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Abstract

In this paper, we establish the uniqueness of heat flow of harmonic maps into (N, h) that
have sufficiently small renormalized energy, provided that N is either a unit sphere S*~! or a
compact Riemannian homogeneous manifold without boundary. For such a class of solutions,
we also establish the convexity property of the Dirichlet energy for t > ¢ty > 0 and the unique
limit property at time infinity. As a corollary, the uniqueness is shown for heat flow of harmonic
maps into any compact Riemannian manifold N without boundary whose gradients belong to
LILL, for ¢ > 2 and | > n satisfying (LI3).

1 Introduction

It is well known that for geometric nonlinear evolution equations with critical nonlinearity, the
uniqueness and regularity of weak solutions is often a very challenging question. In this paper, we
aim to address the issue of uniqueness for heat flow of harmonic maps in dimensions n > 2.

Let (M, g) be a n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold possibly with M # ) or complete
Riemannian manifold with M = ), and (N, h) C R be a compact Riemannian manifold without
boundary. For 0 < T' < 400, the heat flow of harmonic maps for u : M x [0,7) — N is:

Ou — Agu = A(u)(Vu,Vu)  in M x (0,T)

(1.1)
U = U on J,(M x [0,T1)

where A, is the Laplacian operator on (M, g), A(-)(-,-) is the second fundamental form of N C R¥,
Op(M x [0,T]) = (M x {0}) U (OM x (0,T]) denotes the parabolic boundary of M x [0,T], and
ug : M — N is a given map.

The heat flow of harmonic maps has been extensively studied in the past several decades. Under
certain geometric conditions on (IV, k), the existence of a unique, global smooth solution to (L.II)
has been established by Eells-Sampson [13], Hamilton [18], and Hildebrandt-Kaul-Widman [22]. In
general, the existence of a unique, global weak solution to (II) with finitely many singularities
has been obtained by Struwe [36] and Chang [4] for n = 2; and the existence of partially regular,
global weak solutions to (LI]) has been established by Chen-Struwe [10] and Chen-Lin [§] for n > 3.
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Concerning the uniqueness for weak solutions to (LTI, Freire [I7] first proved that in dimension
n = 2, the uniqueness holds for weak solutions whose Dirichlet energy is monotone decreasing
with respect to ¢ (see L.Wang [43] and L. Z. Lin [27] for a new simple proof). For n > 3, there
are non-uniqueness for weak solutions to (L1]), see the examples constructed by Coron [12] and
Bethuel-Coron-Ghidaglia-Soyeur [2]. In fact, Coron [12] proved that for suitable initial data, there
exist weak solutions to (II]) that are different from those constructed by Chen-Struwe. Partially
motivated by [12], Struwe [39] has raised the following question:

For M = R"™, exhibit a class of functions within which (I1]) posses a unique solution. Certainly

the class of functions satisfying the strong monotonicity formula
Dzpy(p) < Pap(r), VEER >0, 0<p<r<Vi (1.2)

1s a likely candidate. Here

Ban@ = [ VP0G - at - s
R x {t—p?}
and v ‘2
1
Gly,s) = —— ex eR"s<0
(y, ) )2 p( 1s ’) y

is the fundamental solution to the backward heat equation on R™.
To the best of authors’ knowledge, this question is largely open. In this paper, we will obtain some
uniqueness results for the heat flow of harmonic maps (I.I]), that may shed light on the validity of
Struwe’s conjecture as above.

To state the result, we introduce some notations. For 1 < p,q < oo and 0 < T < 400, define

the Sobolev spaces
WLP(M, N) = {v e WhP(M,RF) ( v(z) €N, ae. z € M},
H' (M x [0,7),N) == {v € WH(M x [0,T],R¥) | v(,1) € N, ae. (z,8) € M x 0,7},
the Lng-space
L{L2(M x [0,7),RY) == { £ : M x [0,7] — R* ( f € 1[0, 7], 2 (M) },

and the parabolic Morrey space Mg)‘. For any 1 <p < 400,00 < A<n+2,0< R < +o0, and
any open set U = Uy x Us C M x R,

AU
MENU) = {f eI} (U HfHMM < —I—oo},
where 1
HfH P =< sup sup TA_"_Q/ Iflp)p
Mg (2,t)€U 0<r<min{R,dg (z,0U1),/T} Pr(z,t)NU

Here d, denotes the distance function on M induced by g, and

P,(x,t) = By(z) x (t —r*,t], with B.(z) = {y € M : dy(y,z) <r}



for (z,t) € U and 0 < r < dy(x,0U;) := i%fU dg(x,y. When R = oo, we denote MPAU) =
yedla

MENU).
For ug € WH2(M,N) and 0 < T < +o00, u € H' (M x [0,T], N) is a weak solution of (L)) if u
satisfies (ILI)); in the sense of distribution and (II])2 in the sense of trace.

Now we state our main theorem on the uniqueness of weak solutions to (L.TI).

Theorem 1.1 Forn > 2 and 1 < p < 2, there exist g = eg(p,n) > 0 and Ry = Ry(M,g,e9) > 0
such that if

(i) (M,g) is a n-dimensional Riemannian manifold that is either complete noncompact without
boundary or compact with or without boundary;

(ii) (N,h) C RF is either the unit sphere S¥=' or a compact Riemannian homogeneous manifold
without boundary; and

(i) u1,ug € HY(M x [0,T],N) are two weak solutions of (I1), with u; = us = ug on 9,(M x [0,T])
for some ug € WH2(M, N), that satisfy

max | IV | argr (arx0,1)) + |’3tUiHM§§p(MX(07T)) < o, (1.3)

then uy = ug on M x [0,T].

Recall that NV is a Riemannian homogeneous manifold if there exists a finite dimensional Lie
group G (dim G = s < 4+00) that acts transitively on N by isometries.

There are two main ideas of proof of Theorem [ Tt
(i) an ep-regularity theorem (Theorem 2.1]in §2 below) for the heat flow of harmonic maps that
satisfy the smallness condition (L3]), which is new and improves the regularity theorem previously
obtained by Chen-Li-Lin [9], Feldman [15], and Chen-Wang [I1]. It shall have its own interest. In
particular, we have that for i = 1,2, u; € C*°(M x (0,T]) and satisfies the gradient estimate:

1 1 1

; < —_—t— 4+ — M T 14
?:1211§|Vu2|(x,t) < CEO(RO + dy(z, OM) + \/%>, V(x,t) € M x (0,7, (1.4)
(ii) applications of (I.4]), the Hardy inequality, and a generalized Gronwall inequality type argument.

Now a few remarks are in order.

Remark 1.2 i) Due to technical difficulties, it is unknown whether the e-regularity Theorem [2.1]
(with p = 2) holds for a general Riemannian manifold N. Hence it is an open question that Theorem
[LIl Theorem [L.3l and Corollary [L4] remain to hold for a general manifold N.

ii) Note that by the Hélder inequality, the Morrey norm &£(p) := (|[Vul|pmry + [|0sullprp2n () is
monotone increasing for 1 < p < 2. The bound of £(2) for solutions u to (I.I]) holds if u satisfies

(a) a local energy inequality (assume M = R™ for simplicity):

T R<VE (15)

C
8u2§7/ Vul?, V(z,t) eR" 0<r<
/;mw|t| (R—r)? m@m' | (@1) € B

Yif QU = (), then we set dy(x,dU) = co.




(b) a local energy monotonicity inequality:

r_"/ Vul? < C’R_"/ VuP, V(@) eR™, 0<r<i R<VE  (L6)
PT'(xyt) PR(xvt) 2

Both properties hold if u is either a smooth solution (see [36] and [10]) or a stationary solution

of (L)) (see [9], [15], and [II]). Therefore, under (5] and (L), the condition (L3]) is satisfied,
provided that there exists Ry > 0 such that there holds

sup {Rl_" /P

Ry (Z‘,t)

Vul? | z € R", Ry = min{Ry, vV} < €2. 1.7
| 0

Hence Theorem [Tl implies that the uniqueness does hold for the class of solutions that satisfy, in
addition to (LX) and (L.6]), the smallness condition (L7]).

iii) For any compact or complete noncompact (M, g) without boundary, there exists ¢y > 0 such
that if the initial data ug : M — N satisfies that for some Ry > 0,

sup {T2_”/ Vg |? ‘x eM, r< Ro} < e, (1.8)
By (x)

then as a consequence of the local well-posedness theorem by Wang [42], there exists 0 < Ty(~ R3)
and a solution u € C*°(M x (0,Ty), N) of (IL.I]) that satisfies the condition (L3)).

Motivated by the proof of Theorem [Tl we obtain the following convexity property on (L.IJ).

Theorem 1.3 Forn > 2,1 <p <2, and 1 < T < oo, there exist ¢ = €p(p,n) > 0, Ry =
Ro(M, g,€0) >0, and 0 < Ty = Ty(eg) < T such that if

(i) (M,g) is a n-dimensional Riemannian manifold that is either complete noncompact without
boundary or compact with or without boundary;

(i) (N,h) C R¥ is either the unit sphere S¥=1 or a compact Riemannian homogeneous manifold
without boundary; and

(iii) w € HY(M x [0,T],N) is a weak solution of (1)), with u = ug on 9,(M x [0,T]) for some
ug € WY2(M, N), that satisfies

Hvu”Mg’é’(Mx(O,T)) + ”8tuHM§’02p(M><(O,T)) < €0, (1.9)

then
(i) the Dirichlet energy E(u(t)) :== 1 [,, |Vu[? is monotone decreasing for t > Tp; and
(ii) for any ty > t1 > Ty,

[ vty —ueP < cf [ [wuenf - [ vu)] (1.10)

We would like to remark that the convexity property has been observed by Schoen [33] for the
Dirichlet energy of harmonic maps into manifolds N with nonpositive sectional curvatures. In §5
appendix below, we will show that it also holds for harmonic maps with small renormalized energy,
which yields a new proof of the uniqueness theorem by Struwe [38] and Moser [29].

A direct consequence of Theorem [[3]is the following uniqueness of limit at ¢ = oo for (LI]).



Corollary 1.4 Forn > 2 and 1 < p < 2, there exist g = €o(p,n) > 0, and Ry = Ro(M, g,€) > 0
such that if

(i) (M,g) is a n-dimensional Riemannian manifold that is either complete noncompact without
boundary or compact with or without boundary;

(i) (N,h) C R¥ is either the unit sphere S¥=1 or a compact Riemannian homogeneous manifold
without boundary; and

(iii) uw € HY(M x [0,00),N) is a weak solution of (I1l), with u = ug on Oy(M x [0,00]) for some
ug € WY2(M, N), that satisfies the condition (1.9).

Then there exists a harmonic map us € C*°(M,N) N WY2(M, N), with us = ug on OM, such
that

lim (1) = o 201) = 0, (L11)

and, for any compact subset K CC M and m > 1,
1. t m —_— 0- 1-12
t%m [u(t) — usollc (K) ( )

The uniqueness of limit at ¢ = oo has been proved by Hartman [23] for the smooth solutions
to (LI) when N has nonpositive sectional curvatures. L. Simon in his celebrated work [35] has
shown the unique limit at ¢ = co for smooth solutions to (LI)) into a target manifold (NN, ) that is
real analytic. Note that the solution v in Theorem [I[.3] is allowed to be singular near the parabolic
boundary 8,(M x (0,00)), as the initial-boundary data up may be in W12(M, N). Also, our proof of
Theorem [[.3]depends only on the smallness condition (L9 and the small energy regularity Theorem
211 During the preparation of this work, we have seen two very interesting articles by L.Wang [43]
and L.Z. Lin [27], in which Theorems [[T] [[.3] and Corollary [[.4] were proven for Struwe’s almost
regular solution u to (I.I]) in dimension n = 2 when the Dirichlet energy of ug is sufficiently small.
We would like to point that since Struwe’s solution u to (L] satisfies the energy inequality, the
condition in [27] yields the global smallness:

sup Eu(0) + [ (ol < B(uo) < &, >0,
t>0 M x10,t]
which is stronger than (I.9) in dimension n = 2. There is also an interesting paper by Topping [40]
that addressed the rigidity at t = oo of the heat flow of harmonic maps from S? to S2.

A class of weak solutions that satisfy the smallness condition (L) are the so-called Serrin’s
(1, g)-solutions. Recall that a weak solution u € Hlloc(M x [0,T],N) of (I is called a Serrin’s
(1, g)-solution if, in additions, Vu € LILL (M x [0,T]) for some [ > n and ¢ > 2 satisfying

— 4+ —=1. (1.13)

In §3 below, we will verify that if w is a Serrin’s (I, ¢)-solution to (L) with I > n, and
ulg, (mxjo,r)) = Uo for a given ug : M — N with Vug € L"(M) for some n < r < oo, then u
satisfies (9] for some py > 1. We would also like to point out for such an initial and boundary

data ug, the local existence of Serrin’s (I, ¢)-solutions of (I.I]) can be shown by the standard fixed



point theory. In fact, interested readers may verify that the argument by Fabes-Jones-Riviere [16]
84 can be adapted to achieve such an existence. Here we have the following uniqueness result for

Serrin’s (p, q)-solutions of the heat flow of harmonic maps into a general Riemannian manifold.

Theorem 1.5 Forn > 2, 0 < T < +oo, let (M,g) be either a compact or complete Riemannian
manifold without boundary or a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary, and N be a compact
Riemannian manifold without boundary. Let ui,uy € HY (M x [0,T],N) be two weak solutions of
(I3), with u; = uz = ug on (M x [0,T]) for some ug € WL2(M, N), such that Vuy, Vus €
LILL(M x [0,T]) for some (I,q) satisfying (I.L3) with | > n,q > 2. Then uy,us € C°(M x (0,T)),
and uy = ug on M x [0,T].

Remark 1.6 We conjecture that Theorem [I.5] remains to be true for the end point case | = n,q =
+00. We would like to point out that Lin-Wang [26] have proved the uniqueness holds for two weak
solutions ui,us to (II) with the same initial data, provided that Vu;, Vuy € C([0,T], L"(M)).
Wang [41] has proved that for any n > 4, any weak solution u € H*(M x [0,T], N) with Vu €
L Ly (M % [0,T1) belongs to C°°(M x (0,T]). However, since |[Vu(t)||Ln(ar) may lack continuity

at £t = 0, the issue of uniqueness for the end point case remains unsolved.

It turns out that we can extend the ideas in this paper to study the uniqueness issue of heat
flow of biharmonic maps, which will be discussed in a forthcoming paper [21].

The paper is written as follows. In §2, we will provide an e-regularity theorem on certain
weak solutions of (I.]) for N either a unit sphere or a compact Riemannian homogeneous manifold
without boundary. In §3, we will outline the proofs of Theorem [T, Theorem [[L3] and Corollary
L4l In 84, we will discuss Serrin’s (I, q)-solutions of (ILT]) and sketch a proof of Theorem In
85, we will provide a simple alternative proof to an improved version of the uniqueness theorem for

harmonic maps with small energy, originally due to Struwe [38] (n = 3) and Moser [29] (n > 4).

2 e-regularity Theorem

In this section, we will establish an e-regularity theorem for the heat flow of harmonic maps (I.1]),
which plays a crucial role in the proof of our main theorems. This regularity theorem seems to be
new, whose proof is rather elementary. It improves the regularity theorem previously obtained by
Chen-Li-Lin [9], Feldman [15], Chen-Wang [I1] (see also Moser [28] B1] for more general results).
We believe that it shall have its own interests. We would also like to point out the relevant works
on the regularity theorem on stationary harmonic maps by Hélein [19], Evans [14], Bethuel [I],
Chang-Wang-Yang [7], and Riviere-Struwe [32]. Especially, the proof of the regularity theorem 2]
below is motivated by [7].

From now on, let 2 C R™ be a bounded smooth domain, and denote

5((x,t),(y,s)> = max{\x -y, ]t—s]}, (x,t), (y,5) € R" xR

as the parabolic distance on R™ x R.



Theorem 2.1 Assume that N is either a unit sphere S*~' or a compact Riemannian homogeneous
manifold without boundary. For 1 < p <2 and 0 < T < +o0, there exists ¢, > 0 such that if
ue HY(Q x [0,T],N) is a weak solution of (I1); and satisfies that, for zg = (xo,tg) € Q x (0,T]
and 0 < Ry < 3 min{d(zo,09), 1o},

IVullarge 2y o)) + 100l prpn pg (2)) < € (2.1)
Then v € C*°(Pry (20),N), and
4
C
V™l (20) < =, Ym > 1. (2.2)
Ry

Remark 2.2 It remains an open question whether Theorem[2.1] holds for any compact Riemannian
manifold N without boundary, under the condition (2.1) for p = 2. The interested readers can refer
to Moser [30] and Moser [31)] for related works.

The proof of Theorem 2.1] is based on the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3 For any 1 < p < 2, there exists €, > 0 such that if N = SE=1 or a compact Rie-
mannian homogeneous manifold without boundary, and u € H'(Py, N) is a weak solution of (1.1)
satisfying

sup rp_("+2)/ (IVul? 4+ rP|0u|P) < €P. (2.3)
(z,t)€P2,0<r<2 Pr(z,t)

Then u € C’OO(P%,Sk_l) and satisfies
vauHCO(Pl) < C(’I’L,p, Evm)7 vm > L (24)
2

Proof. The crucial step to establish ([2.4]) is the following decay estimate:
Claim: There exists ¢ > max{-2+,n 4 2} such that for any 6 € (0,3), 2o = (zo,%y) € Py, and

P '3
0 <r <1,it holds
;/ U — sy or| < C(H_("+2)ep+9) (L/ |u—uZ0r|q)(11, (2.5)
(Or)n+2 Py (20) ’ e Pr(20) 7

where f,,, = m f P (x0) f is the average of f over P.(z).
For zp = (x0,t9) € P and 0 < r < 1, since v(y, s) = u(zo + (ry,72s)) : P, — N satisfies (L)),
and the condition (23] yields that v satisfies
sup rp_("+2)/ |VolP + rP|0pw|P < €P. (2.6)
(z,t)ePy,0<r<1 Pr(z,t)

Thus it suffices to show (2.5]) for zp = (0,0) and r = 2.
We divide the proof into two cases:
Case 1: N = S¥~1 is the unit sphere.
Step 1. Rewriting of (LI)). Since |u| = 1, we have u'u?, = 0. Also, it follows (.I)) that

('), — wuy)o = u'Avw! — ! Au' = u'Op? — w Opu’.



Hence we have
o' — Au' = A'(u)(Vu, Vu) = |Vu|*u’

= ol ut —uliul, =l (uiud, — uiul)

= [(uﬂ — ) (utul, — ujufx)]a — (! — ) (WO — udut),
where ¢/ € R is an arbitrary constant. For the convenience, set

W49 = u'du? — u! o, Vofj = uzufx — ujufx, 1<i,j<k1<a<n.
Step 2. Construction of auxiliary functions. Let n € C§°(F2) such that
0<n<1, np=1on P, and |Vn| <C.

Define v, w : R® x Ry — RF by

o' — Av' = [n? (v — cj)Vij} . 0

«

t=0

and
o' — Aw' = —n? (! — YWY, w'

=0
Set h =u— (v+w): P, — R*. Then

Oth—Ah =0 in P.
Step 3. Estimation of v, w, and u. By the Duhamel formula, we have that
et = [ [ HE w9 [ - v
= [ [ Vet 00— ),
where H denotes the heat kernel on R™. Then, as in [24], we have
VoH|(z —y,t —5) S 8((2,8), (y,9))" ", (2,8), (y,5) € R™T,

where 6((x,t), (y, s)) is the parabolic distance on R™*!. Hence

[0'](2,t) S TPl — Vel |) (@, 1),

where

L(f)(@,t) == / fly,s)

L (R
Rn+1 5((‘T7 t)a (y7 3))n+1 ’ \V/f € 100( ),

(2.7)

(2.10)

is the parabolic Riesz potential of order 1. By the Riesz potential estimate (see [24]), we have

vl (pyy S W0llLe(py) < I0lle@ntry

S e - VN e oy S 2; 1V | ol — [l aragmny.

Z‘?j

8

(2.11)



For w, since
t
W) =3 [ [ He— gt - W) .s),
—~ Jo Jrn

applying the Young inequality we obtain

lwllizip,y < llwllia e, < lwlliagxpo.)
< J_ ij < J ij
~ ZH” (u W L1 (R x[0,1]) ZH‘U CyHW | L7 (P)
< Il Wi 2.12
- Zg: L CIL I Py (212
1 1 1
where1<q1<pandq1> Lo satisfy — = — + —.
PG
For h, by the standard theory on the heat equation we have that for any 0 < 6 < 1,
1
gz [ h=tal 50 [ b=l S0l + ol + lu—wln). (213)
0 1

where f, = ﬁ I} P, f is the average of a function f over P,.

Now we let ¢/ = u}, the average of u? over Py and set ¢ = max{qi,n + 2}. Combining the
estimates (2.10)), (212)), and ([2.I3) and applying Holder’s inequality together yields

=7 ) =7
— u—ug| < — v+ |w|) + 5 h—h
gz [l ol < gy | (ol )+ g [ = ol
S 07D ol pyy + el ey | + 0|0l ey + Il + lu = uall )

—(n i i 1 %
S (640 iy + 17 )] (g [ = el
2

1 1
< —(n+2) :| _ q\4 ‘
< Cl0+070 6| (5o e ) (2.14)
where we have used in the last step the condition (2.3]) so that
‘|V;j‘|LP(P2) + ||Wij||Lp(p2) < Cey,.

This yields (2.5]). It follows from (23) and the Poincaré inequality that v € BMO(P), and

1
U = su — U — Uy | ¢ < Cep. 2.15
oo = 5, s [ e werl} 6 (2.15)
By the celebrated John-Nirenberg’s inequality [25], (Z.15]) implies that for any ¢ > 1, it holds
1
— Uy, <C . 2.16
e (s [l od?) < 0@, (2.16)
By (2I6]), we see that (2.5]) implies that
1
- Wzp,0r < 9—(n+2) 0 2.1
(Or)n+2 /P@T.(zo) fu = zo0r] < C( @t ) [u] BMO(P») (2.17)

9



holds for any § € (0,1),29 € P1,0 < r < 1. Taking supremum of (ZIT7) over all zy € Py and
0 <r <1, we obtain

<C (9—("+2>ep + 9) [u] . (2.18)

[u] BMO(Py) BMO(P5)

If we choose 6 = 6§, € (0, %) and €, > 0 so small that

9

C (0" e, +00) <

N —

then (2.I8)) implies
1
<

[u] BMO(Pg,) 2 [u} BMO(Py) (2.19)

It is standard that by iterations and the Campanato theory [3], (ZI9) implies that there exists
a € (0,1) such that u € C’a(P%) and

[u} o (Py) < O ep)-

The higher regularity and the estimate (2] then follow from the parabolic hole filling type argu-
ment and the bootstrap argument (see also [24]).

Case 2: N is a compact Riemannian homogeneous manifold without boundary. We will indicate
that (L) can be written into the same form as (2.7)). In fact, according to Hélein [20], there exist s
smooth tangential vector fields Y7,--- ,Y; and s smooth tangential killing vector fields X1, -+ , X
on N such that for any y € N and V € Ty NV, it holds

V=Y (V. Xi(y)Yi(y).
i=1
Thus, as in [11] Lemma 4.2, (II]) is equivalent to

Ou—Au = = (Vu, X;(u)V(Yi(w))
=1

S

= =) div((Va, X (w) (Yi(u) = ¢)) = > (Gru, Xi(w)(Yi(u) = &), (2.20)

i=1 =1

where ¢! € RF is an arbitrary constant. Here we have used the killing property of X; that yields
(Vu,V(X;(u))) = 0 in the derivation of ([2.20]). It is clear that the rest of proof follows exactly as
in Case 1. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem [2.1] It is easy to see that (2.I]) implies

rp_(”+2)/ (|IVul? +rP|0ulP) < e, Vz = (z,t) € Pry(20) and 0 <7 < %. (2.21)

P.(2) 2

Hence Lemma 23] implies that u € C°°(Pr, (20)), and (Z2]) holds. 0
4

10



3 Proof of Theorems [1.1], 1.3, and Corollary [1.4]

In this section, we will provide proofs for our main theorems. The idea is based on Theorem [2.1],

and application of both the Hardy inequality and a generalized Gronwall inequality.

Proof of Theorem [I.Il1 For simplicity, we will focus on the case that (M,g) is a compact
Riemannian manifold with boundary and remark on the other two cases at the end of the proof.

Assume (M, g) = (2, 90), with Q C R™ and gg the standard metric. By Theorem 2.1}, we have
that u; € C*°(Q2 x (0,7]) for i = 1,2, and

mas { [V |(2.1), [Vusl(z.0)} < OEO(RLO + m + %) W) €Qx (0.T]. (3.1

Set w = u —v. Then w satisfies

— Aw = A(u)(Vu,Vu) — A(v)(Vo,Vv) in Q x (0,7T]

(3.2)
w=0 on Jp(2 x [0,77).

Multiplying ([B:2]) by w and integrating over € yields

d
dt/ \w\2+2/ \Vw\2

IN

c / IV + [Vaual?)eo? + / (V| + Vo) Vo]
Q Q

IN

/]Vw!2+C/(\Vu1]2+!VuQ\2)]w]2.
Q Q

By (3), the Poincaré inequality, and the Hardy inequality:

| ot /\WP vf € HY(Q),

a 2 2 050/ 2 / |2 050/
& [+ [ wP+cd [ o o
C —0—1-62 /Vw2+—0/ w|?
(Rg ) [ 1vel+ =2 | Jul

1 €2
If we choose ¢y < (2C)~2 and Ry > v2C¢p, then we have C’(R—% + eg) < 1 so that
0

d 9 Ce% 9
— < — . 3.3

i -1 2 _ i 2__ -2 2

dt(tz/ﬂ\w\)— d/rwr g /rwr

<Ce(2)——> t—z/ lw|? < 0. (3.4)
2 Q

11

we have

IN

IN

This yields

l\)l»—'

IN



Thus we obtain that for any 0 <t < T,

t—é/ lw(z,t)[? < lim s—%/ lw(z, s)|?. (3.5)
Q Q

sl0F
Since w(-,0) = 0, we have

w(z,s) = / wr(z,7)dr, ae x €
0

so that by the Holder inequality,
S
S_;/ lw(z,s)|> < 8%/ / lw, |2 (z, 7) dedr < Cs2 — 0, as s 0T,
Q 0 JQ

Thus we conclude that w =0 in Q x [0, 7.

When (M, g) is either compact or complete non-compact with M = (), observe that we can
substitute d(x,0M) = oo into the above proof and obtain the same result without applying the
Hardy inequality. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem [I.3l For simplicity, we only consider the difficult case that (M, g) is compact
with boundary. First by Theorem 2] we have that u € C*°(M x (0,7T)) and

Vul(z, 1) < CEQ(RLO + m + %) Y(z,t) € M x (0,T). (3.6)

First we need two claims.
Claim 1. There exists Ty > 0 such that / |0u(t)|? is monotone decreasing for t > Ty:
M

/ |0yul?(t2) + C |Vosu|* < / Opul?(ty), Top <ty <ty <T. (3.7)
M M

M x[t1,t2]
To show it, we introduce the finite quotient for u in the ¢-variable. For sufficiently small h > 0, set
z,t+ h) —u(x,t)
h 5
Since u" = 0 on M, we see that u" € L([0,T — h], H}(M)), 0" € L*([0,T — h], L*(M)), and

ul(z,t) = u (x,t) € M x (0,T — h).

L2(Mx[0,T—h])

lim Huh — ut‘
R0+

Since u satisfies (LI]), we have

ul' — Aul = Z[A(u(t + h))(Vu(t + h), Vu(t + h)) — A(ut))(Vu(t), Vu(t))]. (3.8)

1
h

Multiplying B8] by «”, integrating over M, and applying the Holder inequality and (3.06), we

12



obtain

1d h|2 / h|2
5 1P [ v

C /M [ P(IVu(t + B[P + [Vu(®)?) + [u"[(IVu(t + h)] + [Vu(®)])| Va'|

IN

1
5/ quhyQJrC/ [u2(|Vu(t + h)? + |Vu(t)]?)
M M

1 h2 2/ Jul[? |ul[? Jul[?

2/M’V“’ + 0 M(Rg +d2(a;,8M)+ t >
1 h2 2/ |u”[? |u[? u”[?

< —

= 2/Mqu "+ Ce M( R2 +d2x8M)+ T, >

1
< —/ |Vuh|2—|—060/ Vb2 < /|Vuh|2
2 u M

where we have used both the Poincaré inequality and the Hardy inequality in the last step, and
chosen Rg > /€y, T > o, and Ceg < %. Integrating this inequality from Ty < t; <ty yields

IN

IN

/ WP (1) + C VP < / WP (1), (3.9)
M MX[tl,tz] M

Sending h to zero in (3.9]) yields (B.1).

Next we have
Claim 2. There exists Ty > 0 such that E(u(t)) is monotone decreasing for t > Ty:

/ ]Z?tu\z + E(u(tg)) < E(u(tl)), To <t1 <ty <T. (310)
M x[t1,t2]
For 6 > 0, let ¢5 € C3°(M) be a test function such that

0< @5 <1, ¢5(x) =1 for d(z,0M) > 6, |Vgs| < C6.

Since u € C*(M x (0,T)), multiplying (LI)) by d:u¢? and integrating over M x [t1,t2] , we obtain

the following local energy inequality:
/ |Oul?¢2 + = / |Vu(ts)[? / |Vu(t)] ¢5+2/ Vu - OugsVes. (3.11)
M x[t1,t2] M x[t1,t2]
It is clear that (B.I0) follows from (B.II]), if we can show

lim Vu - OpupsV ps = 0. (3.12)
0—0 MX[tl,tQ]

To see (B.12)), observe that (B.7) implies Gyu(t) € HE(M) for t € [t1,t2] so that

/ Ol Vb
M x[t1,t2]

A

/ Oyu?
t1 J{zxeM:d(z,0M)<é}

t2
/ / |Vou|?> = 0, as § — 0.
ty J{zxeM:d(z,0M)<é}

13
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It is clear that by the Holder inequality, (8:12) follows from this. Thus (BI0]) holds.
Choose T > 0 such that both claims hold. Then by (LI)) we can estimate

| wu? - [ vutP - [ v - ue)?

- /"wm2 (ultr) — u(ta))

- /‘A<<>xvmw>< »«Mn>—mw»+2/"m@g-wag—u@n>
M M
= T+1I. (3.13)

We first estimate I. Recall that for y € N, let P-(y) : R* — (TyN )+ denote the orthogonal
projection from RF to the normal space of N at y. Since N is compact, a simple geometric

argument implies that there exists C' > 0 depending on N such that
[PHw)(z — )| < Clz =y, vz € N. (3.14)
Thus

1 < AAVMQWW@D—MwW

ce /M (Rig + Tio 4 7d2<x}aM)>\u(t1) ~ ulty)?
< OmAﬂvw@n—wmm%

IN

where we have used both the Poincaré inequality and the Hardy inequality in the last step.

By (B.), we have
1
[ o< [ ol
M to —t1 Jrx(t ts]

This, combined with the Holder inequality and (BI0), implies

I < l0vu(to)ll 2 llu(ts) — w(t2)l L2(ar
< V2 — 1| 0ult2) | L2y 0wl L2 (v x ey 2]
< [ joup
M><[t1,t2
<

/ |Vu(ty)] —/M|Vu(t2)|2

Putting the estimates of I, 1T into (3:I3]) yields (I.I0) so that the conclusions of Theorem [I.3] hold.

The proof is now complete. O

Proof of Corollary 1.4l It follows from Theorem [[3] that F(u(t)) is monotone decreasing for
To <t < +o0. Hence
lim E(u(t)) = ¢ < +o0.

t—00

14



Let {t;} be any monotone increasing sequence such that lim ¢; = +0o. Then (II0) implies that

1—00

|V Gtt) —ue <[ [ vt - [ uttis)?] -0

as i — 0o. This implies that there exists a map us, € H'(M, N), with us = ug on M, such that

lim/ |V (u(t) — uso)|? = 0.
t—00

Since (3.10) implies there exists ¢; T oo such that

for any j > 1,

lim [|Opu(ti)|| 2 (ar) = 0,
1— 00

we see that ue, is a weak harmonic map. Moreover, by the gradient estimate (8.6]), we have that

for any compact set K CC M and m > 1, one has that for ¢ sufficiently large,
V™ u(t)]|coxy < Cleo, m, K),

which clearly implies that u(t) — us in C™(K), as t — oo. This completes the proof. O

4 Serrin’s ([, q)-solutions and proof of Theorem

In this section, we will indicate that any Serrin’s (I, g)-solution to (LI]), under a suitable initial-
boundary data ug, satisfies the condition (2.I]) for some p > 1 in Theorem 2.1. We will then sketch
a different argument for the e-regularity, the uniqueness holds for Serrin’s (I, g)-solution to (L.II)
into an arbitrary Riemannian manifold N without boundary.

We start with the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1 Forn >2,0< T < 400, and a compact Riemannian manifold N C R* without
boundary, suppose w € H' (M x [0,T],N) is a weak solution of (I.1), with the initial and boundary
value ug : M — N satisfying Vug € L7 (M) for somen < r < 400, such that Vu € L{LL(M x[0,T))
for some (I, q) satisfying (LI13) with I > n,q > 2. Then

(i) Oy € LZLZ(M x [0,T]); and

(ii) for any € > 0, there ewists R = R(u,€) > 0 such that for any 1 < s < min{%, 4},

sup {7‘5_("+2)/ (IVul® + r*|owu|®) | (x,t) € M x [0,T], 0 <7 < R} <€ (4.1)
Py (z,t)N(M x[0,T1)

Proof. We consider the case that (M, g) is complete and noncompact, and leave the discussion
of the other cases to interested readers. For simplicity, assume (M, g) = (R", go).
Let H be the heat kernel in R™. Then by the Duhamel formula, we have

u(x,t) H(x —y,t / H(x —y,t —s)A(u)(Vu, Vu)(y, s) (4.2)
R R

= u1($7 7t) + ’LLQ(QL‘,t).

15



It is easy to see that
V2uy (z,t) = / VoH(x —y,t)Vyuo(y).

Hence by the standard integral estimates (see [16] page 234), we have

Hv%l‘ . <CoT % vuo( . (4.3)
L2 LZ (R"x[0,T]) Lr(R")
For uo, since
¢
Vusle,t) = [ [ VRt = 9 AW(Tu V) 9)
0 Jrn
we can apply the Calderon-Zgymund’s LfoJ—theorey to obtain
HV2u2‘ q 1 < CH]VU\ ‘ < CHVU‘ . (4.4)
L2 LZ (R"x[0,T]) L’ZL2 (R x[0,T7) LILL(R™x[0,T7])

Substituting (@3] and @4) into [E2) yields VZu € Lf LE (R™ x [0,7T1]). This, combined with the
equation (LIJ), then implies (i).
To see (ii), observe that by the Holder inequality, we have that for any 1 < s < min{%, 11,

1
™ st 7)<

<T23—(n+2) /P o |6tu|> H@tu‘

These two inequalities clearly imply (@.1]). O

LILL(Pr(z,t)N(M x[0,T7))
and

L} L2 (P (z,)N(Mx[0,T]))

Now we give a proof of e-regularity of Serrin’s solutions to (LI]) for any Riemannian manifold
N. For x € R", t > 0, and r > 0, let B,(z) C R™ be the ball with center z and radius r, and
P.(z,t) = B.(x) x [t — r%,t]. Denote P, = P,.(0,0).

Lemma 4.2 There is an ¢y > 0 such that if u € H'(Py, N), with Vu € L{LL(Py) for some | > n
and q > 2 satisfying (L13), is a weak solution to (1.1) and

IVullzare pyy) < o, (4.5)
then u € COO(P%,N) and

[ullemp,y < C(m,n,p, d)lIVullL2p) (4.6)

Nl

for any positive integer m.
We need the following inequality, due to Serrin ([34] Lemma 1).

Lemma 4.3 For any open set U C R™ and any open interval I C R, let f, g, h € L2HL(U x I)
and f € LILL.(U x I) with | > n and q > 2 satisfying (I13). Then we have

1
[ 151lli < IR ol ey { [ 10l ae} @

where C' > 0 depends only on n.

16



Proof of Lemma For any (z,t) € P1 and 0 <r < I, by (@F) we have
2

IVullLare (p, (2,0 < €o- (4.8)
Let v : P.(x,t) — R¥ solve

v —Av =0, in P.(x,t
{t (1) (49)

v=u, on0pP(z,t).
Denote w = w — v. Multiplying (II) and (£9) by w, subtracting the resulting equations and

integrating over P,(x,t), we obtain

sup / wl?(5) 42 / IVl < / IVl
t—r2<s<tJ Br(z) Pr(x,t) Pr(z,t)
1 (4.10)

< IVl i 1900 oy L 900 g 002 oy} 0 < 0

~

IVullp2(p, (zon I VW 2Py (@, VU] Loo (B, (2)) 5 q=00

where we have used (.7) and the Poincaré inequality in last step. Since |[Vullpaz: (p,(zy)) < € we
obtain, by the Young inequality,

sw [Ptz [ vap
t—r2<s<tJ Br(x) Py (z,t)

g 4.11
IVl (0 + €OV, 0y T CR 0130 125 ayy T < 0 (4.11)
||vw||L2(pT(x,t) + CEO||VU||L2(]DT,(I7,§))7 q = oQ.
Choosing ¢y > 0 so that
aq
Ceg <1, ¢ < +oo,
CEO < 17 q =0
we obtain
[ 7P < el Vel (112)
On the other hand, by the standard estimate on the heat equation, we obtain that for any 0 < 6 < 1,
(0r)" / Vol < Co% / Vul. (4.13)
P9'r (:E t) Py (:E,t)
(#I12) and (4I3) imply that
(0r)" / Va2 < O (02 07" )r " / V2. (4.14)
Pyr(,t) Pr(z,t)

For any 0 < o < 1, choose first 6y > 0 such that C63 < 162* and then
02a+n 1 %
€0 < min 0 ) o )
2C 2C
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we obtain that for any (z,t) € P1 and 0 < r < %, it holds
2

(Bgr) " / Vul? < 920 / IVl (4.15)
P@of'(xvt) Pr (z,t)
Iterating (4.I5]), we obtain for any positive integer [,
(Ohr) / Va2 < g2lop—n / IVl (4.16)
Py (x,t) Pr(x,t)

06

It is standard that (4.10) implies

7’_”/ Va2 <2 [ [VupP, Y@t e Py, 0 <1< (4.17)
Py (z,t) P 2

N =

By ([@I7), we have that Vu € M?272%(Py) for any 0 < o < 1. Now we can apply the regularity
theorem by Huang-Wang [24] Theorem 1.5 to conclude that u € C‘X’(P% ) and the estimate (4.6l)
holds. This completes the proof. O

By suitable scaling, we have the following estimate on the possible blow-up rate of ||Vu(t)||

as t tends to zero.

Lemma 4.4 For T > 0 and a compact or complete manifold (M,g) without boundary, suppose

that w € HY (M x [0,T), N) is a weak solution to (I1), with Vu € L{LL.(M x [0,T]) for some | >n

and q > 2 satisfying (L13), then w € C*°(M x (0,T],N) and there exists tg > 0 such that

sup \/ZHVu(t)H < CHVu‘
Loe(M)

0<t<to

. (4.18)
LI L, (Mx[0,to])

In particular,
lim V| Vu(t)| ~ 0. (4.19)
tlo+ Lo (M)
Proof. For simplicity, we assume that (M, g) = (R", go). Since Vu € LILL (R x [0,T]) for some
[ > n and g > 2 satisfying (L.I3]), we have that for ¢y > 0 given by Lemma [£.2] there exists dg > 0
such that

sup

| vl < e,
(z0,t0)ER™ X [0,T]

LILL (P, (zo,to) R

In particular, for any 0 < 7 < §g and any xy € R”, we have

v+

Define v(y,s) = u(zo + 7y, 7> + 725) for (y,s) € P1(0,0). Then v solves (ILI) on P;(0,0), and
satisfies
v+

HVUHLOO(P%(O,O)) < ClIVvllz2pi(0,0))- (4.21)

< €. 4.2
LfLé(Br(wo)X[O,ﬂ])_eo (4.20)

< €0.
L{LL(P1(0,0))

Hence Lemma implies
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After rescalings, (.2I) implies that u € C>(Pz (zo, 72)) and

THVuH <Crz Vu‘ . (4.22)
Loo (P% (z,72)) L2(Py(z,72))
By Holder’s inequality and (LI3]), we have
o Vu‘ < Hvu‘ . (4.23)
L2(Pr(z0,72)) LILL (Pr(z0,72))
Putting ([4.23)) together with (422]), we obtain
THVu(T2)H < C’HVu‘ . (4.24)
L>(R"7) L]LL (R x[0,72])

After sending 7 — 0, ([@24)) clearly implies ([I9). It is not hard to see that (£IS8) also follows.
This completes the proof. O

The next lemma handles the case that (M, g) is a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary.

Lemma 4.5 For T > 0 and a compact manifold (M, g) with boundary, suppose that u € H*(M x
[0,T],N) is a weak solution of (I1), with Vu € LILL(M x [0,T]) for some | > n and q > 2
satisfying (L13), then u € C°(M x (0,T],N). Moreover, for any sufficiently small ey > 0, there
exists Ty > 0 depending only on €y and u such that

1 1
Vu(zo, to)| < Ceo(m + ﬁ> (@0, to) € M x (0, Tp). (4.25)

Proof. Let ¢y > 0 be given by Lemma @2l Since Vu € L{LL(M x [0,T]) with I > n,q > 2, there
<

exists Ty > 0 such that
L
LILL (M x[0,To))

For any zo € M and 0 < tg < Ty, we divide the proof into two cases:
(1) d(zo,0M) > /ty; and
(ii) d(xg,0M) < /to.
For (i), since P, z5(20) C M x (0,Tp], we have |[Vulpap:
conclude that u € C*°(P 7 (20)) and

2

P s(20)) < €. As in Lemma L4 we

CE(]
\Y% < —.
| U|(Z0) = \/%

For (ii), set ro = min{d(xo,0M),\/To}. Then P, (z9) C M x (0,Tp] and ”quLngz(Pro(Zo)) < €.

Hence we can conclude that u € COO(P%O (20)) and
Ceg 1 1
<20 < S ———
’VU‘(ZQ) - To - Ceo(d(xo,aM) + \/%>
Thus ([4.25)) holds. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem It follows from Lemma 4] and Lemma that there exists Ty > 0
such that both the condition (L3]) of Theorem [[1l and the estimate (2.2]) of Theorem 2.1 hold on
M % [0,Tp]. Thus we can apply the same proof of Theorem [Tl to obtain that uw = v on M x [0, Tp].

One can repeat the same argument to show that u =v on M x [Ty, T]. O
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5 Appendix

As a byproduct of the proof of Theorem [T we will prove a convexity property on certain weak
harmonic maps that yields an alternative, simple proof of the uniqueness theorem on the Dirichlet
problem of weak harmonic maps, due to Struwe [38] for n = 3 and Moser [29] for n > 4. Further-
more, the statement of the uniqueness theorem for N either a unit sphere or a compact Riemannian
homogeneous manifold without boundary is an improvement of that by [38] and [29].

To do it, we introduce the Morrey spaces in R". For 1 <l < +00, 0 < A <n,0< R < o0,
and U CR", f € MgA(U) iff f e LiOC(U) satisfies

£y =5 swp P [ <
z€U 0<r<min{R,d(z,0U)} B, (x)

Denote MPANU) = MENU).

For any bounded smooth domain 2 C R”, we have
Theorem 5.1 Forn >2,6 € (0,1), and1 < p <2, there exist €, = €(p,0) > 0 and R, = R(p,d) >
0 such that if u € H'(Q, N) is a weak harmonic map satisfying either

(i) HVuHMz 2y < €2, when N is a compact Riemannian manifold without boundary, or

(1) ”VUHMZP(Q) < ¢y, when N = S*=1 or a compact Riemannian homogeneous manifold without
‘P

2 2 — v —u)? .
[ﬂvU|zzAJVu|+«1 5>[gv< ) (5.1)

holds for any v € H'(Q, N) with v = u on 0.

boundary. Then

Proof. First, as observed by [38] and [29], for an arbitrary manifold N under the condition (i),
the small energy regularity theorem on stationary harmonic maps by Bethuel [I] holds. While, for
N = S*~1 under the condition (ii), the small energy regularity theorem on weak harmonic maps by
Moser [30] or Lemma 2.3 is applicable. Thus we have v € C*°(£2, N) and, for any = € , it holds
1 1
[Vul|(z) < Cep(m + R_p) (5.2)
Here p = 2 for an arbitrary N.

Now multiplying the equation of w by (u — v) and integrating over 2, we obtain

/ Vu - V(u—v) = / (A(w) (Y, Vo), u — ). (5.3)
Q Q

This, combined with (5.2]), the Poincaré inequality, and the Hardy inequality, implies

‘/ ) (Vu, Vu)u—v)‘ < C’/|Vu|2|u—v|2
Q
2 2
o [lumoP g
< Y ) RZ " d(z,00)?
< 1—|—— /|Vu—v
< —/va—vw (5.4
2 Ja
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2

) Ce, 6
provided that we have chosen €, < (@)% and R, such ﬁ < T Thus, by (£3) and (5.4) we

obtain
/]VUP /\VUP /\V (v—u)
= /Vu V( v—u)——2/Q<A( )(Vu, Vu),u — v)
> —5/ V(v —u)
This clearly implies (5.00), provided that € > 0 is sufficiently small. This proof is complete. O

Corollary 5.2 Forn > 2 and 1 < p < 2, there exist ¢, > 0 and R, > 0 such that if ui,up €
HY(Q, N) are two weak harmonic maps satisfying either

. 2 . . . . .
(i) max HVuiHMz,z(Q) < €3, when N is a compact Riemannian manifold without boundary, or
1= Ro

2 . . .

1) max ||V || prr < €,, when N = S*=1 or a compact Riemannian homogeneous manifold
i=1 M, () b

without boundary.

Then uy = ug in 2, provided that uy — us € Wol’z(Q,Rk).

Proof. Choosing § = , we can apply Theorem 5.1l to u; and us by choosing sufficiently small
ep > 0 and R, > 0. Thus Theorem [5.]] implies

1
[vust = [ FuP g [ v - )P
Q Q Q
1
[ vl = [ (Va4 g [ 90w
Q Q Q

Adding these two inequalities together yields

/ V(g — ) = 0.
Q

Therefore, u; = ug in Q. O

and
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