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A blow-up formula for stationary quaternionic maps *'

Jiayu Li* Chaona Zhu®

Abstract
Let (M,J% a=1,2,3) and (N, J% a =1,2,3) be Hyperkdhler manifolds. Suppose
that uy is a sequence of stationary quaternionic maps and converges weakly to u in
H'2(M,N), we derive a blow-up formula for limy_,o d(u}J?), for a = 1,2,3, in the
weak sense. As a corollary, we show that the maps constructed by Chen-Li [CL2] and by
Foscolo [F] can not be tangent maps (c.f [LT], Theorem 3.1) of a stationary quaternionic
map satisfing d(u*J*) = 0.

1 Introduction and the main result

A hyperkéhler manifold is a Riemannian manifold (M, g) with three parallel com-
plex structures {J', J?, J3} compatible with the metric g such that (J)? = (J?)? =
(J3)? = J'J?2J3 = —id. The simplest hyperkihler manifold is the Euclidean space
R*™ . It is well-known that the only compact hyperkihler manifolds of dimension 4 are
K3 surfaces and complex tori. Let (M, g, J* a=1,2,3)and (N,h, J% a =1,2,3) be
hyperkéhler manifolds. Let w(+,-) = g(-, J*) and Q.(-,) = h(-, T*), (o = 1,2,3)
be the Kéahler forms on M and N respectively. A smooth map v : M — N is called a
quaternionic map (triholomorphic map) if

Aup TP o duo J* = du (1)

where A,z denote the entries of a matrix A in SO(3). For simplicity, we choose
App = 0ap-

The quaternionic maps (triholomorphic maps) between Hyperkdhler manifolds
has been studied by many aothors (cf. [BT], [Ch], [CL1, [CL2], [FKS], [W]). Quater-
nionic maps automatically minimize the energy functional in their homotopy classes
(cf. [Ch], [CL1] and [FKS]) and hence they are harmonic. It can be verified that
holomorphic and anti-holomorphic maps with respect to some complex structures on
M and N are quaternionic maps. However, Chen-Li constructed quaternionic maps
which are not holomorphic with respect to any complex structures on M and N (cf.

[CL1]).

*This work is supported by NSF grant 11721101.

fMSC (2000): 53C26, 53C43, 58E12, 58E20. Keywords: Stationary harmonic maps, quaternionic maps,
blow-up formula.

iayuli@Qustc.edu.cn

$2cn1991@mail.uste.edu.cn



http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.00180v1

Definition 1.1 A map u from M to N is called a stationary quaternionic map if it
s a stationary harmonic map and it is a quaternionic map outside its singular set.

It is clear that (c.f. [BT]), if u satisfies (Il) almost everywhere, and
duJ*) =0, for a=1,2,3, (2)

then wu is a stationary quaternionic map.
Chen-Li ([CL2]) proved that, if there is a harmonic sphere ¢ : S* — N which
satisfies

3
dp Jo = = a,J" do, (3)
k=1
where @ = (a1, ay,a3) : S* — S?, and
/ B Vo[Pdo =0, i =1,2,3, (21,29, 25) € S, (4)
S2

then .
u(z, 2t) = qb(m) for any x € R*\{0}
is a stationary quaternionic map with the z*-axis as its singular set.

Chen-Li ([CL2]) showed that there does exist a complete noncompact hyperkéahler
manifold, into which there is a harmonic S? which satisfies ([B) and (). Recently,
Foscolo [F] showed that there exists a compact K3 surface with the above property.
However, the map u constructed by Chen-Li or by Foscolo does not satisfy (2)). Now
the question is whether the maps constructed by Chen-Li or by Foscolo could be a
tangent map of a stationary quaternionic map with identity (2)), if not the singular
set of a stationary quaternionic map with identity (2l) might be of codimensional 4
(Remark 1.2 in [BT]).

Suppose that uy is a sequence of stationary quaternionic maps with bounded
energies E(ui) < A. The blow-up set of uy can be defined as

Y =Npso{z € M| lillgrninfrz_m/ | 7 uel*dy > 0}
—00

Br(x)
We can always assume that uy — u weakly in W12?(M, N) and that
| 7 ulPdr — | 7 ul*dz + v

in the sense of measure as k — co. Here v is a nonnegative Radon measure on M
with support in X. It is known that ¥ is a H™ 2-rectifiable set, and we may write
v =0(z)H™ 2|3, Tt is clear that strongly convergence in H%?(M, N) preserves the
identity (2). In this paper we mainly prove the following blow-up formula for weakly
convergence sequence of stationary quaternionic maps.



Theorem 1.2 Let uy be a sequence of stationary quaternionic map with E(ug) < A.
Assume that u, — u weakly in H* (M, N). Then there exist (a',a? a®) € R3 with
S (a®)? = 1 such that, for any smooth (m — 3)-form 1 with compact support in

a=1
M,
3 3
lim ao‘/ dn NupJ* = ao‘/ dn/\u*jo‘+/9dn 5
k—>ooaz::1 y ! ; y g b ()
and for any (b',0?, %) L (a',a?, a®), there holds

3

3
lim b /Mdn/\ukj :;b /Mdn/\uj.

a=1

As a corollary of the theorem, the maps constructed by Chen-Li [CL2] and by Fos-
colo [F] can not be tangent maps (c.f [LT], Theorem 3.1) of a stationary quaternionic
map satisfing d(u*J“) = 0.

2 The proof of the blow-up formula

If u is a strong limit of a sequence of stationary quaternionic maps in HY2(M, N),
then it’s easy to see that u satisfies (2)). If u is just a weak limit, i.e. there exists a
sequence of stationary quaternionic maps wy, satisfying uj, — u weakly in H%?(M, N)
and |Vug|?dV — |Vu|?dV +0H™ 2|5 in the sense of measure, we prove in this section
a formula for the blow-up set § H™ 2|5 and the limiting map u.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that m = 4. Because ¥ is a H™ 2-
rectifiable set, so we may assume that X = U2 %, 5,0y = ¢ if i £ ¢, H™ (%) =
0,%; C N;and N; (i = 1,2, --) is an (m — 2)-dimensional embedded C' submanifold
of M. Tt is important that (see p. 61 in [Si]) T,X = T, N; for H™ %-a.e. x € 3.

It is known that v = 6(z)H™ 2|3, where 6(z) is upper semi-continuous with
€0 < O(x) < C(I1) for H™ 2-a.e. z € X, C(I1) is a positive constant depending only
on M and (1 (cf. [Lin|, Lemma 1.6). Since H™ (X)) < o0, for any 1 > 0, there
exist 3 C ¥ and iy such that H™2(31) < 1, 55 = £\ ¥y = U2, 5} where X} € 3
(i =1,---,4) is a bounded closed set. We choose a covering {B,, |n = 1,2,---} of
31 such that > rm 2 < C1. Here and in the sequel, C' always denotes a uniform
constant depending only on M and N.

Suppose that (x!,...,2%) is a local normal coordinate system in B.(X?), and that
(23, 2%) is the corresponding coordinate system in ¥;, and the matrix expressions of
the complex structures are given by (), (7)) and (8]).

-1 J!
A’ = - (6)
Jl

0

0
-1

0

J' =

_ o O O
o O = O
o OO



0 -1 0 0 J?
1 0 0 0 :

R N A | (™
0 0 —-120 J?
0 0 10 J?
0 0 01 .

R R | ®
0 -1 00 J?

where A,3J"” are 4n x 4n-matrices, A,p are the entries of a matrix A in SO(3). Then
the quaternionic equation is

( ui +u3 + ul + uj = 0
ui — uj + uj — uj 0
ud —ul — uy + u? 0
uf —uy —ul + ul =0
ud + ud + ul + ub 0
1 2 3 4
ub —uy +u§ —ul = 0
uj —ug — ujy + ug = 0 9)
uf —uj —u§ +ul = 0
uélln—3 + u;ln—2 + ,uén—l + uin — O
u%n—2 _ uézln—?) + uén _ ujlln—l 0
ullln—l o ugln—3 _ uéln + uin—2 0
4n 4n—3 4n—2 4n—1 __

Theorem 2.1 For any smooth (m — 3)-form n with compact support in M, we have
3

3
lim AQB/ dn/\quB:ZAaﬁ/ dnAu*JB+/9dn|g
k—o0 M = M »

a=1

and

lim Am/ dyp NupJ" = Aw/ dn Au*J°,
k—o0 M M

lim Asg / dnp ANup TP = Azg / dnp ANu* TP,
k—o0 M M

Proof. Assume that n =Y, nrdz’. We have

k—o0

lim [ dpAuf(AnsT?) = / dn A u*(AupT")
M M

+ limlim lim dn A uj(AasT"?)

6—0e—0 k—o0 B. (U:912?)

lim lim 1i “(AnsT?). 1
tOIREREL g s T AT o

=14

4



It’s easy to see that
lim lim lim dn Aup(JT%) =0 (11)

6—0e—0 k—o0 Un B,

By Lemma 2.2 in [LT], we get

. . . * ﬁ
L [ gy 1 R AT

v
(AusT"”) %dxl Adz' Adet A de? o (12)

. . . 877] 8’&2
= limlim lim " P2

6—0e—0 k—o0 Be(E‘g) 8:)31 (91’1

Substituting (@) to (I2) and applying Lemma 2.2 in [LT], we have

. . . * ¥] —_ 1 . . * 8 _
figling i, | op) @1 R (AT = lngling i - dn A AasT7) = 0
and
lim lim i *(As577%) = lim lim 1i 2 ! 2
SRR J, e 1N kAT = S | VT AR A AN
= lim lim( |Vu\2dn/\d:c1/\dx2+/ Hdn\g):/ Odnls  (13)
0=0e=0"J g (n9) Be(22)Ns 5

Then the proof of the theorem is completed. Q.E.D.

Remark 2.2 From this theorem, we see that if uy, satisfies (3), the weak limit u still
satisfies (3) if and only if @ = constant.

As a corollary, we can derive that 6(z) is locally constant. Precisely,

Corollary 2.3 Under the assumption of Theorem [1.3, and assume that there is an
open ball B™ C M \ Sing, with H™2(X N B™) > 0. We have 0(x) is constant on
YN B™.

Proof. In (B)), we choose cutoff function 7 such that suppn C B™. Since B™ C
M \ Sing,, we have u is smooth on B™. Then du*J” = 0 on B™ for 3 =1,2,3. In
view of ([H]), we conclude that # is constant on ¥ N B™.

Q.E.D.

Let ¢ : S* — N be a nonconstant smooth map satisfying ([B) and (). Set

u(z, at) = gb(%) for any = € R3\{0} 2% e R™3 (14)

as Chen-Li ([CL2]) did. Then we have



Proposition 2.4 For any smooth (m — 3)-form n with compact support in R™, we
have

/ TENTVAES —E%(cb)/ n(0, %), (15)
m Rm73
where

Br(6) = [ (50T ")do

Proof. We choose a spherical coordinate system (r, ,6) in R3, because u is smooth
for any r > 0, we have

/ dn Nu*J°

:/ / amdr/\dx T
Rm—3 S2

- [ s [ org0
- -530) [ 10,29

Q.E.D.
By Theorem 2.1 and Proposition [24] we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.5 The map u defined in (Ij]) can not be a tangent map (c.f [LT], The-
orem 8.1) of a stationary quaternionic map with the property (2) at a singular point.

Proof. Suppose that u is defined as in (I4)). If it is a tangent map, then we have

by Theorem [2.1]
3
ZAaﬁ/ dnp A TP + / Odn|s, = 0.
a=1 M X

By Proposition 2.4l we obtain

3
B N
;AaBET(Cb) /ng n(0,z%) = /29d77|2.

Since wu is stationary, by the blow-up formula of Li-Tian [LT], we have ¥ is station-
ary. Using the constancy theorem (Theorem 41.1 in [Si]), it follows that the density
function @ is constant in every connected component of 3, which implies that ¢ is

homotopy to a constant map. We therefore get a contradiction.
Q.E.D.
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