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A variational approach to S'-harmonic maps
and applications

Filippo Gaia* and Tristan Riviere!
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Abstract: We present a renormalization procedure for the Dirichlet Lagrangian for maps
from surfaces with or without boundary into S*, whose finite energy critical points are the S!-
harmonic maps with isolated singularities. We give some applications of this renormalization
scheme in two different frameworks. The first application has to do with the renormalization of
the Willmore energy for Lagrangian singular immersions into Kdahler-Einstein surfaces while
the second application is dealing with frame energies for surfaces immersions into Fuclidian
spaces.
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I Introduction

I.1 S'—harmonic maps with point singularities

A map u € C*®(B",S™ 1) is by definition a smooth harmonic map from an n—dimensional
Euclidian ball into a m — 1 dimensional sphere in R™ if

AuANu=0 in B". (I.1)

where A is denoting the standard negative Laplacian on B". Equation ([l can be interpreted
as follows: at any point x € B™ the Laplacian of the map w is orthogonal to the tangent space
of the sphere at u(z):

VeeB" Aul Tu(x)Sm_l . (12)

This condition generates a non-linear equation known as the harmonic map equation
—Au =u|Vul* in B". (1.3)

This equation is in fact variational in the sense that it is the Euler-Lagrange Equation of the
Dirichlet Energy

1
E(u) := —/ |Vul? do"™ . (1.4)
2 /p
More precisely smooth solutions to (L2) are smooth critical points of E among maps taking

values into S™! for the following variations

d
Vo € Cg°(B",R™) T

t
E (M) —0. (L5)
=0 \|uttel
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Considering harmonic maps which are smooth exclusively is bringing to numerous limitations.
For instance, given a smooth map gy : 0B% — S? of topological degree 0 it is still unknown if
the following problem has a smooth solution

—Au =u|Vul* in B?
(1.6)
u = go on 0B3 |

while it has been proved (see [19]) by a pure minimization procedure in the Sobolev space
W,?(B?,5%) of maps with finite Dirichlet energy and trace equal to go that there exists a
solution to ([.G) with isolated singularities. In fact, there exist boundary data gy for which any
minimizer must have point singularities (see [10]). These singularities have a unique tangent

cone of the form .
uO:xEB?’HHGSQ, (1.7)
x
modulo the composition by an isometry R € O(3). Observe that in one dimension lower the
map
z
uo:zeDzwmeSl. (1.8)
is still harmonic away from the origin (in the sense above) but is missing to have finite Dirichlet
energy by very little since |Vug| ~ |z|~! and only belongs to the Weak Marcinkiewicz Space
or Lorentz Space L*>*>°(D?) (see the beginning of section II) but does not belong to L*(D?).
Nevertheless g satisfies a weak version of (LI) in the form

div(u AVu) =0 in D'(D?) . (1.9)

The weak solutions to (L9) with point singularities were until now considered as “semi vari-
ational” in the sense that they solve a weak version of an Euler-Lagrange equation for a La-
grangian, the Dirichlet energy of maps into the circle, which is infinite for these solutions. In
the pioneer work on the subject by F.Bethuel, H.Brezis and F.Hélein [2] these S!'—harmonic
maps are obtained as weak limit of critical points of the Ginzburg-Landau energy

1 1
E.u) = /D IVl + (1~ Juf?)? do? (1.10)

One of the drawbacks of these variational formulations is that they are requiring a renormal-
ization procedure due to the asymptotic production of infinite energy and this renormalization
can generate tedious and lengthy analysis. Another drawback from these approaches comes
from the difficulty to deal with “natural” boundary conditions.

The main purpose of the present work is to remedy to these difficulties and to present
a direct variational formulation of singular solutions to ([.9). This formulation in particular
enable to treat more general boundary conditions than the ones considered in the Ginzburg-
Landau theory. The original motivation for our work is related to the theory of Hamiltonian
stationary Lagrangian surfaces and is explained in section V.1.1l

In order to explain our approach we take the simplest framework of maps from C into S*.
Let g : C — S' C C such that Vg € L?»*°(C). We proceed to the Hodge decompositio
in L?*(C) of g7'Vg : there exist two real valued functions a, and b, with Va, and Vb, in
L*°°(C) such that

g 'Vg=iVta, +iVb, (1.11)

1

By g7 Vg we denote the complex multiplication of g~ with 9., ¢ and 9,,g respectively.



where V*- := (=0,,",0,,-). Using complex coordinates, (LI1]) becomes also

_,0g da _0b
14 _ _ 779 it}
= = 49 = (I.12)

which is equivalentﬁ to

0 )
% (eagflbg g) =0 (113)

For instance, let’s assume that g is an S'—harmonic map satisfying (L) equal to the following
product of elementary maps of the form (L8]

Q
2) :Hf_pf H‘z_qﬂ (1.14)

Z_pj j=1 _QJ

on C. This gives
Ly, _ Q i, _ .
IVg—ZE:V|Z p] _Z-E:V|Z C_Ij|_

Thus we can choose b, = 0 and

Zlo ,

z—qj
and
Q@

j=1
is meromorphic. It is then natural to introduce a “regularization” of this map by taking its
inverse stereographic projection into CP! :

o= " (e"g) (1.16)

The map we have generated through this procedure is a conformal harmonic map into S*. We
will call it the “S? lift” of the S! valued map g.
We then naturally introduce the following definitions.

u

Definition I.1. Let g € W'?(D? St for some p > 1. Let b, be the unique solution to

Ab, = div (—ig~'Vyg) in D?

(L17)
by, =0 on OD?.
Let a, € WHP(D?, R) with average 0 on D* and u, such that
Via, = —ig'Vg—Vb, and u,:=7 '(e"g) , (I.18)

where 7 is the stereographic projection from S* into C sending the north pole to zero. We call
ug the “S? lift of g”. We introduce the “renormalized Dirichlet Energy” of g the be the following

enerqy X
E(g) == 1 /D2 (|Vug|2 + |ng|2) dx?

g

2This computation is performed as a matter of illustration and at this stage we implicitly assume enough
regularity on a4 and b, for e?s to define a distribution and the chain rule to hold.
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Remark 1.1. Observe that the previous definition given for the flat disc extends word by word
to the simply connected Riemann surfaces C and CP'. This is also the case for a general
closed Riemann surface ¥ with or without boundary, modulo the addition of the L? norms of
the harmonic forms involved in the Hodge decomposition of g~ 'dg.

The motivation for the denomination “renormalized Dirichlet Energy” is justified by the
following fact: assume that g € W1?(D? S') is equal to 1 on the boundary, then g admits a
lift ¢ € W&’Q(D2,R) such that g = €. Thus b, = ¢ and

&)= Blo) = 5 [ Vo o

The advantage of £ over E is that it can be finite still allowing g to have point singularities
of the form (L8). In particular, if g is defined as in (LI4)) then the renormalized energy &
(computed as an integral over the whole C) is equal to

E(g) =2mQ

for any choice of points py, ..., pg, q1, ..., qg in C.
To see this observe that since u, is holomorphl(ﬁ

1 1 1
2 /|Vug|2d:c2 =3 / uydvolg: = 547? deg(uy)
C C

and by considering the preimages of points in a neighbourhood of the north or the south pole
we see that

deg(ug) = Q.

We recall from [6], [4] and that the obstruction for approximating strongly an arbitrary map
g € WH(D?,S1) by smooth maps into S! is given by the distribution

div(ig'V*g) .
More precisely, it is proven in [4] (Theorem 3’) that for such a map g € W''(D? S') there
exists an at most countable family of pairs of points p; € D? and integers d; such that

div(ig™'V'g) =21 did,, |
iel

and the convergence has to be understood in the sense that there exists an at most count-

able family of segments with integer multiplicity such that, denoting J the associated integer
rectifiable current,

0J = Zdﬁpi and inf{M(J) ; 0J = Zdicspi} S/ Vg| dx?
D2

el el

Here M (J) denotes the mass of the 1—current J.
We have moreover for any sequence g, € C*(D?, S1) satisfying

gr — g a.e.
/ |Vg| dz® + 27 inf{ ; 0J = Zd Opi } < hmmf/ |Var| da?
D2 el +o0 2

3Notice that the map u, can be extended to an holomorphic map on CP!, therefore its degree is well defined.
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and the inequality is optimal for any ¢ (see Theorem 1’ in [4]).
For a detailed description of maps in WhH1(0D?, S1) we refer to [5] (especially Chapters 1 and
2).
The mass distribution
>,
el
is also called topological singular set of g (see [11]).

In the present work we are interested in the subspace of maps in W1?(D? S1) such that
this mass distribution is discrete.

Definition 1.2 (Isolated/finite topological singularities). Let g € WP(D? S for some p > 1.
Assume that

div(ig™'V'g) =21 > d;6,,, (1.19)

el

where I is an at most countable index set and for any i € I p; € D* and d; € Z. Assume
also that the points p; in D? are isolated. Any such map will be referred to as a WP Sl-
valued map with isolated topological singularities or S'-valued map with discrete
topological singular set.

Now assume that gy = glop> € WHHOD?, S1). Assume that there exist Q €N, p; € D? d; € Z
for anyi € {1,...,Q} so that

Q Q
i aomem Yy diem Y di=o
oD?2

i=1 i=1
pi€D? p;€0D?

and assume that for any p; € 8_DQ d; s evertl.

Assume that for any ¢ € C*(D?)

Q Q
/ igT'VigVe = _i/a $90 ' Oogo — 21 D> did(pi) =7 Y did(pi).
D? D2 i=1 i=1

Di gDQ Di GiaD2

In this case we refer to the points p; € D? as topological singularities of g and we say that
g has finitely many topological singularities in D?. U

The following theorem, which is one of the main results of the present work, gives the
sequential weak completeness of S'-valued maps with discrete topological singular set under
controlled “renormalized Dirichlet Energy” and the sequential weak completeness of S*-valued
maps with finitely many topological singularities in D? under controlled “renormalized Dirichlet
Energy” and controlled W !-norm at the boundary.

Theorem L1. ) Let (gi)ren be a sequence of maps in Wh>*) (D2, SY) uniformly bounded
in WHP(D? SY) for some p > 1 and such that for any k € N gy has isolated topological
singularities in D?.

Assume that
limsup £(gx) < +00 . (1.20)

k——4o00

4This assumption will be clarified in Remark



Then there exists a subsequence gr and a map goo € VV;)’C(Q’OO) NWLP(D? SY) with isolated
topological singularities such that

loc

E(goo) < Eminféf(g;) and  Vgy — Vg  weakly in L' (D?) . (1.21)
'—+o00

g

b) Let go € WHINHz=(8D?2,5%). Let (gx)ren be a sequence of S'-valued map in W'#(D?2, %)
or some p > 1 (where p might depend on k) with finitely many topological singularities
Jor some p p mig p Y y topolog g
in D? and with trace equal to gy on 0D?. Assume that

limsup €(g) < oo. (I.22)

k——+o0

Then there exists a subsequence gy and a W) St yalued map goo with finitely many
topological singularities in D? such that

E(go) < Eminfg(gk) and  Vgp — Vs weakly in L7:2°(D?).
'—400

loc

g

One important step in the proof of Theorem [[1] consists in the following a-priori estimate
on the number of the topological singularities of a function g € W?(D? S1).

Theorem 1.2. Let g0 € WH'(OD?,S"). Assume that g € W'P(D? S') (for some p > 1) is
an S*-valued map with finitely many topological singularities in D?. Assume that either no
topological singularities lie on 0D?* or go € WhHi N H%(ﬁDQ). Then

Q
Z|dz‘ < C[E(g) + 10sgoll L1 op2)] - (1.23)
i=1

for some universal constant C' > 0. U

Remark 1.2. We believe that Theorem[L.d remains true even if we do not assume a priori that
g has finitely many topological singularities in D2: the finiteness of the number of singularities
should be a consequence of the finiteness of E(g) combined with the Wtt-bound at the boundary.
The Whl-bound at the boundary seems necessary and it could be that another bound with the
same scaling property such as g € HY2(0D?,S") does not imply the finiteness of the number of
topological singularities. O

The next Theorem is the third main result of the present paper, it says that the critical
points of £ are S'—harmonic maps and vice versa.

Theorem 1.3. Let g € W'P(D? S1) be as in Definition[[ 1. Assume that
E(g) < oo.

Then g solves the weak S* harmonic map equation (L) if and only if g is a critical point of
the "renormalized Dirichlet Energy” for smooth variations in the target, that is

a

00 2
Vi € C°(D*,R) g

E(ge™) = 0.
t=0

Moreover, if g has isolated topological singularities g solves the weak S'-harmonic map equation
(L) if and only if its lift u, is a conformal harmonic map into S*.

>While the slightly stronger assumption Al/4g € L21(0D?, S*) (where L?!(9D?) is the Lorentz space pre-
dual of the weak L? space L%>°(9D?)) should imply that g has finitely many topological singularities in DZ2.
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The behaviour of £ under variations of different type is adressed in Remark [3|
Combining the results above and the fact that any map in W1(9D? S') admits a finite “renor-
malized Dirichlet Energy” extension (see Lemma M) we obtain the following result.

Corollary I.1. Let go € WH'(9D?, S'), then there exists an S'-harmonic map G minimizing
£ among the functions g € WH2)(D2 S with finitely many singularities in D% and satisfying
9glapz = go-

Remark 1.3. It is still an open question to know whether or not in Corollary [[1l the degrees
are all equal to +1 and whether Q) is equal to the topological degree of go. One could also wonder
if one should expect singularities to be located at the boundary or not. While these questions
are settled in [2] thanks to the careful analysis of the diverging part of the Ginzburg-Landau
energy (i.e. the coefficient in front of loge™'), in the present situation there is no such leading
diverging term imposing restrictions on the configuration (d;,p;) and these questions are left
open at this stage. O

We conclude this introduction with the following open problem.

Open problem I.1. A more natural trace space than W'1(0D? S') to consider for S'-
harmonic map is the trace space HY*(0D?,SY). In particular it would be interesting to in-
vestigate whether any trace in HY/2(0D?,SY) admits a finite “renormalized Dirichlet Energy”
extension - we believe this is the case - and if there exist finite energy extensions (minimal or
not) with infinitely many singular points accumulating at the boundary. This last fact cannot
be excluded a priori.

The paper is organized as follows.
In chapter IT we recall the definition of some of the functions spaces we will be using throughout
the paper and we fix some notations. We then present some preliminary results about the energy
and the functions introduced in Definition [l
In section III we give a proof of Theorem [L1] and Theorem [L2l In section IV we give a proof
of Theorem [L3l
In section V we present two applications of the ideas introduced in this work: the first has to
do with the renormalization of the Willmore energy for Lagrangian singular immersions into
Kéhler-Einstein surfaces while the second is dealing with frame energies for surfaces immersions
into Euclidian spaces.
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II Notation and preliminary results

II.1 Notation

Let Q C R™ be a domain. Recall that a function f : Q — R is said to belong to the weak L?
space L>*(Q,R) if f is measurable and

[flr2e := sup{rds(7)7, v > 0}

is finite, where

dp(a) = L ({z € Q: [f(2)] > a}).



[|p2. is a quasi-norm on L*>*(Q,R) and L**(,R) can be made into a Banach space by
introducing a norm ||-|| 2.~ equivalent to [-|;2.~ (as quasi-norm) (see Exercise 1.1.12 in [7]).
We also recall the definition of the following space:

WhE(Q R) = {u € D'(Q), Vu e L>*}.
WH22)(Q,R) is a Banach space with norm

[fllwreeo = [z + [V Fllz2ee.

Observe that
[Flwree = ||V £l L2ee

defines a semi-norm on WhHZ>)(Q R). At times it will be usefull to consider the space
Wh2>)(Q) obtained as the quotient of Wh(2>)(Q) by the constant functions. W(2°)(Q)
is again a Banach space and the seminorm [-]jy1..) induces a norm on W1H2)(Q).

In the following we will often consider functions with values in C ~ R2. Sometimes it will
be convenient to look at this space as C, while in other occasion as R?. To avoid confusion, we
will denote the complex multiplication of two elements «, 5 € C as

ap,

while we will denote their R2?-scalar product as

a- .

Moreover, when considering the product of gradients we will use the following notation: if
f,g:R? = R"

2 n
<VVg>=Y ) 0009
i=1 j=1
I1.2 Degree of a map between manifolds

We briefly recall here the notion of degree of a map between smooth manifolds, as we will make
large use of it in the present article. For more details see Chapter 7 in [I].

Let M and N be two oriented, compact, connected smooth n—manifolds without boundary.
Let f: M — N be a smooth map. For any regular value y € N of f let

deg(f,y)= > sendf,

zef~1(y)

where sgn df, = 1 if df, is orientation preserving and sgn df, = —1 if df, is orientation reversing.
One can show that deg(f,y) does not depend on the choice of y, therefore we can define the
degree of f as

deg(f) = deg(f,y)

for any regular value y € N of the map f.
The degree of f can also be characterized as follows: deg(f) is the only integer such that for

any smooth n—form w on N
/ ffw= deg(f)/ w.
M N



When M = N = S, the notion of degree of a map from M to N can be extended to continuous
maps. In fact given a continuous map f : S' — S! and a continuous parametrization ¢ : [0, 1] —
St of S! as a closed curve (with ¢(0) = ¢(1)) one can show that there exists a continuous lift

f:[0,1] — R such that

foo(x)=ed® viesh
Then the degree of f is defined as

1 /-

deg(f) = 5 (f(1) = ).

I1.3 Preliminary results for general g

In this subsection and in the next we collect some preliminary results for functions ¢ as in
Definition [L1l Here we do not make further assumptions on ¢ (in particular we do not assume
that ¢ has isolated or finitely many topological singularities). In the next subsection we will
focus on functions with finitely many topological singularities.

Lemma 1. Let g € W'?(D? S) (for some p > 1) be as in Definition[[ 1 and assume that

E(g) < 0.
Let
6296
'R R i —
f:R =R, xl—><1+€2$)2
Then
1
E(g) = /DQf(ag) (IVg|* +|Va,]?) +Z/Dg|vz;g|2. (11.24)
Moreover

/ f(ag)|Va,|* :/ |V arctan e |?
D2 D2
and if by, = 0 in D?

e@)=2 [ ra)lval:

Proof. We compute

1 - a a 2 1
&= [ |Dr g Dieng)+ 1 [ Vb
4 D2 4 D2
Now ) Dt oD
D -1/ a4 D ag :71) ag :26g g egg aQ.
T (e*g) D(e*g) T+ JewgP? (e"g) T
Therefore
1
5(9)2/ f(ay) (|vg|2+|v%|2)+1/ Vb, |* (I1.25)
D? D2

(here we used the fact that since g takes values in S', g- Dg = 0).
Moreover let

H:R—R, x> arctane”,



then H' = f2 and H o a, € W (D?) with
V(H oay) = (f(ay))? Va,.

Therefore
[ HapIVa = [ [Vt oa)? = [ [Varctanen]
D2 D2 D2

Finally, if b, = 0 in D? then
—ig~'Vg = VLag,

therefore
Vgl = [Vay|

and so it follows from ([L.25)) that

e@)=2 [ ra)lval:

0
Lemma 2. Let g € W'?(D? S) (for some p > 1) be as in Definition [[ 1 and assume that
E(g) < oc.
Let A
g=ge ™.
Then g € W' (D2, SY) with p' = min{p, 2}, a; = a,, b; = 0 and
1
e0)=2 [ rapVas [ (s g ) 9P
D2 D2
- 1
~£(5)+ | <f(ag) ¥ Z) Vb, .
D2
where [ 1s as in Lemma [1.
In particular
£(g) < E(g).
Proof. We compute A
V§=e"Vg—ige Vb,
Therefore g € W' (D?, S), where p’ = min{p, 2}, and
§7'Vi=g"'Vg—iVb,=iV=a,.
Thus
azg = ag and bz = 0.
By Lemma [ there holds
£@) =2 fla)Va,p (11.26)
D
and
1
E(g) = . flag) IV ag + Vb [* + [Vag|*) + 7| Vby|* (11.27)
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Now we claim that
. f(ag)V*ta, Vb, = 0. (11.28)

In fact let |

F:RoR 1 ——
2(e? +1)

then F' = f, therefore
flag)Vtay, = VH(F oay).
Now for any ¢ € C°(D? R)
fla)V*ta,Vop=— | V(Foa,)V+¢= [ Foa,div(V*e)=0. (I1.29)
D2 D2 D2
As b, € W,*(D?) there exists a sequence (¢p)nen in C2°(D?) such that
¢n — b, in WH2(D? R).

Now notice that by Lemma [I]

/ F(ag)Va,? < / F(ay)Vay|? < oo,
D2 D2

therefore

/ flag,)V+ta,Vb, = lim [ f(a,)V+a,Ve, = 0.
D2 n—oo

D2
This concludes the proof of (IL2S).
Now by ([L.27)

£0) = [ 1) @190, + [Vb) + 11b P

Comparing with (IL26]) we obtain

elo) =@+ [ (1la)+5) IV

Then in particular
£(g9) < E(9)-

II.4 Functions with finitely many topological singularities

In this subsection we first give a more explicit expression for maps ¢ as in Definition [L1] (and
their corresponding a,) when ¢ has finitely many topological singularities in D?. We will then
show that for any boundary datum gy € W1(0D? R) it is possible to find an extension in D?
with finite renormalized Dirichlet Energy.

Lemma 3 (A more explicit form for a). Let go € WH'(0D? S"). Let Q € N and for any
ie{l,...Q} let p; € D? and d; € Z. Assume that

Q Q
2/ galaggo+2ﬂ2di+7r Z d; = 0.
0D?

i=1 i=1
pi€D? pi€0D?

11



For anyi € {1,...,Q} assume that whenever p; € 0D2,ﬁ s even.
Let a € WHY(D? R) and assume that for any ¢ € C>(D?)

Q Q
[Lvevo =i [ oo —on S o) - 30 Aot ma0)

pi€D? pi€OD?
Let
Q
O(z) := Zdi log|lz —p;| and a(z) :=a(x) — P(x) (I1.31)
i=1
for any x € D*. Then
a=a+ P
and for for any ¢ € C=(D?)
/ VaVe¢ = 0B, (11.32)
D2 oD?
where
Q 1 Q
P ) _1 . J— . _ = .
6(1‘) = —9, 8990 - ; dzaulog|x pl| 2 ; dz-
p¢€_D2 piG_aDQ

for any x € OD?. In particular a is harmonic in D?.

Proof. Observe that if p € D?

/ VoV loglz —p| = lim/ ¢ 0, log|x — p| (I1.33)
D? ¢20Ja(D2 < B.(p))
1
- ¢ 0, log|z — p| — lim o=
oD? =0JoB.p) €

= ¢ 0, loglz — p| — 27H(p).

oD2
On the other hand, if p € 0D?
/ VoV log|lz — p| = lim ¢ 0, loglx — p| (I1.34)
D2 e=0 Ja(D2 B.(p))
) 1
— lim Gt IR ¢-
=0 Jop2 By 1T — Dl 20 Jop.(pnp2 €
1
-3 ¢ —79(p)
oD2

where we used the fact that for any x,p € 0D?

(r—p)-x _l-z-p p-(p—=)
jz—pP  Jr—pP  |z—p

and therefore

(x—p)-x 1(@—-p)-(x—p) 1

e —pP> 2 Je—p? 2
Thus the function a defined in ([L31]) satisfies ([L.32)). O
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Remark 1. Whenever a € W'P(D?) satisfies (IL.30) we will say that a is a solution of
Aa=2rY% did, inD?
d,a = —igy ' Dpgo on 0D?.

Corollary 1 (A more explicit form for g). Let g be a S'-valued map in WP (for somep > 1)

with finitely many topological singularities in D?. Assume that a, in the Hodge decomposition
(L 18) satisfies the assumptions of Lemmald. Then g has the following form:

Q Z—p; —di
g(z):H(\z—pA) e'?,

i=1

where
Y = %(dg) + bg

up to an additive constant. Here a is the function introduced in ([L.31) and H(a) denotes the
harmonic conjugate of a in D?, i.e.

VH(a,) = V*a, and H(a,)(0) = 0.
Proof. The result follows from Lemma B and the fact that for any p € D?

V() sl

é:; |Z _p|

(11.35)

O

The following Lemma shows that for any given go € WH1(9D? S') the class of functions
g € WhZ=)(D2 81 with g|sp2 = go, with finitely many topological singularities and with

E(g) < o0

is not empty.

m

Lemma 4. Let d € Z. Let g9 € WHH(0D?,SY) with deg(go) = d. Then there exist g
Wh22) (D2 SY) as in Definition L1 with finitely many topological singularities such that glgp> =
go and

E(uy) < 0.

More precisely, there exists a map

Eaty: Wagy_4(0D? S') — W'2(D?, S?)

m

sending a boundary datum go to a function u, as in (L16) corresponding to a function g
WL2e0) (D2, SY) with finitely many topological singularities, with glap2 = go, and so that

IVgllz2ee < C (llgollwrr + d])

for some constant C' and

1 , T2
3 [Vug|® < EHaegoHLl(aD?) + 4rl|d].
D2
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Proof. Let go € WH(9D?, S1) with deg(go) = 0. Then there exists a lift ¢y € C*°(S!, R) such
that
go = €% on OD?.

Let ¢ be the solution of the Cauchy problem
Ap=0 in D?
¢=¢y on 0D
and let g = ¢’ in D? . Then by Lemma 2 g € WH2>) (D2 S') with
IVgllz2e < Cligollwa

ang ¢ has no topological singularities in D2. Let a : D? — R so that
/ a=0 and V¢ = Vta
D2

and let

u, = eg) = 7 (")
as in (LI6). Let’s consider first the case where gy € C*(9D?,S"). In this case all the functions
considered so far are smooth and the map w, (and its continuous extension to D?, which we

will also denote by u,) does not take the south poles of 5% as a value.
Let

A:D?2— S% (1) (90(e"), 10(uglap2 (")), (11.36)

here the first coordinate of S? is the azimuth angle as an element of the equator, while the second
is the polar angle (measured in radians with respect to the north pole), and 6(uy|gpz(e™))
denotes the polar angle of the point uy|sp2(e*?). So A is a parametrization of one of the two
connected components of S? delimited by ug’ ap2» the one containing the north pole.

Note that A is a continuous function and it coincides with u, on dD?. Let

Si = 52 N {(Il,l’g,l’g) € Rs‘l’g > 0} s Sz = 52 N {(%1,1’2,1‘3) € R3|.T3 < O}

and let o o
py ST —= D2 p_:S%— D?

be two smooth diffeomorphisms, the first one orientation-preserving and the second one orientation-
reversing, both equal to the projection to the first two components if restricted to dD? x {0}.
Then the maps uzopu and Aopu_ can be glued along 9D? x {0} to obtain a Lipschitz continuous
map

F:.S8*— S%
Observe that deg(F) = 0, as a neighbourhood the south pole of S? does not belong to the
image of F.
Therefore
/ F*dvolg2 = 0
SQ
and so

(ug 0 py) dvolg: = / (Ao pu_)"dvolg:.
52

J

2
+
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Now since u4 is holomorphic and p4 is orientation preserving,

(ug o py)*dvolg: = —/ (Ao pu_)*dvolge.
52

g #(uy 0 py) M (y)dvolge = /s

2
+
Here and in the following the symbol # denotes the cardinality of a set.
We also have

_ /sz(A o p_)dvolg = —deg(ﬂ—)/

A*dvol g2 S/ |JA|.
D? D?

To estimate the last term, let’s introduce the following function:

A:D*—= 8% (r,¢) = (g0(e),rm). (I1.37)

(here we are using the same coordinates as in ([L36])). Then for any y € S?
_ —1
#A () < #A ().
Therefore, by the area formula,

/ |JA|dx2:/ #A7 (y)dvolge < #z_l(y)dvolsz :/ | JA|da?, (I1.38)
D2 SQ SQ D2

One computes that

|TA(r,0)| < 72 |9pgo(e™)

I

therefore

1 2
_ m
|JA|dx* < 7T2/ 7“/ |0 go|dfdr = 7||69g0||L1(3D2)
D? o Jop?

Since u4 is holomorphic, we conclude that
1 22 —1 1 2
: /D (Vg Pde? = /S o Wdvolse = [ #(uy 0 04) " Wdvolss < T obanlrops- (1139
Therefore the procedure described above induces a bounded continuous map
Exty : Wjéézo(ﬁDQ, SYY — WHA(D? S, gy uy
1,1

In fact, given a generic map ¢y € Wdegzo(ﬁDQ, S1) let (g8)nen be a sequence of degree zero
maps in C>(dD?, S') such that

gy — go in WH(0D?).
Then by Lemma
gn — g and a, — a in WHE®)(D?),

In particular, up to a subsequence,
Ug, — Ug A.€..

Upon considering a further subsequence, the weak lower semi-continuity of the norm implies
that estimate (I[L39) passes to the limit and thus holds for w,.
Next let’s consider the case where go € W1(9D? S') and deg(go) = d for some d € Z. Let

—d
Jo = (i) go on OD?.
2|
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Let ¢ be its harmonic extension in D? and set
d ~
gim (_) .
2]

IVgl[r20e < C (|d| + ||8690||L1(6D2)) . (11.40)

Then g|sp2 = go and by Lemma [12]

Notice that the corresponding function a, in the decomposition (L18)) is given by
ay = dloglz| — H(9),
where ’H(gz;) is the harmonic conjugate of ¢, therefore
lagl| 2 < C (ld] + (1090 1 (002)) - (I1.41)

As above let
u, =7 *(e"g) in D

Let’s assume now that gy € C*(9D? S') and let A be the map introduced in (IL36).
Again the maps ugop and Aoy can be glued along 9D? x {0} to obtain a Lipschitz continuous
map
F:.5% - 52
Now deg(F') = d, as one can see considering the preimages of point around the south pole (if

d is negative) or the north pole (if d is positive).
Therefore

/ F*dvolge = d4m
S2
Thus, arguing as above, we obtain
#(uy 0 1) (y)dvolsz < / [T Alda? + 4xld).
2 D2
As estimate ([L38) remains true for the function A introduced in (IL37), we conclude that
1 272 —1 ~1 m?
5 |Vug|*do™ = | Ffu, (y)dvols: = [ F(ug o py)  (y)dvols: < ?||aggo||L1(aD2) + 47|d|.
D2 52 52
(11.42)
Just as above one can verify that the prescription
go — Ug
induces a bounded map
Eaty: Wagy_4(0D? S') — W'2(D? S?)

such that for any gy € Wh'(0D?, S") the corresponding u, is the ”S? lift” of a map g €
Wh22)(9D?, S') with finitely many topological singularities in D2 such that estimates ([L40)

and ([L.42) hold true.
U
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I1.5 Stability of the renormalized Dirichlet Energy

Next we show that when the boundary datum gg lies in H %(6D2), the renormalized energy is
stable under displacements of the topological singularities, even if a topological singularity is
pushed to the boundary.

Lemma 5. Let go € Hz(9D2,5Y), let Q € N. Let p; € D? and d; € Z ~ {0} for any
i€{l,...Q}. Foranyie {l,..,Q} if p; € OD? assume that d; is even.

Let (p¥)ren be a sequence of points in D? such that pk — py. For any k € N let a;, denote the
zero-average solution of

Aag =27 (8 + 2, didy, ) in D?
o ay, = —igo_laggo on 0D?
and let a denote the zero-average solution of

Aa =27 (didy, + $2,didy,)  in D

d,a = —igy ' Dgo on 0D?.
Then
im [ falVal = [ @)
k—oo D2 D2
Proof.
Claim 1:

—igy ' Opgo € H 2(0D?).

Proof of Claim 1. Let
d := deg(go)

and let ' ' _
Go(e) == go(e®)e™ ™ Vo € [0,2m).

Then gy € Hz and
deg(go) = 0.

Therefore by Theorem 1 in [3] there exists a function ¢y € H %(8D2) such that
Go = €.
Now we claim that
Dppo = —ie 0 pe'?0 . (11.43)
To see this let (¢, )nen be a sequence in C*°(9D?) such that
©n — o in H%(8D2).
Then for any n € N

Oppn, = —ie” " 0pe'?m.

17



By Lemma [I4] there holds
e — €% in H2 (0D?).

Therefore

Bpen — Bpe’®° in H™2(9D?)
and so

P Jpe P — €70 9pe" in D'(OD?).

On the other hand

Bopn — Dppy in H2(OD?),

therefore ([1.43) follows.

Now we compute
e 0 0pe = go ' Oogo = g5 e 0y (g0e’™) = g5 ' Dago + id.

As A )
e Ppet0 € H_5(8D2)

by (IL43) and clearly id € H2(0D?) we conclude that

—g5 ' Oago € H™2(0D?).

O
Let § > 0 (to be determined later) and let h € C*(9D?, S') such that
[ =i o
oD? oD?
and
Let aq, as, az be zero-mean solutions of
A(ll =27 EzQzl dz5pz - ZzQzl dz in ﬁ
(11.44)

O,a1 =0 on 0D?,

Aa2 = Z?:l dz in D2

O,a9 = h on 0D?,

ACLg =0 in D?
d,a3 = —igy 'Opgo —h  on OD2.

18



Then a = a1 + as + as.
Notice that ag is smooth, a3 lies in H'(D?) with

las|lz <0

and only a; depends on the positions and the degrees of the topological singularities.
For any k € N let af, a¥, a¥ be defined analogously and observe that for any k € N af = ay
and af = az.

Claim 2:

Q
1
or(e) = > s (1ogls — | + ogla 5| - 3l (1145

i=1
up to an additive constant, with the convention that if p =0
loglz —p | = 0.

Proof of Claim 2. First we observe that by linearity it is enough to check the Claim for @ =1
and d; = 1. Let p € D? denote the only singularity of a;. Let a; denote the function defined

by the right hand side of (IL.45]).
If p = 0 the Claim is clear. If p € 9D? then p~! = p and

- 1
@a(2) = 2logle — p| - 5.

By Computation (IL34) for any ¢ € C*°(D?) there holds
VQSV(fl = gb - 27T¢(p)7
D2 D2

then a; is a solution of (IL44) and thus it differs from a; at most by an additive constant.
Let’s consider the case where p € D? and p # 0. It is clear that d; satisfies

Ady = 276, — 1 in D?.
We still need to check that a; also satifies the Neumann boundary condition satisfied by a;.
Let

1+ 2
1—2

7:C\ {1} -C, 2z~

Observe that 7 restricts to a biholomorphic map from a neighbourhood of D2~ {1} to a
neighbourhood of H, whose inverse is given by

w—1

Tﬁll(C\{—l}—)(C, U}'—>w—_'_1

Notice that for any p € C\ {—1}

7= (_@) .

Now set

F,:C— C,zw loglz — 7(p)| + log|z + 7(p)|.
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For any z € C . {1}

F,o7(z) =log|l + 2z —7(p)(1 — 2)| +log|1l + 2z + 7(p)(1 — 2)| — 21log|1 — 2|

1 —7(p) 1+@
1+ 7(0) R

1—7(p
. 1 —
=d(z) — §|Z|2 +log|1 + 7(p)| + log|1 — 7(p)| — 21og|1 — z|.

z+ +log|l — 7(p)| — 21og|1 — z|

=log

‘ +log|1 + 7(p)| + log

Recall that
0, log|1 — 2| — % on 9D~ {1},
as shown in (IL.34). Moreover
0,(F, o 7)(2) = DF,(7(2))d,7(2) = 0 on D* \ {1}

since 0,7(z) is orthogonal to the imaginary axis, and thus DF, vanishes in that direction.
Therefore

1
Oy (dl(z) — §|z\2) =0, (F,o7)(2) +20,log|l —x| =1

on 0D* \ {1}.
Now

1
8V§|ZL‘|2 =1on 0D?
therefore

d,d; = 0 on OD?.

Claim 2 implies that

Q
r(o) =3 (1ogle il = togly ~ pilay
~ 9 1 T 9
+ Zld (log\x -pi - ]i log|y —E‘1|dy) + (5\:42 - Z) Zld
Observe that the analogous result holds for a¥ for any k € N.
Claim 3: There exists a constant C' such that for any £ € N
f(ap)|Vap|> < C (e + |V(az + a3)[?) (I1.46)

Proof of Claim 3. Let k € N. To simplify the notation, in the proof of Claim 3 we will set
p1 = p¥. Notice first that

Flan)|Va[* < 2 (f(a) | Var[* + [V (ag + a)*)
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therefore it is enough to show that there exists a constant C, independent from k, such that
f(a)| Vi < Ce™s.

The key step will consist in proving the following estimate: for any i € {1,...,Q}, for any
r € D?

Q
H <|x — 77 H* exp (— ][ log|ly — p_j1|2dfdy)) < Cmin (1, |z — p;'|**) (I1.47)
oD?

Jj=1

for some constant C' depending only on () and the degrees d, ..., dg.
If p; ' € By(0),

o 1
][ logly — pi 1Idy‘ < 2—/ llogly|| dy
aD? T J B4(0)

and therefore

—112d — 112d: 1
|ZL‘ -7 1|2dz exp <—][ 10g|y — D 1|2d1dy> m S C (1148)
oD?2 Di

for some constant C' independent from p;, for any x € D2

On the other hand if p; ! ¢ By(0)

|.,L,_Efl‘2di Z 1

and
log|z — p; |*% —][ logly — s 1|2d'dy‘ < 4ld;| sup < 4d;|
oD? yen? |y —Di |
for any z € D?. Thus in this case
exp (log|x T ][ logly — ]Ti1|2didy) < el (11.49)
oD?
for any x € D2
Combining (IL48) and (I[L.49]) we obtain (IL47).
We also have for any ¢ € {1,...,Q}, for any x € D?
Q
11 (Ix — p;*% exp (—][ logly — ijZd’dy» < C'min (1, |z — pi**)
j=1 b2

for some constant C' depending only on () and the degrees d, ..., dg.
Now for any = € D?

Q —1
7 T — Pi
Vai(z) = d, (w_pl4 f%P_x),

=1 |‘/E_p’l

therefore we conclude that for any x € D?
2a1|va12 H d;|z|? |ZL‘ ~|2d"|x—17f1|2d"|Va,1€|2§C

for some constant C' depending only on () and the degrees d, ..., dg.
Then

flag)|Vag|* < 2 |Vay|* < O||e* || e
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We notice that the right hand side of ([1.46) is integrable if ¢ is chosen to be sufficiently
small. In fact ay and az lie in H'(D?), moreover since a3 € H'(D?) C BMO(D?), by the

John-Nirenberg Theorem (see Corollary 3.1.7 in [§])
/ e? @ dy < 0o
D2

if 0 is chosen sufficiently small (and thus the BM O-norm of ag is sufficiently small).

Claim 4:
flap)|Vag|* = f(a)|Val? ae..
Proof of Claim 4. It is enough to check that
—1 —1
log|z — pf| + log ‘af — pf ) - ][ (10g|y — pi| + log ‘y — p} D dy (11.50)
D2
— log ‘:c —plf‘ + log ‘:c —p_fl‘ — ][2 (log‘y —plf‘ + log ‘y —p_fl‘) dy a.e.
D
and
—1
ok _ ok _ e
S (IL51)
|z — p}] ’x—p’f e =pi|” |z =P
with the convention that if p = 0 then
=1
=0.

log}x—ﬁ_l}EOand T 5
v =P

When p; # 0 both (IL50) and ([L51)) are clear.
When p; = 0 then we can assume without loss of generality that p} # 0 for any k¥ € N. In

order to show ([L50) in this case we have to check that
——1 ——1
log‘x—p’f ‘—][ log‘y—p'f dy — 0 a.e..
D2

1
=B

In fact
— 1 —1

][ <log}x—p’f }—log}y—p’f D dy
D2 Z€D2

and since p} — 0, the right hand side tends to zero.

In order to show ([L51) when p; = 0 we have to check that
—1
F
l‘ —
% — 0 a.e.,

—1
k

but this is clear, since p} — 0.
From Claim 3 and Claim 4 we deduce that by Dominated Convergence

fim [ je)Val = [ fa@)va?,
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Remark 2. The proof of Lemmald (and in particular Claim 2) shows that when a topological
singularity of degree d approaches the boundary, in the limit it becomes a singularity of degree 2d.
This justifies the fact that throughout this paper we require the degree of topological singularities
lying on OD? to be even.

Open problem II.2. Does the result of Lemma [d remains true if we assume that gy lies in
WhL(OD?)? And is the renormalized Dirichlet Energy stable under perturbation of the boundary
datum, gy (in WY(OD?) or H2(0D?))?

ITI Proof of Theorem I.1 and Theorem [I.2

In this section we provide a proof of Theorem [[L1l and Theorem [[.2
Theorem [L2 follows directly from the a priori estimate on the number of topological singularities
given by Lemma [l and Corollary 2l The result of Theorem [[.2]is then applied to prove Theorem

L1

I11.1 Proof of Theorem [[.2

Lemma 6 (A priori estimate on the number of singularities). Let go € Wh'(9D?, S).
Let Q € N and for any i € {1,...,Q} let p; € D? and d; € Z. Assume that

Q
z/ 90 'Oago + 21> d; = 0. (I11.52)
oD?

=1

Let a € WHY(D? R) and assume that for any ¢ € C=(D?)

Q
/ VaV¢ = —i/ ¢ go 1 0pgo — 27 Z d;p(p;). (II1.53)
D2 oD2 i1
Let
o2
fR=>R, =z~ m.
Then
9 1
x> di < Lbgollesoon + / f(a)|Val.
40 i
and thus

¢ 3 2
>l < - lowll + 2 [ sl
i1 s ™ Jp2
Proof. Assume first that go € C*°(0D?, S').
For any ¢t € R let
A, = {x € D? a(z) < t}.
Claim 1: forae. t € R

Q
6,,@ = ’l/ gflﬁggo + 27 di,
/al(t) dD?NA; ’ Z

=1
d;>0

where v is the outer normal vector of the set A;.
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Proof of Claim 1. Since a € C=(D2 \ {p1,...,pg}), for a.e. t € R the set A, is an open subset
of D? such that 94, is piecewise smooth and does not contain any topological singularity.
As a solves

Q
Aa = QWZdi in D?,
i=1

for any such t there holds

Q
/ O,a=2m Y d;. (I11.54)
0A: .

pies
Now
0A, = a ' (t)U (OD* N A))
and
d,a = —igy "9pgo on D
Moreover for any t € R a point p; lies in A, if and only if d; > 0, since
a(x) = d;loglx — p;| + O(1)

in a neighbourhood of p; (see Lemma [3). Thus ([IL54) implies

Q
0,a = 2/ G0 0pgo + 21 d;.

i=1
d;>0
U
Since the derivative of a vanishes along a=*(t), on a~'(¢) there holds
dya = |Val.
Therefore Claim 1 implies that for a.e. £ € R
Q
21 > di < ||9agollzrop2) + / d,a. (I11.55)
= a=1(t)
di>10
pi€D?

Now since a € W', by Theorem 11 in [J] there exists a representative of a for which the
co-area formula holds. For such a representative we have

N f(a)|Val2da = /R ( / i f(a(x))|Va(x)|d%1(x)> dt (ITL.56)

_ /R f(t; < / » aya(x)dﬁl(x)) dt.

/[Rf(t)dt:/ﬂ%ﬁdt:%/omﬁdx:%.
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Therefore multiplying both sides of (IIL55) by f(¢) and integrating on R we obtain

Q
1
w3 < glomlloan + [ 100 ([
i=1 @

d; >0

&,a) dt.
1)

Thus by ([IL.56)
Q
1
w3 d < G l0nliann + [ f@)Vafds
=1

1=
d; >0

and combining ([IL52) and (IIL56]) we obtain

Q Q Q
2 (1 , 1
LI =2 dm 2 s (a”aego!\wm + [ H@Iva dx) + 519l

D2
d; >0

— 3 2 2
1ol += [ @IVl

This concludes the proof under the assumption that gy € C*(0D?, S1).
Next consider the case where gq is a generic element of WH1(9D?, S1). Let

R:= sup |pi| <1.

Since a is smooth in D? \ {py, ..., pg}, arguing as above we see that for any r € (R, 1), for any
teR

Q
/ Va| = — / dya = / O,a+2m ) d;. (I11.57)
a~1(t)nD32 a~1(t)nD2 0D2N A i1
d;>0

The following Claim implies that taking the limit » — 1~ in ([IL57) we recover estimate (IIL53),
therefore we can conclude as in the previous case.

/ d,a
OD2NA,

Proof of Claim 2. For any r € (R, 1) let

Claim 2:

lim
r—1-

< 10og|| L1 @D2)-

L1 0D* = 0D?,  x .

To prove the Claim it is enough to show that

1 . .
;&,a}aD% o1, — —igy 'Opgo in L*(OD?)

as r — 17 (where 0, denotes the outer normal derivative on 9D?). To see this let’s write
a=a+®
as in Lemma [3l Then

9,®@|apz © Ly — 8,®|pp2 in L'(9D?)
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as r — 17. Moreover since a is harmonic we have, using polar coordinates,

- N 1. 1 N
Ora(r,0) = alppz * 0, P.(0) = ;a\aDz x HOpP,(0) = ;H (Ogalop2) * P,(0).

where P, denotes the Poisson kernel and H the Hilbert transform, and we made use of the
identity

HOyP.(0) = rd,P.(0).
Next we claim that
H (0pa|pp2) = —igy " 0ago — 0, ®|ap2. (ITL.58)

To see this let ¢ € C*(8D? R) and denote by ¢ its harmonic extension in D2. Then
(How,0) = [ atiows = [ o= [ VaVi—- [ o(igs than +2,0],,).
oD? oD2 D2 oD?

In the last step we made use of assumption ([IL533]) and Lemma Bl As ¢ was arbitrary we
conclude that ([IL58) holds true.

Then in particular
1
an’a[ﬂ Olyr = ——(igoaego + 81/(1)) x P. — —igo0pgo — 0, P in L1(8D2)
v r

as r — 17, since (P, );¢(o,1) is a family of approximated identities. O
O

From the previous result and Lemma [3l we deduce that the same estimate holds if we allow
1
singular points to lie on dD? provided that go € Wt N H2(0D?):

Corollary 2. Let go € W' N H2(0D?). Let Q € N and for any i € {1,...,Q} let p; € D* and
d; € Z. Assume that

Q Q
2/ galaggo+2ﬂ2di+7r Z d; = 0.
0D?2

i=1 i=1
p;€D? p; EOD?

For any i € {1,...,Q} assume that whenever p; € dD? d; is even.
Let a € WHY(D? R) and assume that for any ¢ € C>(D?)

Q Q
/ VaVe = —i / bg0 Oago — 2m Y did(pi) — 7 Y did(py).
D2 St i1

pigDQ piiézalDQ
Then
Q 1 Q 1
T3 dtgr 3 S gl + | 1@vaas (111.59)
4i>0 4i>0
pi€D? p;€OD?
and thus
= 3 4 ,
Sldil < Zll0pgoll += [ f(a)|Val® (IIL.60)
i=1 T T .Jp?
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Proof. Assume that py, ..., po lie on dD? while pgryq, ..., pg lie on D?. For any i € {1,...,Q'}
let d; = % Let € > 0. According to Lemma Bl for any i € {1~, s QC} we can choose a point
pS € D? such that the corresponding function a. (with degrees dy, ..., dg:, dgri1, ..., dg and same
outer normal derivative as a) satisfies

< E.

2 2
[ v~ [ @l

Now since all all the topological singularities of a. lie in D?, Lemma [ implies

Q . & Q Q
p;€D? p;€0D?

1
<5 0hmllvone) + [ fa)lVafds
D2
1
S_”aGgO”Ll(aDQ) —+ /2 f(a)‘Va‘QdSL’ + €.
D
Letting ¢ tend to 0 we obtain ([IL59)), from which (ITL60) can be decuced as in the proof of

Lemma [0l O

Open problem II1.3. Although we assume gy to lie in H%(8D2) in Corollary(2, the Hz-norm
of go does not appear on the right hand side of estimate ([IL59). It is natural to wonder if
the result remains true if we only assume gy to lie in WHY(OD?), or if we could substitute the
WU-norm with the Hz-norm of go in (IIL59) (assuming only go € H2(0D?)).

From Lemma [6] we deduce also the following estimate.

Lemma 7. Let a be as in Lemmal@ or as in Corollary[d. There exists a constant C' independent
from a such that

IVal| 20002y < C (lgollwraconz) + | Vugll2(p2)) (IIL.61)
Proof. Let X € L*'(D?) be a vector field. Then by Lemma [[I] there exist functions n €
WL@D (D) ¢ € Wi (D2) such that
Inllwr.en(p2) < ClX ]| 221 (02)

and
X =Vn+V*e

Recall that W21 (D?) ¢ C°(D?) and the embedding is continuous.
Then there holds

XVa:/ VnVa+/ V%“Va:/ VnVa
D2 D2 D2 D2

Q Q
= —z’/ 27790_13990 — 27 Z din(pi) — Z din(pi)-
oD i= =
plEll)2 piGQEQ

Here we used the fact that since ¢ has vanishing trace on 0D?, integrating by parts we get

V4iéVa = 0.

D2
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Moreover we know from Lemma [6] (or Corollary 2]) that

Q

S < C ( [ s@ivar+ ||go||wm<am>)
D2

i=1

Therefore there holds

XVa <C <||9613690||L1(6D2) + /2 f(a)|Val|*dx + ||90||W1’1(8D2)> 7] oo (p2)
D
<C (E(ug) + llgollwrrop2)) 1 X [221(p2).-

As the above estimate holds true for any X € L*!(D?) the statement follows. O

D2

II1.2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

We are now ready to prove Theorem I.1.

Proof of Theorem I.1.  a) First we observe that by condition (L20) the sequence (b, Jken is
bounded in W'%(D?). Therefore there exists a function b € W?(D?) such that

by, — b weakly in W'?(D?) and a.e.

up to a subsequence.

Claim 1: There is a subsequence of (gx)ken, say indexed by A C N, a function g €
W};’c@’w) N WP(D?, 5%, a zero average function a € W™ N W (D2 R) and b €
W, *(D? R) such that

ag, — a a.e. and Va, — Va weakly-* in L>°(D?),

loc

gr — g ae. and Vg, — Vg weakly- x in L>>°(D?)

loc
along A,
—ig7'Vg = V+ta+ Vb
and ¢ has isolated topological singularities in D?.
Proof of Claim 1. First observe that by Lemma [I3] for any n € N there exists r, €

(1— %, 1) and a subsequence indexed by A, C N such that for any & € A, g has no
topological singularities on 8D72,n and

sup / ligi, 'V gr + Vb, | < co.
keAn JoD2,

Thus by Lemma [ (applied to the sequence of functions (€™ gy )rea,) the number of
topological singularities of a; in D, (counted with multiplicities) is uniformly bounded
for all k € A,,. Now let n € N. By Lemma [0 (applied to D,,) the sequence (Vay, )kea, is
bounded in L2’°°(D3n). By Poincaré Lemma and Banach-Alaoglu Theorenld the sequence

(a’gk - ][ a’gk)
Dy, ke,

SSince L*>(D? ) = (L*(D? ))" and L*!(D? ) is separable, Banach-Alaoglu holds for L*>(D2 ).

Tn
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has a subsequence converging weakly in W1(2>)(D,. ) to a function a,, € W1Z>)(D, ).
Iterating this argument for any n € N and extracting a diagonal subsequence we find for
any n € N a function a, € WH**)(D? ) such that for n,m € N, n < m the function
@y, — Gy, 1s constant in D, N D, .
All these functions can be glued together (subtracting a constant whenever necessary) to
obtain a function a € I/Vlif’oo)(DQ) (uniquely defined up to an additive constant) such
that

Va,, — Va weakly- * in L2 (D?)
up to a subsequence. Moreover since the sequence (a,, )ren is bounded in W1P'(D?)
(with p’ = min{2, p}), taking a further subsequence if necessary we may assume that the
convergence also takes place weakly in W'#'(D?) a.e.. Then a € W'(D?) and the weak
WP _convergence determines the additive constant in the definition of a. In particular a
has average zero.
For any n € N Corollary [ (applied to D? ) implies that the sequence (gi)ren, is also
bounded in W) (D2 ), since for any k € A,

S || . S ||
Vil < [Verl + oo = Vi 190+ >
i1 z = pil i—1 |z — p;|
pFeD?, pFeD?,
Qrk

where ¢ was defined in Corollary [Il and Z |d¥| is uniformly bounded for any k € A,,.

=1
pyeD;,

Therefore applying Banach-Alaoglu Theorem and Rellich-Kondrachov Theorem to the
sequence (gg| D%n)keAn for any n € N and extracting a diagonal subsequence we find a

function g € W'li’c@’w)(DQ, S1) such that
gr — g a.e. and Vg, — Vg weakly- * in L(Q’OO)(DQ)

loc

up to a subsequence. Moreover since the sequence (g )xen is bounded in W1P(D?), taking
a further subsequence if necessary we may assume that the convergence also takes place
weakly in W'P(D?). In particular g € WhP(D?).

It follows that

9: 'V — g 'Vg in D'(D?)
up to a subsequence. Therefore, since for any k € N
-1 ol
—igy Vg = V= ag, + Vb,
we conclude that
—ig~'Vg = V+ta + Vb.
We still need to check that ¢ has isolated singularities in D?. To this end let’s fix n € N.
Observe that for any k € A, a4, satisfies
Qk
Aag, =2r > dfé, in D7,
wen,
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Qk
for some integers Qy, d¥, ..., d’ék and points pi, ..., pg, in D2, where Z |d¥| is uniformly

=1
pieD;,

bounded for any k£ € A,,.
Upon passing to a subsequence we may assume that the integers Qj, and d¥ do not depend
on k (therefore we will drop the k in the notation) and that for any i € {1,...,Q}

Py = pi
for some points py, ...,pg € D—fn Then for any ¢ € C*(D2)

Q
VeVa = klim VeVag, = 2m Z did(pi),

2 — 00 2 .
DTn DTn i=1

therefore
Q
div(ig~'V'tg) = Aa = QWZ d;6p, in D? .

i=1
Thus ¢ has finitely many topological singularities in D? and since this is true for any
n € N we conclude that g has isolated topological singularities in D?. O

Claim 2: There exists a subsequence of (gx)kea, say indexed by A, such that

E(g) < lilin inf £(gx).
Y

Proof of Claim 2. Observe that by condition (L)) there is a subsequence, say indexed by
A C A, and a map u € W'?(D? S?) such that

ug, — u weakly in Wh?(D? S?) and a.e.
along A. Then

(Vu|? < liminf [ |[Vu,|?.
1 9k
b ker D

Since for any k € N
Ug, = 7r_1<gk‘eak)7
the pointwise convergence of (gi)ici, (ak)rei and (ug, )pei implies that
u=1 "(ge").
Moreover replacing A with a subsequence if necessary we have
(Vb < liminf/ Vb, |°.
D2 k?—>QO D2
keA

Therefore

1 1
E(g) = —/ |Vu|? + —/ |Vb|? < lim inf £(gy).
4 D2 4 D2 k—o0

keA
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b) By Lemmal[7 (applied to the case go € W N Hz(9D?)) the sequence (Vag,)g, is bounded
in L>>(D?). By Corollary [ the sequence (gi)ren is bounded in W1(22°)(D?). Therefore
by Banach-Alaoglu Theorem and Rellich-Kondrachov Theorem we can find a zero average
function a € WHZ®)(D?), b € W,?(D?), g € WHZ>)(D? S') such that

ar — a a.e. and Va, — Va weakly- * in L>*(D?),
by, — b weakly in W'?(D?) and a.e.,

gr — g a.e. and Vg, — Vg weakly- * in L>*(D?)
along a subsequence and
—ig~'Vg = V'ta+ Vbin D% (I11.62)
Moreover following the argument of Claim 2 in part a) we see that

E(uy) < liminf E(uy, )
ek

where A C N is the index set of a further subsequence.
Claim 1: ¢ has finitely many topological singularities in D2.

Proof of Claim 1. For any k € N denote pF, ...,pgk, db, ..., d’ék the topological singularities
of g and their degrees. By Corollary 2 the number of topological singularities of g; and
their degrees are uniformly bounded for all £ € N. Therefore there exists a subsequence,
say indexed by A’ C A, Q € N points py, ..., pg € D? and degrees di, ..., dg € Z such that

for any i € {1,...,Q}
d¥=d; VkeN
and

. E
P =i
ke

Thus for any ¢ € C*(D?) there holds

en D

Q Q
/ VoVa = klim VoVa, = —i/ by 1 0pgo — 27 Z dip(p;) —m Z d;d(ps),
D2 < oD? i=1 i=1

sz—D2 piE_BDQ
so ¢ has finitely many topological singularities in D2. O

O
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IV  Proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3. We divide the proof in two steps, corresponding to the
two following Lemmas.

Lemma 8. Let g € WH(D?,S1) be as in Definition[[ 1. Assume that
E(g) < oc.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:
1. g is an S'-harmonic map,
2. b, =0 in D2
If g has isolated topological singularities, either of the above condition is equivalent to

3. ug is conformal.

Proof. Assume first that ¢ is S'-harmonic. We claim that b, = 0.
By assumption
div(g~'Vg) = 0.

Plugging in the decomposition ([L18)) we obtain
div(V*a, + Vb,) = 0.

Now since

div(V+ta,) = 0,

by solves
Ab, =0 in D?
by, =0 on OD?.

Since b, € H'(D?) we conclude that b, = 0 in D?.
We now show the converse: assume that b, = 0. Then

g Vg = iVlag.

Therefore

—idiv(g~'Vg) = div(V+a,) = 0.
We conclude that ¢ is an S'-harmonic map.
Next assume that g has isolated topological singularities. We will show that b, = 0 if and only
if uy is conformal.
Assume first that by = 0. Then
g Vg = iVlag.

Observe that

Vu, = Dr (e g)e™ (Vg + gVa,) (IV.63)
Then

Vu, = Dr~Y(e%g)e® g(iV+ta, + Vay,).
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As 7 is conformal and

Va,(z) +iV*ta,(r)

defines a conformal map at any point z € D? away from the singular points of a, we conclude
that u, is conformal away from the topological singularities of g.

Now if we consider separately the preimages of S? \ {S} and S? \ {N} (where S and N
denote the south and the north pole of S? respectively) and look at the composition m; o u,
for the corresponding stereographic projection m; we notice that the singularities of u, in D?,
corresponding to the topological singularities of g are removable. We conclude that u, is
conformal.

Conversely, if we assume that u, is conformal computation ([V.63)) implies that

g 'Vg+ Va,
is conformal a.e., therefore
—ig~'Vg = V=ta,
and thus b, = 0. U
Lemma 9. Let g € WYP(D? S1) for some p > 1 with finite renormalized Dirichlet Energy. Let

62:1:

‘R—>R .
f ’ x (1+62$)2

Then g is a critical point of the renormalized Dirichlet Energy for smooth variations in the
target, that is

d )
Vi € C°(D*R) —| &(ge'™) =0 (IV.64)

dt|,_g
if and only if by, =0 in D2
Proof. Let v € C>*(D?* R). For any t > 0 let

gt = gemp'
Then ' ‘
Vg = Vge'™ +itg e™Vp.

Therefore

g7 ' Vg, =g 'Vg, +itVe) = iVlag + 1V, + itVa.
Thus it follows from ([1.24]) that

E(gr) — E(9) =/D2f(ag) (IVg* = [Vgl*) ﬁ/D (|Wby + tV[> — |Vb,|?) (IV.65)
—2t / flay) (< —ig Vg, Vi > +i < Vb,, V) >)
D2

v [ (apver+ i)

and we get

d

dt

- 1
E(q) = 2/[)2 flay) < —ig7'Vg, Vip > +Z < Vb, Vi > .

t=0
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Therefore g is a critical point of £ (with respect to the variations introduced in (IV.64)) if and
only if

1
div (—z’ flag)g™*Vg+ Zng) = 0. (IV.66)
Plugging in the Hodge decomposition (LI8) in (TV.66]) we obtain

1
div ( flag)(V*ay, + Vby) + Z%g) =0.
Recall that
div (f(ag)V'ay) =0

as we saw in (IL29).
Therefore we can rewrite ([V.G0) as

div ( f(ag) Vb, + ivz;g) = 0. (IV.67)

We claim that the only solution in W,*(D? R) of (IV.67) is b, = 0.
In fact the equation ([V.GT) is the Euler-Lagrange equation of the energy

E:W;?(D*R) - R, hl—>/ (f(ag)+i) |Vh|.
D2

As the energy E is strictly convex, it has a single critical point, which has to be b, = 0.

We conclude that b, is a solution of (IV.66)) if and only if b, = 0.

Remark 3. One could also consider variations of the type

- g+to
lg +to|’

where ¢ € C*(D? R?). Nevertheless there are S*-harmonic maps g with finite energy € and
maps ¢ € C°(D?* R?), for which the energy E(g;) is not finite for any t # 0.

For instance let g(re®®) = €, e, the first basis vector of R* and n € C((—1,1)) such that
n=1on(—3,3). Set

gt

e? +tn(r)e;

0\
9(re™) = 1 e

For t sufficiently small there holds g, = ge™t, where

tn(r)sin 6 ) .

i0) — _ arct _ w\r)smb
Yulre®) R tn(r) cosd

Therefore
9, 'Vgi =g 'Vg + iV

Since for our choice of g we have by, = 0, there holds by, = 1. But ¢, ¢ L*(D?) fort # 0 (as
Wy only depends on 0 in a neighbourhood of zero), therefore E(g;) = oo whenever t # 0.

By requiring g to have isolated topological singularities in D? and considering variations as
above with ¢ supported away from the topological singularities of g one can obtain a result
analogous to Lemma [3.
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V  Applications

V.1 The Lagrangian-Willmore Energy

V.1.1 The Hamiltonian stationary condition and Schoen-Wolfson isolated singu-
larities

Let
w = d.ﬁlfl VAN dyl + d.ﬁlfg VAN dy2

be the standard symplectic form in R* compatible with the standard complex structure .Jy such
that Jy 0,, = 0,, . We shall denote dz, = dzy + 7 dy,. An immersion G from a surface X into
(R*,w) is called Lagrangian if

G'w=0.

This condition is equivalent to the fact that J realizes an isometry between the tangent plane
to the immersion and the normal plane. A short computation gives the existence of a map g
from ¥ into S* such that

G*dzy N\ dzy = g dvolg

where dvols denotes the volume form associated to the induced metric G*grs. The map g is
called the Lagrangian angle function.

Consider conformal coordinates for G with respect to G*grs, with G*ggrs = €2* dx?; then a
direct computation gives that

iAG=ilg"'Vg-VG <= div(gVG)=0.
We also deduce the following expression for the mean curvature vector
Hg:=2"'e P AG=-2"'e P g 'Vg- VG, (V.1)

The vector-fields preserving the Lagrangian condition infinitesimally in the ambient space R*
are called Hamiltonian vector fields and are of the form

X = DoV f = (=0 f, 00 f, 0 [, 0un f),

where f is an arbitrary function. Thus the condition for being a critical point of the area under
local perturbations preserving the Lagrangian condition (the so called Hamiltonian stationary
condition introduced originally by Oh [16]) is given by

VfeCPRY) 0= /

%

JOVR4f(G) . ﬁg dvolg = / < G*df,i g dg >g0 dvolg.  (V.2)

%

Assume that G is a smooth local immersion. Then, locally, every differential dy can be written
in the form dyp = G*df for some Hamiltonian f. Therefore the Hamiltonian Stationary Equation
is equivalent to the S*-harmonic map equation with respect to the G*ggs metric on X :

d* (g7'dg) =0, (V.3)

where again the Hodge operation * is the one given by the complex structure on ¥ induced by
G*gra. Observe that g = €'% is a constant S'—harmonic map if and only if G is minimal and
Lagrangian (i.e. Hg = 0), which is also equivalent to the fact that G is calibrated by the form

Q= e%dz Adzy (V.4)

and G realizes a so called special Lagrangian immersion.
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All the above up to (V.3) extends to the general case of a Kéhler-Einstein Surface and up to
(V.4)) to the general case of a Kahler-Einstein Surface with trivial canonical bundle: for which
there exists a global nowhere vanishing holomorphic (2,0) form (Calabi-Yau surfaces).

In their pioneering work on the analysis of Hamiltonian Stationary Maps R. Schoen and J.
Wolfson aimed at constructing in any integral Lagrangian homology class (or also in the slightly
more restrictive constraint of any Hamiltonian isotopy class [15]) of a closed Kéahler-Einstein
manifold a Lagrangian surface minimizing the area in this class. The main contribution of [20]
is the successful implementation of the minimization procedure. They proved that any such a
class is realized by a smooth minimal immersion away from isolated singular points and that
(V.3) holds. The singularities however can be “worse” than classical branched points which
are common for minimal surfaces and which are also present of course. For instance, at such
singularities, the Gauss map of the immersion cannot be extended smoothly and it is proved in
[20] that these singularities (called “Schoen-Wolfson cones”) correspond to singularities around
which the S'-harmonic map has non-zero degree (in fact +1 or —1 degree) and coincide exactly
with the singularities of g. In [23], Wolfson is giving examples of Lagrangian spherical integer
homology classes whose S? Lagrangian area minimizers are not minimal and hence the associ-
ated S'—harmonic maps g must have singularties and are only in W2 (52 S!) (and not in
Wh2(52,81)).

V.1.2 The Renormalized Lagrangian Willmore Energy

From (V.I)) we deduce that the Willmore Energy for a Lagrangian immersion G into a Kahler-
Einstein surface is given by

1
W(G) = 1 /2 |dg|3G dvolg . (V.5)

This is just 1/2 of the Dirichlet energy of the Lagrangian angle function g.
From the previous subsection it is clear that for any Hamiltonian stationary surface in a
Calabi-Yau 2-fold which is not special Lagrangian the Willmore energy is infinite

W(G) =400

and there is an obvious need to renormalize it.

Following the first part of the paper we introduce the Renormalized Lagrangian-Willmore
Energy. Let G be a Lagrangian map from a closed surface ¥ into a Kahler-Einstein surface
N realizing a Lipschitz weak immersion (in the sense introduced in [I7]) away from point
singularities with an underlying smooth conformal structure A and in such a way that g is in
Whp(3, S1) for some p > 1 and has finitely many topological singularities. We call such an
immersion a singular immersion. Let ag4, by and by be such that

—ig~ ' dg = xday + dby + by, (V.6)

where b, realizes an harmonic one form. Following the first part of paper we introduce the
Renormalized Lagrangian- Willmore Energy.

1
W(G) i= 7 [ Wduoli + ldbol + gl ool (v.7)

where u, is the “S? lift” of g introduced in Definition L1l Such a singular Lagrangian immersion
being given, we define the singular Lagrangian degree of G to be

degLag<G) = deg<ug) .

From the previous we deduce the following Proposition.
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Proposition V.1. Let G be a singular Lagrangian immersion of S* into a Kdihler-Einstein
manifold. The map G is Hamiltonian stationary if and only if by = 0 and we have then

W(G) = 2 deg,,(G) .

We propose the following open problems.

Open problem V.4. Study the sequential weak closure of singular weak Lagrangian immer-
sions under Renormalized Lagrangian-Willmore Energy control in the spirit of [17].

Observe that thanks to inequality (L23]) (or more exactly its counterpart in the Lagrangian
immersion framework) the control of the point singularities is guaranteed by the control of the
Renormalized Lagrangian-Willmore Energy.

Open problem V.5. Study the minimization of the Renormalized Lagrangian- Willmore En-
ergy among singular weak Lagrangian immersions in Hamiltonian isotopy classes.

V.2 Frame Energy

Let ® be an immersion of a torus £ = 72 in R™ and let ¢ := (€1, €>) be an associated tangent
frame, that is e¢(x) forms an orthonormal basis of ®,7,%. The associated frame energy is just
the Dirichlet energy of ¢ :
3 . 1 > |2 > |2

F(®,e) := 2 /. |dér[y, + [deébfy dvoly,. (V.8)
It has been originally introduced in [22]. Its minimization in isotopy classes of immersions has
been performed in [14] while its link with the Alvarez-Polyakov anomaly has been established
in [18]. For a fixed immersion the optimal frame satisfies the Coulomb condition

d* (€, - &) = 0. (V.9)

Observe that the passage from one such a frame to another Coulomb frame ( f:, jg) is achieved
through an S*-harmonic map g given by

& -déy=f1-dfs —ig tdg . (V.10)

It is clear that for a closed oriented surface X of genus different from 1 any such a frame has
singularities and its Dirichlet energy is infinite

F(®,¢) = +o0.

Thus there is an obvious need to renormalize the frame energy.

The renormalization we are proposing corresponds to a “bundle version” of the passage from
E to & in the Introduction. Let €] be a (possibly singular at isolated points) section of the unit
tangent bundle to the immersion d of a simply connected] closed oriented smooth surface .
Assume that

€y - de; € LP(Z)

"We are avoiding harmonic forms in this first presentation.
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for some p > 1. Let a,,b, € WP(X) such that

(&, - dé, = *da, + db, in ¥
Jsae=0 (V.11)

[ [5, 0. = 0.

Let
Ve = e%&; on D%

Then v, defines a section of the tangent bundle of 3. We remark that the section v, has the
following representation in charts: let

p:Q—=>U

be a conformal diffeomorphism from a domain Q C C to an open subset U C . For i € {1,2}
let

Then, in the standard metric of 2,
|61| = e_Av

where A denotes the conformal factor of the map ¢. Therefore the Hodge decomposition in
(V.11)) takes the form

etey - d(etey) = e*ey - dey = xd(a, — \) + db,.
Here we can see how e*e; corresponds heuristically to the function ¢ studied above.

We define the renormalized frame energy of the frame ¢ as follows:

F(e) ::/( D+ /|db 2. (V.12)

1+ e%a:)?

Here D denotes the covariant derivative of ..

Notice that the weight in the first integral of (V.12)) corresponds to the one generated by the
differential of an inverse stereographic projection on the tangent planes.

Notice also that the energy F depends on the immersion o only through the metric on X
induced by ®. In particular the energy F is an intrinsic object.

In the following we assume that the frame e satisfies the equation:

Q
a, = 27 Z di0p,,
i=1

where @ € N and for any ¢ € {1,....,Q} d; € Z ~ {0}, p; € X. We call the points py, ..., pg
topological singularities of e.
With the methods presented above one proves the following Lemma.

Lemma 10. Let ¥ and ¢ be as above, assume that
F(e) < 0.

Then the following conditions are equivalent
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1. e is a critical point of the energy &, in the sense that

Vip € C*(%,R) % E(e™e) =0,
t=0

2. ¢ satisfies the Coulomb condition, i.e. b, = 0,
3. the section v, is holomorphic outside of the topological singularities of e.

If ¥ is not simply connected there is a unique harmonic 1-form A, such that
€y - dey = xda, + db, + h,

and the renormalized frame energy becomes

2a
. e 2 1 2 2
F(e) .—/27<1+62a0)2\Dv2| $+4/Z<\dbe| &)Hhe\%). (V.13)

If moreover ¥ has a boundary, one could define a renormalized frame energy in the same spirit
as (V.I3) by means of an LP-Hodge decomposition for manifolds with boundary (see Corollary
10.5.1 in [12]).

It would be interesting to study the following question.

Open problem V.6. Consider an immersion o of a an oriented surface with boundary and
study the link between the minimal renormalized frame energy among all tangent frames such
that the first vector is tangent to the boundary and the Alvarez-Polyakov anomaly associated to
this immersion. O

V1 Appendix: some auxiliary results

Lemma 11. Let p € (1,00), q € [1,00], let X € LP9(D?). Then there exists n € W2 (D?),
¢ € Wo(D?) so that
X =Vn+V*E in D?

and
[nllwreo < ClX||Lea,  [[Ellwrea < Cl|X]|zra

for some constant C' independent from X.

Proof. The result is well known for L? spaces. In particular, for fixed p € (1, 00) there exists a
continuous linear map from L?(D?) to W'?(D?) sending a vector space X to the solution 7 of

An=divX in D?
n=0 on 0D?.

By interpolation, one can define an analogous map from L?%(D?) to Wb®9(D?). Now given
X € LP9(D?) and 7 as above, there holds

div(X — Vn) = 0.

Therefore there exists & € W19 (D?) such that V¢ = X — V. O

39



Lemma 12. Let go € WHY(OD?,SY). Then there exists an harmonic map g € WhH(2>)(D?)
with trace go on OD?, and the map sending go € WHH(OD? S1) to g € WHE)(D2 S1) is a
bounded continuous map.

Proof. Let go € WH1(0D? S'). First we show that gy has a lift in BV (9D? R) (up to an
additive constant). In fact, for any 6 € [0, 27| let

0
06) = =i [ 95" ()ohgolc")do
0
Set '
Me) = ¢(0)
for any 6 € [0,27). Then A\ € BV (9D?* R) with

IAMlsv < Cllgollwr (VL)

and '
go = go(1)e™ on OD?.

We claim that the map
wti(oD?, SY) — BV(0D* R), go+ A

is continuous. In fact let go € WH(9D? S') and let (g7)nen be a sequence in Wh1(9D?, St)
such that
gy — go in WH(0D?).

Observe that by estimate (VLI]) for any n € N
[Ags = AgollBv < Cllgggo lwra.
Now let A C N the index set of a subsequence of (g{)nen such that
9o — go a.e. along A.
Then by Dominated Convergence

. -1
Aim [lg5g, ([0 = 0.
neA

Moreover for any n € N

(9095") = Ba(9g — 90)90 " + (98 — 90)De5

therefore

106 (9590 )21 < 106(g5 — 90)llzr + [1|egollgs — gol 21 (VL.2)

and by Dominated Convergence the right hand side of (VL2)) converges to zero along A. Thus
for any subsequence of (Agn)nen there exists a further subsequence along which
Agn = Ag, in BV (0D?).
This concludes the proof of the Claim.
Next we consider the following Cauchy problem:

AY =0 in D?
(VL3)
=N on 0D?.
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We claim that the solution ¢ to (VL3) lies in W22)(D?). To see this, assume first that
A is a smooth function. Now let X be a vector field on D? smooth up to the boundary, let
n e W(}’(Q’l)(D2) and & € WH21D(D?) as in Lemma [[T], so that

X =Vn+ Ve
and
[€llwr.en < Ol X][r21.
Then
XV = V??V@/) + vlng _ VLSV@ZJ _ Oy — O (VL)
b Dz D2 oD2 5D2

Here we used the fact that since n has vanishing trace on dD? and 1 is harmonic,

ViV = 0.

D2

We also used the fact that, by the divergence Theorem,

V4iEvy = — /D 2 div(EVEy) = — EVEY v = EOp1).

D2 oD? oD?

Since W21 (D?) embeds continuously in L>(D?), it follows from (VIL4]) that

[Vl 20 < ClIA |y
and therefordd

[]lw.eee < ClIA| By (VL5)
By density of the smooth functions in BV (0D?) the estimate extends by continuity to any

A\ € BV(9D?).
Now given go € W'(9D?, S') let Ay, and 1y, as above. Set

g = go(1)e™s0 on D>
Then by construction g|sp2 = go,
IVgllz2e < Cllgollw

and the prescription
Jo—9g

defines a continuous map

Whi(oD?, 51 — WhEe)(D? s,

8This can be shown by contradiction, just as in the classical proof of Poincaré inequality.
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Lemma 13. Let R € (0,1), let (up)nen be a sequence of non-negative functions in Wht(D? \
D%) defined pointwise. Assume that

sup / u, < C
neN J D2\ D%

for some constant C'.
Let € > 0. Then there exists a measurable subset A C (R, 1) with positive Lebesque measure
and a subsequence, say indexed by A C N, such that

for any R € A, for any n € A.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that the statement is false. Then for a.e. r € (R,1) there
exists N(r) such that for any n > N(r)
/ u, > C,
aD2

A(n) ={r € (R,1) s.t. N(r) <n}.

For any n € N set

Then A(n) C A(m) for any n,m € N with n < m and

U A(n)

neN

C > / (/ un) dr > |A(n)|C..
An) \JoD?

If we let n tend to infinity we obtain

=1—R.

Observe that for any n € N

C > C€<1 - R)7
a contradiction. O

Lemma 14. Let (¢,)nen be a sequence in Hz(OD?) converging in H2(0D?) to a function o,
i.€.

©n — © N H%(GDQ).

Let
F:R—-R"

be a Lipschitz-continuous function. Then

Fop,— Foyin H2(0D? R").
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Proof. 1t is clear that
F oy, = Foyin L*(0D* R").
We would like to show that

: |(F'(n(x)) = F(e(2)) — (Flenly) = Fle®)
lim /am /8D2 dxdy. (VIL6)

|z — y?

n—oo

Observe that for a.e. (z,y) € 9D? x 0D*.

[(F(pn(z)) = F(p(2)) — (F(en(y) — Fle))] < L (len(x) — en()] + lo(z) — 0(y)]),

where L denotes the Lipschitz constant of the function F'.
Now since

©n — @ in H%(ﬁDQ),

there holds
2

in L'(9D* x 9D?).

en(@) —on@)|” _ |2(@) — o)
T —y r—y
‘ | \ ‘ ‘ | |

Therefore there exists a function
B € L'(0D* x 0D?)

and a subsequence of (@, )nen, say indexed by A C N, so that for any n € A

2
< B(x,y) a.e. in D* x 9D

’son(x) — ¢n(y)

|z =yl
Thus by Dominated Convergence (VL6]) holds true for a subsequence. Since this argument can
be repeated for any subsequence of (¢, )nen, the statement holds true. O
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