DAS\;I. O

Proof of Corollary 1.3. Let N be an analytic manifold of any dimension, let (X, g) be a
closed surface of genus at least 1 and suppose that there exists an accumulation point
E<E*= min(E%., 2Bz, E(s, g+ Eg2) of the energy spectrum. Thus there are harmonic
maps u; : X — N with E(u;) # E(u;) for i # j and E(u;) — E. We note that the maps
u; cannot subconverge smoothly to a harmonic map us : ¥ — 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
Eg» and as E < 2Eg2 the corresponding bubble tree cannot contain multiple bubbles.
As E is also less than Eg2 + E(s.4), the base map must furthermore be trivial. Finally
the assumption that E< Eg, ensures that the bubble @ is not branched. We are hence
in the setting of Theorem 1.1 and the resulting estimate (1.8) implies that F(u;) = F(w)
for sufficiently large i leading to a contradiction. (I

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 t,, — oo along which the flow converges strongly
in H! to a (potentially trivial) harmonic map us : ¥ — N then Simon’s results from
[19] imply that the flow converges indeed along all ¢t — 00 t0 Uso.

We can thus assume that for every sequence ¢, — oo with ||74(u(t,))||L2 — 0 a subse-
quence of (u(t,)) converges to a non-trivial bubble tree. As the flow is not constant,
and thus F(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 w are all unbranched and have energy
E(w) = Ex = limy 00 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 A(t) which are chosen so that

E(u(t),Fa_(;)(ID))\(t)fl) = SUIE):E(U(t),Fa_l(D)\(t)71)) = %Esz,
ac

as this ensures that the obtained bubbles are contained in a compact subset K C
H?(X, N) of harmonic spheres: Indeed the upper bound of %Esz on the energy of the
maps u(t,) o (T, ) © Fa(tn))_l : 52 — 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 w,, to undergo bubbling itself.

As Theorem 2.5 is applicable on a suitable H' N L> neighbourhood of each & € K,
we can consider a finite cover of K by such neighbourhoods to deduce that there exist
e, A\, C >0 and v; > 1 so that the Lojasiewicz-estimate

(6.1) [E(u) = Eso| < Clirg(u)ll 7254 (L + og 179 (u)ll 2(2,9) 1)

Ran
2
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holds true for every u € H'(3, N) for which there exists © € K, a € ¥ and A > \ with

(6.2) ||u — Zi’wHHl(E,g) + ||u — Z;’w|‘L°°(E,g) < E.

We note that there exists 6o > 0 and T > 0 so that (6.2), and hence (6.1), holds true for
all u(t) with ¢t > T and ||74(u(t))|| 2 < do; indeed otherwise there would be ¢,, — co with
|7 (u(tn))]| L2 — 0 for which (u(t,)) does not have a subsequence converging to a simple
bubble tree.

As (6.1) is trivially true if ||7,(u(¢))|| L2 > do (after increasing C' if necessary) and as we
can assume that E(T) — E, < 3 we thus conclude that E4(t) := E(u(t)) — Fs satisfies

2
(6.3) 0 < Ey(t)7 |log Ba(t)| ™" < Collre(u(®) 132
for t > T and some Cy > 0 and thus
(6.4) — & Bu(t) = |y (u() 1325y > C5 " Ea(t) " |log Ea(t) ™"
We can now proceed as in [19] and [23] to establish the claimed convergence of the flow.
If 41 = 2 then (6.4) implies that

(log Ea(t))” > 2C5 ' (t — T) + (log Eq(T))” for t > T,

which allows us to conclude that E(t) — Fs < Ce—a1Vt,

2
If 41 € (1,2) then the above estimate implies that ¢ := Ey4~ 7 satisfies

Lo = Z0E, T g (ult))]

)
so we conclude that ¢ (t)(log ¥ (t) — 1)
bound of 1 (t) > ¢t(logt)~! for some ¢
decay of the energy.

> 22 log By ™! > cllogy) !

2
L2

> ( T) — (T)(log(T) — 1). The resulting
> 0 then gives the claimed bound (1.16) on the

Given any 0 < a < 2= we now fix § € (o, 'Yfgl) and note that (6.3) gives

(=i _1
Edu)ﬁ*wm(wuw > Ea(t)” 7 P log Ba(t)| 2 21
for sufficiently large t. We hence obtain that
d _
— g Ealt t)? = BES" |y (w)l|72(s) = Blirg(w) L2 (x)

allowing us to conclude that for sufficiently large t < ¢

(6.5) lu(t) — u(®)||z= < / lro(u(s))llz2 ds < CEa(t)”.

We now fix a sequence t,, — oo for which u(t,) converges to a simple bubble tree and
denote by a € ¥ the point at which the corresponding bubble w forms.

Applying the above estimate for £ = t,, and using that |lu(t,) — w(p*)||z> — 0 we get

(6.6) lu(t) = w(p*) L2 < CEa(t)”
for all sufficiently large ¢, which in particular implies (1.17).

To show that the point @ where the bubble forms is independent of the chosen sequence
and that the maps converge in C* 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 C* control on regions with low energy obtained in
[20].
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To be more precise, [20, Lemma 3.107], see also [23, Lemma 3.2], assures that there exists
g1 =¢e1(N) > 0so that for any Q C X, r € (0,inj(X, g)) and k € N there exists a constant
C so that following holds true: For any solution u of (1.12) which satisfies

sup E(u(t), Br(x)) < &1
(z,t)EQX[to,00)

we can bound [[u(t)||crq,) < C for t > tg+1 and Qr = {z € ¥ : dist(x,Q2) < 5}

Let now 2 be a fixed compact subset of X\ {a}. Asu(t,) — w(p*) strongly in H} (X\{a})
along the particular sequence of times ¢, — oo chosen above, we can choose r > 0 so
that sup,cq E(u(tn), Baor(z)) < 1 for all n. Lemma 3.3 of [23] and (6.5) then allow us
to bound
t
E(u(t), Br(2)) < E(u(tn), Bar(2)) + Cr=" [ ||7(u(s))||2ds < 31+ CE4(t)" < &

tn

for all x € Q2 and ¢ > ¢,, for sufficiently large n.

Similarly to the argument in [23] we then combine the resulting uniform bounds on
[u(t)l|ci(,y, I € N, from [20] mentioned above, with the L*-convergence of the flow using
2
an interpolation argument: To this end we recall the standard interpolation inequality
mo

61 Il < OIS M ey € = C@rmia,s)

which holds for all m; 2 € N with m; < s and follows inductively from integration by
parts. Given any k € N and any § > 0 we can apply this inequality for m; = s =k + 2
and my = ma(k, ) sufficiently large to conclude that, for I = k + 2 + meo,

1| revao) < CHfHLZ(QT)HfHHl(Q ) = CHfHLZ(Z)Hchl(m -

Choosing 6 > 0 so that (1 — §)3 > a and combining this with (6.6) and the uniform C!
bounds on u(t) on - hence gives the final claim of the theorem that

lu(t) = w@)lox@) < Clut) = w@)|ar2@) < Cllult) = wd*)|l 20 < CEa(t)=°
< CEy(t)°.
O

Proof of Corollary 1.6. As [8] excludes the existence of a harmonic map of degree +1
from a torus (T2, g) to S? any solution u(t) of harmonic map flow as considered in the
Corollary will be non-constant, so have E(u(t)) < 12w for ¢ > 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 47 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 127 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 87 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~“V?) since all Jacobi fields
along harmonic maps from S? to S? are integrable, see [11]. O
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APPENDIX A. DEFINITION OF H((w) 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 Ho(@) and to check that it has the properties stated in Lemma 2.1.

Let @ : S2 — S? be any harmonic sphere and let L := Lg be the Jacobi operator along
@ defined in (2.2), where here and in the following we work with the L? inner product
and consider L as an operator on maps w : S? — R¥ which are tangential to N along &.

The starting point of Simon’s argument is that since L := L, 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||cr+2.6 < Ck gl f||cr.s for any

keN, g>0.

As explained in [19] these properties of L ensure that A/ : Ck*2:8 — CFF defined by
N(w) = Pt (w) + Py 7y, (v (@ + w)))

is so that the inverse function theorem yields a map ¥ : Uy, ¢ C*? — U, c CF+2F8
between suitable neighbourhoods U 2 of 0 in rot? (W*TN) and rettr (W*T'N) so that
[W(f) = ¥(g)ller+zs SIIf —gllors and

N oW =1dy, and ¥ o N = Idy,.
As Prer(L)™ N(v)) = Pker(L)L(Pw (Tggo (TN (@ +v))) we have
PR (P (ry, (v (@ + W (w))) = PO (N 0 B (w)) = PRy,
This not only implies that the finite dimensional manifold
H(w) == {nn(@+ T(w)) : w € ker LNU; }
contains all harmonic maps which are sufficiently close to @, but also that
(A1) Py (1yy, (w)) € ker(L) for every w € H(w).

From the equivalence of norms on the finite dimensional space ker(L) and the fact that
lw — & gr+2.6 will be small if we work on suitably small neighbourhoods U, 2 we hence
get that for w € H(D)

(42) I @llor < CllPaTy @llox < CllPatyy @)z < Cllrgus @)z
Let now Vo(w) C ker(L) be so that
ker(L) = Vo(@) ® Vmsb (@) for Vs (&) == Tp{@ o M : M € M&b(S?)}
splits L? orthogonally and set
(A.3) Ho(w) :=={rn (@ + T(w)) : w € Vo(w) N }.
This codimension 6 submanifold of H(w) C CF+2# clearly satisfies (2.5) while (2.6)
follows from (A.2).
Furthermore, for any w = 7y (& + ¥(w,,)) € Ho(w) with 7,4, (w) # 0 we can split
Pi(Tgg () = PO (Pyy, (w)) + PO Py, (w)) € ker(L),
set T := H7952 (w)|lzz and consider (for e near 0)
w® =y (@0 + U(w, — ZPYO (P, (w)))) € Hol).
The equivalence of norms on ker(L) implies that at ¢ =0
10:w [l orrzis < OT HIPY @ (Pary, ()llors < OT PO (Pary, ()22 < C

for a constant C' that only depends on @ and k.
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The conformal invariance of the energy ensures that 7,_, (w) is L*-orthogonal to Vasn(w) =
T{wo M, M € Mob(5?)}. As d¥(0)|xer(z) = Id we can thus bound
17792 (@) +0:0 [ 12 = 2 P )7y, (w) — dmy () (A (we) (PY) (Po g, ()] 2
< CO(Jw = wller + l[wollers) <1

provided the neighbourhoods U » are chosen sufficiently small.

As a consequence we obtain that

FBWE) =~ (1, ), 0w 12 > Flrye, W72 — I7g00 (W)ll2 = [I7g00 @)l 2,

which establishes the final property of the manifold H (%) 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 éi’w =woM )\b :
S% — N where M?(z) = ma(m= () — b).

Lemma B.1. Given any harmonic sphere w and any o1 > 0, there exists €3 > 0 so that
(B.1) 12 — Abwl\Ab>2€3

whenever w,& € HI' (W) and A\, X > 0 are either so that A"\ ¢ [1,2] or so that w €
HET (@) while & € HT (@) \ HI™ (@).

Furthermore, given any e > 0 there exists § > 0 so that

||,\b<25

(B.2) IE3S S Z~ ||Loo(52) < Le whenever ||z — ?\

Here we consider the norms on H*(S? R") defined by

(B.3)

2,1 bi21,,12
_ /S Vol + Les VM o) doge
for ¢y as in Remark 3.3 and use that these norms satisfy

(B.4) (oM, 5o My = (v,0)10  v,b€ H(S*RY).

Proof of Lemma B.1. Thanks to (B.4) it is enough to consider the case where A = 1 and
24
b=0s020% =w e HJ (V). We can then use that the closure of F; := {Ab“’ O¢HITY

Abw

1
respectively Fy = : A ¢ [3,2]} in H' is disjoint from the compact sets Hj”'

1
respectively H7'. Thus the H'-distance between Fy and H?”" and between Fy and H{*
is positive and which yields the first claim of the lemma.

>41

a,

As we can assume that 0 < e3 it then suffices to prove the second claim for maps z

>/

with A € [1,2]. As such maps satisfy uniform C? bounds we obtain (B.2) from Ehrling’s
lemma applied to C?(S?, gg2) CC L*>®(S2, gg2) — L*(5?%, gg2). O

Proof of Lemma 4.1. As we may assume that e3 < min,, ¢ 371 (g ||Vw||L2(Sz) as well as

that Az is sufficiently large we have that (4.1) is trivially true if e1ther A ¢ [C7I\,C)\ or
d(a,a) > CA~! for a suitably large constant C.
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In particular we can assume that ds(a,a) < Ca 1 < %L, which ensures that the deriva-

tives of the adapted bubbles z{*“, 23" respectively of the corresponding harmonic spheres

77X
20¢ and %ﬂ(a),w are of order O(A™1) outside of B;(a) respectively (DD, ) C S?. As the
functions representing zy"*, zg’a’ in the isothermal coordinates on B;(a) agree upto H'-

(a),

errors of order O(A~!) with the functions representing ég’w and 25” “ in stereographic

coordinates we thus have
a,w a,w 20,w JFa(a),w —
V2™ = V22| Loy = VAR = VA @2 Lo gy + O,

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 order O(A~! log())*/?)
since [ p3|z[*dz = O(A"?log())), compare Remark 3.3. In both cases we hence get that

a,w 2 2 a a 1~ - l
2 = 22%aw = 120% — 7@€ 0 + O log(M)?)

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

Similarly, given ¢ > 0 and choosing § > 0 small enough so that (B.2) holds, it suffices
to ensure that Az(log \3)~/? > C(min(e,§))~! 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. O

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 (be) C R?,
(ac) €%, (M) C [A,00) and (w®)) € HJ*(S?) we have that 2. = éii’w(g) satisfies

(B.5) CilnasésH)\a,ba < /\;1|35/\€| + Has‘*J(E)HC2 + Ae|Oeac| < C||a€£'€”>\a,ba

while the adapted bubbles z. = zii’w(a) € Z satisfy

(B.6) C_lHaezes”zs < )‘€_1|a€)‘8| + HGEW(E)HC? + AelOcae| < Cl|Oeze .
and
(B.7) HasngHLz(Z) < C’)\E_1|(9€/\5| + CAc|0:zac| < C0:2e . -

Proof of Lemma B.2. For variations of w = 20 € H7' (&) the estimate (B.5) easily
follows as H{' (&) is a compact subset of a finite dimensional submanifold of C*(S?, N)
which is t(rgz}nsversal to the action of the Mobius transforms. We can then consider
Aig(&:b“)’w 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 zii’w(a) ~ 0 on X\ B;(a:) and

- ~ -aa,w(g) ~
(Fit (@) = 7n [0 (Fara () + 555 (Fap a0 (2))] ~ & (@ — be) on D,

2

zgf’“’(g)
1=

where F,_ o, == F,_ o Fa_o1 and b 1= —Fy_ 4,(0) = —F,_(ao).
A short calculation shows that at € = 0 we indeed have
e yw(® Cw® _ - cw®
19235 Hlno 0,50 m(0 ) + 196 [235 0 Fi = &3 (= )] Ixary + 1925, s o

S C)\il()\71|85>\5| + )\|8€a€| + ||a€w€HCZ(5‘2)),

o)

so (B.6) follows from (B.5) after replacing C' by 2C and after possibly increasing ;.
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We finally recall that the weight does not depend on the underlying map w(®) € HJ* (@)

and is given by p.ew(p) = W on B,(a) while paw = w% elsewhere. The
a o

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

2
030 = [ |on(emm)| dor 0 < 02
0

and

2
dvg

[0cpuge ey = |
Pz L2(%) B.(a)

F.(p)|?
< O)‘6||85F‘15||2L°°(BL)/B " %dvg < C)\2|65a6|2.

O ( 1+/\2|1§a5(p)|2)

O

To obtain Lemma 3.4 we first note that a short calculation shows that for variations with
ATHON + (10w c2 + A|dza| = O(1) and for e = A\y' A,  be = —F,_(ao) we have

(e) _ (e)
ae,w —1 1 _ sAobe ,w —1
0e2)° oF, tomy = 0:2," + O\

on the subsets m\ (Do) which exhaust S? as A — oo, while 8€(z§jw(£) —w®)(p*)) is of
order O(A™1) in HY N L (X \ Byy-1(ag)).

Let now {e%® le be an on basis of X;. For any fixed j we consider a variation
(be, pre,w®) of (0,1,&) so that e5° = 8€£§Z’w(5) and, for 7 sufficiently large, correspond-
ing variations aj with \jd.b. = —0.Fu:(ao), Aj = Aipe and w®D in HT' (@) so that
D-w®) — d.w in C1(S?).

The above error estimates ensure that the resulting elements éz- = d%|gzoziéw(l’£) of
T.,Z converge to €° in the sense described in the lemma. As we furthermore have

that (€%, €})., = d;x + 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 2A\~! < rq as the claim is trivially true for \ in a
bounded range as p, > cA!, c=¢(%,g) > 0.

As p;2dvg > A% dvg, on Dyy-1, ¢ = %, we can bound, writing for short w = w o F,

a1t
w2 > cAQ/ [@[*da > cA/ / i@ (re™)[2d6 dr-.
Dyy—1\Dy—1 A1 S1

We can thus choose r € [A™1,2A71] so that | fg, @(re”)| < C|lwl|. and hence bound

][ w(roe’) dﬁ} < C|lwll. Jr][ / |0,0(se™)| ds db
S St Jr
< COllwl|: + Cllog(ro) — log(r)] * ||V 12(s5) < Clog A)* [|w]

As a standard compactness argument gives ‘ fon ()W dSg — f w duyg

S C”vw”LQ(Z,g)

for some C' = C(X,g) we hence obtain the claim (2.27) from the above bound on
faBL(a) wdSy = fg1 w(ree'®)do. .
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