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1. Introduction

Symmetry results for nonlinear elliptic PDE’s are difficult and usually rely on a clever use of the maximum
principle as in the celebrated Serrin’s moving planes method, or the use of rearrengement techniques as the
Schwartz symmetrization (see, e.g., [7] for a survey). In case of systems the situation is more involved since
there are no general tools for proving this kind of results.

In this paper we investigate symmetry properties of maps u : R?* — R3 which are entire (smooth) solutions
of the system

Au+u(l—|u?) =0 (1.1)
possibly subject to the condition at infinity
lu(z)] =1 as |z| = +o0. (1.2)

The system (LI is naturally associated to the energy functional

E(v,Q) := / <1|V’U|2 + l(1 - |v|2)2>daj (1.3)
o \2 4

defined for v € H} (R?*; R?®) and a bounded open set Q@ C R®. Indeed, if u € H\ (R* R?) is a critical point of
E(-,Q) for every € then u is a weak solution of (II)) and thus a classical solution according to the standard
regularity theory for elliptic equations. In addition, any weak solution u of (II)) satisfies the natural bound

|u| <1 in the entire space, see [12, Proposition 1.9].
Here the “boundary condition” (2] is added to rule out solutions with values in a lower dimensional
Euclidean space like the scalar valued solutions relevant for the De Giorgi conjecture (see, e.g., [3]), or the
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explicit vortex solutions of [16] (see also [6]) arising in the 2D Ginzburg-Landau model. More precisely, under
the assumption ([2)) the map u has a well defined topological degree at infinity given by

deg  u = deg(i 833)

Jul’

whenever R is large enough, and we are interested in solutions satisfying deg. u # 0. A special symmetric
solution U to (LI)-([2) with deg. U =1 has been constructed in [I] and [I5] in the form

UGe) = /(). (1.4)
for a unique function f vanishing at zero and increasing to one at infinity. Taking into account the obvious
invariance properties of (IT]) and (I3), infinitely many solutions can be obtained from (4 by translations on
the domain and orthogonal transformations on the image. In addition, these solutions satisfy R~ E(u, Bg) —
4w as R — +oo. It is easy to check that U as in (L4) is the unique solution w of (TI)-([T2) such that
u~1({0}) = {0}, deg.ou = 1 and u is O(3)-equivariant, i.e., u(Tx) = Tu(z) for all # € R® and for all
T € O(3) (see Remark ZT)). In addition u = U satisfies |u(z)| = 1 + O(|z|~?) as |z| — +o0.

In [7], H. Brezis has formulated the following problem:

Is any solution to (L)) satisfying (I.3) (possibly with a “good” rate of convergence) and deg  u = +1,
of the form (I4)) (up to a translation on the domain and an orthogonal transformation on the image)?

In this paper we investigate this problem focusing on local minimizers of the energy in the following sense.

Definition 1.1. Let u € H}_(R3;R?). We say that u is a local minimizer of E(-) if
E(u,Q) < E(v,9) (1.5)
for any bounded open set  C R? and v € H} (R3;R3) satisfying v — u € HJ (;R3).

Obviously local minimizers are smooth entire solutions of (II]) but it is not clear that nonconstant local
minimizers do exist or if the solutions obtained from ([4) are locally minimizing. In case of maps from
the plane into itself the analogous problems are of importance in the study of the asymptotic behaviour of
minimizers of the 2D Ginzburg-Landau energy near their vortices, the explicit solutions of the form (4]
giving the asymptotic profile of the minimizers in the vortex cores. Both these questions were essentially
solved affirmatively in [2T22/24] (see also [23] for the more difficult gauge-dependent problem, i.e., in presence
of a magnetic field) but the complete classification of entire solutions to (LI))-(L2), even in the 2D case
remains open.

The first result of this paper concerns the existence of nonconstant local minimizers.

Theorem 1.1. There ewists a smooth nonconstant solution u : R* — R3 of (I1)-(I.2) which is a local
minimizer of E(-). In addition, u(0) = 0, deg..u = 1 and R~'E(u, Bg) — 47 as R — +00.

The construction of a nonconstant local minimizer relies on a careful analysis of the vorticity set for
solutions uy to

Au+Nu(l—|u?)=0 inB
(Py) {”+ u(l = ul") P s, (1.6)

u=1d on 0B,

which are absolute minimizers of the Ginzburg-Landau functional Ej(u, B1) on H{;(B1;R?) where
. L, A
Ex(u,Q) := [ ex(u)dr with ex(u):= 2|Vu| + —

)

(= ).

Up to a translation, we will obtain a locally minimizing solution to (II]) as a limit of uy, (x/A,) for some
sequence A\, — +00.
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As the smooth entire solutions of (L], critical points of the energy functional F)(-,Q) satisfy a funda-
mental monotonicity identity (see [25], [20]).

Lemma 1.1 (Monotonicity Formula). Assume that u : Q — R3 solves Au + \2u(1 — |ul?) = 0 in some
open set Q C R® and A\ > 0. Then,

= Ex(u, Br(ao)) = + Ex(u, By (w0)+

1
+
Br(x0)\B:(z0) |z — o]

for any xo € Q and any 0 < r < R < dist(xg, 02).

ou 2

Oz — xo]

)\2 R 1 o9
de + — = (1—|ul®)*dzdt, (1.7)
2 r t By (zo)

An entire solution « to (L)) for which the left hand side of (I7)) (with A = 1) is bounded, i.e.,

sup R~ E(u, Bg) < 40, (1.8)
R>0
can be studied near infinity through a “blow-down” analysis. More precisely, for each R > 0 we introduce
the scaled map ugr defined by

ug(x) := u(Rx), (1.9)
which is a smooth entire solution of
Aup 4+ R*up(l — |ug/?) =0. (1.10)

Whenever E(u, Br) grows at most linearly with R, Er(ug, ) is equibounded and thus {ur}r>o is bounded
in H (R%R3). Any weak limit us : R* — R? of {ug}r>0 as R — +oo is called a tangent map to u
at infinity, and the potential term in the energy forces uo, to take values into S2. Moreover (see [20]), oo
turns out to be harmonic and positively 0-homogeneous, i.e., us(z) = w(x/|z|) for some harmonic map
w:S? = §?, and u is a solution or a critical point (among S?-valued maps) of

1
Av +v|Vo]? =0, Ex(v,Q) = / §|Vv|2d:17 ,
Q

respectively. This is readily the case for the equivariant solution (L4, where Ug(z) — x/|z| strongly in
HL . (R3R3) as R — +oo. In the general case, uniqueness of the tangent map at infinity is not guaranteed
and the possible lack of compactness of {ugr}r>o have been carefully analyzed in [T9J20] where the blow-up
analysis of the defect measure arising in the limit of the measures er(ug)dz is performed. As a byproduct (see
[20, Corollary DJ), a quantization result for the normalized energy is obtained, namely R~'E(u, Br) — 4k
as R — oo for some k € N, the case k = 1 being valid both for the solution (4] (see Proposition [Z1]) and
the local minimizer constructed in Theorem [Tl The following result shows that the same property is true
for any local minimizer of E(-) satisfying (L8]), so that any nonconstant local minimizer of E(-) satisfying
(LX) realizes the lowest energy quantization level.

Theorem 1.2. Let u € HL_(R*R3?) be a nonconstant local minimizer of E(-) satisfying (L8). Then
R7'E(u, BR) — 47 as R — +00 and the scaled maps {ur}r>o are relatively compact in H} (R3;R3).

In proving this theorem, the first step is to apply the blow-down analysis from infinity given in [20].
Then, taking minimality into account, we exclude concentration by a comparison argument involving a
“dipole removing technique”. This yields the compactness of the scaled maps. Finally another comparison
argument based on minimality and on the results in [§], gives the desired value for the limit of the scaled
energy. Here we believe that (as shown in [24] for the 2D case) assumption (L8] should always hold, as a
consequence of local minimality.

In order to prove full symmetry of a nonconstant local minimizer, a natural approach is to prove uniqueness
and symmetry of the tangent map at infinity, and then try to propagate the symmetry from infinity to the
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entire space. As a first step in this direction, we have the following result inspired by the asymptotic analysis
developed for harmonic maps at isolated singularities in the important work [27] (see also [28], [17] for a
possibly simplified treatment and a more comprehensive exposition on the subject, and [I4] for the case of
S2-valued harmonic maps in R?).

Theorem 1.3. Let u be an entire smooth solution of (L)) satisfying (I.8) and such that the scaled maps

{ur}r>o0 are relatively compact in H} (R3;R3). Then there exist a constant C' > 0 such that for all x € R3,

loc
2 (1 = u(@)[?) + |2[|Vu(@)] + 2PV A = [u@)?)] + 2| V?u()] < C, (1.11)
and there exists a unique harmonic map w : S*> — S? such that degw = deg,_u and setting us(r) = w(z/|x|),

(i) ||uRIS2 - w||CZ(S2;R3) —0as R — 400,

(ii) er(ug)(x)dr = %|Vuoo|2d:1: weakly™ as measures as R — +oo.
If in addition deg. u = £1 then w(x) = Tz for some T € O(3).

This result strongly relies on the a priori bound (ILTT)) for entire solutions to (II]) which, loosely speaking,
do not exibit any bubbling phenomena at infinity (more precisely the scaled maps {ur} do not exibit
energy concentration as R — +00). Whenever ([LTI]) holds, we can write for |z| sufficiently large the polar
decomposition of the solution u as u(x) = p(z)w(z) for some positive function p and some S2-valued map w
which have to solve the system

{div(p%)w(w)) +w(z)p? ()| Vu(z)? =0,
Ap(z) + p(z)(1 — p(2)) = p(a)|Vw(z)|?,

for |z| large. Tt is clear from (ILTT) that p smoothly tends to 1 at infinity. Hence the unit map w tends to be
harmonic as || — 400, and system ([[LI2)) can be considered as a perturbation of the harmonic map system.
In the present situation, uniqueness of the asymptotic limit can be obtained from an elementary but tricky
estimate on the radial derivative of w, and we avoid the use of the Simon-Lojasievicz inequality.

(1.12)

Once the asymptotic symmetry is obtained we can adapt the division method used in [22] and [23] to get
full symmetry. The main result of the paper is the following.

Theorem 1.4. Let u be an entire solution of (I1). The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) u is a nonconstant local minimizer of E(-) satisfying (L8);

)
(14) E(u,Br) =47R+ o(R) as R — +00;

(iii) u satisfies |u(z)] =1+ O(|x|~2) as |v| — +o00 and deg  u = +1;

(iv) up to a translation on the domain and an orthogonal transformation on the image, u is O(3)-
equivariant, i.e., w = U as given by ({IF).

As a consequence of this theorem, we see that under the assumption (L8], up to translations and orthogo-
nal transformations, any nonconstant local minimizer of E(-) in H (R?;R?) is given by u(z) = U(\z) with
U asin (I4). In the limiting case A = 400, a similar result has been proved in [2, Theorem 2.2] showing that
any nonconstant local minimizer u of the Dirichlet integral Ex(+) in H (R3;S?) is given by u(z) = z/|x|
up to translations and orthogonal transformations.

The plan of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we review the properties of the equivariant solution
(Cd). In Section 3 we study minimizing solutions to (Py) and prove Theorem [[LIl In Section 4 we prove
the quantization property for an arbitrary local minimizer, i.e., we prove Theorem In Section 5 we deal
with asymptotic symmetry and Theorem [[3] Finally we obtain in Section 6 the full symmetry and the main
result of the paper.
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2. The equivariant solution

In this section we collect some preliminary results about equivariant entire solutions. The existence statement
and the qualitative study are essentially contained in [IIT3] and [15]. In the following lemma we stress the
asymptotic decay at infinity.

Lemma 2.1. There is a unique solution f € C?([0,+00)) of

w2, 2 -
f +; —T—2f+f(1—f2)—07

(2.1)
F(0)=0 and f(+o0) =1.
In addition 0 < f(r) <1 for each r >0, f'(0) >0, f is strictly increasing,
R?|f"(R)|+ Rf'(R)+ [2— R*(1 - f(R)*)| =0o(1) as R— +oo, (2.2)
and
}%/OR (g(f’)2+f2+r2w)dr—>1 as R— 400. (2.3)

Proof. The existence of an increasing solution follows from [15] and [I]. To obtain the estimates at infinity
in (2.2)), we multiply the equation by 72 f’(r) and an integration by parts yields

R R

T(f’(f“))QdTJr/ P21 = (Fr)*)f () f (r)dr = (f(R)* < 1. (2.4)

0

2
Smy+ |
Using the monotony of f, we deduce that fOJrOO r(f'(r))%dr < +oo. Hence we can find a sequence R,, — 400
such that R, f'(R,) — 0 as n — +00. On the other hand the integral terms in (Z4]) admit a limit as
R — +4o00. As a consequence, rf’'(r) admits a limit at infinity and thus Rf'(R) — 0 as R — +o0. For any
k € (0,1) fixed, multiplying the equation by r? and averaging over (kR, R) leads to

R*f'(R) — k*R*f'(kR) L2 o = — 2 [
oA TR ), O 0= G = g7 | fr.

Since f is increasing and tends to 1 at infinity, we infer

k% limsup R*(1 — (f(R))?) < 2 < liminf R*(1 — (f(kR))?),
R—+o00 R—+oc0

so that R%(1 — (f(R))?) — 2 as R — +oo by arbitrariness of k. Taking the equation into account (2.2
follows. To prove (Z.3) we multiply the equation by r?(1 — f?) and we integrate by parts on (0, R) to get

R R R
2(1 — 2 ¢! 2 f(f)2dr r? — )24y = — dr.
R(1 (f(R)))f(R)+2/O ()2 +/0 F(1— f2)%d 2/0 F(1— 1)

Since f is increasing and tends to 1 at infinity, we deduce using (22) that
R

R
7 /0 P PP [ 2R P B (R R) -0,

0
and (23) follows easily. ml

A consequence of the previous lemma is the following result.

Proposition 2.1. Let zg € R3 and T € O(3). Consider the function f : [0, +00) — [0,1) given by Lemmal2]]
and define

T(x — x0)

w(zx) = = 7]

fllz = wol) -
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Then w is a smooth solution of ([LI)). In addition, 0 < |w(z)| <1 for each x # xo, w satisfies (LI1]) and

. 1 o A—fw@P)?Y
Rl_l)TOOE/BR(I()) <§|Vw(a:)| + — 1 dx = 4r. (2.5)

Proof. Asin [I] and [I5], w is smooth and it is a classical solution of ([I)). It is routine to check that (TIT])
follows from (22). Then a simple calculation yields

2(f(je = 2))® | (1= |f(lz = zo])[*)*
|z — 202 4 ’

whence (Z3]) follows from ([23). |

[Vw(@)? = (f(Jo o)) +

Remark 2.1. The solution U given by (L4]) is the unique O(3)-equivariant solution w of (LI)-(T2) such
that v~1({0}) = {0} and deg.u = 1. Indeed for each fixed z # 0, setting I, to be the line passing
through 0 and =, u(l;) C I, because u is equivariant (actually invariant) under rotations fixing l,. Hence
we can write u(z) = (z/|z])o(x)|u(z)] with o(z) = £1 and |u(z)| = g¢(|z|) for some smooth function
g : (0,400) — (0,400). Since u is smooth and deg, u = 1, we conclude that o = 1. Taking (L2 into
account we conclude that g satisfies the Cauchy problem (ZT]). Finally by the uniqueness result in [1IT5], we
obtain g = f as claimed.

3. Existence of nonconstant local minimizers
A basic ingredient in the construction of a nonconstant local minimizer is the following small energy regularity
result taken from [20] (see also [11]).
Lemma 3.1. There exists two positive constants ng > 0 and Cy > 0 such that for any A\ > 1 and any
u € C%(Bar(z0); R?) satisfying

Au+ N u(l - |u|?*) =0 in Bagr(zo),

1
with R E)(u, Bar(z0)) < no, then

1
R? sup ey(u) < Coﬁ E\(u, Bar(zo)) - (3.1)
BR(%())

We will also make use of the following boundary version of Lemma B] (see [9I10]).

Lemma 3.2. Let g : 9B — S? be a smooth map. There exists two positive constants 1 > 0 and C; > 0
such that for any A > 1,0 < R < 11/2, o € OBy and any u € C?*(B1 N Bagr(wo); R?) satisfying u = g on
0B N BQR(LL'Q) and

Au+ Nu(l — |u|*) =0 in By N Bag(wo),

1
with 3R Ex(u,B1 N Bag(xo)) < n1, then

1
R?>  sup ex(u) < Clﬁ E)(u, B1 N Bag(xo)) (3.2)
BlﬁBR(Io)

Another result which is a combination of [19] and [20] will play a crucial role in the sequel.

Proposition 3.1. Let Q C R3 be a smooth bounded open set and let A, — +oo as n — +oo. For every
n € N let u, be a critical point of Ex, (-,Q) such that sup,, Ex, (un, ) < +00. Then, up to a subsequence,
Up — u weakly in H (4 R3) for some weakly harmonic map u : Q — S and ey, (un)(x)dz > $IVul|?dz + v
weakly* as measures on ) where v = 4mOH' LY for some H'-rectifiable set X of locally finite H'-measure
and some integer valued H'-measurable function 6 : ¥ — N.
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The key result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let A > 1 and uy € H'(B1;R?) be a global minimizer of Ex(-, B1) over Hi(B1;R?). For
any § € (0,1), there exists a constant Cs5 > 0 independent of X such that diam({|ux| < 6}) < CsA™! and
disty ({Jua| < 0}, {0}) = 0(1) as A — +oo where disty denotes the Haussdorf distance.

Proof. Let us consider an arbitrary sequence \, — +o0o, and for every n € N let u,, € H'(B1;R?) be a
global minimizer of Ej, (-, B1) under the boundary condition u, 55, = z. It is well known that u,, satisfies
u, € C?(B1) and |u,| < 1 for every n € N.

Step 1. We claim that u, — v(z) := z/|z| strongly in H'(B;R3). Since the map v is admissible, one has

1 1

5/ |Vun|? < B, (un, B1) < Ey, (v, By) = 5/ |Vo|? = 47 for every n € N. (3.3)
B1 Bl

As a consequence, {u,} is bounded in H'(Bp;R3) and up to a subsequence, u, — u, weakly in H*(B;R3)

for some S?-valued map u, satisfying Ux|pp, = ¢. By Theorem 7.1 in [8], the map v is the unique minimizer of

u € H'(B1;S%) = [ |[Vul? under the boundary condition ujpp, = . In particular, [, [Vu,|* > [ [Vo]?

which, combined with [B3]), yields

1 1 1

—/ |V, |? — —/ |V, |? = —/ |Vo|?  asn — +oo.
2 B: 2 B: 2 B

Therefore u, = v and u, — v strongly in H!(B;R3).

Step 2. Let ¢ € (0,1) be fixed. We now prove that the family of compact sets V,, := {Ju,| < 6} — {0} in the
Hausdorff sense. It suffices to prove for any given 0 < p < 1, V,, C B, for every n large enough. Since v is
smooth outside the origin, we can find 0 < o < min(p/8,1:1/4) such that

1

—/ |Vo|> < min(no,m1) := ¢ for every x € By \ B,
g BlﬁB4g(m)

where 79 and n; are given by Lemma [BI] and Lemma B2 respectively. From the strong convergence of w,, to
v in H', we infer that

S E\, (un, Bag(x)) < ¢ for every x € By \ B, (3.4)
o

whenever n > N; for some integer N; independent of x. Next consider a finite family of points {x;};es C
B\ B, satisfying Ba,(z;) C By if z; € By and

El \BP C ( U Bg(xj)) U ( U ng(l'j)> .
z;€B x;E0B1
In view of (3.4)), for each j € J we can apply LemmaB.Ilin Bo, (x;) if x; € By and LemmaB.2in BiN B, (x;)
if ; € 0B to deduce

sup ey, (u,) < Co~? for every n > Ny,
El\Bp
for some constant C' independent of n. By Ascoli Theorem the sequence {u,} is compact in C°(B; \ B,),
and thus |u,| — 1 uniformly in By \ B,. In particular |u,| > 6 in By \ B, whenever n is large enough.

In the remaining of this proof we will establish the estimate diam (V,) < Cs\; . We shall argue by
contradiction. Setting r,, := diam (V),,), we assume that for a subsequence k,, := r,\,, = +00. Let ap, b, € V,,
such that |a,, — b,| = r, and set ¢, to be the middle point of the segment [a,,, b,]. In view of Step 2, we have
¢n — 0. Next we define for n large enough and x € B,

wp () := up(rnx + ¢n),
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so that w,, satisfies
Aw, + k2w, (1 — |w,[?) =0 in By. (3.5)
Up to a rotation, we may assume without loss of generality that (a, — ¢,)/r, = (1/2,0,0) =: P; and
(b, — ¢n)/rn = (—1/2,0,0) =: P so that
|wn(P1)| = |wn(P2)| =6 for every n sufficiently large. (3.6)

L (B2;R3) for some weakly stationary
harmonic map ¢ : By — S?. First we infer from (B3] and the Mononocity Formula (7)) applied to w,, and
u, that

1 1 47
_En naB < naB—rm c n n S—v
= By, (wn, Br(0)) (s By e (o + ) < 7=

— —F

T 1= |rpxo + cnl A
for every zg € Bz and 0 < R < dist(zg, dB2). Hence sup,, Ey, (wy, B2) < 4+00. In view of Proposition 3]
up a further subsequence, w,, — ¢ weakly in H'(Bg; R?) where ¢ : Bo — S? is a weakly harmonic map, and

Step 8. We claim that up to a subsequence w, — ¢ strongly in H}

(3.7)

* 1
€r, (Wp)dx — p = §|V¢)|2da: + v weakly* as measures on Bs, (3.8)

for some Radon measure v = 410H! LY where ¥ is a H!-rectifiable set with locally finite #!-measure and

is an integer valued function. As a direct consequence of the Monotonicity Formula (I7) and (B1), we have
1 1
= (Br(xo) <+ n(Balo)) < dr (3.9)

for every xg € B2 and 0 < R < dist(xg, 0B3). By Theorem 2.83 in [4], the 1-dimensional density of v at g,
i.e., ©1(v,z0) = limpr—0(2R) "*v(Bgr(x0)), exists and coincides with 4mf(xg) for H'-a.e. zg € . In view of
39) we deduce that 6§ < 1/2 H'-a.e. on X. Since 6 is integer valued, we have § = 0 H'-a.e. on %, i.e., v = 0.
Going back to (3.8), we conclude that w, — ¢ strongly in H} _(B2;R3) and

K2 (1 — |w”|2)2n?m0 in Ll (Bs). (3.10)

It now remains to prove the stationarity of ¢. Since w, is smooth and satisfies (3.3]), we have

3
/32 e (1) div = 30 o T S — 0

4,j=1

for every ¢ € C}(Bay;R3). Using the local strong convergence of w, and ([B.I0), we can pass to the limit
n — +oo in the above equation to derive that

3
) a¢; 0 O
2 ) 1 p. . w3
/32 Vo]~ div ¢ 2”2:1 9z, 92, Ow,; =0 V(e (C,(BsRY),

i.e., ¢ is stationary in Bs.
Step 4. By the energy monotonicity formula for stationary harmonic maps (see [25]) and 1), we have
1 1
o Vo|* < — IVo[* < 8r (3.11)
Ry JBp, (20) Ry JBp, (20
for every zp € By and 0 < Ry < Ry < dist(zg,0B2). We claim that
lim — / Vo> = inf ! Vo> >0 fori=1,2 (3.12)
im — = inf — ri=1,2. .
E=0 R Jp,.(p) 0<R<1 R Jp,.(p) ’

Indeed if the limit above vanishes, we could argue as in Step 2 using Lemma Bl to deduce that |w, (FP;)| > ¢
for n large which contradicts (3.6]). By the quantization results in [18], for i = 1,2,

1
lim — / |Vé|*> = 8nk; for some k; € N.
R Jpnp)
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Combining (BI1) with BI2), we deduce that k1 = k2 = 1 and thus

. 1 2 _ .
0<1%f<1 = . [Vo|* =8 fori=1,2. (3.13)

Setting Qr = (R —1/2,0,0) for 0 < R < 1, we then have
8#2/ V| z/ |v¢|2+/ Vo> > 87R +87(1 — R) = 8.
B1(Qr) Br(P1) Bi_r(P2)
Hence [V¢|? =0 a.e. in B1(Qr) \ (Br(P1) U Bi_g(P,)) for every 0 < R < 1. Since

BN U <B1(QR) \ (BR(Pl) U BlR(P2))> =B \ [(_17 Oa 0)7 (L 07 0)] s

0<R<1

we derive that [, |V¢|* = 0 which obviously contradicts (B.I3). Therefore r,,\, remains bounded and the
proof is complete . O

Proof of Theorem [I.Jl Consider a sequence \, — +oo and let u, be a minimizer of E), (-, B1) on
H{{(B1;R?). By Proposition 32 |u,| > 1/2 in By \ By 2 for n large enough. In particular, d, := deg(un, 0B;)
is well defined for 1/2 < r < 1 and d, = d; = 1 thanks to the boundary condition. Hence we may find
an € By such that u,(a,) = 0 for every n sufficiently large. Again by Proposition B.2, a, — 0 and
{lun| < 1/2} C By, (a,) with 7, := diam({|u,| < 1/2}) = O(\;!). Therefore deg(uy,dB,(a,)) = 1 for any
T € [rp, 1/2].

Setting Ry, := Ay (1 —|ay|), Rn — +00 as n — 400, and we define for @ € Bp,,, Uy () = un, (A, 'z + an)
so that u,, satisfies

Aty + Uy (1 — |U,)?) in Bg, ,
U, (0) = 0 and |@,| < 1 for every n. Moreover arguing as in the previous proof, we obtain that

limsup R, ' E (@, Br,) < 4. (3.14)
n—-+oo

2 (R3) for some map
u : R? — R? solving Au + u(1 — |ul?) = 0 in R? and u(0) = 0. By Proposition and the choice of a,,
we have {|tu,| < 1/2} C Bgr, with Ry := sup,, A7 < +oc. Hence |u| > 1/2 in R®\ Bg, by continuity and
locally uniform convergence. As a consequence, u is nonconstant, deg . u is well defined and

Then we infer from standard elliptic theory that, up to a subsequence, @, — u in C?

degocu = deg(u,0Br) = 1lim deg(un,0Bg) = lim deg(un,dB;,(an)) =1

for any R > Ry. Arguing in the same way, we infer from Proposition that |u(z)] = 1 as |z| = +o0.
Next we deduce from (BI4), the Monotonicity Formula (7)) and the smooth convergence of @, to u, that
supgso R7'E1(u, Bg) < 4. By the quantization result [20, Corollary D], we have R~ F; (u, Bg) — 4wk as
R — 400 with k € {0,1}. Since u is nonconstant, we conclude that k = 1. Finally, the local minimality of u
easily follows from the minimality of u,, and the strong convergence in H{ (R R?) of 4, to u. O

4. Energy quantization for local minimizers

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem For any solution u of (LI satisfying (LJ]), the scaled
(R3;R3). This fact will allow us to study such a
map u near infinity. First we recall that a tangent map to u at infinity is a map ¢ : R3 — R? obtained as a
weak limit of u,(z) := u(z/R,) in HL (R? R?) for some sequence of radii R,, — +o00. We denote by Too (u)
the set of all possible tangent maps to w at infinity. The only information given by the potential at infinity

maps ug(z) := u(Rz) are relatively weakly compact in H} .



10 V. Millot € A. Pisante

is that any ¢ € To.(u) takes values into S2. This is any easy consequence of the following elementary lemma
which will be used in the sequel.

Lemma 4.1. Let u € HL _(R*R?) be a solution of (I1) satisfying (I.8). Then

1122
lim l/ wdwzo. (4.1)
R—+c0o R Br 4

Proof. We apply (L7) with A =1, » > 0 and R = 2r to obtain
1 1 — |ul?)? o 1— |ul?)? 1 1
—/ wdazgél/ - / wdm dt < —E(u,Ba.) — —FE(u,B,).
r /g, 4 . t2\ /g, 4 2r T

Since the left hand side of (7)) is bounded and increasing, the right hand side above tends to zero as r tends
to infinity and the conclusion follows. O

The following description of any tangent map has been obtained in [20, Theorem C].

Proposition 4.1. Let u be a solution of (LI satisfying (I8). Let ¢ € Too(u) and let R, — +o00 be an
associated sequence of radii. Then ¢(x) = ¢(x/|z]) for x # 0 and ¢js2 is a smooth harmonic map with values
into S2. Moreover there ezists a subequence (not relabelled) such that

« 1
eRn(un)d$4§|V¢|2daz+V as n — 400, (4.2)

weakly® as measures for some nonnegative Radon measure v. In addition, if v £ 0 there exists an integer
1<l<oo, {Pj}._; CS* and {k;}\_, C N* such that

(i) spt(v) = Ué‘:1 OP; where OP; denotes the ray emitting from the origin to Pj, and for 1 < j <1,
v OP; = dnk;H' L OP; ;

(i) the following balancing condition holds :

l
1
5/ 2| Vo[> dH? + 47y ki Py =0.
2 ;
Jj=1

Under the assumption (I.8) we can apply Proposition ] to any local minimizer of E(-). Now we claim
that the local minimality of u implies the strong convergence of the scaled maps {u,} to the associated
tangent map.

Proposition 4.2. Let u € HL (R3R3) be a local minimizer of E(-) satisfying (I.8). Let ¢ € Too(u) and let
R, — +00 be the associated sequence of radii given by Proposition [{.1l Then u, — ¢ strongly in Hlloc(R?’)
as n — +o0 and

« 1
er, (up)dr — §|V¢|2daz (4.3)
weakly™ as measures.

Proof. In view of Proposition LT} it suffices to prove that the defect measure v in ([@2]) actually vanishes.
We shall achieve it using a comparison argument. First we improve the convergence of w,, away from spt(v).

Step 1. First observe that R2(1 — |u,|*)? — 0 in L{ (R?) by scaling and Lemma 1l Next we claim that
up — ¢ in CL_(R?\ (spt(r) U{0})). Fix a ball Bys(zo) CC R3\ (spt(v) U {0}) with arbitrary center and &
to be chosen. Since ¢ is smooth away from the origin, we can choose § small such that me(zo) V| < 46no
where the constant 7 is given by Lemma Bl In view of (£2]), we have IBM(ID) er, (Un) = 3 fB4a(zo) |Vo|?.
In particular fB4a(zo) er, (un) < 4dn for n large enough. By Lemma B we infer that |Vu,| < Cs, and
|un| > 1/2 in Bas(xg) for n large and a constant Cs,, independent of n. Since w,, satisfies (LI0) (with
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R = R,), setting p,, := 1 — |uy,|?, we have 0 < p, <1 and —Ap, + R2p, < 2C§7I0 in Bas(xzp). By a slight
modification of Lemma 2 in [6], we infer that p, < C5 , R,? in Bs(xo) for some constant Cj , ~independent
of n. Going back to (LI0) we deduce that [Au,| < Cj , in Bs(xo). Using standard W2 P-regularity and the
Sobolev embedding in C'*-spaces, we finally conclude that u, — ¢ in C*(Bs/2(w0)).

Step 2. We will argue by contradiction and will assume that v # 0 so that &, > 1. Without loss of generality
we may also assume that P; = (1,0,0) and ¢(P;) = (0,0,1) =: N. We will construct for n sufficiently large
comparison maps w, which, roughly speaking, agree with u,, except in a small cylinder around the z; axis,
where they are constantly equal to N and with smaller energy. We consider two small parameters 0 < § << 1
and 0 < o << 1. In view of the explicit form of ¢ and v, we can find 2, € OP; with |z, | as large as needed
such that Q4(z,) N OP; = () for each 2 < j <1,

#(Qa(r)) C By(N) and /Q( )|v¢|2<a. (4.4)

Here we use the notation Q,(z,) = x,+p(—1/2,1/2)3 for p > 0. Throughout the proof T := RxBém (0) CR3
will denote the infinite cylinder of size § around the x; axis. In view of Step 1, for n large enough

|un - ¢| <o in Q4($U) \ T6/2 ) (45)

and in particular |u,| does not vanish in Q4(x,) \ Ts/2 and it is actually as close to one as we want.
Consider a cut-off function x1 € C°(Q4(zs);[0,1]) satisfying x1 = 1 in Qs(z,) and set Ys(x) =
min{d~1x1(z)(2]2’| — §)T, 1} using the notation = (z1,2’). Then we define for = € Q4(z,),

|un ()|
Note that @, = w, in a neighborhood of 8Q4(x), tin = upn in Qu(xs) NTs/s, and (1 —|un|*)? < (1 —|un/?)?,

because the double well potential is locally convex near its minima. Then we easily infer from Step 1 that
Uiy, — ¢ in W (Qu(z,) \ Ts/2) and

Un(x) := Ps(x)

+ (1= ¢s())un(z) .

er, (n)dz_ Qu(zs) = %|V¢|2da:|_Q4(:1:g) + v Qu(zs)

weakly* as measures. Now consider a second cut-off function y2 € C°(Qs(xs);[0,1]) satisfying x2 = 1 in
Q2(7,) and set ¥s(x) = min{d~tya(z)(|2'| — §)T, 1}. Define for x € Q4(z,),

1%6(96)N + (1 = () n (z)
|5 (x

— if zs) \ Ts,
(DN + (1= da@)an@)] - PN

() if z € (Qa(zs) \ Qs(75)) U (Qu(zo) NT5),

vp () =

and

_ Ws(@)N + (1~ Ps())d(x)
s (x)N + (1 = ¢s(x))p()]
Note that ¢s and v, are well defined and smooth (Lipschitz) thanks to (@4) and ([@H]). Moreover v,, = uy

both in a neighborhood of 0Q4(z,) and in Q4(z,)NT5/2, and v, = N in Q2(2,) \ T2s. From the construction
of &y, we derive that v, — ¢s in WH(Qy(z,) \ Ts/2) and

¢s()

e, (v)dol Qu(ns) > 3 |V65 PdrL Qula) + L Qa(a) (4.6)

weakly™ as measures. Since v does not charge the boundary of Q,(z,) for every p > 0, we have

‘IU‘+1 1
/ (/ €Rr, (vn)>dr — = / |Vos|? + 27k .
lzo|+1/2 \ J {21 =r}T0s n=+400 2 Jeio 141/2<a1 <[y |+1}NTas
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On the other hand, one may derive from the explicit form of ¢s5 and (@) that
/ [Vos|* < Csa, (4.7)
Qa(zo)
where Cj denotes a constant independent of o. Hence we can find r;} € [|z,]| + 1/2, |2,| + 1] such that

lim sup/ er, (vn) < drky + Cso .
{11 :’I‘:;}QTQ(;

n—-+o0o

Arguing in the same way, we find r, € [|z,| — 1, |zs| — 1/2] such that

lim sup/ er, (vn) < dwky + Cso .
{z1=ry }NTa2s

n—+o0
Next we introduce the sets
c+ ::ngﬂ{ri—%gxl <rtolr| <o —(r:—%)},
=T N{r, <z <r, +25,|2'| < (r, +26) — 21},
D, :=Tos N{z € Tus, 1 € (r,,,77)}.

Define for z € Q4(z,) and n large enough,

Un () if v € Qua(zo) \ Dy
Un<ri,Lfl> ifzeC,
wn (z) = x1 — (rn ,_ 26)
’Un<7“;,26—$> ifeeC,,
(rn +20) — 1
N ifzeD,\(CHuC,).

One may check that w,, € H*(Q4(z,); R3?) and w,, = u,, in a neighborhood of dQ4(x,). Moreover, straight-
forward computations yield

/ er, (wy) < C§ er, (v,) and / er, (wy) <C§ er, (vn),
C:{ {;El :TI}QTQS C,

{11 =T, }ﬂTQS
for some absolute constant C. Recalling (6)), (£.71), the fact that v does not charge the boundary of Q,(z)
for every p > 0 and Q4(z,) = (Q4(z5) \ Dn) U(C;H UC, ) U (D, \ (CF UC,)), we finally obtain

limsup/ er, (wy) < 127k + Co + Cso, (4.8)
Qa(zs)

n—-+oo
for some constant C' independent o and §, and some constant Cy independent of o.

Step 3. From the local minimality of u, we infer that

/ e, (un) < / er, (wn).
Qa(zo) Qa(zo)

Using (£2) and (£8) we let n — +oo in the above inequality to derive

1
§|V¢|2d3: = ILm / er, (uy) <127k + C§ + Cso .
Qa(zs)

167k < v(Qa(z5)) —l—/Q o

Passing successively to the limits 0 — 0 and § — 0, we conclude that k1 = 0. This contradicts our assumption
k1 > 1 and the proof is complete. O

Corollary 4.1. Let u € H} (R3R3) be a nonconstant local minimizer of E(-) satisfying (L8). Then any

@ € Too(u) is of the form ¢(x) = Tx/|x| for some T € O(3).
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Proof. Step 1. First we claim that any ¢ € T (u) is energy minimizing in By, i.e.,

/ |Vo|*dx < / IVo|?dz  for all p € H'(By;S?) such that g5, = ¢. (4.9)
Bl Bl

Let R, — 400 be the sequence of radii given by Proposition £l and let {u, } be the associated sequence of
scaled maps. It follows from Step 2 in the previous proof that

1
/ er, (up)dx — = |Vo|*dx
Bl 2 Bl

as n — +4o00. In particular,
Ri/ (1 — |un|?)?dz — 0. (4.10)
B

In view of the local minimality of u, it suffices to prove that for any ¢ € H415(B1§ S?), there exists a sequence
¢n € Hy (B1;R?) such that

1
/ er, (¢n)dz — 5/ IVo|2da . (4.11)
B, B:

We proceed as follows. From the previous proof we know that u,, — ¢ uniformly in the annulus K :=
By \ By/s. In particular, |u,| > 1/2 in K for n large and setting vy, 1= up/|un],

0 := l[vn = Bl e ) + 1 = funl =) 5720

Denote D := {(sp,51) € S? x S%, |sp — s1] < 1/4} and consider a continuously differentiable mapping
IT: D x [0,1] — S? satisfying

oIl
I(s0,51,0) = s0, Il(s0,51,1) =51, ‘E(So,sbﬂ‘ < Clso — 51,

e.g., the map giving geodesic convex combinations between points sy and s; on S2.
Given ¢ € Hé(Bl; S?), we define for n large enough,

(ﬂ(l_x25 > fOI‘IEB1,25n,
1—-06,— |z
ul) = {1 (v (2).000), L= =) for x € Bi_s, \ Bu_ss,
1-— —-1+946,
(% + |un(:1c)||x|57+>vn(x) for x € B; \ B1—s,, -

One may easily check that ¢, € H'(B1;R3) and that
124, s 1 ,
er, (pn)dz = |[Vol|“dx + = Vo |“dx + er, (pn)dz. (4.12)
By 2 B: 2 Bi_5,\B1-2s5, Bi\Bi_s,,

Straighforward computations yield

/ Vulds < C (1968 + [V 4 6,7 = 6 ) — 0.
Bi-5,\B1-25, Bi_5,\B1-2s, n—+oo
and

/ er, (pn)dz < C (|Vun|2 + (6,2 + R?)(1 — |un|2)2>dx — 0,
Bi\Bi_s, Bi\Bi1_s,

n—-+oo

where we used the fact (1 — |p,[?)? < (1 — |un|?)? for n large enough, again by convexity of the double well
potential near its minima, and (@I0) in the last estimate. In view of (@IZ), it completes the proof of (Z1T]).
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Step 2. In view of the monotonicity with respect to R of R~ E(u, Br), if u is nonconstant then (@3] yields

1
0< lim R 'E(u,Bg)= lim ERn(un,Bl):E/ |Vo|*dr, (4.13)
By

R—4o0 n—r—+o0o

and thus ¢ is nonconstant. Then the conclusion follows from Theorem 7.3 and Theorem 7.4 in [§] together

with (£9). |

Proof of Theorem Let R, — 400 be an arbitrary sequence of radii. By (LJ)), Proposition AT
Proposition [4.2] and Corollary [ we can find a subsequence (not relabelled) and T' € O(3) such that the
sequence of scaled maps u,(z) = u(R,z) converges strongly in H (R*R?) to ¢(z) = Tx/|x|. Therefore
EI3) gives R~'E(u, Bg) — 41 as R — +00, and the proof is complete. m|

5. Asymptotic symmetry

In order to study the asymptotic behaviour of local minimizers we first derive some decay properties of solu-
tions to (L) at infinity. It will be clear that the crucial ingredients are (L), the H}! (R?;R3) compactness
of the scaled maps and the small energy regularity lemma recalled in Section 3. Then we bootstrap the first
order estimates to get higher order estimates and compactness of the rescaled maps and their derivatives
of all orders. Finally we prove a decay property of the radial derivative which will give uniqueness of the
asymptotic limit at infinity in the L2-topology, whence uniqueness of the limit in any topology follows.

We start with the following result.

Proposition 5.1. Let u be a smooth solution to (1) satisfying (I-8) and such that the scaled maps {ur}r>o0
are relatively compact in HL (R3;R3). Then there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all x € R3,

|22 (1 = Ju(2)[*) + |2]|Vu(a)| < C. (5.1)

Proof. We prove the statement by contradiction. Assume (G.I)) were false, then there would be a sequence
{zn} C R3 such that R,, = |z,,| — +00 as n — +o00 and

el V()| + (0L~ fu(a)[?) — oo 52)
For each integer n, let us consider u,(z) := ug, () = u(R,x) as a entire solution of (LI0). Up to the

extraction of a subsequence, we may assume that z,/R, — T € 0By as n — +o00. By Proposition [£1]
up to a further subsequence the sequence of scaled maps {u,} converges to us(z) = w(x/|z|) strongly in
HE (R*R%) asn — +o0, wherew : 2 — §? is an harmonic map. In addition eg,, (u,)(z)dz = 3|Vues |*dz+v
where v is a quantized cone-measure. Combining this property together with the strong convergence in
H (R3;R3) and Lemma ET] we conclude that v = 0. Since w is a smooth map we have uo, € C°°(R? \
{0};S?). In particular u, is smooth around # € 9B;. Now we can argue as in Step 1 in the proof of
Proposition @2 to find § > 0 such that |[Vu,|+R2(1—|u,|?) < Cs in Bs(Z) for some constant Cs independent
of n. Scaling back we obtain for n large enough,

|20 [Vu(zn)| + |2al?(1 = [u(za)|*) < Cs,

which obviously contradicts (5.2)). |

Remark 5.1. For an arbitrary entire solution u to (I.1J), the estimate (B.)) still holds under the assumption
|u(z)| = 1+0O(|x|~2) as |z| — +oc. Indeed, since the scaled map ug given by (LA) satisfies (LI0), {Aur}r>0
is equibounded in L{ (R3\ {0}). Therefore standard Wli’f estimates and the Sobolev embedding show that

loc

{Vugr}r>o is equibounded in L (R3\ {0}) which proves (5.1)). Note also that (5.I) implies (LS.

loc

For a solution u to (1)) satisfying the assumptions of Proposition 5.1} we have |u(z)| = 1+ O(|z|~2) and
|Vu(x)| = O(|z| 1) as |z| — +o0. In order to get bounds on the higher order derivatives of u at infinity it
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is very convenient to use the polar decomposition for u, i.e., to write u = pw for some nonnegative function
p and some S?-valued map w. The following result gives the 3D counterpart of the asymptotic estimates of
[26] for the 2D case, and it is essentially based on the techniques introduced in the proof of [5], Theorem 1.

Proposition 5.2. Let u be an entire solution of (I1l) satisfying (51)). Let Ry > 1 be such that |u(x)| > 1/2
for |z| > Ro/4. For R > Ry and |x| > 1/4, define ur(z) = u(Rx) = pr(x)wr(z) the polar decomposition of
the scaled maps, i.e., pr(x) := |ur(z)| and wr(x) := ur(z)/|ur(x)|. Then for each k € N and each o € (1,2)
there exist constants C = C(k,o) > 0 and C' = C'(k,0) > 0 independent of R such that

(Pr) IVwrll (s, 5y 0,) = ¢ H:0)s
7 (5.3)
" 201 _ "
(P} IR0 = 9l (5,5, ) < (R
As a consequence, for each k € N there is a constant C(k) > 0 such that
sup (|| VE  u(a)| + o] VA~ Ju(@)?)]) < C(k) . (5-4)

z€R3

Proof. Observe that it is suffices to prove (53) since ([&4) follows by scaling. For |z| > Ry/4 we have
|u(x)| > 1/2 so we can write and u(x) = p(z)w(x) with p(z) := |u(x)| and w(x) = u(x)p(z)~! and the
system (LI2) is satisfied in R3 \§R0/4' Hence, for each R > Ry the scaled maps ug, pr and wg are well
defined and smooth in R?\ B, /4- In addition, (LI2)) yields by scaling the following Euler Lagrange equations,

div(p%Vwgr) + wrp%|Vwg|? =0 .
f f in B3\ By 4. (5.5)
Apr + prR*(1 — p}) = pr|Vwr|?
We will prove (53) by induction over k, the case k = 0 being easily true by assumption (5IJ). We closely
follow [5 pg. 136-137] with minor modifications.

First we prove that (Py)-(P}/) implies (P ;). We set for simplycity

Xpi= B2(1— pp), (5.6)

so that the second equation in (55) can be rewritten as
— Apr = —pr|Vwr|? + pr(1 + pr)XR . (5.7)
By the inductive assumptions (5.3) the right hand side in (5.7)) is bounded in Cf (By\ B /4) uniformly with

respect to R > Ry. Hence {pr}r>r, is bounded in VVlleQ’p(B4 \ By ,4) for each p < +o00 by standard elliptic
regularity theory. Then the Sobolev embedding implies that {Vpr}r> g, is also bounded in CF(By \ B1/4).
Next rewrite the first equation in (B.5]) as

2Vpr

— Awpg :wR|VwR|2+ Vwg . (5.8)

Since all the terms in the right hand side in (5.8) are now bounded in CF (B4 \ Bj/4) uniformly with
respect to R > Ry, standard linear theory (differentiating the equation k-times) also gives that {wgr}r>g, is
equibounded in W{Z?’p (B4\ By 4) for each p < +o0. Therefore the right hand side in (B.8) is in fact bounded

in Whktp By \ By ,4) uniformly with respect to R > Ry. Hence the linear LP-theory yields the boundedness
loc / y P Yy

of {wr}r>r, in Wlﬁj3’p(B4 \ By,4) for each p < +oc. Then, by the Sobolev embedding, {Vwr}r>g, is
bounded in C'F (B, \ Bi/4), i.€, (Pj1) holds.

Now we prove that (P;,)-(P;/) implies (P}, ;). We fix o € (1,2) and we apply (P},), (P}/) and (P, ) in
Bagr \ Bije for afixed 0 < 0’ <2, e.g.,, 0’ :=1+0/2. Since K := By, \ By/3, is compact we can find
finitely many points {Py,..., Pn} C K such that K C U"; By (F;) with By(yr_s)(FP;) C Bagr \ Byjge for
each i = 1,...,m. Then it suffices to show that (P;’, ;) holds in each ball B; := B/, (P;) assuming that
(Pi), (Py) and (P;_,,) hold in Bj := By(,r—q)(F;). For simplicity we shall drop the subscript i.
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Taking (B.6]) into account, we rewrite (.7 as
R_2AXR = —pR|VwR|2+pR(1+pR)XR. (5.9)

Denoting by D* any k-th derivative, since {pr}r>Rro, {XR}R>Ros {WR}R>R, and {Vwr} r>R, are bounded
in C*(B’) by inductive assumption, differentiating (5.9) k-times leads to

ID* X gl g + R 2|AD* X g ey < C,

for some C' > 0 independent of R > Ry. Now we combine the above estimate with [5, Lemma A.1] in
B C B" C B’ where B” := By, —q)/2(P;) to obtain

RYDM X g poe(pry < C (5.10)
for a constant C' > 0 independent of R > Ry. Finally we rewrite (5.9) as
—~ R 2AXR+2Xp =3R*X% — R™*X} + pr|Vwg|? =: Tr. (5.11)

As we already proved that D*™!pp is bounded in B” independently of R > Ry and that (P}/), (P} ) hold
in B”, taking (5.10) into account we infer that fr := D**! Ty satisfies || fg| = (g < C for a constant C' > 0
independent of R > Ry. Then differentiating (k + 1)-times (5.11)) we derive that gr := D**! Xy satisfies
—~R2Agr +29r = fr in B",
l9rl =By < CR, (5.12)
I frRllLe By < C,

for some C' > 0 independent of R > Ry. Next we write gr = @r + g in B” where ¢r and g are the
unique smooth solutions of

{—R2A<pR +2pp =0 in B, (513)
YR =gR on 9B",
and

—R2AYr+2¢r = fr in B",

{¢R =0 on OB" . (5:14)

Applying [B) Lemma 2] in B C B” to (£13), the comparison principle in B” to (5.14)), and the estimates in
(EI2) we finally conclude

ID** Xl 5y = l9rll =) < l0rllL(B) + ¥Rl L (5m) < C,
for some C' > 0 independent of R > Ry, i.c., (P}/,,) holds in B. O

Remark 5.2. As a consequence of Proposition[5.2] Remark 5.1l and Proposition E.1] if u is an entire solution
to (L) satisfying (G.I), then {urjs2}r>o is a compact subset of C?(S* R?) and the limit as R,, — 400 of
any convergent sequence {up, 52} is an harmonic map w € C?(S*;S?) (more precisely w := ¢jg2 where ¢
is given by Proposition [T]). In addition, for n large the topological degree of u Ra g2 is well defined and
degw = deg UR, |52 = deg.  u .

In order to prove uniqueness of the asymptotic limit of a solution w at infinity, we need to establish a
decay estimate on the radial derivative of u. As it will be clear below, such estimate gives the existence of a
limit for the scaled maps ur as R — +oo in L?(S%;R?). The a priori estimates in Proposition 5.2 as they
yield compactness even in stronger topologies, will imply the convergence to an S*>-valued harmonic map in
C*(S%;R®) for any k € N.

Proposition 5.3. Let u be an entire solution of (I1) satisfiying (I111]). Then there exist Ry > e and C > 0
such that for any R > Ry,
foommlal
{z1>R} 7]

log R
de < C -

Ju
or

(5.15)
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Proof. By (LII) we can find Ry > e such that |u(z)| > 1/2 whenever |x| > Ry. Then we perform the
polar decomposition of u, i.e., for |z| > Ry we write u(z) = p(z)w(x) where p(z) = |u(z)| > 1/2 and
w(x) € S?. Due to (LI) and (5.4)), it is enough to prove (B8] for w since p(z) < 1 and |Vp(x)| = O(|z|~3)
as || — +oo. Taking (5.3) into account, we have Vw(z) = O(|z|~!) and Aw(z) = O(|z|~2) as |z| — +c
so that equation (ILI2) can be rewritten as

Aw(z) +w(z)|Vw(z)|* = G(z), (5.16)
where

G(x) = (1 = p*(@) (Aw(@) +w(@)[Vw(@)[*) + Vu(z) - V(1 = p*(2)) = Ol %)

as |z| — 400 thanks to (B4). Next we multiply (5.16) by ((99_1: = |%| -Vw, and since w and g—l: are orthogonal,
we obtain
2
O:(Aw—G(x))~%—1: = ﬁ 2—1: +div¥(z) — H(x), (5.17)
where
U(z) = Vw(x) - gw _ l|Vw(:1:)|2i and H(z)=G(x)- ow =0(|z]™?)
or 2 || or

as |z| = 4oo0 by (L1I), (E.3) and (5.4). Integrating by parts (E.17) in an annulus Ag/ g := Bp,\ 5, with

Ro < R < R’ gives
1
dr — —/
2 JoBg

/ 1
Api g ||

2

8_w
or

ow

2
1 1
2 - ,12 2 - 2 2
(97“ d?‘[ —2/SZ|VT’LUR| dH 2/SZ|VT’LUR| d?‘[—F

5/
2 Jopy,

where wr and wgs are defined as Proposition [5.21and V1 denotes the tangential gradient.
Since (LLII]) obviously implies (L), the Monotonicity Formula (L7 yields

ow

2
2
5| M +/A Hdx, (5.18)

R’,R

2

/ 1 |ou
— | 5| dr < +o00.
{lal>Ro} [l [Or
Hence we can find a sequence R}, — +o00 such that
oul?
/ 2 anr — 0. (5.19)
oBg |OT n—+too

In view of Remark [5:2] we can pass to a subsequence, still denoted by {R},}, such that

”uRMSz _WHCQ(SZ;R?’) njooov (520)

for some smooth harmonic map w : §? — S? satisfying degw = deg. u. Taking (LII) again into account,
one may easily check that

/ R
‘$‘> 0 |‘T|

Choose R’ = R}, in (5.I8). Taking (5.21)) into account and the integrability of H at infinity, we can pass to
the limit R/, — +oc0 to obtain

bl
{z|>R} |7 2 JoBg

2
dr < 400,

ow 2

or

ow

or

dH? — 0, Vo wr PdH? — |V w|?dH?.
OB g n——4oo s2 " n—+oo s2
n

2 2

ow
or

ow

or

N2 = l/ |VTw|2d7-l2—l/ |vaR|2d’H2+/ Hdzx, (5.22)
52 2 Jg2 {lz|>R}

2
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for each R > Ry. Then observe that degwg g2 = degw for each R > Ry by Remark[5.21 On the other hand,
w:S? = S? is an harmonic map so that w is energy minimizing in its own homotopy class. Therefore,

/ |V w|?dH? < / |V wg|[2dH? . (5.23)
s? s?
Multiplying (522) by 2R and using (5.23)), we derive

d 1
el R2/ il
dR < {zI>Ry 12|

for every R > Ry. Integrating the above inequality between Ry and R > Ry, using H(z) = O(|z|~®) and
B21)), we finally obtain
2
1
dr < R% /
[a]

RQ/ S
xz|>R |£L'|
{lel=13 {lz[>Ro}

and the proof is complete. O

a_w2
or

dw) < 2R Hdzx,
{lz|>R}

8_w
or

R

1

aw dx+0/ ~dr < C(log R+1),
Ro

Now we are in a position to prove the asymptotic symmetry of entire solutions of (I]).

L (R3R3), we can
apply Proposition [5.1] and Proposition to obtain (LIT). Next we fix Ry as in Proposition and we
estimate for Ry < 71 < 1 < 27y,
| 0u
dr < / —
T1

5 (ro)

Proof of Theorem [I.3l Since u satisfies (L8) and {ur}r>o is relatively compact in H.

2 2

%(ro) rdr for every o € S?.
.

un (@) — (@) < (=) [

T1

Integrating the previous inequality with respect to o, we infer from (G170 that

/ [tr, — u72|2d7-{2 S/
s2? {m<|z|<T2} |33|

where the constant C' only depends on Rj.
Next we consider Ry < R < R’ arbitrary. Define k& € N to be the largest integer satisfying 2¥R < R’, and
set 7, :=2/R for j =0,...,k and 7411 := R'. Using (5.24)) together with the triangle inequality, we estimate

ou|?
or

log 71

71

dr < C—=— forevery Rg <11 <75 <271, (5.24)

”uR - uR/||L2(Sz) < Z ||u7'j = Ur;p,y ||L2(S2) < Z
j=0 =0 T

SR 27 R

for a constant C' which only depends on Rjy. Obviously this estimate yields the uniqueness of the limit
w = thf upse in the L?-topology. In view of Remark the convergence also holds in the C?-topology
— 400

and w : S? — S? is a smooth harmonic map satisfying degw = deg_ u. So claim (i) in the theorem is
proved. Then from claim (%), (LII) and Proposition .1l we deduce that ug — uoo strongly in Hi (R3;R?)
as R — 400 with ue(x) = w(z/|z]), and claim (4).

Moreover claim (%) in Proposition 1] yields

/ x|V w|dH? = 0.
52

As a consequence, if deg  u = +1 = degw the balancing condition above gives w(x) = Tx for some T € O(3)
by [8, Proof of Theorem 7.3]. O
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6. Proof of Theorem [1.4]
Proof of (i) = (ii). This is just Theorem [[.21 |

Proof of (i) = (iii). First we claim that the scaled maps {ur}r>o given by (LJ) are compact in
H! (R%;R3). Indeed, by (ii) we can apply Proposition 1] to infer that from any weakly convergent se-

loc
quence {ug, } as R, — +oo we have

1
/ 5|V<;>|2d;v +v(By) = 4r,
B,

where ¢ is the weak limit of {ug, } and v is the defect measure as in Proposition Il If v # 0 the above
equality together with the structure of v yields ¢ = const and [ = k; = 1 which contraddicts the balancing
condition in Proposition EE1] claim (ii). Hence v = 0 and {ug, } is strongly convergent in H. (R3;R3).

Now we can apply Theorem [[3to get (LII) which obviously implies |u(x)| = 1+ O(|z|2) as |z| — +oo.
Moreover ur — U strongly in Hil(R3; R3) as R — +o00 where uq(z) = w(z/|z|) for some smooth harmonic
map w : S? — S? satisfying degw = deg._u. Therefore,

4r|degw| = / %|Vuoo|2d:t = lim Eg(ug,B1)= lim %E(u,BR) =47,
B

R—+4oc0 R— 400
so that degw = deg u = *1. O

Proof of (iii) = (iv). From Remark [5.1] we deduce that u satisfies (L8] and the scaled maps {ur}r>o are
compact in H (R3;R3). As a consequence we can apply Theorem [[.3 to obtain estimate (LII). In addition,
up to an orthogonal transformation we may assume deg, u = 1 and |[ug — Id| c2(s2;rs) — 0 as R — +oo.
By degree theory we have u=1({0}) # 0 and up to a translation, we may also assume that u(0) = 0.

Now we are in the position to apply the division trick of [22] (see also [23] for another application). Let
f € C?([0,00)) given by Lemma 2] and define

_ (@)
Y
Clearly v € C?(R?\ {0};R3), and it is straightforward to check that as |z| — 0,
x

v(z) = B |%| +o(1) and Vou(z)= V(B m) + 0(|:1;|_1), where B :=

Vu(0)
f1(0)

On the other hand, using Lemma [Z] and the behaviour of u at infinity, one may check that as |z| — +o0,

(6.1)

v(z) = %' +o(l) Vo) = v<|%) +o(jz| 7). (6.2)
Since u solves (ILI)) and f solves (21I), simple computations lead to
flox 2
Av+ fPo(l - u]?) = 2= = . Vo — —u.
Ul = =2 Vo o
. . . ov T .
Multiplying this equation by — = — - Vv yields
or ||
wli>/1f (1= |v]?)? .2
0< | — — + 2= —_— 2 — | =divd 6.3
<[oo] (v 27) + (B (e ) oot (0:3)

where

oo (102) - (v §)+ (5 (o)

Now we claim that

/ div® dz — / () - L an? / B(x) - L dH? =0 (6.4)
Br\Bs {|z|=R} |z {|z|=6} |z
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3}
as R — +oo and § — 0. Assume that the claim is proved. Then from (63 we infer that |[v| =1 and 8_U = 0.
r

As a consequence, in view of ([6.2]) we derive that |u(z)| = f(|z|) and v(z) = /|x| which concludes the proof.

In order to prove ([6.4) we first observe that as |z| — +oo,

2 _ v _ _
Vol = ot ofle| %), oo =ollel™),  1=[l*=0(7),
thanks to ([6.2)) and (%4). Therefore,
1
O(z)  —dH? = — to(jz]72) ) dH2 =4r +0(1) as R— +oo.  (6.5)
{|z|=R} || {|z|=R} |[2
Next, using (6.I]), we estimate as |z| — 0,
2
€T _ ov _ |‘/I‘.|2 - |B£L'|2
|Vo|? = ’V(Bm> +o(|z|7?), = o(|z|71), 1—|vf? = T +o(1).
Consequently,
/ O(z) - —dH? = 1 w +o(|z|72) | dH? =
{|z|=5} || {m 53\ 2 |5U| |z|

° |Baf?

|t

(3l (
“Jrocu (7o)

2 2
_ || )dHQ =0

|=[*

)d%2+47r+0(1) as 6 —0. (6.6)

Since a direct computation gives

fon (G5 (s2)

for any constant matrix A € R3*3, claim (6.4) follows combining (6.5) and (G.6). |

Proof of (iv) = (i). Let u be a nonconstant local minimizer as given by Theorem [Tl Since R~ E(u, Br) —
4m as R — +o00 and u(0) = 0, and as we already proved (i) = (i) = (iv), we conclude that up to a rotation
u(z) = U(x) as given by (I4). Hence U is a nonconstant local minimizer of the energy, which is still the
case when composing with translations and orthogonal transformations. O
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