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FINE PROPERTIES OF BRANCH POINT SINGULARITIES:
DIRICHLET ENERGY MINIMIZING MULTI-VALUED FUNCTIONS

BRIAN KRUMMEL & NESHAN WICKRAMASEKERA

ABSTRACT. In the early 1980’s Almgren developed a theory of Dirichlet energy minimizing multi-
valued functions, proving that the Hausdorff dimension of the singular set (including branch points)
of such a function is at most (n — 2), where n is the dimension of its domain. Almgren used this
result in an essential way to show that the same upper bound holds for the dimension of the
singular set of an area minimizing n-dimensional rectifiable current of arbitrary codimension. In
either case, the dimension bound is sharp. Building on Almgren’s work, we develop estimates
to study the asymptotic behaviour of a multi-valued Dirichlet energy minimizer on approach to
its singular set. Our estimates imply that a Dirichlet energy minimizer at H" 2 a.e. point of its
singular set has a unique set of homogeneous multi-valued cylindrical tangent functions (blow-ups)
to which the minimizer, modulo a set of single-valued harmonic functions, decays exponentially fast
upon rescaling. A corollary is that the singular set is countably (n — 2)-rectifiable. Our work is
inspired by the work of L. Simon ([Sim93]) on the analysis of singularities of minimal submanifolds
in multiplicity 1 classes, and uses some new estimates and strategies together with techniques from
[Wicl4] to overcome additional difficulties arising from higher multiplicity and low regularity of
the minimizers in the presence of branch points. The results described here were announced in
[KrumWic-1] where the special case of two-valued Dirichlet minimizing functions was treated.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Our purpose here is to develop estimates to study the asymptotic behavior, on approach to
branch points, of a g-valued (¢ > 2) locally Dirichlet energy minimizing function mapping a domain
Q C R™ into the space Ay(R™) = {3 %_,[a;] : a; € R™}, the space of unordered g-tuples of points
ai,...,aq in R™ (identified with Dirac masses [a;] at a;, j = 1,...,q). The results contained in
the present article were announced in our earlier paper [KrumWic-1] in which, among other things,
the special case ¢ = 2 of the work here was treated.

In the early 1980’s Almgren, in the first part of his monumental work published posthumously
as [Alm83], introduced the (non-linear) Sobolev space W2(Q; A,(R™)) of g-valued functions, and
studied regularity properties and the singular behavior of locally Dirichlet energy minimizing func-
tions in VV&)C2 (9; Ay (R™)). This study provided what may be considered the “linear theory” neces-
sary for his work, carried out in later parts of [Alm83], on the branch point singularities of a locally
area minimizing integer multiplicity rectifiable current of codimension > 2, i.e. interior singularities
at which the support of the current is not immersed and one tangent cone to the current is a plane
of some integer multiplicity > 2. Indeed, one of the key results of Almgren’s seminal work is that a
certain linearization (or blowing-up) procedure performed on an n-dimensional area minimizer in
R™™ (or more generally in an n + m dimensional Riemannian manifold) at a branch point with
area density an integer ¢ > 2 and a tangent plane P (of multiplicity ¢) produces a g-valued locally
Dirichlet energy minimizing function on P, with its value at each point of P equal to an unordered
g-tuple of points in the orthogonal complement of P. Thus, assuming without loss of generality
that P = {0} x R™, this linearization procedure leads to A,(R")-valued locally Dirichlet energy
minimizing functions on R™.

Almgren’s work on locally energy minimizing functions u € VV{L? (Q; Ay (R™)) established two
key results: the first is that u is locally Holder continuous on  with a uniform Holder exponent
depending only on n,m, g, and the second is that locally away from a relatively closed set B, C (2
of Hausdorff dimension < n — 2 the values of u are given by those of ¢ (single-valued) harmonic

functions each taking values in R™. Easy examples show that « need not be Lipschitz, and that this
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dimension bound on B, is the best possible general estimate. We shall call a point in B,, a branch
point singularity of u; thus Z € B, if there is no neighborhood about Z in which the values of u
are given by the values of ¢ harmonic functions. Using this linear theory and a much more delicate
refinement of the blowing-up procedure mentioned above (in which the height of an area minimizing
current relative to a carefully constructed “centre manifold” rather than relative to a planar tangent
cone is blown up), Almgren then proved the fundamental result that the Hausdorff dimension of
the interior branch set (in fact the Hausdorff dimension of the entire interior singular set) of a
locally are minimizing integer multiplicity rectifiable current of dimension n and codimension > 2
is at most n — 2. It had long been known prior to the work [Alm83] that when its codimension is
1, an area minimizer does not admit branch point singularities and that its singular set in fact has
Hausdorff dimension at most n — 7. (See the recent work of De Lellis and Spadaro ([DeLSpall],
[DeLSpald], [DeLSpal6a], [DeLSpal6b]) for a more accessible, streamlined account of Almgren’s
theory, including connections of parts of it with PDE and more recent developments in metric
geometry.)

Our work builds on Almgren’s linear theory, and addresses the general question of obtaining
what may be considered a first order asymptotic expansion for a locally Dirichlet energy minimizing
function u : Q@ — A,(R™) near a branch point. Low regularity of u (recall that « is no more than
Hélder continuous in general) and the fact that branch points are non-isolated (except in dimension
n = 2) add considerably to the difficulty of this task. Inspired by the seminal work of L. Simon
([Sim93]), we develop a number of new uniform integral estimates for u for this purpose. These
estimates, when combined with Almgren’s theory, imply various results concerning the asymptotic
behaviour of u near generic points along B,,, results on the structure of B, as well as refinements of
these results near special points in B,,. For instance, letting B, 4 denote the set of branch points of
multiplicity ¢ (i.e. points Z € B, such that u(Z) = ¢[a] for some a € R™), we obtain (in Theorem A
below) that for H" 2 a.e. Z € By, there is a unique “tangent function” (%) : R™ — A, (R™)
which is cylindrical (i.e. translation invariant along a subspace of R™ of dimension n — 2) and
homogeneous of some positive degree o (having the form « = rz/qz for relatively prime positive
integers 7z, qz with gz < q) such that u, modulo a single-valued harmonic function h (equal at
every point X to the average of the values of u(X)), asymptotically decays in L? to ©%) upon
rescaling about Z; in view of continuity of u, this result immediately implies (in the corollary
following Theorem A) a similar asymptotic description for u near H" 2 a.e. point along the entire
branch set B,; concerning the structure of B,, we deduce (in Theorem B) that B, is countably
(n — 2) rectifiable; and in case ¢ = 2, near a point Z € B, = B, 2 where there is a tangent
function ¢(%) whose degree of homogeneity is 1 /2 (the lowest degree of homogeneity that can occur
in case ¢ = 2), we obtain (in Theorem C) that B, is in fact an n — 2 dimensional embedded C1®
submanifold and that u has a unique cylindrical tangent function ¢(*) with degree of homogeneity
1/2 at every point Y in B, near Z.

In [KrumWic-1] we considered the special case ¢ = 2 of the present work as well as a certain
class, related to stable minimal hypersurfaces, of non-minimizing 2-valued critical points of Dirichlet
energy. Except for the proof of Theorem C which is contained in [KrumWic-1], the present article
however is self-contained. Although we follow the same broad strategy to establish the main decay
estimates both in the case ¢ = 2 and for general ¢ considered here, there are a number of key
steps that are either unnecessary in the case ¢ = 2, or require considerable additional effort or
an entirely different approach to carry out for general ¢q. For this reason, the reader may wish to
consult [KrumWic-1] first. The main reason for the substantial additional complexity in the case
g > 3 is that in this case, we generally have that B, \ By, N By # 0, and consequently, unlike
when ¢ = 2 in which case B, = B, 2, it is no longer true that locally away from B, , the values of
u are given by ¢ single-valued harmonic functions.
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In particular, for this reason, it has been necessary here to develop a new strategy, in place of the
PDE theoretic arguments of [Sim93] that were adapted in [KrumWic-1], to classify “homogeneous
blow-ups”—i.e. homogeneous functions w : R™ — A, (R™) produced by blowing up (certain) se-
quences of locally energy minimizing g-valued functions u®) relative to sequences of homogeneous
cylindrical g-valued functions o), v =1,2,3,..., whenever both sequences (u*)) and (¢*)) con-
verge to a fixed non-zero cylindrical homogeneous local energy minimizer ¢© : R" — A (R™).
This classification (carried out in Section 10 below) amounts to, in the language of [Sim93] (or of
[AllIAIm81]), verification of “integrability of homogeneous Jacobi fields” and is at the heart of the
main decay estimates we prove. These blow-ups do not in general inherit the same local energy
minimizing property that u(*) are assumed to have, although they are locally energy minimizing
away from the axis of ©(?9). Nonetheless, we here establish two key facts concerning such a homo-
geneous blow-up w: (i) monotonicity of the Almgren frequency function, with base point on the
axis of (0 associated with @ = w — Dy - A(y) (Lemma 10.2) where A(y) is a certain R?-valued
linear function of y and (ii) a mean value property (identity (10.15) and Lemma 10.4) for the
squared y-gradient of the Fourier coefficients, with respect to the x-variables, of the average of w.
Here (z,y) denotes coordinates in R™ with y denoting the variables along the axis of 00, The
classification of homogeneous blow-ups is accomplished using a combination of geometric and PDE
theoretic arguments that rely on these two facts.

The first of these facts (frequency monotonicity) is established with the help of a new energy
comparison estimate (Lemma 7.4) for local energy minimizers close to ¢(®) and a uniform height
estimate (inequality (10.2)) for @(X) in terms of the distance of X from the axis of ¢(?). The latter
is based on several other estimates derived from a variant of the frequency monotonicity identity
for u®) (Lemma 7.1, referred to in the literature on free boundary problems as the Weiss mono-
tonicity formula). The second fact (the mean value property) follows from a first variation estimate
(Lemma 7.3, used also in [KrumWic-1] in a different way) for minimizers. The energy estimate
of Lemma 7.4 implies energy stationarity of w with respect to a restricted class of deformations,
namely, radial deformations in the domain (“squeeze deformations” in the terminology of [Alm83])
centered at any point on the axis of »(®. As a rule of thumb, this stationarity condition is the
more subtle of the two first variation identities behind monotonicity of frequency and the present
context is no exception to this; in fact, interestingly, in the present context it holds only for radial
deformations and not, in general, for arbitrary domain deformations. See the example discussed in
Remark 10.3. The other ingredient needed for monotonicity of frequency of w is the energy sta-
tionarity with respect to certain range variations (called “squash deformations” in [Alm&83]). In the
present context however it is established non-variationally, based on the uniform height estimate
(inequality (10.2)) for w mentioned above.

A more comprehensive non-technical outline of the proofs of all of our main results (including
the statements of the key estimates needed), comparing and contrasting our arguments to those of
[Sim93], is given in Section 2 below.

1.1. The work of Almgren. Let u be a g-valued locally Dirichlet energy minimizing function on
a domain © C R" taking values in A,(R™) equipped with its usual metric. Recall that the branch
set B, of u is defined by requiring that a point Z € Q\ B, if there is ¢ > 0 and ¢ single-valued
harmonic functions u; : By(Z) — R™, j =1,...,q, such that everywhere on B,(Z), the ¢ values
of u are given by the values of these ¢ harmonic functions, i.e. u(X) = >29_;[u;(X)] for every
X € B,(Z). In [Alm83], Almgren established an existence theory for g-valued Dirichlet energy
minimizing functions (showing the existence of a minimizer in W12 with given g-valued boundary
data), and obtained sharp interior regularity estimates for them, including the sharp upper bound
on the Hausdorff dimension of their singular sets. Almgren’s regularity theory says that u is locally
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uniformly Holder continuous, and moreover, away from a closed set 3, C € of Hausdorff dimension
< n — 2, it is regular in the sense that near every point in 2\ ¥, the values of u are locally given
by those of ¢ single-valued harmonic functions, no two of which have a common value unless they
are identical. The set X, is the singular set of u, which of course contains the branch set B,,.

Almgren’s proof of the Hausdorff dimension bound on ¥, follows broadly the strategy for bound-
ing the Hausdorff dimension of the singular set of a minimal submanifold in a multiplicity 1 class.
This strategy in the case of minimal submanifolds is based on the existence of non-trivial, singular
tangent cones at every singular point of the minimal submanifold, which is a consequence of the
standard monotonicity formula and a lower bound on the volume density. In the setting of multi-
valued Dirichlet energy minimizers, Almgren discovered and employed a fundamental monotonicity
formula, namely, an expression for the p-derivative of the “frequency function”

B Ppr(Z) |Dulf?
faBp(Z) |ul?

associated with the energy minimizer v and a given base point Z €  (see Section 4 below);
this expression—the analogue of the minimal surface monotonicity formula—shows that N, z(-) is
monotone non-decreasing and hence in particular that the limit N, (Z) = lim, 0 Ny,-(p) exists for
each Z € Q). Moreover, assuming without loss of generality that u is average-free (by subtracting the
single-valued harmonic average h(X) = ¢! ;1-:1 u;(X) from each of the values of u(X) to obtain
a g-valued function uy with 3, = ¥, and which is still energy minimizing), if u(Z) = ¢[0], then
any rescaling sequence u(Z + p; X)/[|[uw(Z + p;(-)ll2(B, (0)) With p; — 0% has a subsequence that

(%) Nu,z(p)

converges to a non-zero tangent function (%) (also referred to as a blow-up in the literature) that

is locally Dirichlet energy minimizing and homogeneous of degree o = NSD(Z) (0) =Nu(Z) > 0. Tt is

not known whether gp(Z ) is unique i.e. whether gp(Z ) is independent of the sequence {p;} (except in
case n = 2, see [DeLSpall] and Section 1.3 below, and now at generic points as shown here) but by
energy minimality of (%) the dimension of the subspace along which ¢(4) is translation invariant
is at most n — 2. As shown by Almgren, this latter fact leads to the Hausdorff dimension bound
dimy {Z € Q : u(Z) = ¢q[0]}) < n —2, which in view of continuity of u gives dimy ¥, < n —2 by
induction on gq.

In the second part of [Alm83], Almgren used this Hausdorff dimension estimate on ¥, to establish
that the Hausdorff dimension of the interior singular set of an area minimizing n-dimensional
rectifiable current is at most n — 2. As illustrated by complex algebraic varieties such as {(z,w) :
22 = w3}NC x C, the value n—2 is the sharp Hausdorff dimension bound on the singular set of both
energy minimizing multi-valued functions and area minimizing rectifiable currents of codimension
> 2. In bounding the Hausdorff dimension of the singular set in either case, what is non-trivial is

to estimate the size of the branch set.

1.2. The present work. Our work, broadly speaking, is aimed at studying the asymptotic behav-
ior of u on approach to its branch points, including the question of uniqueness of tangent functions
along the branch set B,. We establish a number of new a priori estimates for v with this pur-
pose in mind. A main result (Theorem A below) implied by these estimates gives for H" "2 a. e.
point Z € B, , = B, N{u(Z) = ¢Ja] for some a € R™} what may be considered a “first order”
asymptotic expansion of u near Z, including uniqueness of its tangent function ¢(4) at Z and an
exponential rate of convergence of u to ¢(4) in L? upon rescaling:

Theorem A. Let g > 2 and let u : Q — A (R™) be a locally W2 locally Dirichlet energy
minimizing function on an open subset ) of R™. Let B, , denotes the set of points X € B, such that
w(X) = qui(X)] for some uy(X) € R™. Then for H" 2-a.e. point Z € B4 there exist a number
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pz > 0; an integer Ny > 1; relatively prime positive integers kz, qz with Nzqz < q; a unique
non-zero, homogeneous, average-free, Dirichlet energy minimizing function o%) : R™ — Aq(R™)
given by
Nz
Z[[gp X)] = (¢ — Nzqz)[0] + ZRe V(21 + izo)kz/12)
=1

for some cl( ) e cm \ {0}, where X = (z1,x2,...,2y,); and an orthogonal rotation Qz of R™ such
that for each X € B,,(0),

w(Z + X) = S [MZ + X) + & (QzX) + ¢ (X)]
j=1

where h :  — R™ is the (single-valued) harmonic function (independent of Z ) equal to the average
of the values of u, i.e. W(X) = ¢~ ' 321_ u;j(X); and eg-Z)(X) eR™, 379, eg»Z)(X) = 0 for each
X € B,,(0) and

_”/ Z|E(Z PdX < Cyo ‘IZ+2”Z
«(0) .=

for allo € (0,pz) and some constants p1z,Cyz > 0 independent of o. In case n =2, B, 4 consists of
isolated points and the above conclusions (with Q7 equal to the identity) hold for every Z € By 4.

It follows from the work of Micallef and White [MicWhi, Theorem 3.2] that the constants cl(Z)

in the conclusion of Theorem A satisfy cl(Z) (%) — 0 whenever qz # 1. (See also the discussion in

Remark 10.3 below).

Ifup : Q= Ay(R™) is defined by us(X) = ‘]1-:1 [uj(X) — h(X)], then uy is Dirichlet energy
minimizing ([Alm83, Theorem 2.6]), and at any point Z where the conclusions of Theorem A hold,
the integers kz, ¢z in the theorem are determined by N,,(Z) = kz/qz.

Since w is continuous ([Alm83, Theorem 2.13]), corresponding to each Y € Q\ B, 4 there are
a 7y > 0, an integer My > 2 and positive integers pgfl), . ,pngy with Zé\/l’{ pgi = ¢ such that
ul By (v) = Zé‘g ug where uy : B (Y) — .Ap(e) (R™) is Dirichlet energy minimizing for each

Y
¢e{l,...,My}. Thus, Theorem A and induction on ¢ immediately imply the following assertion
concerning the entire branch set By:

Corollary. Let ¢ > 2 and let u : Q — A (R™) be a locally W12 locally Dirichlet energy minimizing

function on an open subset Q of R™. For H" %-a.e. point Z € B, there exist a number pz > 0; an
(1) (Mz) 0

integer Mz > 1; positive integers p,’,...,p, not all equal to 1 and with Zéwzl p, = q; positive
integers Ng),...,NéMZ); relatively prime pairs of positive integers (k;(Z),q(Zl)), e (k;(MZ),q(ZMZ))

with Ng)q(zg) < p(ZZ) for each £ € {1,..., Mz} and orthogonal rotations QZ ey (ZMZ of R™ such
that for each X € B,,(0),

My Py
u(Z+X) =303 I (7 + X) + 97 @FX) + (X))
=1 j=1

where for each £ € {1,...,Mz}:

(i) h(Zg) : B,,(Z) = R™ is a (single-valued) harmonic function
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(ii) either pf = 1 and (pgz,z) =0, or pj, > 2 and %Y . R* — .Ap(z) (R™) is a non-zero,
zZ
homogeneous, average-free, Dirichlet energy minimizing function given by
i, N2, ©) 1,0
Z0 ¢ 0 (¢ .
P Z0(X) = 3 [6PNX)] = (0 — NP aEHI0] + Y Re(el? (@, + izy)ta /92
j=1 r=1
for some c&Z’Z) € C™\ {0}, where X = (x1,x2,...,2y), and
(£)
(iii) Z§i1 E§Z) (X) =0 at each point X € B,,(0) and
(0) RG
Pz 2-Z-42uy
[ S < o'
2(0) 521

for all o € (0, pz) and some constants uz,Cyz > 0 independent of o.

In case n = 2, the above conclusions (with Q(ZZ) equal to the identity for each £) hold for every
Z € B,.

Our estimates leading to Theorem A give also the following structure result for the branch set:

Theorem B. Let u be a q-valued locally W12 Dirichlet energy minimizing function on an open
subset Q of R™. For each closed ball B C 0, either B,NB =0 or H"2(B,NB) >0 and B,N B is
a countably (n — 2)-rectifiable set. In fact if we let Sy = 0 and for each k =1,2,...,q—1, Sy be the
set of points X € B,, such that u(X) = Zl?zl q;lluj(X)] for precisely k distinct values u;(X) € R™

and some positive integers q; with Zle q; =q (so S1 = By,q), then the following hold:

(i) Bu:51U52U---USq_1;

(ii) for each k € {1,...,q}, Uy<j<p_1 51 is a relatively closed subset of Q and for each closed
ball B C 2\ Uoglgk—l S;, Sy N B = U;.V:lej for some finite number N and pairwise
disjoint, locally compact sets Ly, ..., Ly, with L; locally (n — 2)-rectifiable (having finite
(n — 2)-dimensional Hausdorff measure locally in a neighborhood of each point of L;) for
each j € {1,...,Ni}.

In case ¢ = 2, much more is true near any point Z € B, = B, 2 where the expansion of u(Z + (-))
as in Theorem A is valid with kz = 1 (and ¢z = 2). The specific result we obtain in this case is the
following, which was proven in [KrumWic-1] but we include its statement here for completeness:

Theorem C. Let u: Q — Ao(R™) be a (two-valued) locally W2, locally Dirichlet energy minimiz-
ing function. If Zy € B, = By2 and the asymptotic expansion of u(Zy+ (-)) as in Theorem A holds
with kz, = 1, then the asymptotic expansion as in Theorem A is valid for each Z € BuﬁBpZO/Q(ZO)
with ky = 1, Cz = Cgz,, pz = pz, and pz = pz,/4 (notation as in Theorem A). Furthermore,
letting €Z be as in Theorem A, we have in this case that

1z
sup €72 < Cyol T
Bs(0)

for each Z € B, N BPZO/Q(ZO) and o € (0,pz,/4), where Cy is independent of o and Z; we also

have that By, N By, j2(Zo) is an (n — 2)-dimensional CYe submanifold for some a = az, € (0,1).

In fact, the asymptotic expansion as in Theorem A is valid at any point Zy € B, at which one
tangent function of uy = u — h, after composing with an orthogonal rotation of R", has the form
{£Re (c(21 +iz9)1/2)} with ¢ € C™\ {0} a constant, or equivalently, at any point Zy € B, at
which the frequency Ny, (Zo) of uy is 1/2.
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1.3. Other related work on multi-valued Dirichlet minimizing functions. In case n = 2,
the conclusions of Theorem A and Corollary above have previously been established by De Lellis
and Spadaro ([DeLSpall]) by a different argument.

In very recent work, De Lellis, Marchese, Spadaro and Valtorta ([DMSV]) have shown, by
an entirely different method, Theorem B with an important additional local uniform (n — 2)-
dimensional Minkowski content estimate on S7 = B, , and hence in particular finiteness of the
(n — 2)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of B, 4N K for every compact K C 2; note that this is a
stronger conclusion than that given by Theorem B(ii) above for & = 1. They show this by em-
ploying a far reaching general method developed recently by A. Naber and D. Valtorta to study
singular sets in various settings ([NabVall7], [NabVal]). The Naber—Valtorta method does not re-
quire, nor does it seem to give in general, knowledge of the asymptotic behavior of the objects near
their singularities or uniqueness of their tangents, but it gives under remarkably general hypotheses
rectifiability and a local uniform estimate on the Minkowski content (of the dimension relevant to
the problem) of the singular set.

It follows from the work of the first author ([Krum]) that under the hypotheses of Theorem C,
B, N BpZO/Q(Z()) is in fact real analytic.

The special case ¢ = 2 of the present work is contained in our previous work [KrumWic-1].

2. AN OUTLINE OF THE METHOD AND A GUIDE TO THE ARTICLE

We adapt the method developed by L. Simon in his seminal work [Sim93] on the asymptotic
behaviour of minimal submanifolds near singularities. In [Sim93], a “multiplicity 1 class” M of
n-dimensional minimal submanifolds M is considered, with each M € M assumed stationary for
the n-dimensional area functional (i.e. the n-dimensional Hausdorff measure) in some open subset
Uy C R and with the class M assumed to be closed under ambient rigid motions, homo-
theties and taking measure-theoretic (i.e. varifold) limits of its elements (see [Sim93], 1.3(a),(b)
for the precise meaning of this). In particular, the occurrence of tangent planes (or more general
tangent cones) of multiplicity > 1, and hence also branch point singularities, in elements of M is
ruled out a priori. This is the key difference between [Sim93| and our setting here. Considerable
additional difficulties arise in our setting because of the presence of multiplicity > 1, branch points
and low regularity resulting from the occurrence of branch points. Apart from these issues, diffi-
culties arise also because of the differences in the variational structure of the two problems. These
difficulties are overcome by developing additional estimates, techniques and replacements for PDE
arguments of [Sim93], which include: (i) two new estimates for ¢g-valued Dirichlet minimizers based
on first variation and energy comparison considerations (Lemma 7.3 and Lemma 7.4); (ii) a new
approach, necessitated by the presence of branch points of varying multiplicity, to the classification
of homogeneous (g-valued) blow-ups w of sequences of g-valued energy minimizers converging to
a non-zero cylindrical g-valued function 4,0(0) (Lemma 10.1)—an approach based on the two varia-
tional estimates referred to in (i) together with establishing monotonicity of the frequency function
associated with w— L (which we need, and show, only when w is homogeneous), where L is a certain
function linear in the variable along the axis of ¢(?); (iii) versions of various general techniques from
[Wicl4], used at a number of places to handle other issues arising from higher multiplicity.

Below we shall outline the main points of the overall method, keeping the discussion as non-
technical as possible and highlighting only the key estimates. We intend this discussion also as a
guide to the article, and shall provide along the way references to the sections of the article where
various assertions are proved. We start with a very brief description of the main ingredient of
the method in its original form found in [Sim93]. A reader unfamiliar with [Sim93] may wish to
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consult our earlier paper [KrumWic-1] which considers the special case ¢ = 2 of the present work.
In that case, while there are some difficulties arising from low regularity (i.e. the possibility of a
tangent function to a minimizer having degree of homogeneity < 1) and from the differences in
the variational structure of the problem, many of the issues that arise from higher multiplicity and
branching in the general case are absent, and the argument is closer to that of [Sim93].

The key step in Simon’s work is an excess improvement lemma ([Sim93, Lemma 1]). To describe

this lemma, let C©) = Céo) x Lo be a given “cylindrical” cone in M, i.e. a cone with Lj a subspace
of dimension k equal to the maximal dimension of the subspace of translation invariance for any
singular cone in M (so that, importantly, the cross-section C(()O) has only an isolated singularity).
Let us assume that £ = n— 2, which is the case relevant to the present work (though [Sim93] allows
arbitrary k € {0,1,...,n—1} with an additional integrability hypothesis on the cylindrical cones in
M in case k < n—3; in case k € {n—1,n—2} this integrability hypothesis is automatically satisfied
since in this case the cross section of any cylindrical cone in M is either a union of rays in R™*+1 (if
k =n—1) or a union of two-dimensional planes in R™*2 (if k = n — 2) meeting only at the origin).
[Sim93, Lemma 1] says that whenever C, a stationary cylindrical cone, and M € M are sufficiently
close (depending on C©) in L2-distance and in mass to C(®) at scale 1 and M has “enough”
singularities with density at least the density of C at the origin (in a certain precise sense), there

is a stationary cylindrical cone C™") and a fixed smaller scale 6 € (0,1/2) such that the L? distance
(height excess) of M to C) at scale #, namely Ey(C™M)) = \/6—"—2 Jain, dist? (X, C)) dH"(X),
is at most half of E1(C), the L? distance of M to C at scale 1.

The proof of this lemma in [Sim93] proceeds by considering a sequence M; € M and a sequence

of stationary cylindrical cones C;, with both sequences converging to CO). The main steps of the
proof are as follows:

(i) The multiplicity 1 hypothesis on M is used to apply Allard’s regularity theorem to M; in
the region outside a fixed but arbitrarily small neighborhood of the axis of C(®© whenever
the height-excess E; = \/ 1} My By dist? (X, C;)dH™ is sufficiently small (i.e. j is sufficiently

large). This gives the (vector-valued) height of M; off C; in this region as a function wu;

over C(© (taking values in (reg C(O))l) satisfying the minimal surface system and hence
estimates on its derivatives. These estimates allow u; to be blown-up by FE; producing
a smooth function (a blow-up) v : regC® N B; — (reg C(O))l with Ej_luj — v (after
passing to a subsequence) smoothly away from the axis of C©) and with v harmonic over
reg C(ONB;. Note the key fact used here that M ; for sufficiently large j have no singularities
away from any fixed small neighborhood of the axis of C(© which follows from Allard’s
theorem in view of the multiplicity 1 hypothesis.

(ii) Making use of the assumption that M; has enough singularities with density at least the
density of C; (which must concentrate near the axis of Cj;), the monotonicity formula is
used to establish a number of fundamental integral estimates for M; including an estimate
showing that E; does not concentrate near the axis of Cj;.

(ili) The estimates in step (ii) imply that v € L (C® N By), the convergence Ej_luj — v isin
Ll20c (C(O) N Bl) and hence that v inherits the integral estimates corresponding to those in
step (ii). These estimates (for v), Fourier analysis and PDE arguments are used in [Sim93]
to show that the homogeneous degree 1 blow-ups are cylindrical, and that a general blow-up
v upon rescaling at the origin decays in L? to a unique homogeneous degree 1 blow-up at
a fixed exponential rate.
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(iv) In view of the excess non-concentration estimate of step (ii), the decay estimate in step (iii)
for the blow-ups leads directly to the desired excess improvement conclusion for M; for all
sufficiently large j.

Here we prove an analog of this lemma, Lemma 5.6 below, for the class (corresponding to M) of
average-free locally Dirichlet energy minimizing functions v : B}(0) — A4(R™). The “cylindrical
cones” in our context are the g-valued homogeneous functions on R" of the specific form

N
P(X) = (q- Ngo)[0] + D _ 0;(QX)
j=1

for some positive integers N, qo with Ngg < ¢, an orthogonal transformation ¢ : R" — R"
and for ¢; : R™ — A, (R™) of the form ¢;(X) = Re(cj(z1 + iz2)*/®) where X = (21, x2,y),
i=+/—1, ¢; € C™\ {0} and k is a positive integer relatively prime to gy (independent of j). (See
Definitions 5.1-5.5 below.) Let us refer, in the rest of this discussion, to such a ¢ as a cylindrical
g-valued function.

In Lemma 5.6, we fix a non-zero locally Dirichlet energy minimizing cylindrical ¢-valued function

4 0
S
j=1

where gp&o) = Re(cg-o) (1 +ixg)k/90), c§0) € C™ are distinct, and we allow the possibility that gp&o) =0
for precisely one value of j. Let the degree of homogeneity of ¢(® be «, so that a = kg /qo for
relatively prime positive integers kg, qo with gg < ¢. In the context of Lemma 5.6, the singular
set of an average-free Dirichlet energy minimizing g-valued function w is taken to be its zero set
Bug=1{Z € By : u(Z) = q[0]} (although of course ultimately the full singular set of v is ¥,, as
defined in section 1.1 above). The frequency N, (Z) plays the role of minimal surface density, and
the improvement-of-excess assertion of the lemma is proved subject the the assumption that there

are enough points Z € B, , with NV, (Z) > a.

To prove Lemma 5.6, we consider a sequence of average-free, Dirichlet energy minimizing g¢-
valued functions u(*) on B7(0),v=1,2,3,..., and a sequence of average-free, homogeneous degree
a, g-valued cylindrical functions ) on R™ (not assumed to be Dirichlet energy minimizing), with
both sequences converging in L?(B;) to 0. Let us outline the proof of Lemma 5.6 in four steps
that correspond to steps (i)-(iv) above describing the work [Sim93].

)

Step 1. We parameterize (in Section 6) u(*) via multi-valued functions v; , over the graphs of the

@)

“components” ¢, ¢ (see Definition 5.2) of o) away from a fixed arbitrarily small neighborhood

of the axis {0} x R"~2 of ©(®). This is analogous to step (i) above in the approach of [Sim93].
However, in the case ¢ > 3, unlike in [Sim93] or in [KrumWic-1], the smallness of the L? excess

E, = / SD(V))
n (0

(notation as in Section 3) is not sufficient to guarantee a good parameterization of u¥) of this type.
This issue arises from the presence of higher multiplicity and branching away from the axis {0} x
R™2 of (9, and it is overcome following an idea from [Wicl4] which goes as follows: we show (in
Corollary 6.5 below) that such a parameterization is possible if we impose an additional condition,
namely, Hypothesis (%) in Section 6, which says that 1) is substantially closer in L2 to ) than
it is to any other homogeneous degree «, cylindrical ¢g-valued function ¢ with fewer components.
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Having to make this assumption has the consequence that excess improvement of 1) at a smaller
scale can (eventually) only be established subject to u™), o) satisfying Hypothesis (%), and
indeed this is what we do initially (in Lemma 12.1). However Hypothesis (xx) is undesirable for
the purpose of iteration of this lemma since it is difficult to verify at a smaller scale. This issue
is resolved by using Lemma 12.1 itself to remove, in Lemma 5.6, Hypothesis (xx) at the expense
of weakening the conclusion to allow excess improvement to be guaranteed at one of a fixed, finite
number of scales (as opposed to a single scale). Allowing such multiple scales is no obstacle for
iteration of the lemma to reach uniqueness and asymptotic decay conclusions.

We note that in case ¢ > 3, due to the presence of branch points of u®) of multiplicity < ¢,
(v)

the functions v; parameterizing 1) necessarily have to be multi-valued. In particular (unlike in
[Sim93] or in [KrumWic-1]), v](.yk) do not solve a PDE away from the axis of ¢(©). Tt is however not

difficult to see that the vyk), and hence also £, 1v§f2 , are locally energy minimizing (as functions

on a domain in R™) away from the axis of ©© This property makes Almgren’s continuity and

compactness results applicable to the fu]("/k) to produce (passing to a subsequence) a blow-up

where the convergence is uniform with energies of £, 11)](-”,3 converging to the energy of w;j locally

away from the axis of ¢(©) and away from 0 B1(0).

Step 2. This step comprises the integral estimates established in Sections 7 and 8, and corresponds
to step (ii) above in the approach of [Sim93]. Among these estimates are the new results Lemma 7.3
and Lemma 7.4 which are consequences of the first variation identity (4.4) and a comparison
function construction respectively. We shall discuss their role below (in Step 3). The other main
results in this step, namely Theorem 7.2, Lemmas 8.1-8.3 and Corollary 8.6 all establish estimates
analogues to those in [Sim93]. Their proofs however require additional ideas, and in particular rely
also on general techniques developed in [Wicl4] to handle the difficulties arising from the presence
of higher multiplicity.

Theorem 7.2 gives the basic estimate. It says that if ¢(?) is as above with its degree of homogene-
ity «, u is a g-valued average-free Dirichlet energy minimizing function on B;(0) with A,(0) > «
and ¢ is a homogeneous degree « cylindrical g-valued function, and if w and ¢ are both sufficiently
close to ¢ in L2(B;(0)) (depending on (), then

(2.1) / R*™
B12(0)

where R(X) = |X| for X € R” and C' = C(n, m,¢?) € (0,00) is a constant. This is a consequence
of the variational identities (4.3) and (4.4) satisfied by u and (). In particular, it uses Lemma 7.1
giving the identity

2

<C G(u, )%,
B1(0)

9(u/R%)
OR

d 2

d_p (p_2a(Du,Y(p) — OéHu,Y(p))) = 2[02_" /aBp(Y)

O(u/Ry)
ORy

for all Y € B;(0) and p € (0,dist(Y,0 B;1(0)), where Ry (X) = | X — Y| for X € R", D,y(p) =
p* " pr(Y) |Dul?, and Hyy(p) = pt™™ faBp(Y) |u|?. This is a variant of Almgren’s frequency func-
tion monotonicity formula (4.7) and is derived from the identities (4.3) and (4.4). (Although this
identity appears not to have been used in the study of branch points prior to our work [KrumWic-1],
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we have learnt since then that it has previously been used—for purposes unlike ours—in the lit-
erature on free boundary problems where it is known as the Weiss monotonicity formula and was
first used by G. Weiss ([Wei98]).)

The above basic estimate (2.1) implies all of the estimates in Section 8. In particular, Corol-
lary 8.6 is a key consequence of it, which says that the excess F, does not concentrate near the
axis of ©(®) whenever there is no large gap in the set {Z : N,(Z) > a} N B;(0). Also among the
consequences of (2.1) is Lemma 8.3 giving the estimate

G(u(X), p(X) — Dpp(X) - €)? >
2.2 2 +/ <C G(u,)?,
22) g By (0N {r>7} | X — Z|r+2ame B1(0) (%)

valid for any 7 € (0,1/2), o € (0,1/2¢) and some fixed constant C' (depending on n,m, ¢, )
whenever u, ¢ are sufficiently close to ¢(©) (depending on 7, (@) and Z = (¢,7) € R? x R*2
is such that N,(Z) > «. This estimate plays an important role in our proof of the classification
theorem for homogeneous blow-ups (Theorem 10.1), discussed in Step 3 below.

Step 3. This step comprises Sections 9, 10 and 11, and corresponds to step (iii) above in the
approach of [Sim93]. The main result in this step is Theorem 11.6 which says that a blow-up
w = (wj ) (as described in Step 1 above) corresponding to a sequence of energy minimizers u)
having the property that

(2.3) {(Z : Ny (Z) > a} N Bi(0) — {0} x R"21 By (0)

in Hausdorff distance as v — oo must decay exponentially in L2, upon rescaling about the origin, to
a unique homogeneous degree « cylindrical ¢g-valued function. The proof of this result is based on
the uniform integral estimates for w derived in Section 9 (by passing to the limit in the estimates in
Sections 7 and 8), and classification of blow-ups that are homogeneous of degree o (Theorem 10.1).

In [Sim93], the corresponding classification result (for homogeneous degree 1 blow-ups) uses a
PDE argument based on the fact that the (single-valued) blow-ups satisfy the Jacobi field equation
on reg C(©) (which in the case when CO has an (n — 2)-dimensional axis is just Laplace’s equation
on the half-planes that make up C(O)). Here we need a new approach (at least for the case ¢ > 3)
since u(*) and hence also w in general have branch points (of multiplicity < ¢) away from the axis
of ©(©). We proceed as follows:

First we note the direct consequence of the estimate (2.2) above giving that corresponding to any
blow-up w = (wj ;) arising from a sequence of minimizers u) satisfying (2.3), there is a bounded
function X : By 5(0) N {0} x R"~? — R? such that for o € (0,1/q) and each (j, k),

dx <C

(2.4) sup

(0,y)€{0} xR —2MBy 5 (0 X — (0, y)|n+2a—0

0

/ [wjx(X) = Daigl” (X) - M)
) v B1/2(0)
where C' = C(n,m,q,a, 9%, ¢) € (0,00). Also, we use our first variation result Lemma 7.3 (taken
with « = u)) to establish, still for an arbitrary blow-up w = (w;}) corresponding to (u(*))
satisfying (2.3), a certain mean value property (Lemma 10.4) for the squared y-gradient of each
of the first two Fourier coefficients (corresponding to D, ¢® and D,,¢(®) of the (single valued)
average of the values of w. This mean value property and a PDE argument is then used to show

that whenever w is homogeneous of degree «, the function A in the estimate (2.4) is linear in y.
(0)
J

of degree o and is, up to a multiplicative constant, the blow-up relative to cp(” ) of the sequence

Consequently, if we let w = (w; 1(X) — Dzp; ' (X) - A(y)) where X = (x,y), then w is homogeneous
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u”) (R, X) for a suitable sequence of rotations (R, ) of R™. Moreover, it follows from (2.4) that
(25) / |,w|2 < Opn+2a—o
B,((0,y))

for each (0,y) € {0} x R"2 N By,(0) and p € (0,1/4) and hence, by virtue of local energy
minimality of @ away from {0} x R"~2  also that fBl(o) |Dw|? < oco.

In the second step of the classification, we use the above L? decay estimate (2.5) and our

energy comparison result Lemma 7.4 (taken with u = u(*) o R,) to show that for each point
(0,y) € {0} x R"2 N By 4(0) and each function ¢ € C}(By,4(0); R),

/ Dl < / ID(@(X + (X)X — (0,9)))2
B1/2(0) B12(0)

for all ¢ € R with [¢| small; in particular w is energy critical for radial domain deformations of
the type X — X + t((X)(X — (0,y)). (Note that w need not be locally energy minimizing in
R™ although it is so in R™ \ {0} x R"2; in fact, interestingly, even energy criticality of w need
not hold for more general, non-radial deformations of the type X +— X + t(¢}(X),..., (" (X)),
(7 € CH(By4(0)). See the example discussed in the remark at the end of Section 10.) This allows
us to establish that the Almgren frequency function

P [, 0, PO

P Jos, 0 101

p = NfD,(O,y) (p) =

associated with @ and each point (0,y) € R" 2N B, /4(0) is monotonically increasing, which implies

. . o\ 2N 0w ~ _ ~ .
in particular that <;) ) "pr(O’y) w]? < o nfBg(o,y) |w|? for each point (0,y) € {0} x

R"2 N By/4(0) and each o,p with 0 < ¢ < p < 1/2. Hence by (2.4) we have that N(0,y) =
lim,_,o+ Ng,(0,)(p) > a for each point (0,y) € {0} x R"2 N B1/4(0). Standard arguments using
again the monotonicity formula for Ng ,)(p) then imply that w is translation invariant along
{0} x R"~2 which leads to the desired classification result for w.

Step 4. A preliminary excess decay conclusion (Lemma 12.1) for u) for sufficiently large v,
subject to Hypothesis () (of section 6) on u(*) and ¢(*) among other things, now follows directly
from the excess non-concentration estimate of Corollary 8.6 and the decay estimate of Theorem 11.6
for the blow-ups. As mentioned in Step 1, the final excess decay lemma (Lemma 5.6) is readily
obtained following the corresponding argument in [Wicl4] by using Lemma 12.1 itself to weaken
both its hypotheses and conclusions, namely to remove Hypothesis (xx) at the expense of allowing
multiple scales at one of which the excess improvement is asserted.

Given Lemma 5.6, to prove the main theorems (including Theorems A and B above) we proceed
as follows: By the work of Almgren, for every average-free, Dirichlet energy minimizing ¢-valued
function u and H" %-a.e. Z € B, there exists a sequence of radii p; | 0 such that

u(Z + p;j X) o0

Pj_n/2 [ull 2B, (2)

locally in L? for some nonzero, average-free, cylindrical, homogeneous degree o, Dirichlet energy
minimizing g-valued function ¢, where a = NV, (Z) > 0. Thus after scaling enough, u is close to
©© in L2(B;(0)). The main theorems then follow in Section 13 by iteratively applying Lemma 5.6
considering at each stage the two alternatives it gives, in a manner completely analogous to [Sim93].
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3. PRELIMINARIES

3.1. Multi-valued functions. For each integer ¢ > 1, A, (R™) denotes the space of unordered
g-tuples {a1,...,a4} of points a; € R™ (with repetition allowed); more precisely, identifying each
a; with the Dirac mass [a;] at aj,

q
Z[[aj]] tag,...,a; € R™
j=1
We equip A, (R™) with the metric defined by

1nf Z laj — byl

for a = ‘]1-:1[[&]-]], b= ?zl[[bj]] € A,(R™), where the infimum is taken over all permutations o of
{1,2,...,q}. We write

1/2

1/2

la] = G(a,q[0]) = Z s

for a = 379_,[a;] € Ay(R™). We define the separation of a point a € A (R™) by sepa = +0o0 if
a = qfa;] for some a; € R™ (which includes the case ¢ = 1), and

(3.1) sep a = min |a; — a;|
i#]

if a = Z;Vzl gjla;] for some N > 2, (uniquely defined) distinct a; € R™ and positive integers g;
. N

If my, q] are positive integers and al¥) = 1[[& ]] € A, (R™) for j = 1,2,..., N, then we
define z m;a") to be the point in A,(R™) Where q= Z;VZI m;qj, given by

N N g ,

> = 55 m

j=1 j=1i=1
(Note that there is no canonical way to add a pair of general elements a = Y7 ;[a;] and b =
>4, [bi] in Ay (R™) to obtain a unique element a+b in A, (R™); an expression such as Y ¢_; [a;+b;]
does not yield a well defined sum a + b since reordering the a;’s or the b;’s in this expression will
yield different elements of A,(R™).)

IfAeRand a=) 7 [a] € Ay (R™), we define Aa to be the point in A,(R™) given by
q
Aa = Z[[)\ai]].
i=1

A g-valued function on a set Q@ C R™ is a map u : @ — A, (R™). For X € 2, we shall denote
by u;(X) (1 < j < ¢) the “g values of u(X)”, so that u(X) = E?zlﬂuj(X)]] for X € Q. The
average ug : @ — R™ of u is the single-valued function defined by u,(X) = 1 ;1 L ui(X) for
X € Q. We say that u is average-free if uga(X) = 0 for all X € Q. Of course We have u(X) =

1 [ua(X) + (up); (X)] where uy : @ — Ag(R™) is defined by uy(X) = > [ui(X) — ua(X)]
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for all X € 2. We shall call uy the average-free part of u. Observe that given any two g-valued
functions w,v : @ — A, (R™) with respective averages uq, v, and average-free parts uy, vy,

(32) G(u(X),v(X))? = qlua(X) = va(X)* + G(up(X), v (X))?
for all X € Q.

Ifu: Q — Aq(Rm), then the graph of u is the subset of  x R™ defined by graphu =
{(X,uj(X)) : Xe€Q, 1<j<q}

If m; are positive integers and u) Q- Ay (R™) for j =1,2,..., N, we define

N .
u= Z mju)
j=1

to be the function u : @ — A,(R™), where ¢ = Z;Vzl mjq;, given by u(X) = Z;Vzl b my [[ugj)(X)]]
for each X € Q, where u\)(X) = 3% | [[ugj)(X)]]

IfXxeRand u : Q — A (R™), we define Au to be to be the function Au : Q — A, (R™) given
by Au(X) =37, [Au;(X)] for each X € Q.

Let 2 C R™ be open. Since A,(R™) is a metric space, we can define the space C%(2; 4,(R™))
continuous g-valued functions on Q in the usual way. For each u € (0, 1], we define C%#(€2; A, (R™
to be the space of functions u :  — A,(R™) such that for every Q' CC Q,

B G(u(X),u(Y))
il = X,Yessglf?x;éy X - Y|~

of
)

We say a function u : Q@ — A,(R™) is differentiable at Y € Q if there exists an affine function
ly : R" — A, (R™), i.e. a g-valued function ¢y of the form fy (X) = ;1-:1 [[A}/X + b}f]] for some

m X n real-valued constant matrices A}/ and constants b}/ € R™, such that

G(u(X), by (X))

li =0.
oy | X —Y| 0
ly is unique if it exists. The derivative of u at Y is Du(Y') = gzl[[A}/]]. We say that u is strongly

differentiable at Y if additionally AZY = A}/ whenever bZY = b}/.

Given 1 < p < oo, LP(2; A;,(R™)) denotes the space of Lebesgue measurable functions u :  —
Ay (R™) such that [|ul| 1) = |G(u, q[0]) || 1r (@) < 0o. We equip LP(£2; A, (R™)) with the metric

) = ( g<u<X>,v<X>>P)1/p
for u,v € LP(); Ag(R™)).

The Sobolev space W12(Q; A,(R™)) of g-valued functions is defined in [Alm83, Definitions and
terminology 2.1] as follows: Let N = N(m,q) > 1 be an integer and fix £ : A,(R™) — RY a
bi-Lipschitz embedding such that Lip(¢) < 1 and Lip(§7tg) < C(m,q) where @ = £(A,(R™)),
see [Alm83, Theorem 1.2]. W12(Q; A,(R™)) is the space of Lebesgue measurable functions u :
Q — Ay (R™) such that € ou € WH2(Q;RY). (See [DeLSpall, Definition 0.5] for an equivalent
characterization of W12(Q; A,(R™)) in terms of Sobolev functions taking values in a metric space.)

Every u € Wh2(Q; A,(R™)) is approximately strongly differentiable at £"-a.e. Y € € in the
sense that there exists a Lebesgue measurable subset 2y C € such that 2y has density one at
Y and u|q, is strongly differentiable at Y. The derivative of w at Y is Du(Y) = D(ulq, )(Y).
Whenever u € WhH2(Q; A (R™)), u € L?(; A,(R™)) and Du € L?(; A, (R™*™)).
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3.2. Multi-valued Dirichlet energy minimizing functions.

Definition 3.1. Let 2 C R"™ be open. A q-valued function u € WH2(Q; A (R™)) is said to be
locally Dirichlet energy minimizing in Q0 (or more simply locally energy minimizing) if

/ Duf? < / Duf?
Q Q

for any open ball B with B C Q and any v € WH2(Q; A,(R™)) with v =u a.e. on Q\ B.

Almgren developed an existence and regularity theory for multivalued energy minimizing func-
tions as an essential ingredient in his fundamental work [Alm83] on interior regularity of area
minimizing rectifiable currents of arbitrary dimension and codimension > 2. Almgren’s theory,
contained in [Alm83, Chapter 2|, in particular establishes the following results (see [DeLSpall] for
a nice, concise exposition of Almgren’s work on Dirichlet minimizers as well as for an alternative,
“Intrinsic” viewpoint of the theory):

(i) [Alm83, Theorem 2.2] (c.f. [DeLSpall, Theorem 0.8]), which asserts, for a bounded C*
domain  C R™, the existence in the Sobolev space W1H2(Q, A,(R™)) of a g-valued energy
minimizing function with prescribed g-valued boundary data.

(ii) [Alm83, Theorem 2.13] (c.f. [DeLSpall, Theorems 0.9 and 3.9]), according to which a ¢-
valued locally energy minimizer is (£" a.e. equal to) a locally uniformly Holder continuous
function in the interior of its domain. More specifically, there exists u = pu(n,m,q) € (0,1)
such that if u € WH2(Q; A,(R™)) is locally energy minimizing, then there exists u : Q —
A (R™) with u Q" € CO*(Q'; A,(R™)) for each open set ' CC  such that u(X) = u(X)
for L™ a.e. X € ). Henceforth we shall identify v with w and simply write w in place of .

For a local Dirichlet minimizer u as above, [Alm83, Theorem 2.13] furthermore establishes
the estimate
Pl B, 5 x0) < Cp' 2 Dull 28, (x0))

for each ball B,(X¢) with B,(Xo) € Q, where C' = C(n,m,q) € (0,00). For such u, it then
follows from standard interpolation inequalities and (4.3) below that

(3-3) sup ful + p*ul,, 5, 0(x0) + PP IDUl 28, (x0)) < Co Pl 28, x0))

Bp/2(X0)

for each ball B,(Xg) with B,(Xo) C Q, where C' = C(n,m,q) € (0,00).
(iii) [Alm83, Theorem 2.6] (c.f. [DeLSpall, Lemma 3.23]), which implies that if u € W12(Q; A,(R™))
is locally energy minimizing, then the average-free part us of u is locally energy minimizing.

Let u € W12(Q; A,(R™)) be locally energy minimizing. We consider several types of (interior)
singularities of u.

First, following Almgren [Alm83, Theorem 2.14], we define the singular set of u, denoted %,
by ¥, = Q \ regu where regu, the regular set of u, is the set of points Y € Q with the property
that there is a number p € (0, dist(Y, 0Q)) and single-valued harmonic functions u; : B,(Y) — R™,
j=1,2,...,q, such that

(a) u(X) = 320_[u;(X)] for X € B,(Y) and
(b) for i # j, either u;(X) = u;(X) for each X € B,(Y) or u;(X) # u;(X) for each X € B,(Y);
such u; are clearly unique up to relabeling if they exist.

We define ¥, ; to be the set of points Y € ¥, such that u(Y) = g[u; (Y')] for some u;(Y) € R™.
Of course X, = 3y, and Xy g = By, g = {X € Xy, 1 uyp(X) = ¢[0]}.
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Finally, we define the branch set B, of u to be the set of points Y € € such that there is no
p € (0,dist(Y,0Q)) for which u(X) = >2%_;[u;(X)] for some single-valued harmonic functions
uj : By(Y) = R™ j=1,2,...,qand all X € B,(Y).

Clearly ¥, is a closed subset of €2, and ¥, , and B, are closed subsets of ¥,.

Since u is energy minimizing, it is not difficult to see that dimy (X, \ By) < n — 2. Almgren’s
theory established, in addition to (i)-(iii) above, the sharp Hausdorff dimension bound on B,:
(iv) [Alm83, Theorem 2.14] (c.f. [DeLSpall, Theorem 0.11]): If u € W12(Q; A,(R™)) is energy
minimizing, then dimy (3,) <n — 2.

The main question we address here is what can be said about the asymptotic behaviour of
u on approach to B,. Rather than focusing directly on B,, it is more convenient to study the
entire singular set >, since Y, satisfies the following “persistence of singularities” property in
relation to convergent sequences of energy minimizers; namely, if ug,u € WhH2(Q; A, (R™)) are
energy minimizing functions such that u, — u locally in L? (or equivalently, in view of (3.3)
above, uniformly on compact subsets of §2), then for each connected compact set K C ) either
You,,qN K = 0 for sufficiently large k or ¥, ;N K # 0 or there exists an open set U with K C U C Q
and harmonic function h : U — R such that u(X) = ¢[h(X)] for all X € U. This property does
not hold if we replace ¥,, , and ¥, , with By, 4 = By, N Xy, ¢ and B, 4 = B, N X, 4 respectively.
(Consider for example uy, u : R? — A,(C) = A,(R?) defined by uy (w1, 29) = ((x1 + i) — 1/k)19
and u(zy,x9) = Z?;é[[ei%j/q(a:l +ixg)] for (z1,72) € R%)

4. MONOTONICITY OF FREQUENCY AND ITS PRELIMINARY CONSEQUENCES

Let u € W12(Q; A,(R™)) be energy minimizing, Y € Q, and 0 < p < dist(Y,Q). Following
[Alm83], we define the frequency function associated with v and Y by

Du,y(p)

(4.1 Nux(p) = s

whenever H, y(p) # 0, where

(42) Do) =" [ DuP and Huy (o) =" [l
B 8B, (Y)

p(Y)

A fundamental discovery of Almgren ([Alm83, Theorem 2.6]) is that if u € W12(Q; A,(R™))
is a stationary point of the energy functional with respect to two types of deformations, namely
the “squash” and “squeeze” deformations (see [Alm83, Sections 2.4 and 2.5]), then for any point
Y € Q, Ny, y(p) is a monotone nondecreasing function of p on any open interval I on which it is
defined. Almgren’s argument, briefly, is as follows: Stationarity of w with respect to squash and
squeeze deformations respectively lead to the identities

(4.3) / Duf’¢ = — / WDl DiC.
Q Q
(4.4) /Q " (4Duf*; — Do Dyuf) Dic? =0,
ij=1

for all ¢, ¢t ¢3,...,¢" € CHYR), where u(X) = YL [w/(X)], uf denotes the k-th coordinate
of w;, and we use the convention of summing over repeated indices. By (4.3) and (4.4) with
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¢I(X) = ¢(X) (X —Y) where ¢ approximates the characteristic function of B,(Y")
(4.5) / Dul? = / i Dl
Bp(Y) 9B,(Y)

d -n -n
(4.6) - <p2 / \DUIQ) = 2p” / |Dgul?,
p B, (Y) 9B,(Y)

for a.e. p € (0,dist(Y,09)), where R = R(X) = |X — Y| Thus by direct computation

2
an Nyw=g2 ([ we) ([ mme) ([ mewe
’ Hyy(p) OB, (Y) OB, (Y) OB,(Y)

Thus N,y (p) > 0 for a.e. p € (0,dist(Y,0)) by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. Hence for any
Y € Q and any s and ¢t with 0 < s < ¢t < dist(Y,Q), N, y(p) is monotonically increasing for
p € (s,t) whenever H, y(p) # 0 for all p € (s,t). (See also Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 and Theorem
3.15 of [DeLSpall] for details.) Thus if for some ¢ € (0,dist(Y,2)), Hy y(p) # 0 for all p € (0,¢),
then the limit

N, (Y) =1lim N, v (p)
pL0
exists. We call N, (Y) the frequency of u at Y whenever it exists.
The monotonicity of N,y has the following standard consequences.

Lemma 4.1. Let Q C R" be a connected open set and u € W2(Q; A,(R™)) be a non-zero energy
minimizing function. Then:

(a) Hyy(p) #0 for each’Y € Q and p € (0,dist(Y,99Q)), N (Y) exists for each Y € ¥,,, and

o 2V x (0) o\ 2Val¥)
(4.8) <;> Hu,y(p) < Hyy(o) < (;) Hyy(p)

for 0 <o < p<dist(Y,00).
(b) For eachY € Q and 0 < o < p < dist(Y, 99),

o 2Nu,Y(p) o 2Nu(y)
(4.9) (—) [ wpse \urzs<—) e
P B,(Y) Bs(Y) P B,(Y)

(c) N is upper semi-continuous in the sense that if uj,u € Wh2(Q; A,(R™)) are energy min-
imizing functions such that uy — u in L2(QV; Ay(R™)) for all Q' CC Q, and if Y3, Y € Q
such that Y, — Y, then N, (Y') > limsupy,_, .o Ny, (Yi).

(d) If u is average-free and Y € ¥, 4, then Noy(Y') > p for some pp = p(n,m,q) € (0,1).

(e) For every X such that 0 < dist(X, X, 4) < dist(X,0Q)/4,

(4.10) ()] + (X [ty ) + ACO 21Dl 20,0500

< 0GPy N
where d(X) = dist(X,¥,4), Y € X, 4 with | X = Y| = d(X), p = dist(X,090), p =
u(n,m,q) € (0,1), and C = C(n, m, ) € (0,00).

Proof. (a) follows from the monotonicity of N,y and the fact that Ny (p) = pH,, y(p)/2Hu,y (p)-
(b) follows from (a) via integration. (c) follows from monotonicity of N,y and the continuity of
Dirichlet energy under uniform limits (see Lemma A2 in the appendix). (d) follows from (b) and
the fact that there exists u = u(n,m,q) € (0,1) such that u € CO*('; A,(R™)) for every Dirichlet
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minimizing ¢g-valued function u € W12(Q; 4,(R™)) and Q' CC Q. (e) is a consequence of (3.3) and

(b):
[u(X)| + d(X)*[u] B,y )0 00) + d(x) /2 1Dl 2By x)/4())
< Cd(X)_n/2Hu||L2(Bd(X)/2(X)) < C'd(X)_"/2||U||L2(32d(x)(Y))

4d(X » 4d(X .
<C <#> p /2\\U|’L2(Bp/2(y)) <C <#> P2l 20

where Y € ¥, ; such that d(X) = |X — Y| and C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00). O

Now fix a non-zero, average-free, energy minimizing function u € WhH2(Q; A,(R™)) and Y € 3, .
Let

w(Y + pX)
=2 |lull2(8,0vy)
for 0 < p < dist(Y,09). If py is a sequence of numbers with pp — 0%, it follows from (3.3) and
(4.9) that there exists an average-free function ¢ € VVé’f(R”;Aq(Rm)) N Cloo’é‘ (R™; A4(R™)) such
that after passing to a subsequence, uy,,, — ¢ uniformly on B;(0) for every ¢ > 0. We say ¢
is a blow up of u at Y. It follows from (4.9) that ¢ is non-zero. By [Alm83, Theorem 2.13], ¢
is energy minimizing on R™, Ny, o(p) = N,(0) = N, (Y) for each p > 0 and ¢ is homogeneous of
degree N, (Y), i.e. o(AX) = Z‘;:l[[)\Nu(Y)goj(X)]] for every X € R™ and A > 0, where we write
P(X) = > le (X))

Suppose ¢ € WH2(R™; A,(R™)) is any homogeneous degree a (> p), average-free, energy min-
imizing function. For each Y € R", it follows from Lemma 4.1(c) (applied with u; = v = ¢ and
Yy, = txY for some sequence t; — 07) that N, (Y) < N,(0). Let

S(p) ={Y e R" : N,(Y) = N,(0)}.

It follows from [Alm83, Theorem 2.14] that S(¢) is a linear subspace in R™ and that ¢(X) = ¢(X +
Y) for all Y € S(p). Since the only average-free, energy minimizing functions in I/Vlf)c2 (R; A, (R™))
are constant functions, dim S(p) < n — 2; if dim S(p) = n — 2, we say that ¢ is cylindrical.

uy,p(X) =

Let u € WhH2(Q; A,(R™)) be a nonzero, average-free, energy minimizing function. For j =
0,1,2,...,n—2, define EQ(ZBI to be the set of points Y € ¥, ;, such that dim S(y) < j for every blow
up ¢ of u at Y. Observe that

Mg = By 2B 2 2B DB

Lemma 4.2. Letu € W12(Q; A,(R™)) be a nonzero, average-free, energy minimizing function. For

each j=1,2,...,n, 253;31 has Hausdorff dimension at most j. For a> 0, {Y € 2&0721 NL(Y) =a}
1s discrete.

Proof. The well-known argument, due to Almgren ([Alm83, Theorem 2.26]) in the context of
stationary integral varifolds, is based on upper semi-continuity of frequency and the fact that
N, (0) = Ny (Y) for any blow-up ¢ of u at Y. See the proof of Lemma 1 in Section 3.4 of [Sim96]
for a nice, concise presentation of the argument in the context of energy minimizing maps. O

We shall later need the following result, which is the analogue of [Sim93, Lemma 2.4].

Lemma 4.3. Let K > 0. There are functions § : (0,1) — (0,1) and R: (0,1) — (3,00) depending
onn, m, q, and K such that if « € (0,K], € € (0,1) and u € W12(Q; A,(R™)) is an average-free
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energy minimizing function with Br(-)(0) €, 0 € Xy, 4,
Nuo(R(e)) —a < d(e),
and if Y € ¥y, 4N B1(0) and Ny(Y) > «, then the following hold:

(i) 0 < Nuy(p) —a <e® for p € (0,R(e) - 3).
(ii) For every p € (0,1], there is a energy minimizing average-free function ¢ € WhH2(R"; A,(R™))
(depending on p) that is homogeneous (of degree Ny, (0)) such that |N,(0) — a| < €2 and

/ Gluy,p)® < €2
B1(0)

(iii) For every p € (0,1], either there is a mon-zero energy minimizing average-free function
o € WE2(R™; Ay(R™)) (depending on p) such that ¢ is homogeneous (of degree N,(0)),
INL(0) — af < €2, dimS(p) =n —2, and

/ Gluy,p, @)’ < &
B1(0)

or there is an (n — 3)-dimensional subspace L of R"™ such that

{X €%y, NB1(0) : Ny (X) > a} C{X € R" : dist(X, L) < }.

Proof. To prove (i), first observe that by the monotonicity of N,y, Nyy(p) > « for all p €
(0, R(e) — 1). Clearly

n—2
(4.11) Dyy(p) < (1 + Ep’) Dyo(p+ 1Y)

for all p € (0, R(e) — 1). By integration by parts and using faBg(Z) ufDp,yuf = fBJ(Z) | Du?,

(4.12) Hyz(p) = pl‘"/ Jul?
9B,(2)

:p—"/ |u|2(X—Z)-M
OB,(Z) Ry

a |l 2R D)
P

p
:np_"/ \u!2+2p_"/ a/ | Dul?
By(2) 0 JB.(2)

for all Z € B1(0) and p € (0, R(¢) — |Z]). Since for p > |Y|,

P P p=lY]
/ o / Duf? > / - / Duf? = / (o +[Y)) / Duf?
o JB,(v) vl B, v 0 B (0

)
p=|Y]
> / o / | Duf?,
0 B, (0)
it follows from (4.12) taken with Z =Y that

p=1Y]
Horlp) = wp [ P2 [T o [ D
Bp,‘y‘(o) 0 0'(0)

_ < —%)”m,o(p—w
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where in the last equality we have used again (4.12), with p — |Y| in place of p and Z = 0. This
and (4.8) now imply that

YIN" p— Y 200426 (¢)
(113) a0 = (1-E0) (25) T Ml YD)

for all p € (1, R(e) — 1). By (4.11) and (4.13),

Yy n—2 Y\ " +Y 2a+26(¢)
Nuy(p) < <1 + %) <1 — |—p|> (Z_ ;YD Nuolp +[Y])

1 n—2 1\ " +1 2K+2
<(+5) (=3) () eteem

for all p € (1, R(¢) — 1). Hence N,y (p) — a < &% for all p € (R(¢) — 2, R(¢) — 1) provided R(e) is
sufficiently large and §(¢) sufficiently small. By the monotonicity of Ny y, Ny y(p) — a < €2 for all
p€(0,R(e) —1).

Given (i), the claim in (ii) is an easy consequence of the monotonicity of frequency function and
the compactness property of Dirichlet minimizing g-valued functions. The proof of (iii) is similar
to the proof of Lemma 2.4(iii) of [Sim93]. O

5. STATEMENTS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Definition 5.1. Here and subsequently, we shall fix a non-zero, homogeneous, average-free, cylin-
drical locally energy minimizing function p© € Wlif (R™; A, (R™)) with S(¢0) = {0} x R*2.
We note, as can easily be verified, that p©) has degree of homogeneity o = ./\/;0(0)(0) = r9/qo for
relatively prime positive integers ro, qo with qo < q, and that

J
(5.1) o0 =3 mypl?
j=1

)
J
a positive integer < q for each j, and either ¢

are distinct multi-valued functions, m;—the multiplicity of gog-o) —is
)
J

¢§0)(.) = [0] or gog-o) tR™ — Ay (R™) is the (qo-valued) function given by

for some J > 1, where ¢

: R™ — R™ is the (single-valued) zero function

(5.2) PV (X) = Re(cl” (21 + ix2)®)

for some C§0) € C™\ {0}, where i = /=1 and X = (w1, 79,y) with y € R" 2,

It follows from (5.1) that g Z}]:1 mj = q in case gpgo) # 0 for each j, or m;, +qo zj=17j7éj1 mj =q
in case <p§-(1])
either case

= 0 for some (unique) j;; in particular, either ¢oJ < q or 1+ go(J — 1) < ¢, and in

1< J < [a/qo]-
Note also that since () is assumed to be locally energy minimizing, Z¢(o) = Eso(()% 0= {0} x R*—2

§0) N(R™\ {0} x R"72) x R™, 1 < j < J, are pairwise disjoint, embedded

submanifolds of (R™\ {0} x R"~2) x R™. Moreover, <p§-0) is locally energy minimizing in R™ for each
J.

Given a nonzero, average-free, energy minimizing function u € W12(Q; 4,(R™)) and a point
YeX,\ Yu,q, by continuity of u we can find p > 0, k € {2,...,q} and positive integers qi, ..., qx

and in particular graph ¢
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with Z?:l ¢; = ¢ such that u L_B,(Y) = Zle uj where for each j, u; € WH2(B,(Y); Ag, (R™))
(n—3)

reduce the proofs of Theorems A and B to an analysis of v near points of E \ E(" 9 On the

is energy minimizing. This and the fact that 3 has Hausdorff dimenswn < n — 3 allow us to

other hand, for every point Y € E(n 2) \ E(n % there exists at least one blow up ¢ of w at Y with
dim S(p) = n—2. Since @ is locally energy mlmmizing, after composing with an orthogonal change
of coordinates on R" taking S(¢) to {0} x R"~2, ¢ takes the form of cp( ) as described above. Thus
in order to understand the behavior of u near a point Y € i a \ I , we are free to assume
that for some p > 0, uy,, is close in B;(0) to a cylindrical minimizer of the form ¢ described
above.

Definition 5.2. Let 09 and the associated functions gpgo), . ,gpf,o) and the numbers

a7q()7J7m17”’7mJ

be as in Definition 5.1. Let po = J — 1 if gp&?) = 0 for some j1 and py = J otherwise. For e > 0
such that

(5.3) 42 < min min / G0 (X), 60 (X))2dX.
1<) k<, j#k, 0 £0, o #0 J B1(0)

min / \¢§0) (X)|?dX
1<5<J, @ #0 / B1(0)

and forp € {po,po+1,...,[q/q0]}, we define ®. (D) to be the set of functions ¢ : R™ — A, (R™)
satisfying the following requirements:

(a) ¢ is of the form

J Dj
Y= Z UL RIZNT
Jj=1k=1
where:
(i) foreachje{1,...,J} andk € {1,...,p;}, either @ : R™ — R™ is the (single-valued)
zero function @;i(-) = [0] or ¢k : R™ = Ay (R™) is the function given by
©ik(x1,®2, ..., xn) = Re(cjp(xr +ix2)?)
for some c; i, € C™\ {0};
(i) @)k # @jra whenever (5,k) # (5, k")
(iii) p; are positive integers such that E _1pj =p+1ifpj k(-) =0 for some ji, ki and
E}]:lp] = p otherwise;
(iv) mj—the multiplicity of ¢;—is a positive integer.
(b) z'f<p§-0) #0 foreach j € {1,...,J}, then pj #0 foreachj € {1,...,J} andk € {1,...,p;},

and
J Dy

ZZ/ Gpjr(X 90§0)(X))2dX < e or

7=1 k=1

if gpg-?) = 0 for some (unique) j1 € {1,...,J}, then @;i # 0 for each j € {1,...,J}\ {/1}
and k € {1,...,pj}, and
Pjy

Z/ |01 1 (X)PdX + Z Z/ Gpjr(X sog»o)(X))de <2

J=1,j#j1 k=1
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We shall call the multivalued functions @; 1 the components of .

Remark 5.3. (1) We do not assume that the functions ¢ € <I>5,p(<,p(0)) are locally energy minimizing,
nor that ¢ are average free although in case ¢p > 2 the latter is automatically true by the specific
form of ¢.

(2) If ¢ € . ,(p?) then ¢ has precisely p nonzero components. Since ¢ = £(¢(®)) is chosen

sufficiently small to satisfy (5.3), it follows from (b) that for each j € {1,...,J}, precisely p; of the
(0)

components of ¢, labeled ¢ 1,...,¢; ., are near @5

(3) It follows from (b) that if ¢; », = 0 for some j; € {1,...,J} and k; € {1,...,p;;}, then
(0)

(pjl - O.

(4) ‘P(O) € q)s,po(‘:o(o))-

Definition 5.4. For e > 0 and p € {po,po + 1,...,[q/qo]}, let 5571,(90(0)) denote the set of all
q-valued functions p(e*X), X € R™, where ¢ € <I>€7p(<,0(0)) and A is an n X n skew-symmetric
matric A = (Aj) with Aj; =0 4fi,5 <2, Aj; =04fi,5 >3, and |[A| <e.

Definition 5.5. Let @, (o)) = UL‘L/§§1 D () and B () = UL‘L/§§1 D ().

We now state the main lemma of this paper. This is analogous to [Sim93, Lemma 1], except for
the fact that in its conclusion (ii) we assert improvement of excess at one of a fixed number of scales
(as opposed to a single scale). The proof of this lemma will be given in Section 12, which involves
a combination of ideas from [Sim93], [Wicl4] and some that are new here (see the discussion in
Section 2).

Lemma 5.6. Let (9 : R® — A, (R™) be as above. Given 9, € (0,1/8) for j =1,2,...,[q/q] —
po + 1 with 9; < 9;_1/8 for j > 1, there are &y € (0,1/4) and ¢y € (0,1) depending only on n, m,
g, a, o and V4, . .. s 91q/q01—po+1 Such that if u € W1L2(B(0); A,(R™)) is an average-free, energy

minimizing function with
1/2
E= / g(u7 (10)2 < é&o
B1(0)

for some ¢ € ., (0, then either
(1) Bsy(0,50) N{X € By2(0) N Xy g : Nu(X) > a} =0 for some yo € B;L/_;(O) or
(ii) there is j € {1,2,...,[q/q0] —po+ 1} and ¢ € &Dvao(cp(o)) such that

0j—n—2a/ g(u, (;5)2 < Cjﬂiu/ g(ua (10)27
By, (0)

B1(0)
where v € [1,00) is a constant depending only on n, m, q, «, cp(o) and 91, ..., V1q/q0]—po+15
w € (0,1) is a constant depending only on n, m, q, o and gp(o); Cry- 5 Crg/qo)—po+1 are

constants such that Cy depends only on n, m, q, o, ¢, and for j > 2, C; depends
only on n, m, q, o, ¢ and 91, ... , -1 (in particular, for j > 2, C; is independent of
19]', “ e ,'19(q/q0"|_p0+1.)

By iteratively applying Lemma 5.6 in a manner completely analogous to the corresponding argu-

ment in [Sim93], we obtain the following result, from which Theorems A and B of the introduction
will readily follow (see Section 13).
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Theorem 5.7. Let Q be an open set in R"™ and let u € WH2(Q; A,(R™)) be a nonzero, average-free,
energy minimizing function. Then 3, 4 is countably (n — 2)-rectifiable. Moreover, if for a > 0 we
let

Yuga={X € Xy q: Mu(X) = a and u has a cylindrical blow-up at X},
then:

(a) For any compact set K C Q, K NXy 40 # 0 for only finitely many o > 0.

(b) For every a > 0 and H" %-a.e. Z € Yu,q.ar there exists a unique non-zero, average-free,
cylindrical, homogeneous degree o energy minimizing function p(%) : R* — A;(R™) and a
number pz > 0 such that

" / G(u(Z + X), o) (X))2dX < Cpp?etoe
By (0)

for all p € (0,pz] and some constants puz € (0,1) and Cz € (0,00) depending on n, m, q,
a, u, and 7.

(c) For every a > 0 there is an open set Vo D Xy g0 such that Vo N{X € ¥, 4 : Noy(X) > o}
has locally finite H"~2-measure; i.e. for each Y € Vo N{X € Xy 4 : Nu(X) > a}, there is
p > 0 such that H" 2(B,(Y) N{X € yq : Nu(X) > a}) < co. In particular, for each
a >0, Xy, a0 has locally finite H"~2-measure.

6. A GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION AND A BLOW-UP PROCEDURE

Let ©(© be as in Definition 5.1 and let p € {po, ..., [q¢/q0]}. Let ¢ € ®.,(p@) for suffciently
small ¢ > 0 depending on ¢(® and u € W2(B;(0); A,(R™)) be an average-free energy minimizing
function close to ¢ in L?. In case p > pg, assume also that u is significantly closer in L? to ¢
than it is to any other homogeneous cylindrical function having fewer nonzero components than ¢
(in the sense of (6.9) or (6.12) below for suitably small 3, 5). In Lemma 6.3 and Corollary 6.5
below we will show, subject to these hypotheses, that away from the singular axis {0} x R"~2 of
¢, we can parameterize graphu by an appropriate multivalued functions v;; defined on graph ¢
and satisfying certain estimates. These results will allow us to produce “blow-ups” of a sequence
(uj) of energy minimizers relative to a sequence of homogeneous functions (y;) as in definition 5.2
whenever both sequences converge in L? to ¢(®). We shall discuss this blow-up procedure also in
this section.

6.1. A class of multi-valued functions on graphs of homogeneous cylindrical functions.
Let @ C R\ {0} x R"2 and let ¢ € ®,(»?) be as in Definition 5.2. Note that for each
component ;i of ¢, graph ¢; k|rm\ [0} xrn-2 is an embedded submanifold of (R™\ {0} x R"2) x
R™, and recall that the component ;; has multiplicity m; . For various choices of O C R™\

0} x R® 2, we shall be interested in the class of functions F, o which we define as F,q =
@, ¥
3]:1 W C%graph ¢; k|o; A, . (R™)) so that an element v = (v; 1) € Fy o consists of continuous

functions v ;. : graph ¢ klo — A, (R™) for each j € {1,...,J} and k € {1,...,p;}.

Note that corresponding to any ball B C €, there are single-valued harmonic functions ¢;; :
B — R™ such that for each X € B,

ik

(6.1) 0ik(X) = [ejra(X)]
=1
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where
(6.2) ¢k = qo if @1 is non-zero and
gir =1 (with ;,1(X) = ¢ r1(X) =0 € R™) if p; is the zero function.

Hence if v = (vj) € Fpn then for each fixed j € {1,...,J}, k € {1,...,p;}, the function v;
defines an Ay m; , (R™)-valued function 7;; on Q via

95,k

(6.3) U (X) = Z v k(X
=1

for X € €2, where, after choosing a ball B C  with X € B and ¢j;; as in (6.1),

(6.4) .51(X) = v (X, 95 ,0(X))
for each [ € {1,...,¢qjx}; thus vj gy : B = Ay, (R™) and hence

My, k

(6.5) k(X)) = Y [vjkan(X
h=1

for some v 1 p(X) € R™, 1 < h <mjy.

We associate to a given function v = (v; ) € F,q the function u : @ — A (R™) defined, using
the above notation, by

Pj 4,k Mjk

(6.6) => > Z [¢5k0(X) + v k0.0(X)]

j=1k=11=1 h=1

for X € Q. (Strictly speaking, per the discussion above, the definitions of 7; ;(X) and u(X) require
choosing a ball B C Q with X € B, but it is clear that 7, ;(X), u(X) are independent of the choice
of B).

Definition 6.1. Let Q C R™\ {0} x R"™2 be open. For each j € {1,2,...,J} and k € {1,2,...,p;},

let mj and q; 1 be positive integers and @jj, : R™ — qu,k(Rm) be functions such that 23-]:1 M)k =
q and either qj = 1 and @ji(-) = 0 or ¢jr = qo and ¢;(X) = Re(c;jr(x1 + iz2)*) for some

cjg € C™\{0}. We say that v = (vjx)i<j<si<k<p;, where vjy : graphg;ila — Am,, (R™), is

component-wise minimizing in S if for each ball B CC 2, each function vjx; : B — Am,  (R™)

as in (6.4) is in W2(B; Ap, ,(R™)) and is Dirichlet energy minimizing in B.

Remark 6.2. If m;, ¢; are as in Definition 6.1, we do not require that the function ¢ =
3]:1 SV mjpik be close to 9@ (ie. that ¢ € ®.(¢®) for ¢ > 0 small). This freedom will
allow us to show that the blow-ups constructed below are component-wise minimizing.

6.2. Graphical representation of Dirichlet energy minimizers with small excess. We can

now state the main results of this section, Lemma 6.3 and Corollary 6.5 below. In Lemma 6.3

and subsequently we shall use the following notation: For every v € (0,1), ¢ € R"2, p > 0, and
€ (0,1], we let

(6.7) Apw(C) = {(z,y) € R X R" 2 (|z] = p)? + |y — (| < *(1 —7)?p*/16} .

Lemma 6.3. Let ©©) be as in Definition 5.1 and let p € {pg, po+1,...,[q/q]}. Given~,r € (0,1),
there exist €, € (0,1) depending only on n, m, q, p, «, gp(o), v, and k such that the following
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holds true. Suppose that u € Wh2(A;1(0); A,(R™)) is an average-free energy minimizing function,
@ € Bz ,(p0) is as in Definition 5.2,

(6.8)

/ G(u(X), g0 (X))?dX <2
Ay 1(0)

and that either

(i) p=po or
(ii) p > po and

(6.9)

/ Glu,p)? < B in / Glu, )2,
A1,1(0) el @ (@) J A1 (0)

p =po ce,p

1/2
where ¢ = c¢(n,y) =3 <fA1 1(0 (1, x2)] /fB1 (21, 2o |2oc>  Then:

(a) when p > po,

(6.10)

inf sepp(X) > C inf / G(u,¢')?
X6S1XRn72 ( ) W/6U57;p0 q>c?,p’(50(0)) Al 1( ) ( )

where the separation sep is defined by (3.1) and C = C(n,m,q,p,a, o, v, k) € (0,00) is
a constant;

(b) for each j € {1,...,J} and k € {1,...,p;}, there exists a unique function

(6.11)

Ui * 8aPh @kl 4 (0) = Amj, (R™)
such that u is given by (6.6) in Q = A; .(0), v = (v;k) is component-wise minimizing in

Ay (0), and

sup [0 1* + [Ok]2 a4, o) + / |Dv; > < C G(u, ),
A1 4 (0) A1,,(0) A1,1(0)

where Tj; 1, are as in (6.3), u = p(n,m,q) € (0,1) and C = C(n,m,q,p, o, 0 4. k) € (0,00)
18 a constant.

Remark 6.4. In Lemma 6.3, ¢ is chosen so that ¢/ € ®.(p(?) if and only if fA1,1(0) G, )2 <

(38)%.

To prove the excess decay lemma, Lemma 5.6, we need a variant of Lemma 6.3, Corollary 6.5
below. Let ¢(© be as in Definition 5.1 and let p € {pg,po + 1,...,[q/q]}. In Corollary 6.5 and in
a number of other results in subsequent sections, we shall make the first or both of the following
two hypotheses with a choice of appropriately small constants g and 3y (that depend on cp(o)).

Hypothesis (x): u € WH2(B;(0); A,(R™)) is an average-free locally energy minimizing function

with

/ G(u(X), o9 (X))2dX < &l.
B1(0)

Hypothesis (xx): u € WH2(B1(0); A,(R™)) is an average-free locally energy minimizing function,
@ € By () and either

(i) p=po or
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(ii) p > po and

(6.12) / Glu, ) < fo in / Gu, ).
B1(0) et () J By (0)

[
p'=pg  3€0.P

Corollary 6.5. Let gp(o) be as in Definition 5.1 and let 0 < 7 < v < 1. There exist €9,y €
(0,1) depending only on n, m, q, a, ¢, ~, and T such that if u, ¢ satisfy Hypothesis (%) and
Hypothesis (xx), then:

(a) when p > po,

(6.13) inf  sepp(X)>C inf / G(u,¢')?
XeStxRn—2 ¢/euz;1p0 Dy () J By (0)

where the separation sep is defined by (3.1) and C = C(n,m,q,a, 4,0(0)) € (0,00) is a
constant independent of T;
(b) for each j € {1,...,J} and k € {1,...,p;}, there exists a unique function
Vjk * graph ij,k|B.y(0)ﬂ{r>T} — Amj,k R™)
such that u is given by (6.6) in B,(0) N {r > 71}, v = (vjx) is component-wise minimizing,
and
(6.14) "  sup WMP+Tn+2u[5j,k]Z7B7(0)m{r>r} +/ r?| D | < C G(u, @),
B, (0)N{r>7} B, (0)n{r>7} B1(0)
where r = r(X) = |(21,22)| for X € B1(0), T 1 are as in (6.3), and C = C(n,m,q,a, oV, 7) €
(0,00) is a constant independent of T.

Remark 6.6. (a) Let Q be an open subset of R, ¢ > 0 be small, p € {py + 1,...,[¢/q]}, ¢
be as in Definition 5.1, and v € L?*(€;A,(R™)). By the compactness of ®.(p(?), there exists
o€ Uz_l @ () such that

'=po
/ G(u, ¢)2 = inf
Q pelr”, ®.

/ G(u, )2
» (#0) /0
It follows that

</Q G(o, 90(0))2> 1/2 < </Q G(u, ¢)2> 1/2 N </Q ola. 90(0))2> 1/2 o </Q ola. 90(0))2> 1/2‘

Thus, assuming Hypothesis (x), (6.12) is equivalent to

/ G(u,0)? < B inf / Glu, o),
B1(0) el @ () JBi(0)

for any € > 2¢( such that (5.3) holds true. A similar assertion of course holds concerning (6.9).

(b) Let the hypotheses be as in Lemma 6.3, and let ¢;;, correspond to ¢; as in the Definition 5.2.
It is clear that provided f is sufficiently small, (6.9) implies that for each j € {1,...,J},

(6.15) ik — ciw]* > C(n,m,q, ) | inf / G(u,¢')?
¢'eUr_,, P () A11(0)

whenever k # k' and @; 1, ¢; 5 are both non-zero, and

(6.16) lcjk|* > C(n,m,q, ) inf / G(u,¢')?
A1,1(0)

-1
o’ GUZ/ZPO cI>cE,p’ (@(O) )
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whenever ¢, ;. is non-zero. In principle, it is still possible that the graphs of different components
of ¢ might intersect or be close to intersecting. The estimate (6.10) (and similarly (6.13)) is a
quantitative statement ruling this out in the case that ¢ is sufficiently close to a g-valued energy
minimizing function w, i.e. when (6.8) and (6.9) hold true.

We shall give the proofs of Lemma 6.3 and Corollary 6.5 at the end of this section. The proof of
Lemma 6.3 will proceed by induction on p and will make use of a blow-up procedure that inductively
uses the lemma itself. We shall next discuss this blow-up procedure. This procedure will again
play a direct role in the proof of the excess decay lemma, Lemma 5.6.

6.3. Blow-ups of Dirichlet energy minimizers relative to cylindrical functions. Let 2 =
A1 1(0) or Q = By(0). Let p € {po,po +1,...,[q/q0]}. Suppose that ¢, | 0 as v — oo and that
0 < B, < Bif Q= A;1(0), where 3 is as in Lemma 6.3, or 3, | 0 as v — oo if O = B(0).
For v =1,2,3,..., let u") € WH2(Q; A,(R™)) be an average-free energy minimizing function and
oW € @, (@) such that

/ G (X), o0 (X))2dX < &2
Q

and that either

(i) p=po or
(ii) p > po and
(6.17) / G, ) < B, i / G, )2,
Q PE U I CO))

where ¢ is as in Lemma 6.3 if ) = A1,1(0) and ¢ = 3 if Q = B1(0).

Choosing notation consistent with Definition 5.2, write

J Pj
V=D make

j=1 k=1

on R", where cpg.uk) denote the components of ) that are close to gp&o) and have multiplicity m; .

After passing to a subsequence we may assume that p; and m;j, are independent of v. By applying
Lemma 6.3 if Q = A; 1(0) or Corollary 6.5 if Q = B;(0), there exist:

(i) open sets ©, cC Q\ {0} x R"~2 such that

Q, C Qi for all v, Q= U Qu;

(ii) m; p-valued functions v( o : graph gpj 4 |QV — Am,, (R™) such that (6.6) holds true with Q,,

v)

U(V), (p( v) UJ n place Of Q U, @, Vj k;

(iit) ™) = ( J( k) ) is component-wise minimizing in €, and

(6.18) Sup|v k|2 ,+/ |D_(V |2 <C’/g

whenever Q' CcC Q,, where ﬁgyk)l is as in (6.3) with ®), v®) in place of p, v and C =

C(n,m,q, 00 Q) Q) € (0,00) a constant independent of v.
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1/2
B - </ g(u(w’(p(u)y) ‘
Q

By passing to a subsequence of (v), we may assume that for each given j € {1,...,J} and k €
{1,...,p;} one of the following three possibilities holds:

For each v, let

(a) gpg-o) is not identically zero,
(b) go)_Oandgo(Vk)EOforalluzl 2,3,...,and
(c) ¢ (0) =0 but 90( k) is not identically zero for all v =1,2,3,.

We shall construct cylindrical functions gpg-olj) and functions (blow-ups)
wj : graph (Pg'?]j)lﬂ\{o}xR"*? = Ap, , (R™)
by considering these three cases as follows:

Case (a): Let X = (re,y) denote cylindrical coordinates on R™, where r > 0, § € R, and
y € R"2, Let cpguk) (re?? y) = Re(c (Vk)ro‘eme) for c(Vk) € C™ with ]c(u)— (.0)\ < C(n,q,a)e, (where C§0)
is as in Definition 5.1). Observe that Re(c( k)ro‘ewe) and Re(c (0)7‘0‘620‘9) are well-defined single-valued
functions of > 0, 6 € R, and y € R"~ 7 Wthh are 2mqo-periodic as functions of #. In particular,

for each r > 0, § € R, and y € R"2, (re'?, y, Re(c; (© )ro‘ezae)) and (re ,y,Re( w )ro‘elae)) are well-

defined points on graph ¢(©) and graph o) respectively. Define w( v

by

graph (70] |Qu - Am] k (Rm)

wﬁk)(re .y, Re(c; (o )ro‘ew‘e)) = vj('jk) (rew,y,Re(cg.'jk)ro‘eiae))/E,,
for every r > 0,0 € R, and y € R*~ 2 such that X = (re?,y) € Q,. By (6.18) and the compactness
of multivalued energy minimizing functions (see Lemma A2), after passing to a subsequence, there
exists a function w; j, : graph gp&o) lo\foyxrn—2 — A, (R™) such that

w]('yk) — wj j;, uniformly on graph 90(0) o

for each Q' cC Q\ {0} x R"2 and (wj ) is component-wise minimizing in '\ {0} x R"72.

Case (b): Define w](-yk) graphgoj |QV — A, (R™) by w(y)(X 0) = (V L (X,0)/E, for all X €
Q,. By (6.18) and the compactness of multivalued energy minimizing functlons, after passing
to a subsequence, there exists a function w;j : graph @§O)|Q\{O}XRn72 — Am,;, (R™) such that

w¥(-,0) = U(Vk( 0)/E, — w;x(-,0) uniformly on each compact subset of 2\ {0} x R"~2? and
(w; k) is component-wise minimizing in Q\ {0} x R"72.

Case (c): This case is more complicated than the cases (a) and (b). The difficulty is that since
()

Pik is a nonzero branched gp-valued function and <,0§-0 is the single-valued zero function, there is

no good way to pair the values of cp(uk) and cpg-o)

(v )

unless ¢p = 1. (We might, for example, attempt to

define w; ' : graph 4,0] \Q = Am; q0(R™) by
( qo Mk
wid (re?,y.0) = 3 1) (X)/ B,
1I=1 h=1

where vj(yk) isasin (6.5), and let w](yk) (-,0) = w; x(-,0) uniformly on compact subsets of 2\ {0} x R"~2.

But then we cannot make sense, as we shall need to, of a g-valued function @) close to u*) that
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takes (roughly) the form

J Dy 0
=33 [eW(X) + Bywju(X, 0 (X)]
7j=1k=1

since gpg-o) is the single-valued zero function whereas gpg-yk) is a nonzero branched gg-valued function

for all v and thus there is no canonical way to pair the values of gpg-yk) (X) and w;,(X,0).) We
proceed as follows:

Suppose that cpgo) = 0 and that <,0§V13 is not identically zero for all v. Let gp(y)( e,y) =

Re(cg.u) @eiad) for c(k) € C\ {0}. After passing to a subsequence, let cjk/\c ] — c( °) and let

gogolj)(re .y) = Re(c; ( )raew“g) Note that graphgo & |Rn\{O}XRn 2 is an immersed submamfold of

(R™\ {0} x R"72) x Rm Define w( o graphgojk o, = Am,,, (R™) by
wj(uk)( ,y,Re( (c0) O‘em‘))) = U](Vk)(re ,y,Re( ( ) re w‘g))/E

for all » > 0, § € R, and y € R"2 such that X = (re?,y) € Q,,. As before, after passing to a
subsequence, there exists a function w;j : graph @EO;)\Q\{O}X]KHQ = Am, . (R™) such that

wg-yk) — wj ;, uniformly on graph gp(oo) |l

for each Q' cC Q\ {0} x R"2 and (wj ) is component-wise minimizing in '\ {0} x R"72.

We will say that w = (w; 1) is a blow-up of u™) relative to o) by the excess E,,.
(0)

In case ¢ J

(0)

is not identically zero for some j € {1,...,J}, we let gp&olj) = ¢, for each

ke {1,...,p;}. Similarly, in case gpgo) = 0 and <,0§V13 = 0 for some j € {1,...,J} and k €
{1,...,p;}, we let gpg.olj) = 0. Thus in all three cases (a), (b) and (c) above, w; is a function on
graph QD.S-TIS)|Q\{O}XR7172 forall j€{1,...,J}and k € {1,...,p;}.

Remark 6.7. Suppose instead that 2 = R™ and for ¢, | 0 and 5, > 0 sufficiently small we have
u® € @, () (so u) is not necessarily energy minimizing but is cylindrical and homogeneous
of degree a) and ¢ € @, () such that either (i) p = po or (i) p > py and (6.17) holds
true. Then by Lemma A5 of the appendix, (6.17), and Remark 6.6(b), each component of u®) is

1/2
uniformly E,-close to a unique component of ) in B;(0), where E, = <fB1 0) G(u, @(V))Q) .
Thus we can use the above procedure to produce a blow-up w = (wj ) of u™) relative to ¢*) in R™.

The functions w; (X, gog.i),j)(X )) will be cylindrical, homogeneous degree a and A, , (R™)-valued,
but w will not necessarily be component-wise minimizing.

6.4. Proofs of Lemma 6.3 and Corollary 6.5.

Proof of Lemma 6.3. We will prove Lemma 6.3 by induction on p. Observe that in the case p = py,
if 0 < kK < 1 and Z is sufficiently small, it readily follows from (6.8) and the estimate (3.3) (which
implies that a sequence of locally energy minimizing functions converging in L? is converging
uniformly in the interior) that there exist unique functions v; satisfying (6.6) in Q@ = Ay ,/(0),
where 0 < k < k' < 1. Let us check that v = (v, ;) is component-wise minimizing in A ,/(0). The
estimate (6.11) on Aj ,(0) will then follow from the estimate (3.3). Let B be an arbitrary ball in
Aj,(0). For each X € B, let ¢ 1(X) = S "4 [ xi(X)] for smooth harmonic functions ¢ :
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B — R™ and integers gj; € {1,qo} as in (6.1) and (6.2), and let v; (X)) = v (X, p; (X)) =
S v k2n(X)] as in (6.4) and (6.5) and notice that vj ., € Wh?(B; A (R™)).

For each j,k,[ let v; 5, € Wh2(B; A (R™)) such that 4 1(X) = vj,:(X) in a neighborhood
of OB. For each X € B, express U,(X) = >, 71 [0j6.010(X)] for v; i n(X) € R™. We define a
competitor © € W12(B; A,(R™)) for u by

J  Pi 4,k Mk
WX) =3 > > D Teima(X) +Tikrn(X)]

j=1k=11=1 h=1

for every X € B. Since u is energy minimizing in €2,
J P 9k
(6.19) / DX (mykl Dokl +2m5kDpj ki - Dvjpgia + |Dvjpal*) = / | Duf?
B j=1k=11=1 B
J Pj 95k

< / |Duf* = / YN (mykl Dokl +2mkDoj i - DUk tia + DU 1),
B B

Jj=1k=11=1

where vk i.q,Vjka : B — R™ are the single-valued functions vj y1.4(X) = ﬁ Z"Zf V1,0 (X)
~ mi e ~ . . . . .
and U, g 1.q = — >0 n(X). Since @i, is a single-valued harmonic function an
d Uk ra(X = 2 on 2t Uk (X)) Since g le-valued h funct d
,]v — b " b b
Ujklia = Vjk Lo N€AT OB,

q
/ D@k Dvjppa=> / Dgj ki - DVjkiza
B k=1 B

for all k£ and thus (6.19) implies that
J Pj 45k J DPi 4k
(DM LTINEEY D)3 ML
B i1 k=11=1 B =1 k=11=1
Since each v;,; is arbitrary, we conclude that each v;; is energy minimizing in B.

Now let p > pg and assume by induction that the following holds true:

(A1) There exists 5,5 € (0,1) depending only on n, m, q, %), p, ~, and & such that if py <
p<p-—1,a € WH(A11(0)); A4,(R™)) is an average-free, energy minimizing function,
% € z5(¢") is such that (6.8) holds with £, @ in place of &, u and if either (i) p = po or
(ii) p > po and (6.9) holds with E, g, D, U, ® in place of f3, €, p, u, ¢, then the conclusion
of Lemma 6.3 holds with &, p, u, @ in place of , p, u, ©.

Let the hypotheses be as in Lemma 6.3, and select 51 € {pg,...,p—1} and () € <I>cg7sl(<p(0)) such
that

(6.20) / Glu,p™M)? < 2 inf / Glu, )2
A1,1(0) PeUn L, ey (9©) S A11(0)

Consider first the case that either (i) s1 = pg or (ii) s1 > pp and
(6.21) [ Gwutpsi o w [ g
A11(0) P eUrtZ, P (9®) JAL1(0)

We claim that in this case the conclusion of Lemma 6.3 holds. To see this, let ¢, | 0 and 8, | 0 and
for v = 1,2,3,... let u™ € WH2(B1(0); A,(R™)) be an average-free energy minimizing g-valued
function, ) € @, ,(p©), and ¢™) € @, 4 (@) such that (6.8), (6.9), (6.20), and (6.21) hold
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true with e, 8, u®, cp(”), and QS(V) in place of g, B, u, ¢, and Y. We want to show that the
conclusion of Lemma 6.3 holds with u®) and ¢ in place of u and . Notice that if s; > po then
by the triangle inequality and (6.9)

11nf / g(u(y), ¢)? <4 11Hf / g(‘ﬁ(y), ¢')?
ser” @Cgp,@w)) A1,1(0) ¢eusl o Dz (@) JA11(0)

for v sufficiently large and thus by applying the triangle inequality again using (6.9) and (6.21)

(6.22) / Glp), o) < 2 / Gu®, o) 12 / G, g2
A171(0) A1,1(0) A1,1(0)
<4 / G(u®), g2
A1,1(0)

< 165 1inf / Q(SO(”),cp’)z
WU, Doz (010) 411 (0)

Now by (A1), (6.8), and (6.21), we can blow up u®) relative to ¢(*). By Remark 6.7 and (6.22),
we can blow up ¢ relative to ). By (6.9), 1™ and ¢ blow up to the same blow-up w =

(wj i), which is component-wise minimizing, homogeneous degree «, and translation invariant along
[0} x R"2.
1/2

We want to use w to construct a function 3) € @9, (). Let E, = (fAl 1(0) Gu, gb("))2) .
Let ¢ = ijl S m]k¢§'2 where ¢§Vk) are distinct components of ¢*) with multiplicity
mj . If gp&o) is not identically zero, let gb(V) (X) = Re(cgl’/]z (x1 + ixe)®) for c(lg e C™\ {0} with
\cguk) - cgo)’ < C(n,m,q,a)e, and let c(oo) = cgo). If cpgo) is identically zero and qﬁ(uk) is nonzero,
then ¢§Vk) (X) = Re(cg-f'k) (1 +iz9)*) for c(y) e C™\ {0} and we let c( k) = lim, 0 c] k/|c] k| (as in
the blow-up construction above). For each P € grapth |A1 1(0), et wjp(P) = St [w; g n(P)]
for some w; ;. 1(P) € R™. Define 3") € @y, (0©)) by

My, k

QZ(V) (Teiea y) = Z Z [[Euwj,k,h(rewa Y, 0)]]

(ok): 6y =0 h=1

. z >

m] k
[[Re ] kraeza(€+27rl)) + E,,wjk,h(rew, v, Re( EO]:)Taem(O—i-%rl)))]]
=1

for each (re’,y) € R™. Observe that w = (w;y) is a blow-up of both ¢*) and @) with respect
to ¢*). Furthermore, by Remark 6.6(b), (6.9), (6.20) and (6.21), if ¢§Vk) and qﬁg.',/)k, are NONzero

components of ¢*) then |c§yk) - Cy,')k,| > C(m,n,q,a)3 'E, whenever C§Vk) # cg'l,j’)k, and |c§yk)| >
C(m,n,q,o)3 ' E,. Similarly by Remark 6.6(b) and (6.9) the distinct nonzero components of o)
are L2(B1(0) Ao (R™))-distance > C(m,n,q,a)FE, apart and the nonzero components o) have
L2(B1(0); Ay (R™))-norm > C(m,n,q,a)E,. Tt follows that for large v, ) and ) both have
precisely p nonzero components. Moreover, for large v, we can pair up the components of ¢*) and
2™ by expressing o) and ) as
J bj J bj
=S5 nadl 5 =33 il

j=1k=1 j=1k=1

<
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where p; and M, are positive integers independent of v satisfyin Pi i, = m; @) are

distinct components of ¢*) close to gpgo), <,Z§Vk) are distinct components of 3*) close to <p§-0)

each j, k

, and for

v . . 1 ,
(6.23) @) = 0 if and only if &) =0, lim — sup G\, %)) =0.

V—r00 VAll( )

We claim that there exists a constant C' = C(m,n,q, «,) > 0 such that

(6.24) Xeg}i{o} sepw;ki(X) > C > 0.

By (6.22) and (6.23),
(6.25) [ooe@epemi w0 g g
A1,1(0) A1,1(0)

s 1
¥ ELJ }71) (I)cE ’(50(0))

for v suﬂiciently large. Fix any ball B = B_,)/4(Xo) with Xo € S1 x {0}. Let ¢§V,2(X) =
> k[[qb] 1.1 (X)] for each X € B and some harmonic functions (;5] oL (;5] ra - B — R™ (like in (6.1))

and let w;;(X) = w;k(X, ¢]kl( )) for each X € B (like in (6.4)). On B, wj,; is a locally
Dirichlet energy minimizing and is given by
mjyk

w; (71,2, Y) = Z[[Re(aj,k,l,h(l’l +ix2)?)]
h=1

for some a; ., € C™. Moreover, by (6.25) we can apply Remark 6.6(b) to Gguk)l to obtain

|aj,k,l,h - aj,k,l,h’| > C(m7 n,q,«, ’7) > 0.
whenever a; 1.1 4 # a;1,1,17- Thus it suffices to prove the following general claim: let B = B(l_-y)/4(17 0,0)
and suppose f € W12(B; Ag(R™)) is a locally Dirichlet energy minimizing function on B given by

Q
flar,wa,y) = Y [Re(ap(z1 + iwo)*)]

h=1

for some a, € C™ satisfying, for some constant A € [1,00), ||f||z2(p) < A and |ap — ap| > 1/A
whenever ap, # ap. Then there exists a constant C' = C(m,n,Q, «,~y,A) > 0 such that

(6.26) sep f(1,0,0) > C > 0.

Suppose to the contrary that there exists a constant A € [1,00) and a sequence of locally Dirichlet
energy minimizing functions f) € Wh2(B; .AQ (R™)) such that

F(x1, 29,y Z[[Re V(@1 + i22)™)]

for some a%y) e Cm, ||f(”)||L2(B) <A, |ah - ah, | > 1/A whenever ay, # ap, and

(6.27) lim sep F®)(1,0,0) = 0.
)

(6.27) implies that we can reorder the constants a; ’ so that a1 75 a2 ) and

1 _ o 1 (V) 3 o = U.
VLHSO\Re( a2 )] im ]Re( (x1+lx2) ) — Re(ay (21 + iw2)?)| X=(1,0.0) 0
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Since agy) # ag'), we in fact have |a§y) — agj)| > 1/A. After passing to a subsequence, agly) — ay, for

each h=1,2,...,Q and f®) — f uniformly in B for a locally Dirichlet energy minimizing function
f:B— Ag(R™) given by

Q
flarwa,y) = Y [Re(ap (1 + iz2)®)]-

h=1

Moreover, |a; — az] > 1/A but Re(a;) = Re(az), so (1,0,0) must be a singular point of f, contra-
dicting the fact that f is locally Dirichlet energy minimizing. Therefore (6.26) holds true, which
(by taking f = w; ;) implies (6.24).

To show conclusion (a), let B C A; 1(0) be an open ball. By (A1), infxepsep ™ (X) > OB, E,
for v sufficiently large, where C' = C(n,m, g, a, 0O~ k) € (0,00) is a constant. It follows by the
construction of 3*) and (6.24) that

; 5)
nt sep @ (X)

>min < inf sep ¢ (X) - 2E e0(X)|, B, min inf (X
_mm{gé&m¢ (X) ”%ﬁngmw%“(H’”%?QB%W%“()}

> CE,

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,a, o9, ~, k) € (0,00). Hence by (6.23),
1
i (v) >
)%Iéstepgp (X) > 2CE,,

for v sufficiently large. Since B is arbitrary, we have shown that conclusion (a) holds true.

To show conclusion (b), observe that by conclusion (a) and lim, ., E} ! sup A 9 (w®), o)) =
0, there exists unique functions v](Vk) satisfying (6.6) with A ,./(0), u®, o) and U](Vk) in place of
Q, u, ¢, and v}, where 0 < k < £’ < 1. By using the argument from before, we can show that
o) = (v](Vk) ) is component-wise minimizing in A; ,/(0). It then follows from the estimate (3.3) that
(6.11) holds true with v](-l'k) in place of vj .

If instead s1 > pg and

[ Getpsg e[ Gy,
A11(0) WEU I, Bezzy (90) /AL1(0)

we can select sy € {po,...,s1 — 1} and ) € oz g, (¢©) such that

/ g(u,¢(2))2 <2 inf / G(u,¢')?
A1,1(0) el @z, (@) JAL1(0)

=po

and repeat the above argument. It is clear that at most p — py repetitions of the argument are
necessary to reach the conclusion of Lemma 6.3. g

Proof of Corollary 6.5. Let (£,() € B,(0) N {r > 7} and p = [£]. Since A,1(¢) C B1(0), we have
by Hypothesis (x) that

/ Glu, o2 < / Glu, o) < &2,
A/),l(c)
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When p > pg, by the triangle inequality, Hypothesis (%) implies that

(6.28) [ swepzas ot g
B1(0) P U ey () JBi(0)

provided 3y < 1/4. Hence by again applying the triangle inequality,

/ G(u, p)? é/ G(u, )* < 4By inf / G(p,¢')?
Ap1(Q) B1(0)

B1(0) Pl o (9©)

< CByp "2 inf / G(p, ')’
(@) J4,1(0)

’ p—1
L4 eUp’:pO q>350 0’

< 2Cfp 2 / Glu, @) + 20 fop 2 in /A e
p,1

Ap1(¢) <P'€U§/;1p0 Py (#(0)

for some constant C' = C'(n, a,7) € (0,00) and thus

(6.29) | Gtupr <acmp inf | sty
Ap1(0) €Uy g Pacgar (#) 451(0)
provided 2C3yp~""2* < 1/2. Therefore, noting that p > 7, provided
= 1 n+2a 3
€p < min {T"/2+O‘E, %} . Bo < min {Z’ %}
for £, B, and c as in Lemma 6.3, we can apply Lemma 6.3 with p~%u(pz,( + py) in place of u to
conclude that there exist unique functions fuﬁp ) graph ;kla, , ,(¢) = Am,, (R™) such that (6.6)

holds true with A, ;/5(¢) and v(&P) in place of Q and v and

030 swp @S+ Aot [ DR [ el
AP,I/Z(C Ap,1(¢)

Ap,l/Z(C)
where Eggf) are as in (6.3) with ,U](_?];p) in place of vj; and C = C(n,m,q,p, gp(o),’y) € (0,00) is a

constant. We obtain functions v;, satisfying (6.6) in Q@ = B1(0) N {r > 7} by letting v, = ,Uj(_?‘];p)

on graph ¢; | Ay/2(Q) and noting that the functions v; ;, are well-defined by the uniqueness of v](-ck’p ),
The function v = (vj 1) is component-wise minimizing by the argument in the proof of Lemma 6.3.
The estimate (6.14) obviously follows from (6.30) and a covering argument.

Finally, to see (6.13) when p > pg, we take v = 1/2 in Lemma 6.3. By applying Lemma 6.3 with
474 (X /4) in place of u,

(6.31) inf  sepp(X)>C inf / G(u, ¢')?
XeStxRr—? P U, ez (0©) S AL 0)

for some constant C' = C(m,n,q, a, ¢(?) € (0,00). By the triangle inequality and (6.29)
1
inf / Gu,¢')? > = inf / Gp, ')’
SD'EU;;IPO Dz (00) S Aq4.1(0) 4 @'Guz;lpo Dz (90) S Ay 41 (0)
provided 4C5y(1/4)~"~2* < 1, and also by the triangle inequality and Hypothesis (x*)
inf / Glu,¢)? <4 inf / G(p,¢)?
P @ay (6 @) JB1(0) P @ay (@) B10)

P =p P =p
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provided By < 1/4. Hence by the homogeneity of ¢ and ¢/ and Remark 6.6(a)

(6.32) inf / Gu, o) >C inf / G(u,¢)?

e ey, e (90) JA141(0) Pl oz (00)

for some constant C' = C(n,«) € (0,00) (provided ey < ¢£/3). Combining (6.31) and (6.32) yields
(6.13). O

7. A PRIORI ESTIMATES: PART I

Let ¢ be the homogeneous degree o cylindrical function as in Definition 5.1. In this section
and the next we establish several key integral estimates for average free locally energy minimizing
functions u € WH2(By(0); A, (R™)) that are close to »(®) in L?(B;(0); A,(R™)). A number of these
estimates are inspired by the results in [Sim93]. These estimates will play a fundamental role in
the proof of the main excess decay estimate for energy minimizers, Lemma 5.6.

The first result in this section is Theorem 7.2. Its role in Lemma 5.6 is two fold: first, its direct
consequence for the blow-ups (produced as described in Section 6.3) is a key ingredient in the
proof of our asymptotic decay estimate (Theorem 11.6) for the blow-ups, which plays an essential
role in the proof of Lemma 5.6. Secondly, it will be used in Section 8 to obtain various further
estimates that will in particular rule out concentration near the set By/5(0) N{Z : Ny(Z) > a} of
I} B1(0) G(u, p)?, the excess of u relative to a cylindrical, homogeneous degree o function ¢ close to
wo. This non-concentration-of-excess implies that the convergence of the blow-up sequences is in
L%OC(Bl), and it is also of fundamental importance to obtaining excess improvement, namely option
(ii) of the conclusion of Lemma 5.6, subject to the assumption that option (i) of its conclusion fails.
The proof of Theorem 7.2 is based on the variational identities (4.5) and (4.6) and in particular on
a variant of the frequency function monotonicity formula, Lemma 7.1 below.

The other two results in this section, Lemma 7.3 (giving an identity implied by energy stationarity
of u) and Lemma 7.4 (giving an energy comparison estimate for v implied by the energy minimizing
property of u), will be needed for the classification of homogeneous degree o blow-ups (Lemma 10.1).
This classification in the language of [Sim93] (or [AllAIm81]) provides “integrability of homogeneous
degree o Jacobi fields,” which is the reason behind exponential decay of u to a unique cylindrical
function at any point where option (i) of the conclusion of Lemma 5.6 fails at all scales. Our
proof of Lemma 10.1 is based on establishing monotonicity of the frequency function p — Ny, z(p)
associated with a homogeneous degree o blow-up w for any Z € {0} x R"~2 = the axis of 0.
This monotonicity requires stationarity of w with respect to deformations of the domain variables
that are radial from the point Z (identity (10.6)), a fact that we deduce from Lemma 7.4. It is
interesting to note that this stationarity fails for more general, non-radial domain deformations
(see the example discussed in Remark 10.3).

We Will denote a general point X € R” as X = (x,y), where z € R? and y € R"2, and let
z =re? for r > 0 and 6 € R. Recall from Section 4 that

Du(p) =" [

—n Du,Yp
L R Noy(p) = Zux(p)
B,(Y)

9B, (Y) Hy,y(p)

Note that since u € W2(B1(0); A, (R™)), for each Y € B1(0), Hy,y is Wh! and D, y is absolutely
continuous. Moreover, since H, y(p) = 207D,y (p) for a.e. p € (0,1 —|Y]), Hyy is CL.
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Lemma 7.1. Let o € R. If u € Wh2(B1(0); A,(R™)) is an average-free, energy minimizing
q-valued function, then for each'Y € B1(0),

2

d 2- 9(u/R%)
— (P (Du,y (p) — aHyuy(p))) = 2p ”/ —
(72 (Duy ()~ oMy () o
for a.e. p€ (0,1 —|Y]), where R(X) =|X =Y.
Proof. Compute directly using the identities (4.5) and (4.6). O

Theorem 7.2. Let O be as in Definition 5.1. Given vy € (0,1), there exists eg € (0,1) depending
only on n, m, q, a, p°), and v such that if p € B (p?) and u € WH2(B1(0); A,(R™)) is an
average-free, energy minimizing q-valued function with 0 € ¥, , and N, (0) > « then:

<C G(u, 9)*,

(CL) / R2—n
B+ (0) B1(0)

(b) / Dyl <C [ Gl
B+ (0) B1(0)

d(u/R*)|?

OR

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,a, ¥, ~) € (0,00), where R = | X]|.

Proof. By Lemma 7.1,

d n— d n—2+2a —2a
(7.1) P (1" (Duo(p) — aHuo(p))) = P (P22 p72(Duo(p) — aHuo(p)))
_ o d(u/RY) |
= (0= 2+ 200" HDulp) — aluolp) + 2 XU
oB,(0) | OR
for a.e. p € (0,1). Again by Lemma 7.1 and the fact that N,(0) > «,
d(u/R*) |
P Duslp) - alluo(p)) 22 [ peon |2
B,(0) OR
for all p € (0,1). Thus (7.1) gives us
d n—2 d n—2+2a/ 2—n 8(U/Ra) ?
. A u - u Z 'R  ap
(7.2) i (P" 2 (Duo(p) — aHuo(p))) 2dp <P o R R
5 (0)

for a.e. p € (0,1).

Let ¢ : [0,00) — R be a smooth function with ¢(t) =1 for t € [0,7], ¥(t) =0 for t > (14 7)/2,
and 0 < ¢/(t) < 3/(1 — ) for t € [0,00). Multiplying both sides of (7.2) by 1(p)? and integrating
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yields
L g
(7.3) /0 = (0" (Duo(p) — o) Vo) dp
La _ | 0u/R)|?
9 “ n—24+2a R2 n 2d
> /0 p (p /BP(O) “OR ¥(p) dp
Lo _|o(u/R) |2
— 4 n—2+2a R2 n / d
/0 p /BP(O) an | Y)Y (p)dp

2

Olu/ 1) Y(p)Y (p)dp

OR

2 ,(149)/2
/ Y(p)Y' (p)dp
~

— 4 /(1+’Y)/2 pn—2+2a/ R2—n
Y BP(O)

> 4220 / R2 ™ O(u/R)
B B+(0)

OR
— 2,Yn—2+2a / R2—n

d(u/R*)|?

OR

By the coarea formula,

1i n—2 o, ! ul? 20 ul? 2
w0 [ g D)= [ iDulua = [ 1DuPun

and by integration by parts and the coarea formula again
L d 2 2 ! 2 /
(7.5) /0 o (P" 2 Huo(p)) ¥(p)°dp = =2 /0 p" " Huo(p)b(p)y' (p)dp
1
—2 [ [Pl (o)
0 JaB,(0)
— -2 [ R PR (R).
By (7.3), (7.4), and (7.5),

d(u/R*)|?

(7.6 JUDuPu(r? + 20r  WPumpR) = € [ R | T

B(0)

for C = C(n,a,7) € (0,00).

Now let (Ci,...,¢n) = ¥(R)*(21,22,0,...,0) in (4.4) to obtain
(7.7)

/ (IDuf? — | Dyul?) $(R)> = —2 / (12 Dul? — r?Dyul® — rDyulf(y - Dyuf)) R (R (R)

where r = |z|, w(X) = Y ;[w(X)] with v locally defined and differentiable in B1(0) \ By, uff
denotes the k-th coordinate of u;, and we use the convention of summing over repeated indices.
Let ¢ = ¢(R)? in (4.3) to obtain

(7.8) /IIJUIQ%Z)(B?)2 = —2/(7“UfDrUf +uf(y - Dyup)) RTH(R)Y(R).
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By multiplying (7.8) by o and adding it to (7.7), and adding also [ 2a*R™!|u?*y(R)y’(R) to both
sides, we obtain

[ (@IDul? + D, uPy(R + 202R PRy ()
= _2/ (37%|Dul* — rDyuf (rDyuf — auf) — o®[ul® — (y - Dyuf)(rDyuf — auf)) R'(R)Y (R).
By Cauchys inequality,
[ ((@IDu? + 41D,uP) 0B + 20 R o (R (R)
= / (42 Dul? — rDypuf (rDyuf — auf) — o?lul2) R (R (R)
+ 2/ Dyt — o2 (R)2.
Hence by (7.6) and the definition of 1,

d(u/R)|* 1 / )
e Dyu
aR 2 B,Y(O)| Yy |

<=2 [ (Fr1DuP = rDaif Dy — ) — 0%luf?) R (R ()

(7.9) C R*~
By(0)

2/ |rDyu — aul®y'(R)?

for C = C(n,a,7) € (0,00).

Now let, for p,x € (0,1) and ¢ € R""2, A, .(¢) be the annulus defined by A4, .(¢) = {(re??,y) :

0<6<2m(ry) € B"’i(l1 ) (p,¢)} and note that A, ()N Ay .({') #0 — Brf (11 W (p,¢)N

n—l (,0’ N #0 <= |(p,O)—(p, ") < tk(1—7)(p+p'). By applying the Be81cov1tch covering

H(l
theorem to the collection of closed balls {B(1 P C) s p > 0,0 € R 2P+ C) < 34{(?) },

we find countable collections 71,7y, ...,Zy, where N < C(n) < oo, of points (p,() with p > 0,
¢ € R"2 and p? + [¢]* < (3+7)%/16 such that {A,1/4(C) : (p.¢) € Z;} is a collection of pairwise
disjoint annuli for each j = 1,2,..., N and Bz4.)4(0)\ {0} x R""2 C U pC yez Ap.1/a(C) where I =
Z1UZyU- - -UZy. Observe that ipr 1(¢)NAy 1(¢") # 0 then 3+7p </ < s=2pand [(p, Q)—(p',¢')] <

5(5 n
cp — 1=(1 — 7)p where ¢ = —6 <4+ (3+;Y)>, whence B(lzg()EB:;y)p (/%C) C B 17p/16(ﬂ ¢) C

B?p_l( ,(). Since the balls B(" ) ,/16(/) ¢') for (p',({") € Z; are pairwise disjoint, it follows that
for each j and each (p,() € Z;,

(7.10) card {(p',¢") € Z; : Ap1(QO)NAy1(()#0} <M

for some constant M = M (n,~), and consequently, for each j there exists an integer m; < M +1
and disjoint sets Z;, C Z; (1 < k < mjy) such that Z; = U, Z; 1 and {A,1(¢) : (p,¢) € Z;x}
is pairwise disjoint for each k € {1,. mj} Let {X(p,¢)}(p,c)ez be a smooth partition of unity
subordinate to the collection of balls {B(l /16 (p,€) = (p,¢) € I} (with, in particular, spt x(,¢) C

B(" ! /16(,0 ¢)). Forr>0,0<6<2rand y € R"2, let x(,¢)(re,y) = X(p,0)(r,y) so we have
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that spt x(,,¢) C Ay 1/4(¢) and Z(p,C)GI X(p,c) = 1 on U, ¢yezAp1/4(¢). We claim that

(7.11) — / (%7‘2|Du|2 — rDyuf (rDyuf — auf) — a2|u|2) R‘%[)(R)?[/(R)X(p,c)

+ / [rDyu — aul*y' (R)?*X () < 0/ G(u,p)?
A/),l(c)

for each (p, () € T and some constant C' = C(n, m, q, a, ¢ ~) € (0,00). Then by summing (7.11)
over (p,() €T = U;-Vzl Up?, Z; , and keeping in mind that spty C B(144)/2(0), we deduce that

(7.12) - / (%7"2|Du|2 — rDyuf(rDyuf — aup) — a2|u|2) R (R)Y'(R)
+ [IrDu— PR <c [ Glup?
B1(0)

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,a, @ ,v) € (0,00). Combining (7.9) and (7.12) yields the
conclusion of Theorem 7.2.

To prove (7.11), fix (p,¢) € Z and let x = X(p,c)- Let € and B be as in Lemma, 6.3. Let p be the
integer such that ¢ € &, (). If

1 /B\"
P_"_Qa/ Glu,p)* > — <é> e,
451(0) 1612
by the W12 estimates on u,

/ (luf* + 2| Duf?) < C / o
Ap1/2(€) Apa(C)

gzc(/ o + / g(u,w?)
Ap,1(C) Ap,l(()

< Cpn+20c + C/A " g(u7 90)2

<c / Glu, p)?
Ap1(Q)

for C = C(n,m,q,a,cp(o),’y) € (0,00) and (7.11) follows.
Suppose instead that

—n—2«a 2 i E q—2
(7.13) P /Ap,l(o G(u, ) < TG <2> 5

and that either (i) p = pg or (ii) p > po and

[ Gwersd e g
Ap(©) Uy, ez (#0) ) 451(Q)

where ¢ is as in the statement of Lemma 6.3. Note that provided gy < /4, (7.13) implies that
p 2 fAM(Og(u, ©0)2 < 22, Thus by Lemma 6.3 there exists vk graphp;rla, La(0) =
.Amj’k(Rm), where ;5 are the components of ¢ with multiplicity m; as in Definition 5.2, such
that u is given by (6.6) on A, /5(¢), v = (v;x) is component-wise minimizing, and

(7.14) swp [uanf 407" [

2 Dvjgnl® < CP_"/ G(u, p)?
Ap172(€) Ay 172(0)

Ap,l(c)
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for some constant C' = C(n,m, ¢, o, 9, ~) € (0,00). Here Vj k1 15 as in (6.5) where ;1 is as in
(6.1). Since u is given by (6.6) and vj p, satisfy (7.14), we have that

(7.15) — / (%7’le1$‘2 — rDyuf (rDyuf — auf) — a2]u\2) R™1Y(R)Y (R)x
+ / [rDpu — aul*y' (R)*x < / (37%| D ra* — 2| l?) R '(R)Y (R)x
+ / (rPD@ g1 DUy o = TDr @ 1 (PDrvfy 10 — 0% 10)) RHO(R)Y (R)x
- [t R R C [ Gy
Ap,1(¢)

where vj 1. = ﬁ Z;Lnif Vj k.1h- Since Dogpj . + ;. = 0 in Ap1/2(¢) and x(re? y) is indepen-
dent of 0, by integration by parts in the 6 variable,

(7.16) /A (121Dl — 2losnal?) RH(R)Y (R)
p,1/4(C

1

= 5/ (I1Dojial* — &2l@jral®) R™IO(R)Y (R)x
Ap,1/4(<)

—1 K K —
=5 ((Pj,k,zDe()SOj,k,l + a2‘¢j,k,l‘2) R 17/’(R)7//(R)X =0
Ap174(C)

for every j and k and

/ (r*Def g1 DU g o — TDr @ (PDrvfy 10 — 005 10) — 20700 1 05 10) RTO(R)Y (R)x
Ap,l/4(<)
= / (Do 11 DoV ko — Q2@ 1 10k 1:a) BHO(R)Y (R)x
Ap1ya(C

(7.17) = /A © (DG@CP?,k,lU;,k,l;a + a2¢?,k,lvf,k,l;a) R_ll/J(R)l//(R)X =0
p,1/4

for every j and k, so (7.11) follows from (7.15) and (7.17).
If instead (7.13) holds true but p > py and

(7.18) / Glu,0)? > B inf / G(u,¢')?,
Ap1(0) Pl Pz (9©) S Ap1(0)
P =Pro
choose py € {po,po+1,...,p— 1} and o) € <I>cg7p1(g0(0)) such that
(7.19) / G(u,pM)? <2 inf / G(u,¢')>.
Ap1(C) o ey ®ezpr (91) 401(€)

Notice that by (7.13), (7.18) and (7.19),
2 g2
p—n—2a/ g(u’ 90(1))2 < :p—n—2a/ g(u’ (70)2 < 1_
4p1(0) B 451(0) 0

and thus by the triangle inequality ¢! € Pz/o.p0 () and p—n—2 pr O G(u, )2 < 22 provided
g9 < /4. Now if either p; = pg or p1 > pp and

(7.20) / Gu, M2 <3 inf / G(u,¢)?,
Ap1(Q) Ap.1(€)

—1
SD'EUg}:pO écé,p’ (50(0) )
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then we can repeat the argument above with ¢ in place of ¢ to get

— 2/ (%7’le1$‘2 — rDyuf (rDyuf — auf’) — a2]u\2) R_ll/J(R)l/J/(R)X + 2/ |rDyu — au!zl//(R)zx

<c / Glu, V)2 < 29 / Glu, )
Apa(Q) B JA,u0)

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q, o, @, ~) € (0,00). If p; > py and (7.20) is false, then we can
choose pa € {po,po+ 1,...,p1 — 1} and o ¢ O3 4, (©©) such that

/ Glu,?)? <2 inf / Gu,¢')?
Ap1(Q) P U, o (000) 4p1()

P

and repeat the above argument. It is clear that at most p — pg repetitions are needed to reach
(7.11). O

Lemma 7.3. Let 0O be as in Definition 5.1. Given § € (0,1/12), there exists g, 5y € (0,1)
depending only onn, m, q, a, % and & such that the following holds: Suppose that ¢ € @eom(go(o))
for some p € {po,po +1,...,[q/q]} and that u € W12(B1(0); A,(R™)) is an average-free energy
minimizing function satisfying Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (xx) of Section 6 and the condition

(7.21) Bs(0,0) N{X € By2(0) Ny q : Nu(X) > a} #0

for all yo € B;‘/_;(O). Let vjy, : graph ‘Pj,k‘Bl/z(o)m{r>5} ~—> A (R™) bNe ast Corollary 6.5 with
v =1/2 and T = 6. Then for each function ((z,y) = ((|z|,y) where ( = {(r,y) € Cf(B’f/_zl(O))

with D.((r,y) = 0 whenever r < ¢, we have that

J Pj 0o 21 Uk
22 M /an(m /5 /0 D TDE T 1 D) - DDy, Cdf dr dy
7j=1k=1 1/2 =1

1/2
<cls / Glu, )2 + 6> (/ g<u,¢>2> sup DDy, |
B1(0) B1(0)

B 2(0)

for each v = 1,2, each v = 1,2,...,n — 2, and some constant C = C(n,m,q,a,¢?) € (0,00),
where ;11 is as in (6.1) and vjp1.q = ﬁ Ehm;f Vj e lh With vj g p as in (6.5).
Js

Proof. Fix « € {1,2} and replace ¢/ with §,;D,,((r,y) in (4.4) and recall that u is given by (6.6)
on Bj5(0) N {r > ¢} to obtain
-1

5 (mj k| Djkal® + 2m; kD5 gy - DUy o+ [DVj g nl*) Dy Dy, €
B1/2(0)N{r>d}

+/ (mj,kDLCP?,k,zDSDf,k,l + mj,kDL‘Pf,k,lDUf,k,z,a) DDy, ¢
By /2(0)n{r>4}

+ / (mj kD5 1 o DP5 gy + DoV gy nDV g ) - DDy, ¢
By /2(0)n{r>4}

DLunyuf Dy Dy, ¢,

/31/2(0)H{TS5}
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where we use the convention of summing over 7, k,l and repeated indices. Observe that, since ¢ is
independent of y, by integration by parts

—1
/ <—|D90j7k,l|2DLDyuC + Do i D i - DDyVC> =0
By 2(0)n{r=s} \ 2 T
for all j, k,l. Thus

mj,k/ (=D g1 Dvig o DDy, ¢+ Dyl (D5 - DDy, ¢+ Doty (Dl - DDy, ()
B1/2(0)n{r>d}

-1
= —/B - <7|va7k,l,h|2DbDyuC + Dv§ g DV DDyuC>
1/2 >

(7.22) —/ Duj Dyuy’ - Dy Dy, C.
By/2(0)n{r<s}
By the estimates on v in Corollary 6.5,
/ | Dvjganl® < C G(u,p)?
By 2(0)n{r=6} B1(0)

for some constant C' = C(n, m,q,a, ¢9) € (0,00), so

(7.23) DoianPIDDC £ C57 [ Glu sup |DD,,(]

/B1 /2(0)N{r>4} B1(0) By /2(0)

for some constant C' = C(n,m, q,a, ¢?) € (0,00). By (7.21), for every y € B{L/_zz(O) there exists a
Z € Bs(0,y) N By2(0) such that NV,(Z) > o and thus by (3.3) and (4.9),

/ |D’LL|2 S/ |D’LL|2 < 05—2 |u|2 < Can—2+2a/ |u|2 < Can—2+2o¢
Bas(0,y) Bss(Z) Bgs(2) Bi1/2(2)

for some constant C' = C(n,m, q, o, ¢9) € (0, 00) whence by a standard covering argument,

(7.24) |Du|? < C§%*

/31/2(0)0{7’<5}
for some constant C' = C(n, m,q, o, p(¥)) € (0,00). By (7.24) and Theorem 7.2(b),

(7.25) D,uj' Dyup - DyD,, ¢

/Bl/z(O)ﬂ{rﬁé}
1/2

1/2
g(/‘ |Dmﬁ (/ IDwf> sup |DD,C|
B1/2(0)n{r<d} By /2(0) B1/2(0)

1/2
< 0§ </B (0)9(%@)2) sup DDy, (|
1

By/2(0)

for some constant C' = C'(n,m, ¢, a, 9(?) € (0, 00). Using (7.23) and (7.25) to bound the right-hand
side of (7.22), we get

(726) m_]’k;/ (_D(pj,k:,l . va,kJ@DbDyuC + Db(p‘l;k,lef,k,l,a . DDZ/VC')
By /2(0)n{r>0}

+ mj,k/ D51 oaDeS k- DDy, ( =R
B1/2(0)n{r>d}
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where

1/2
Rl<C (572 / Glu, )2 + 6> (/ g<u,¢>2> sup DDy, (|
B1(0) B1(0)

By/2(0)

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,a,¢?) € (0,00). Now observe that, using the fact that ¢ is
homogeneous degree « and independent of y and ¢ depends only on r and y,

2mqo
/ / / P20 LD 7208 | Doy ) - DDy, ¢ df dr dy
Bf/;(o

2mqo
_m]k/an / / 1—04) jklaDl»(leleDyuC—i_rDbgO‘]le/Ujkla DD C) d@drdy

12 (

Using (7.26) to substitute for the integral of rD,p% . Duf ) o DDy, G,
2mao F20=1 (22
/ / / DT 1o D k) - DDy, C db dr dy
Bf/zz(o

2mqo
= my, / 2 / / 1 —Oé) ]klaDLQD]k;lD Dyu<+TDU]k;la D‘:D]le DyDC) d@drdy
Bn

1/2

27mqo
mjk/an / / TDvyklaDSOJkl DD, (dfdrdy+R.

12 (

Again since ¢ is homogeneous degree «, locally given by harmonic functions away from {r = 0},
and independent of y and ¢ depends only on r and v,

2mqo
/ / / P20 D (2205, D) - DDy, C df dr dy
Bf/;(o

27"10
/an / / (1= )V 1a Dl gy + 2DV o - Dfg ) DrDy, ¢ d6 dr dy

12 (
2mqo
/ / / O[DLU] k,l a(p] k lD DyVCdH d'l" dy + R
B 2
172 (
27TQ0
_mjk/an / / DV} 1.0P5k0) + AV(2,05 4 1 D@1 1)) DDy, CdO dr dy + R
12 (

= mj,k/ (—aD, (Vg 10 k) + div(z,vf gy o DO i) 17D, Dy, + R.
B1/2(0)ﬂ{r>5}

By integrating by parts we deduce from the preceding line that

2mqo
/Bn 2(0) / / P25y W Diglig) - DDy, ¢

1/2

_ . Ly k K K D K —ID D

= —Myjk _O‘7Uj7k,l,a‘pj7k,l+xbvj,k,l,a 75t ) T DrDy, ¢
By /2(0)n{r=0}

X _
— Mjk / <_a_bvf,k,l,a90?7k,l + xb”f,MaDr‘Pik,l) D,(r~'D,Dy, () + R
By 2(0)n{r>6} r
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Since ¢ is homogeneous degree a, D, = ar~ 'y and thus

e ) 2mqo
mk / . / / r?* T D(r* 2, D) - DDy, Cdf dr dy = R,
B":20)Js  Jo

1/2

completing the proof. O

Lemma 7.4. Let O be as in Definition 5.1. Given 6 € (0,1/16), there exists €y, Fy € (0,1)
depending only on n, m, q, o, ©9, and § such that the following holds true. Suppose that u,
@ satisfy Hypothesis (x) and Hypothesis (xx) of Section 6. Let vjj, : graph QDj,k|B3/4(0)m{r>5/8} —
A, ,(R™) be as in Corollary 6.5 with v = 1/8 and 7 = 6/8 and let vj; be as in (6.4). Then
for all i € CH(Bij16(0)) with |¢k| < 1/16 and |DCjk| < 1 and for all Z € By1(0) with
dist(Z, {0} x R"72) < §/2,

(7.27) / |Dvjpal® < / | DU k| + 05_2/ 05,11l
31/16(0)ﬁ{r>(5} 31/16(0)ﬂ{r>6} 81/8(0)0{6/8<T<26}

for some constant C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00), where v, 1(X) = vjpi(X + Gp(X)(X — 2)) in
By4(0) N {r > 6/2} and we use the convention of summing over j,k,l and repeated indices.

Proof. Recall from Chapter 2 of [Alm83] that for every positive integer ¢ there exists a positive
integer N = N(m,q), an injective Lipschitz map & : A,(R™) — R such that Lip¢ < 1 and
Lip((&|lo)~Y) < C(m,q), and a Lipschitz map p : RY — Q such that p|g is the identity map, where
Q = £(Ay(R™)) (as a slight abuse of notation we omit the dependence on ¢, which is obvious from
the context). Let x : [0,00) — [0,1] be a smooth function such that x(r) = 0 for r € [0,5/2],
x(r) =1 for r >4, and |xX'(r)| < 3/4.

For each j and k, define a function w;y : graph 90j7k|B1/16(0)ﬂ{7’>5/2} — A, . (R™) as follows.
Let 6y € [0,2m) arbitrary and let W' = By;16(0) N {(re®,y) : r > §/2, 10 — 6| < m/4} and
W= Bys(0) N {(rei®,y) + r > 6/4, 10 — B0 < m/2}. Let pix(X) = S0 [pyu(X)] for al
X € W where @, : W — R™ are single-valued harmonic functions (as in (6.1)). Let v (X) =
v k(X, pj (X)) for all X € W (as in (6.4)). Let & be the projection of Z onto R? x {0}. Since
6o is arbitrary, in order to define wjy, it suffices to define wjj (X) = w;i(X, ¢jx,(X)) for each
X e W and 1 =1,2,...,¢;% Notice that for every X = (z,y) € W', |(;x(X)||X — Z| < 1/128
and |(je(X)| |z — €& < 1/16 - (o] + 6/2) < |z|/8 and thus X + (;x(X)(X — Z) € W. For each
X = (z,y) € W n{r >4}, define

(7.28) W) e, (X) = wj (X, 0k (X)) = vjp (X + G u(X)(X — 2)).
For each X = (x,y) € W/ N{§/2 <r < ¢}, define
(7.29) Wik (X) = wj k(X 05 k(X))
= (&1 o p)[(1 = x(r)) &[0 k1 (X)) + X(7) &[0 (X + (X)X = 2))]).
Define @ € W12(B;(0); A,(R™)) by

J P 95k MGk

UX) =D 33 " [ejma(X) + wygun(X)]

j=1k=11=1 h=1

for every X € By/16(0) N {r > d/2}, where w; ;(X) = ZZZ{‘ [w; k1m(X)] for w; g n(X) € R™, and
u=wuon (B1(0) \ By16(0)) U (B1/16(0) N {r < 46/2}).
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Since u is energy minimizing and u = w in (B1(0) \ By /15(0)) U (B1/16(0) N {r < §/2}),

/ |D@j ki + Dvjkinl® S/ |D@; .1 + Dw; ganl,
B1/16(0)N{r>6/2} B /16(0)N{r>5/2}
using the convention of summing over j, k, I, h. After some cancellations,
Bi/16(0)N{r>4} B1/16(0)N{r>d/2}
+/ |ij,k,l|27
By 16(0)N{r>4d/2}

mik S w1 n(X) denotes the average of the values of w;z (X). Since

where wj j 1.0(X) =
©jkt and vjp 1., are (single-valued) harmonic functions defined locally in By /16(0) N {r > §/2} and
Vj ke lia = Wik l:a ON 8(31/16(0) N{r > 0/2}), by integration by parts,

(7.31) mj,k/ D‘Pj,k,l . (ij,ltl;a — DUj,k,l;a) =0.
Bi/16(0)N{r>46/2}

Note that since |(jx| < 1/16 and |D(jx| < 1, by the inverse function theorem, X € Bj/15(0) +
X + ¢ r(X)(X — Z) is invertible. By (7.29), &,£71, p being Lipschitz, and the estimates of (3.3),

(7.32) / | Dwj a|* < C/ (r 2 vjmal® + 1 Dvjsal)
<06 |0kl
By /5(0)n{6/8<r<246}
for some constant C' = C(n,m,q) € (0,00). By combining (7.28), (7.30), (7.31), and (7.32), we get
(7.27). O

8. A PRIORI ESTIMATES: PART II

Let ©(© be as in Definition 5.1 and recall that the degree of homogeneity of p® is a. Let u
be an average free Dirichlet energy minimizer and let ¢ € @Eo(cp(o)) for some appropriately small
€o > 0. In this section (in Lemma 8.1, Lemma 8.2, Lemma 8.3 and Corollary 8.6 below), we
draw some important corollaries of Lemma 7.2(a), giving in particular an estimate on the distance
of the set X}, = BijpN{Z : Ny(Z) > a} from the axis {0} x R""? of ¢ (Lemma 8.2), and
integral estimates implying non-concentration of the excess [ B Y (u, p)? near Zj; g0 (Lemma 8.1
and Lemma 8.3). All of the results in this section use the corresponding arguments in [Sim93],
although because of the presence of higher multiplicity the proofs of Lemma 8.2 and Lemma 8.3 have
to proceed via a strategy used in [Wicl4]. This strategy involves a preliminary result, Lemma 8.4,
which gives a weaker bound on the distance of ¥}, , to {0} x R"~2 than does Lemma 8.2. The
proof of this preliminary result involves a blow-up argument which relies on certain conditional
versions of Lemma 8.2 and Lemma 8.3 themselves. In the end, an induction argument (inducting
on the number of distinct non-zero components of ¢) will prove both Lemma 8.2 and Lemma 8.3

simultaneously in the required generality.

Lemma 8.1. Let ¢\9) be as in Definition 5.1. Given v,0 € (0,1), there exists g € (0,1) depending
only onn, m, q, a, 0 and ~ such that if ¢ € ®,(0?) and if u € WL2(B1(0); A,(R™)) is an
average-free, energy minimizing q-valued function with 0 € ¥, , and N,,(0) > o then

/ R"T2H0G(u, ) < C G(u, p)?
B, (0) B1(0)
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for some constant C = C(n,m,q,a,o©,~,0) € (0,00), where R = |X]|.
Proof. Recall that for any (single-valued) vector field ¢ = (¢,..., (") € VVO1 ’I(Rn),

Di¢* =0.
R”
Note that since u, ¢ € C(B1(0); A,(R™)) N W12(B;(0); A,(R™)) and the singular sets of u and ¢
have Hausdorff dimension at most n — 2, it is easy to check that G(u, p)? € W' (B1(0)). Taking

loc

(= 1/1(R)2775(R)R_"+”_20‘Q(u, ©)? X" in this where 9 is as in the proof of Theorem 7.2 and for each
§ >0, ns € C1([0,00)) is a non-decreasing function such that ns(t) = 0 for t € [0,6/2], ns(t) = 1
for t € [§,00) and |Dns| < 3/ for all ¢t € [0,00), we obtain

/ PR ns(R)R"™°22G (u, ) = — / B(R)*n5(R)YR™ Dp(R=2°G (u, )?)

_2/71Z) 776 )Rl n+o— 2ag(u 90 /T;Z) 2 /(R)Rl n+o— 2ag(u 90)
Observe that
IDR(R™**G(u, ¢)*)| = |Dr(G(u/R, ¢/R*)*)| < 2G(u/R®, ¢/R*)| D (u/R")|

a.e. in By(0). Thus using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality in (8.1) and using Theorem 7.2, we
obtain (after dropping the last term on the right hand side),

/z/J(R)2n5(R)R_"+"_2°‘Q(u, 90)2 < % / (w(R)2R2—n+U‘DR(u/Ra)’2 + w'(R)2R2_"+“_2O‘Q(u, 90)2)

(8.2) < C/g(u, )’
for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,a,7v,0) € (0,00). Letting 6 | 0 in (8.2) using the monotone
convergence theorem gives the desired conclusion. O

The next two main results, Lemma 8.2 and Lemma 8.3, concern a point Z = (€,¢) € Xy 4N By /2(0)
such that Ny (Z) > a. We will first state these results and then prove them both simultaneously
by an inductive argument with the help of a preliminary estimate given in Lemma 8.4.

Lemma 8.2. Let ©'9 be as in Definition 5.1 and p € {po,po +1,...,[q/q0]|}. There exists eg €
(0,1) depending only on n, m, q, o and 0O such that if u satisfies Hypothesis (%) of Section 6,
© € By p(0 ) and if Z € By 4N By /5(0) with Nu(Z) > «, then

(a) dist?(Z,{0} x R""%) < C G(u, p)?,
B1(0)

(b) / Gu(X),p(X ~2)2dx <C [ Glu,o)?
B1(0) B1(0)

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,a, ) € (0,00).

Lemma 8.3. Let (O be as in Definition 5.1 and let p € {po,po + 1,...,[q/q0]}. Given 0 < 1 <
v < 1 and o € (0,2/q), there exists 9 € (0,1) depending only on n, m, q, «, 0O~ and T
such that if u satisfies Hypothesis (%) of Section 6, p € @y ,(p?), and if Z € Xy 4N By /2(0) with
Nu(Z) > a, then

a |2

< 2

B1(0)
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where Ry =|X — Z| and C = C(n,m,q,a, o) € (0,00) is a constant. Furthermore,

(8.4) / Glug) / GX). o) = DeplX) 8 o [ g, pp,
B,(0) | X — Z|n=2+2/4 B (0)N{r>7} X —Z"+ B1(0)
where € is the projection of Z onto R? x {0},
J DPi 9k
P(X) = Dpp(X) - € = Z Z Z[[‘Pj,k,l(X) — Do (X) - €]
j=1k=11=1

for X € {r(X) > 0} (with ¢;; and g;x as in (6.1) and (6.2)) and C = C(n,m,q,a, 90, 0) €
(0,00) is a constant. In particular, the constants C are independent of T.

We will prove Lemma 8.2 and Lemma 8.3 by induction on p, so let p € {po+1,...,[q/q0]} and
assume that:

(A2) whenever p € {po,po+1,...,p — 1}, Lemma 8.2 and Lemma 8.3 hold true with p in place
of p.

To prove Lemma 8.2(a), we need the following preliminary bound on the distance of Z from
{0} x R"=2:

Lemma 8.4. Let O be as in Definition 5.1 and assume that (A2) holds true for some p €
{po+1,p0+2,...,[q/q0]}. For everyd € (0,1/2), there exists o, fo € (0,1) depending only on n,
m, q, p, o, O and & such that if u, ¢ satisfy Hypothesis (x) and Hypothesis (xx) of Section 6,
and if Z € ¥yq N By/2(0) with Ny(Z) > a, then

(8.5) dist2(Z, {0} x R"2?) < § inf / G(u, )2,
¢ €Uy Pacg p (#() S B1(0)

In order to prove Lemma 8.4, we first need to establish the following:

Lemma 8.5. Let ©9 be as in Definition 5.1 and assume that (A2) holds true for some p €
{po+1,po+2,...,1q/q0|}. For every o € (0,1/2), there exists €g, 5o, Y0 € (0,1) depending only on
n, m, q, p, @, 0 and & such that if u, p satisfy Hypothesis (%) and Hypothesis (xx) of Section 6,

Z € ¥yuqN Biys(0) and Ny(Z) > o then

(86) diSt2(Z, {O} % Rn—2) <4 inf / g(u, (,0/)2.
@' €P3eq.p0 (00) J By (0)

If additionally there is s € {po + 1,...,p — 1} with

(8.7) inf / Glu,¢)? <o inf / G(u, ¢')?
B1(0) el B1(0)

U3y Pacyr (90 5 Bacgr (99)

then

(8.8) dist?(Z,{0} x R"™?) < § G(u, ).

inf /
#' €Uy —py Pacg.pf (@) JB1(0)

Proof. We prove Lemma 8.5 by contradiction. Fix & > 0 and without loss of generality fix
s € {po,...,p—1}. Suppose €, | 0, B, L 0, and v, | 0 and for v = 1,2,3,..., v €
WhH2(B1(0); A,(R™)) is an average-free energy minimizing g-valued function, o) € @, ,(¢®)
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and Z, = (§,,() € ¥,0) ,NB1/2(0) with N,y (Z,) > «, and that Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (xx),
(8.7) hold with &, By, Vv, u™, o) in place of ey, Bo, Y0, u, ¢ and yet

(8.9) 62> 6 inf / G, 2.
€Uy _py Pacy,p (910) J By (0)

Select ¢*) € Up'=po D3, () such that

(8.10) / Gu",p)? < 2 inf /
B1(0) ¢ €Uy _py Pac,,pr (9©) J B1(0)

Note that then by (8.7), o) € ®3., ((»?). In view of Hypothesis (x), (8.7) and (8.10), we can
1/2
blow up u® relative to ¢®*) by the excess E, = (fBl(O) Q(u(”),qﬁ(”))2) to obtain a blow-up

w = (wj ) that is a multi-valued function on the graph of some ¢(>) = (gbﬁ?) obtained as in the
blow-up procedure described in Section 6.3. By Hypothesis (xx), we have that f B1(0) Q(u(”), (‘0(1/))2
By . B1(0) G(u™, )2 so w is homogeneous of degree o and translation invariant along {0} x R"~2.

By the assumption (A2) above and Lemma 8.2(a), after passing to a subsequence, &,/FE, converge
to some A € R? which satisfies, by (8.10) and (8.9),

(8.11) A2 >6/2.

Clearly after passing to a subsequence ¢, converge to some ¢ in B}, o 2(0). By (A2) and Lemma 8.3
with ) and ¢ in place of u and ¢, for every 7 > 0 and v sufficiently large (depending on 7),

M)(X), dW) (X)) — D™ (X) - &,)2
/ Gu"(X) @Z;( (Z) n+2ai (X)-&) e G(u, Y2,
By (0)n{r>7} X —Z,| B1(0)

so by dividing by E? and letting v — oo using the monotone convergence theorem,

Pj 45k Mj.k ’wj,k,l,h(X) - ngpgol)( ) )"2 <
|X— (O’C)|n+2a o -

j=1 k=1 1=1 h=1“Bs/4(0)

for some constant C' = C'(n,m, q,, 99, o) € (0,00). Here for X € Bs4(0)\ {0} xR"™2, wj 1 n(X)

are such that w; (X, ¢§°,j)l(X)) = 37 [wj g .n(X)] where ¢( w11 q] 1) and g are defined

by (6.1) and (6.2) taken with ¢(°) in place of ¢; and also for j such that 90] 75 0, gj.x = qo and <p§-7l)

(1 <1 < qp) are harmonic functions locally defined near X such that 90] ( ) =>0 [[gpg?l) (X)];

O =0, ! =0for 1 <1< gy

and for j such that ¢ il

Since w; (X, <;5 ik l(X )) is homogeneous of degree o and translation invariant along {0} x R"~2,
it follows from the preceding estimate that

J Dy 2
8.12 § E / ” <C.
( ) it 33/4 0 C)’n+2a o

In view of the homogeneity of p(® and L? orthogonality of Dlgpgo) (e, ) and Dg(pg-o)(ew, y), (8.12)

implies that A = 0, contradicting (8.11). O
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Proof of Lemma 8.4. For each p’ € {po+1,po+2,...,p} and § € (0,1/2), let e(p’,d), B(p’,0), and
v(p',d) denote g, By, and v as in Lemma 8.5 with p’ in place of p. Fix § € (0,1/2). For each
ji=1,2,...,p— po, inductively define
e =e(p,0), BY =B(p.5), Y =7(p,9)
e =e(p—j+1,9V - 4UD5), U =B(p—j+ 1,4 ... 4U5),
YD =q(p—j+1,9W - 4075),
Then define
go =min{eM, ... PP} Gy = min{pWM), ... pr=Po)},

Ifp=py+1orp>py+2and
inf / G(u, ' )? < AW inf / G(u,¢')?,

B1(0) B1(0)

—1 —2
SD'GUZZPO chsO,p’ (@) @,GU;:IJO CPSE(),P’ (@)

then by Lemma 8.5 we obtain (8.5). Otherwise, we can find jy € {2,3,...,p — po} such that

St G [ Gy,
Pl @y (o) JBi(0) Pl g (e®) JBi(0)

for j =1,2,...,j0 — 1 and either jo = p — pg or jo > p — pp and

inf / G(u, ') < U0 inf / G(u,¢')>.
B1(0) B1(0)

B o
¢’ €Uy 25 Pacyp (#10) P Uy 20 Pacy . (#1)

Thus by Lemma 8.5 we obtain

AO'EUg;JgO (I)SEO p’ (QO(O) )

<4 inf / G(u, )2 O
B1(0)

-1
¥’ GU;:pO CDSEO U ()

dist?(Z, {0} x R"72) < (... 4l0=1)g inf / G(u, ¢')?
By (0)

Let ¢ > 0, ¢(© be as in Definition 5.1, u € W12(B1(0); A,(R™)) be an average-free, energy
minimizing function such that

(8.13) / Glu,V)? < €2,
B1(0)

and let ¢ € @ ,((0) for some p € {po, ..., [¢/q0]}. We make the following observations which we
shall rely on in the proofs of Lemma 8.2 and Lemma 8.3 below:

(1) For X = (x,y) with z # 0, ¢ decomposes into ¢ smooth, homogeneous degree « single-
valued functions p; on B, /2(X) so that ¢(Y) = ‘;:1 [¢;(Y)] for Y € By /2(X). Applying
Taylor’s theorem to ¢;, we then have that for Z = (¢,() with |£] < |z|/2,

P(X = 2) = [¢j(X) = Dapj(X) - £ + Ry(,€)]
j=1

where |R;(z,£)| < Clz|*72|¢|? with C = C(«,supg: |D?*¢l|). Thus
G(p(X = 2),0(X) = Dyp(X) - €) < Clz|* 2|,
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where C' = C(q, o, supg1 |D?¢|) and by definition
q
p(Y) = Dup(Y) -6 =Y [0j(Y) = Duipj(Y) - €]
j=1

for Y € Bj;2(X). It follows from this and the triangle inequality that provided e is

sufficiently small depending only on n, m, ¢, «, and gp(o), we have that if Z = (£, () with
€] < |]/2 then

(8.14) G(u(X), p(X = Z)) = G(u(X), p(X) = Dep(X) - §) + R,

where |R| < C|z|*~2|¢|? for some constant C' = C(p(V)) € (0, 00);

(2) Let 7 € (0,1/2), X = (z,y) with |z] > 7 and Z = (&,() with [¢] < |z]/2 and N, (Z) > a.
For any 6 € (0,1/2), if € = £(n,m, q, o, 9, §) is sufficiently small and additionally if either
(i) p = po or (i) p > po and

/ Glu, ) < B in / Glu, ')’
B1(0) P ey, ®asy p (00) JB1(0)

P =p

for B = B(n,m,q, a, ), §) sufficiently small, then by Corollary 6.5(a) and Lemma 8.4, we
have that

€] < €4 infsep o < Cdla]™ sep p(X) < Cd77%sep p(X)

where C' = C(n,m,q,a, ), whence, for a choice of § = §(n,m,q,a, ¢, 7) sufficiently
small, it follows that G(p(X), (X) — Dyp(X) - &) = |Dyp(X) - £|. Using this together with
the triangle inequality, we deduce from (8.14) the following;:

For any given T € (0,1/4), there exist e = e(n,m, q, a, o9, 1) and = B(n,m,q, a, o, 1)
such that if (8.13) holds, p € @, (V) for some p € {po,...,[q/q0]} and if either (i)
p = po or (i) p > py and fBl(O) Glu,p)? < ﬂinfw,eUpA ®, /(<p(°))fB1(0) Glu,¢')?, then

p'=pg ~ 3¢0-P
for any X = (x,y) € B1(0) with |z| > 7 and any Z = (§,¢) € B1(0) with [§] < |z|/2 and
Nu(Z) > «, we have that

(8.15) G(u(X), (X = Z)) > |Dap(X) - & = G(u(X), p(X)) — Cla|*?|¢J

where C = C(p®) € (0, 00).
(3) By the triangle inequality and the fundamental theorem of calculus,

816)  G0u(X), o(X — 2)) — Gu(X), o(X))] < Gp(X — Z), (X))
1 1/2
< ( | petx - tz>|2dt> ¢

for a.e. X = (x,y) € B1(0); also, by the continuity estimate (3.3), there exists 7 = 7(¢) €
(0,1) with 7(¢) — 0 as e | 0 such that |{| < 7 for every Z = (&,() € Xy 4N By/2(0). Thus

using (8.16) with ¢(©) in place of ¢, we deduce that

4_"_2a/ G(u(X), (X - 2))?dX < C G(u, ) + ClE)? < C(* + m2(e))
B1,4(Z) B1(0)

where C' = C(n, ) € (0,00), and hence Theorem 7.2 and Lemma 8.1 hold with 4%u(Z +
X/4) in place of u provided € = e(n,m, q, «, cp(o)) is sufficiently small and N, (Z) > a.
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Proof of Lemma 8.2. First we will prove Lemma 8.2(a). We may assume, for some fy € (0,1) to
be determined depending only on n, m, q, p, , and cp(o), that

(8.17) [ Gwer<ho in | oty
B1(0) B1(0)

-1
‘PIEUZ/:Z,O cI>350,p’ (‘P(O))

for if the reverse inequality holds, then we can select s € {po,po+1,...,p—1} and ¢ € @350,3(90(0))

such that
/ Glu, 6)? <2 inf / G(u, &)’
B1(0) pell, oy (@) JBi(0)

and conclude from (A2) that

dist(Z, {0} x R"2) < C / G(u, 9y < 2 / Glu, )
B1(0) Bo JBi(0)

for some constant C' = C'(n, m, q, o, cp(o)) € (0, 00).

Claim: There is a constant 8; = 6,(¢(?)) > 0 such that the following holds: for every p € (0,1/4),
there is g = 0(¢), p) > 0 such that if u satisfies Hypothesis (x) and if ¢ € <I>50,p(<,0(0)), then for
every a € R? and every Z = (£,() € Sy qN By/2(0),

(8.18) LX € By(Z) : 61al|z|*™" < |Dpp(X) - al} > 619"
To see this we argue by contradiction, so suppose the assertion is false; then for any given d; > 0

there is p € (0,1/4) such that with ¢, = 1/v, there exists o) € @, ,(p), a, € S', a locally

energy minimizing function «(*) and a point Z, Y g N B1/2(0) so that Hypothesis () holds

with &, u® in place of eo,u and
LYX € By(Z,) : 61|z|*7! < |Dpp™(X) - a|} < d1p™
After passing to a subsequence, ©*) — (@ in C! on compact subsets of R” \{0} xR"2 Z, =+ Z

for some Z € {0} x R"~2n B1/2(0) (since u®) — 0 uniformly on B1/2(0)), and a, — a with
a € S, whence

(8.19) LYX € By(Z): 01|z|°7! < |DopD(X) - al} < 81p™

Thus we have shown that if the claim is false, then for every §; > 0 there are a number p > 0, a
point Z € {0} x R""2 and a point a € S! such that (8.19) holds, or equivalently (by translating
and rescaling),

LYX € Bi(0) : &i]a]* " < Dy (X) - al} < 61
Using this with §; = 1/v, we deduce that for each v = 1,2,3,..., there is a point a, € S' such that
LMX € B1(0) : (1/v)|z]*t < |Dpo@(X) - ay|} < 1/v.
After passing to a subsequence, a, — a where a € S* and
Do (X)-a=0ae. on By(0),

but no such a exists in view of the definition of ©(*) (Definition 5.1). This contradiction establishes
the claim.
Let Z = (£,¢) € Yuq N By(0) be such that N,(Z) > a. With d; as in the claim, choose
k = k(n) > 0 such that 5”(3251/2 (0) x Bp72(0)) < 61p™/2. Let p > 0 to be chosen. Assume
k6 "p

€] < p (provided ¢y is sufficiently small depending on p). Take a = ¢ in (8.18) and use (8.15) with
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T = /45%/ %p (which we may do in view of (8.17) provided fy is sufficiently small depending on p) to
deduce that for some set S C B,(Z) N {(z,y) : || > /{51/2,0} with £(S) > §1p"/2,

(8.20) Cﬂ"+20‘_2|£|2S/Slwlzo‘_2|£|2§5f | Dap(X) - €2

By (2)n{|z|>r6;/° p}

< 357 / Gu(X), (X — 2))%dX + 3672 / G(u(X), p(X))2dX
By (2) By(Z)

30677 / 22 4+ 572 / Do (X) Pl
By (Z)n{|z|>2/¢]} By (Z)n{|z|<2/€]}

where C' = C(p(?) € (0,00) is a constant and ¢ = k2*~26§/2 if > 1 and ¢ = 222735, if a < 1 (as
/1(5%/2/) <l|z| <[¢]+p < 2pforall X = (z,y) €5).

We need to bound the terms on the right-hand side of (8.20). For the first term, we note that
by Lemma 8.1 with 4%“u(Z 4+ X/4) in place of u and o = 1/2 and by (8.16),

p—n—2a+1/2/ g(u(X),gp(X _ Z))2dX <C g(u(X),QD(X - Z))2dX
By(2) B1(0)

1
/|D<p(:1:—t£)|2dth
1(0) JO

<c [ G p(x)Pax +Clek [
B1(0) B
for C' = C(n,m,q,a, o) € (0,00). Using the change of variable 2’ = z — t£,

1
(8.21) / / |Dp(z — t€)]2dtdX < C  sup  |Dy|? / / |z — t&|**2dt dx
By (0) Jo

882 (0)xRn—2
<C sup |D<,0|2/ / |2’ |>* 2 da’ dt
832 xRn—2 1+t\5\(
<C  sup  |Dgf
8B2(0)xRn—2
for C = C(n,a) € (0,00). Hence
(8.22) p_"_ZaH/Q/ G(u(X),p(X - 2))%dX < C G(u(X), p(X))*dX + C|¢[?
By(Z) B1(0)

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,a, ) € (0,00). For the third term on the right-hand side of
(8.20), by direct computation considering the cases where @ < 1, a = 1, and a > 1 separately,

(829 / el < Ol (g 4 e
(Z)n{|=|=2[¢[}

for some constant C' = C(n,a,q) € (0,00) provided B,(Z) N {|z| > 2|¢|} # 0. In fact, in the cases
where a < 1 or @ > 1 we can bound the left-hand side of (8.23) by Cp"2|¢[*(|£]?*~2 + p?*~2) and
when a = 1 we can bound the left-hand side of (8.23) by Cp"2|¢|*|log |¢|| < Cp™~2|¢[*~1/4. For
the last term on the right-hand side of (8.20),

(8.24) | Dasp(X)PIE* < Cp"_z/ e 721ePde < CpnTR(g Pt
B¢ (0)

for C = C(n,a, (?) € (0,00). Therefore, by (8.20), (8.22), (8.23), and (8.24),

(8.25)

pn+2a—2|£|2 <C ) g(u, (70)2 —I—C’(p3/2 +p—2a|£|2a—1/q _|_p—2—1/f1|£|2 +p—2a|£|2a)pn+2a—2|£|2
1

/B,,(Z)m{w§25}
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for some constant C = C(n,m,q,a,cp(o)) € (0,00). Since for any given 7 > 0 we may choose
g0 = €0(¢?,7) € (0,1) sufficiently small to ensure that || < 7, by choosing p = p(n,m, q, a, o)
and 7 = 7(n,m,q,a,¢®) small enough that 7 < p and C(p*/? + p=2er20-1a 4 p=2-Var2 4
p~2072%) < 1/2, we conclude from (8.25) that whenever eg = £o(n,m,q, o, p?) is sufficiently
small, the hyptheses of the theorem imply that

(8.26) P <cC G(u(X), p(X))?dX
B1(0)

for some constant C' = C'(n, m, ¢, a, p(?)) € (0,00). This is conclusion (a). Conclusion (b), namely
the bound

| Gux.ex —2)pax < [ G, e(x)2ax
B1(0) B1(0)

for some constant C' = C'(n,m, ¢, a, (¥) € (0, 00), follows directly from (8.16), (8.21) and (8.26).
O

Proof of Lemma 8.3. The estimate (8.3) is an immediate consequence of Theorem 7.2(a). To bound
the first term on the left-hand side of (8.4), first notice that by (8.16),

dX

G(u(X), p(X)) / G(u(X), p(X — Z))?
(8'27) /BW(O) |X _ Z|n—2+2/q—cr dX <2 B1yu(2) |X _ Z|n—2+2/q—cr

"Dz — t&,y)P1¢)2
+2/ z ! dtda;dy+4"—1—“/ G(u, p)?
By az)Jo | X — Z|n=2+2/q=o B1(0)

We need to bound the terms on the right-hand side of (8.27). For the first term, observe that by
Lemma 8.1 with 4%u(Z + X/4) in place of u and Lemma 8.2(b),

G(u(X), p(X — 7)) )
8.28 dX < C X), (X — 2))dX
(8.28) /B o X <O [ G0, p(X - 2)

< 0/ G(u(X),p(X))2dX
B1(0)

for C = C(n,m,q, o, o, o) € (0,00). For the second term on the right-hand side of (8.27), in
case a > 1 we have by Lemma 8.2 that

U |y ge2a-2ep2 ! )
/ / |z — t¢| i 2|§| dt de dy < / €] _dtdedy
Bu(2)Jo |X = Z|nm2r2lame Byja(z) Jo |1X — Z[nm2t2/ame

<clP<c / Glu, )2

B1(0)
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where C' = C(n,m, q, « ,cp(o),a) € (0,00), and in case o < 1, we have that

200—2| ¢ |2
/ / — 4] 2+2’/§‘ dt dzx dy
B1,4(2) J0 X —Z|"~ =
</ / £ dx dy dt
~Jo JByuz) lx — PR — ERlao Ry — (2ol
/ / / 24-2/q—2 |£|22 92— 2dmdydt
Br72(0) B2 ©n{la—te|<lo—g)} |@ — t§|FT2/ 972070 2]y — (|n=2=0/

1/4 1/4

€1?
dx dy dt
/ /Bn 2 /32 N {|z—te]>|z—€]} ‘Z’ _ ‘2+2/q—2a—0/2‘y_ C’n—2—0/2

1/4 1/4

<ClP<C G(u,p)?
B1(0)

where C = C(n,m,q,a,cp(o),a) € (0, 00).

To bound the second term on the left-hand side of (8.4), notice that by (8.14), assuming that &g
is small enough that |£]| < 7/2,

/ G(u(X), p(X) — Dyp(X) - 5)2dX
B, (0)N{r>7} | X — Z|nt2a-e

G(u(X), p(X — 2))? . )
§2/ nra—s X + O] / ——dX
B1/4(2) | X — Z|*+2 By 4(2)n{r>7} | X — Z|n+2

| oantae / (Glu, o) + a2 P?)

(B~ (0\B14(2))0{r>7}
for C = C(p®) € (0,00), so applying (8.28) and Lemma 8.2,
p— . 2
By (0)n{r>7}

‘X _ Z’n+2a—a
1

<C Gu, ) + CT2a_4ISI4/ ~ —7mraasdX
B1(0) By u(Z)n{r>ry | X — 2|72

for C = C(n,m,q,a,0®,0) € (0,00). By Lemma 8.2, || < Cgq for C = C(n,m,q,a, o) €
(0,00). Take g9 < 72/2C so that | X — Z| > 7/2 if X = (z,y) with |z| > 7 and |¢|?/7* < 1 and thus

_ 1 41| 1
By u(Z)n{r>ry | X — 2|72 ™ bz | X = Z|

<CKP<cC G(u, p)?
B1(0)

for C = C(n,m,q,a, p*) o) € (0,00), where the last inequality follows from Lemma 8.2. By (8.29)
and (8.30),

G(u(X), p(X) — Dyp(X) - §)? 5
dX <C G(u,
/&(o)m{r>r} | X — Z|nt2a~e B1(0) 2

for C = C(n,m,q, o, o, c) € (0, 00). O

Corollary 8.6. Let ¢ be as in Definition 5.1 and let p € {po,po + 1,...,[q/q]}. Given
d € (0,1/2), there exists eg € (0,1) depending only on n, m, q, «, 0O such that if u satisfies
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Hypothesis (x) of Section 6, ¢ € q)ao,p(cp(o)) and if

(8.31) B5(0,y0) N{X € By2(0) Ny g : Nu(X) > a} # 0
for all yo € B{’/_22(0), then
2
(8.32) / g(;j% < C/ G(u, )%,
By/2(0) Ty B1(0)

for any o € (0,1/q), where r = |z|, 75 = max{r,d}, and C = C(n,m,q,a, o, ) € (0,00) is a
constant independent of §.

Proof. Let p € [6,1/16] and cover By 5(0) N {r < p} by a finite collection {Ba,(0,¥;)};=1,2,. N of
balls with y; € B?/_zz(O) and N < Cp?>~™ for some constant C' = C(n) € (0,00). By (8.31), for each
Jj=1,2,..., N there exists Z; € Bs(0,y;) N Xy 4 with N, (Z;) > a and thus by Lemma 8.3,

(8.33) pnrETRlate / G(u,p)? <C G(u,p)?
Bap(0,3;) B1(0)

for j=1,2,...,N. Sum (8.33) over j =1,2,..., N to get
(8.34) pYate / G(u,p)> <C G(u,p)?
By /2(0)n{r<p} B1(0)

for all p € [6,1/16] and some C = C(n,m,q,a, ) € (0,00). Now replace ¢ with ¢/2 in this
inequality, multiply it by p°/2~! and integrate over p € [§,1/16] to get (8.32). O

9. THE BLOW-UP CLASS

In this section we deduce, directly from the estimates in Sections 7 and 8, a number of key
estimates for the blow-ups (as in Definition 9.2 below) obtained by the procedure described in
Section 6.3.

9.1. Definitions and notation. Fix cp(o) and let the numbers «, qq, J, po, m1,...,m; and the

functions gogo), ce gpfj()) be associated with ¢(©) as in Definition 5.1.

Definition 9.1. Let ® be the set of ordered collections gp(oo) = (mj k, (,D‘g-olj))lgjgj’lgkgpj consisting
(00)

i

0, and for each j:

of functions @ and positive integers m; . where p1,...,py are positive integers (depending on

5‘(,)1?) — <,0§'0) for each k € {1,...,p;} and >} mjp = m;;

(b) if gp&o) = 0 then for each k € {1,...,p;} either cpg.?,j) =0 or gpflj) (X) = Re(cg-?,j)(xl +ix9)?)
for some cg.?,j)
Gk =1if %

(a) if gpg-o) is non-zero then ¢

e C™ with ]cgolj)] = 1. Moreover, in this case, szzl m;j kg k = mj, where

) )

=0 and q; 1 = qo if cpgolj 18 Mon-zero.

Definition 9.2. The blow-up class B consists of all functions w such that w is the blow-up in
By (0), in the sense of Section 6.3, of a sequence (u))3 | relative to a sequence ()52, by the

v=1
1/2
excesses E, = <fB1(0) g(u(”),go(”))z) , where:

(a) for eachv, u”) € WH2(By(0); A, (R™)) is an average-free locally energy minimizing q-valued
function with Ny, (0) > «;
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and for some sequences €, | 0, 5, 10, §, | 0,

(b) o) € @, (p1);
(c) for each yo € By~ 2(0) and sufficiently large v,
(9.1 Bs, (0,90) N {X € B1(0) N X,0) , : Ny (X) > a} # 0

)

(d) for each v

(92 | o, g0 <
B1(0)

(e) for each v, either (i) p™) = py or (ii) p™) > po and

(9.3) / G, o) < 6, int / G, )2
B1(0) P B, (@) T BLO)

p'=pg
where p) is the number of non-zero components of ) (see Definition 5.2).

Remark 9.3. It follows (see the discussion in Section 6.3) that if w € B and if the functions IONS
®., () correspond to w as in Definition 9.2, then there exists p(>) = (M k, g0§?,:))1§jSJ,1§kSpj €
® such that:

(A) for each j € {1,...,J} and k € {1,...,p;}, m; is the multiplicity of the component
<p§'2 PR — A (R™) of o) in accordance with Definition 5.2 (taken with ) in place
of ¢);

(B) for each j€{1,...,J} and k € {1,...,p;}, precisely one of the following holds:

(a) gpgo) s mon-zero, gpgflj) = gogo), ¢k = qo, and gpgyk) — <p§-0) uniformly on B1(0) as v — oo;
(b) gpgo) =0, 905”,3 =0 for each v, gpg.’olj) =0 and gj; = 1;
(c) gogo) =0, cpg'/k) (X) = Re(cg-:/k) (x1 + iw2)®) for each v and some cguk) e C™\ {0}, cpg-?,j) =
Re(c; (o0 )(xl + ix2)") where cf,j) = lim, 0 cgu,z/]cgu,z\, and q; k= qo-
Moreover, if (b) holds true for some j and k then p®) = Z}I=1pj — 1 for each v; otherwise
p®) = ijl p; for each v.
(C) w = (wj ) where wjy, : graph gpg-?,j)|31(0)\{0}xwfz = Am,, (R™).

Thus (> is determined by the sequence (o)) in the manner described by (A) and (B).

Definition 9.4. For p(®) € @, let B(¢(*®)) denote the set of all w € B associated with ©'>) as
in Remark 9.3.

We have, of course, that B = Uw(oo)eg%(cp(oo)),

In the following definition, we shall identify a general point (z1,22) € R? with re? where (r,6)
(r >0, 0 <86 < 2m) are the polar coordinates of (x1,x2).

Definition 9.5. Let £ = U@(m)egﬁ(w(“)) where, for ¢(®) = (mj,kygpg'?]j))lngJ,lngpj €D,
L(¢(>)) is the set of all functions 1 = (Y1) such that

Yjk : graph QDE»?;:) | BL(0)\ {0} xRP—2 = A, (R™)

and
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(a) If <p§-0) is non-zero, then

m]k

(9.4) wj,k( ,y,Re( (0) re za@ Z[[Re ajk ﬂ,aezae + acgo)ra—lei(a—l)é(b )]

for some a;; € C™ and some b € C"=2, with b independent of j and k. (Recall that
in this case cpf,:)(X) = ¢§0)(X) = Re(c§0)(x1 + ix9)®) for some cgo) e C™\ {0} and all
X = (21,22,y) €R");

(b) If gog-o) and gpflj) are both identically zero, then either Q,Z)j,k(rew,y, 0) = m;1[0] or

Njk go—1

(9.5) bjk(re”,y,0) = (m — qoN; k) [0] + Z Z [Re(ajp, roei@+2mhy]

=1 h=0
for some integer Njj with 1 < Nj < mj/qo and some ajj; € C™\ {0};
(c) If cpg-o) is identically zero and gpj?]j is nonzero, then

mjk

(9.6) i (re® y, Re(c\ %) rei?) Z[[Re a; ke )]

for some a;; € C™.

Let the notation be as above. We need the following further notation, which is completely
analogous to that of Section 6.1. For each ¢(>) = (m s, gp&?lj)) € ® and any ball B C B;1(0)\ {0} x
(o0)

R"~2, there are single-valued harmonic functions ¢ INE B — R™ such that on B,

95,k

(9.7) 90] k Z[[‘P] kl
where
(9.8) ¢k = qo if gpg.’olj) is non-zero and

¢jr =1 (with @EO;)I(X) @EO;)I(X) =0eR™)if gpflj) is the zero function.

We may express w = (w; ;) € B(¢(*)) as
mjyk

(9.9) wi (X, 9 (X)) = wj k(X)) = > [wjkn(X

for X € B1(0)\ {0} x R"2 where »(>) is as in Remark 9.3 and, by the component-wise energy
minimality of w away from {0} x R"~2, for £"-a.e. point Y € B1(0) (in fact for Y away from
the union of the (n — 2)-dimensional singular set of wjy; and the axis {0} x R"™2) w; ., can
be chosen to be smooth R™-valued functions defined locally near Y. Similarly, we may express
Y= (Yx) € L)) away from {0} x R"72 as

mjk

(9.10) Vik(X, @ UX)) = (X zmm,h

with ;1 ;.5 being given by smooth R™-valued functions locally near L£"-a.e. point in By (0).
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Let w € B and let ), u) correspond to w as in Definition 9.2. We shall use the following
convention: if in an open ball B CC Bi(0) \ {0} x R"~2 we express

qj5,k

(9.11) P(x) =Y T (x
=1

(c0)

as in (6.1) taken with ¢(*) in place of ¢ and we express ¢ i, asin (9.7) for single-valued harmonic
functions ‘pgtlk),l :B — R™ and gogi),j’)l : B — R™, then

(a) when <p§-0) is nonzero, 90§713,l — 905’,013,)1 uniformly on B as v — o0;

(b) when cpg-o) and <,0§V13 are identically zero, ¢§7]371(X ) = <p§°;)1 (X)=0on B;

(¢) when cp(o) is identically zero and cp(Vk)(X) Re( §]2(x1 + ix9)®) for c§'2 e C™\ {0},

%kl/’%k’ — ‘p§k)1 uniformly on B as v — co.

Thus if we express vj(yk) is as in Corollary 6.5 with u = u® and ¢ = ¢ and we let fuj(.f'k)J(X ) =

vj(yk) (X, gpgyk)l(X)) as in (6.4) and w; 1 (X) = w; k(X <,0§O,j)l(X)) as in (9.9), then vj(-f'k)J/El, — Wj g

uniformly on B as v — oo.

Definition 9.6. Let w € B and p € (0,1/2]. We say that ¢ € £ is a projection of w onto £ in
B,(0) if

(i) there exz'sts cp( ) €D such that w = (wjx) € B(p(>®)) and ¥ = (Y1) € £((>®));

(ii) fB PSR w; (X)) < oo and
(iii)
J P 45,k
/ SN S Glwpa(X), v (X)) dX
Bp(0) j=1 k=1 i=1
J P Qk
inf / G(wj 1 (X), 95 (X ))? dX,
w’Eﬂ(cp(w) B,(0) ;;; Js gkl

where wj k1 is as in (9.9), Yjry is as in (9.10) and ¥}, is as in (9.10) with ¢’ in place of
.

We shall establish below (in Lemma 9.8) that if w € 9B, then in fact

J DPi 4k

/0 9 9 ST
B1/2(0) j=1 k=1 1=1

so the requirement (ii) in the above definition will always be satisfied. It is easy to see that given

w € B and p € (0,1/2], at least one projection ¥ of w onto £ in B,(0) exists; we do not assert that
1 is the unique projection of w onto £ in B,(0).

9.2. Elements of £ as blow-ups of cylindrical functions. In the following lemma and sub-
sequently, we let r(X) = |(z1,72)| for X = (71,29,y) € R" where (r1,72) € R?,y € R"2. The
lemma establishes the elementary fact that each ¢ € £ arises as the “blow-up” of a sequence of
cylindrical functions in ia(cp(o)) (for any e satisfying (5.3)) converging to ¢(©).



60 BRIAN KRUMMEL & NESHAN WICKRAMASEKERA

Lemma 9.7. Let ) = (%) € £. For each v = 1,2,3,..., let o) € &, (p0) where ¢, — 0F
as v — co. Suppose that V) satisfy the requirements of Remark 9.3(A)(B), taken with p(>) =
(mj7k,cp§.?,j)) € D for which 1 € £(¢(>)). Let (E,) be a sequence of numbers with E, — 0. For
each v there ezists W) € . ,cp, (p©) where C = Cy(n,q, o, 90(0))||1[)HL2(31(0)) such that:

(i) for any ball B C {X : |r(X)| > 4E,|b|} and any X € B,

95,k Mj k
(9.12) ) =3 ST 16V (X) + Btk n(X) + Rypean(X)]
(=1 h=1
fO’I” Rj,k,l,h(X) € R™ with
(9.13) IR kn(X)] < CEL e, |blr(X)*~ ! + CE2[alblr(X)*~! + CE2|b|*r(X)>2,

where a = (ajk,;) and b are as in Definition 9.5, ;15 and gpg-yk)l are as in (9.10) and

(9.11) respectively, and C = C(n,q, a, );
(ii) For T € (0,1/4) and v sufficiently large,

(9.14) / 6@, e¥)? < Clola 5,0y T Ex
By /2(0)n{r<7}
where C = C(n, q,a,¢0);
(i)
J Pj 45,k 1
o) | (P AX = Jim o [ G 00,6 () ax.
B1/2(0) ;;; g vreo E2 B1/2(0)

where ;11 is as in (9.10).
Moreover, if v is as in Definition 9.5 with b = 0, then 3% € ®. Lcop, (p0) where
C = Ci(n,q, )Yl 2B, (0))-

Proof. Let ¥ be as in Definition 9.5. Let
0 0 Re(b)
(9.16) B = 0 0 Im(b)
—Re(d) —Im(p7T) 0

where b is as in Definition 9.5 represented as a row vector and b' is its transpose. We define

J Dj

P =YD EHX)
7j=1k=1

for all X € R™ where 652 R" — A, jykqjyk(}Rm) are homogeneous degree o functions such that

(a) if cpg-o) is nonzero, then

™Mk go—1

(9‘17) 9057 E”BX Z Z[[Re ]k —I—E a]kl) o ioe(0+27rh))]]
=1 h=0

where a;j; are as in Definition 9.5(a) and gpgk)( ) = Re( gk)(xl + ix9)®) for c(k) e Ccm

(with |c) — 7| < C(n.q,0)e,);

(b) if gp&o) and cpg.?,j) are both identically zero, then c'ﬁg.’”,z(e_E”BX) = E,;1(X,0), where v, is
as in Definition 9.5(b); and
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(c) if gpg-o) is identically zero and gpg.’olj) is nonzero, then &5”,3 is given by (9.17) where a;j,; are

as in Definition 9.5(c) and C(Vk) € C™\ {0} are such that goguk) (X) = Re(cyk) (z1 + 122)*) (so
that, per Remark 9.3(B)(c), EO;) = lim, o0 c /]c] k\)

By the pairwise orthogonality of cos(a#), sin(af), cos((a—1)80), and sin((a—1)8) in L%(]0, 27qo]),

95,k
(9.18) Slajuil + PP < Clng.) [ 3 ol
1 B1/2(0) 1=
for j € {1,...,J} such that gpg-o) is non-zero and k € {1,...,p;}, and
95,k
(9.19) > ajrl® < Cn.q.0 / o > bl
l B1/2(0) 1=

for j, k such that cpg-o) = 0 and 9 x(-) Z m;x[0]. It readily follows that W) e d., cm, () where

C = C1(n, q, ., ) [[¥[| 12 (B, (0y)- Moreover ) € &, 4 cp, (V) where C = Ci(n, q, )| ¥l 12 (5, (0))
in case v is as in Definition 9.5 with b = 0.

By Taylor’s theorem, for each smooth function f : B,(Xo) — R™ we have
1
(9.20) fe®PX) = f(X)+Vf(X) E,BX + E? / (1 —t) V(BB X) [P B2X] dt
0
1
+E; / (1—t) V2 f(e P X) [P BX, PP BX] dt
0

for all X such that e!®*BX € B,(Xy) forallt € [0, 1], where V f(X)[v] = V, f(X) and V2 f(X)[v,v] =

—-E,B

V.V, f(X) at a point X in a direction v. Since <,Z§Vk) oe is a regular g-valued function away from

{0} x R"~2 we can apply (9.20) with gp( v) E"B|BT(XO)/2(X0)
@), In particular, notice that |r(e tE”BX) r(X)| < |etBvBX — X| < E,|b| for all X € B1(0) and
t € 0,1]. Hence by (9.20) and the definition of "), for all X € B1(0) with r(X) > 4E,[b],

aj,
where 90§V131 is as in (6.1) with cp(”) in place of ¢, ;. .p is as in (9.10), and
R ki n(X)| < CEue,[blr(X)*~" + CEZ|al |blr(X)*~! + CEL|b*r(X)*?

in place of f(X) in order to expand

§ k) )+ Evthjki,n(X) + Ry kan(X)]

WMS

for some constant C' = C(n, ¢, o, (?)) € (0,00). Thus, for each 7 € (0,1/4) and v sufficiently large
(in particular large enough that 4E,|b| < 7)

/ Q(SZ(V)7¢(V))2 < CHT/)H%z(BI(O)) / Egrza_2 +C r2o
By /5(0)n{r<7} B1/2(0)N{4E, |b|<r<T} By /2(0)N{r<4E,|bl}
< CllI2 (5, 0y T Ex

where C' = C(n, q,a, ¢(?)). Also directly from the definition of ),

J DPj 4k

(9.21) / ZZZ |¢] K l|2 <C r2a—2 < O2a
By /5(0)

ﬂ{T‘<T}j 1k=11=1 Bl/Z(O)m{r<T}
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for v large enough that 4E, < 7, where C = C(n,q,a, 9, 1) € (0,00). By (9.12), (9.13), (9.14)
and (9.21), we have (9.15). O

9.3. Main estimates for the blow-ups. We shall now derive estimates for w € % from the
estimates in Sections 7 and 8. These estimates will form the basis of our asymptotic analysis of the
blow-ups (carried out in Sections 10 and 11) which in turn will play a key role in the proof (given
in Section 12) of the main excess decay result, Lemma 5.6.

Lemma 9.8. Let w = (w;)) € B be the blow-up of u®) relative to o) and excess E, =
1/2
<fB gp(”))> as in Definition 9.2, and let ) € £. Suppose that there exists () =

(mj7k,cp§.7k)) € D such that w € B(p>®), ¥ € £(p(>)) and the sequence (")) is associated

with (> in accordance with Remark 9.3(A)(B). For each v =1,2,3,..., let 3%) be the function
corresponding to ¢*), 1, E,, given by Lemma 9.7. Then for every p € (0,1/2],

J Pj 4k
N(I/
(9.22) Vh_}ngoE G(u / ZZZQ (wj k1> i k)
B, (0) ) j=1 k=1 I=1

where wj g s as in (9.9) and Yjk, is as in (9.10). In particular,
J Pj 4k
lim E2 g(u(u),w(u))z :/ |wj,k7l|2
V=00 B,(0) Bp(0) ; kZ:1 ;

and so

J Pj ik

(9.2 0 3> %) SIESE
1/2

0) j=1 k=1 1=1
Proof. By Corollary 8.6, for every T € (0,1/4) and v sufficiently large (depending on 7),

/ Gu®), o2 < Crl/a2,
By /2(0)N{r<t}

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,a,cp(o)) € (0,00). In view of this, the first conclusion (9.22)
follows from the definition of blow-up, (9.12) and the estimates (9.13) and (9.14). The second
conclusion follows by setting ¢ = 0 in the first. g

Lemma 9.9. The following hold true for each w = (wj 1) € B:

(a) for each i € £(p>)), where () € D is such that w € B((*®)), and each p € (0,1/2]
and v € (0,1/2],

J DPj 45k J Pj 45k

w R —N—zl
20 [ zzsz—ML%«mz/ SO0 Gl i)
Bop(0) 521 k=t 1=1 Bp(0) j=1 k=1 1=1
S & qjkg’wkzl/}kz AN AL
I\ Wikl Pjk,l) —2-1 2
o02) [ S23S Tl coprin [ STSS Gl tin)
j=1k=11=1 V) j=1k=11=1

where wjy is as in (9.9), Yk is as in (9.10), R = |X|, r = |(z1,22)|, and C =
C(n,m,q,a, gp(o),’y) € (0,00) is a constant;
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(b)
J Pj Gk
(9.26) / o ]Z];Zwywm <c
) a

where X = (x,y) for x = (21, x9 = (z3,...,2y) and C = C(n,m,q, a, 4,0(0)) € (0,00)
s a constant;

(c) there exists a function X : Bl/4 (0) — R? such that for each o € (0,1/q),

m ) = Dol (X) - A(2)[?

J Pj 4k Jk|w_]k;lh
(E T A 3 s X €
(0) / B1/2(0) 1=1

B;L/42 j=1k=1 h=1

and H)\Hcl—a/Q(Bl/2(0)) < C, where C = C(n,m,q,a, o9, 0) € (0,00).
Moreover, \(z) is unique subject to the condition

J  Pj Gk MGk |wj k,l,h Dm(p§ [)(X) )\(Z)|2

/ ZZZZ 0. 2)[2as dX < oo for some o € (0,1/q).
By /5(0) ,2)]

j=1k=11=1 h=1

Here for X € By 2(0)\{0} xR, w; 1 4(X) € R™ are as in (9.9); for j such that gp 75 0,
4jk = qo and gp(ol) (1 <1< qp) are R™ wvalued harmonic functions locally defined near X

such that gp ( )=>1 [[goél (X)]; and for j such that gp(o) =0, <p§.?l) =0 for1 <1< qjp.

Proof. Let gp(oo) €D, we ’B(gp(oo)) and ) € 2((,0(00)), and suppose that w is the blow-up of u(*)
1/2

relative to ) by the excess E, = <fB1(0) g(u(”),gp(”))> as in Definition 9.2. Let &) be the

function corresponding to ¢, ¢*) and E, as in Lemma 9.7.

To see (9.24), note that N,)(0) > « and thus by Theorem 7.2(a) (applied with the “scaled and
rotated” functions p~®u(*) (pe~FvBX) and (ﬁ(”)(e_E”BX) in place of u and ¢, and then making the
change of coordinates pe FvBX s X)),

(9.28) / R*™
By (0)

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q, o, 9, ~) € (0,00). By the homogeneity of ¢, for each 7 > 0
and all sufficiently large v,

2
O(ul) /R*)
OR

< Cp—n—2a/ g(u(u)’ (;0*(1/))2
By (0)

(9.29)

a.e. in B,,(0) N {r(X) > 7}, where wéuk) : graph gp&olj)

By/4(0)n{r(X )>T}
tion 6.3 and we represent w]('/k)l(X) = wﬁuk) (X, @EO;I( ) =S k[[ w; k 1p(X)] for w]({/k)’l’h are smooth
R™-valued functions defined locally near a.e. point in Bj/4(0) (as in (9 9)) and the right hand side

of the above is computed with respect to the functions w](fk)’l’h. By Lemma A3 in the appendix,

— A, (R™) is as in Sec-

J DPj 4k ]kl/Ra)

Jim 330>

j=1k=11=1 j=lk=11=1
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pointwise a.e. in B,,(0). Thus we obtain (9.24) by using (9.29) in (9.28), dividing both sides of the
resulting inequality by E? and first letting v — oo and then letting 7 — 0%, using Fatou’s lemma,
Lemma A3 and Lemma 9.8.

The estimates (9.25) and (9.26) similarly follow from Corollary 8.6 and Theorem 7.2(b) respec-
tively, Fatou’s lemma, Lemma A3 and Lemma 9.8.

To show (9.27), let z € B",,?(0) and let 7 > 0. By (9.1), for each v = 1,2,3,... there exists

1/4
Z, € Bs,(0,2) N Byj(0)NY with NV, ) (Z,) > a. By Lemma 8.3 with u(*) and ¢®) in place
of u and ¢,

u(V) ,q

/ G(u) (X), o) (X) — Dy
By 2(0)n{r>7} | X — Z,|nt2a—0

for sufficiently large v, where &, is the orthogonal projection of Z, onto R? x {0} and C =
(n,m,q, 0,9, o) € (0,00) is a constant. By Lemma 8.2(a), |£,| < CE, for some constant
C = C(n,m,q,o,9®) € (0,00) and so after passing to a subsequence &,/E, converges to some
A(z) € R% Thus by dividing both sides of (9.30) by E? and letting v — oo using Fatou’s lemma
and Lemma 9.8, we obtain (9.27) for some \(z) € R2.

To see the asserted uniqueness of A(z), fix z € BI‘/ 42(0), let A1, A2 € R? and suppose that for
i=1,2,

(9.30) [(X) &) dX < CE?

0
T O SR |wy, k,l,h - D:ctpg l)( X) - \f?
>3y O DAl A iy oo
B1/2(0) j=1 k=1 i=1 h=1
for some 01,09 with 0 < 01 < 09 < 1/¢. By the triangle inequality, this implies that

NN |Dmso ) (= M)
]l 1= A2
/ ZZZ |n+2a o2 dX < oo.
B1/2(0) 521 k=1 1=1

In view of the fact that ¢(©) is homogeneous of degree o and independent of the variable y € R"~2
and that Dlgogo)(ew,y) and Dggpg-o)(ew,y) are L? orthogonal (as functions of 6), this implies that
A1 = Ao
Finally, to see that A € CO'=7/2(B; /4(0); R?), first notice that \ is bounded by construction. Let
21,22 € By/4(0) be two distinct points. Using (9.27) with z = z1, 2, the fact that [X — (0, z;)| <
|21 — 2| for all X € B,y (0,2422), and the triangle inequality,
2

J

which in view of the fact that »(© is homogeneous of degree o and is independent of the variable
y € R"2 and that chpg-o)(ew, Y), Dggpgo)(ew, y) are L? orthogonal implies that

D207 (X) - (A(21) = A(22))PdX < Clay — 22077

J Pj 495,k

21+22
|21 —20] (0 J
2

1k=11=1

IM(z1) = A(z2)] < Clzr — 20|~/
for some constant C' = C'(n, m, q, a, cp(o),a) € (0, 00). O

Lemma 9.10. Let w = (wj) € B. Let ((x,y) = C(|lz|,y) where ¢ = ((r,y) € CQ(B?/;(O))

with Drg(r,y) = 0 in a neighborhood of the axis {r = 0}. Then using cylindrical coordinates
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X = (re',y) on R",
J Dy

or 9.k
a— o 0
(9.31) sz]k/Bn ” / / Zr2 LD 2w 1q - DoY) - DDy, Cdf dr dy = 0
j=1k=1 1/2
for all v = 1,2 and h = 1,2,...,n — 2, where 4,0 ( ) = > [[cpgol)( )] (as in (6.1)) if gp&o) 18

nonzero and gpgol) (X) = 0 otherwise and wjy.o(X) = mjk St w; g n(X) for wign(X) as in
(9.9).

1/2
Proof. Let w be the blow-up of u® relative to ¢*) and excess E, = (fBl(o) g(u(”),gp(”))> as
in Definition 9.2. Let 4 > 0 be any positive number such that Drg(r,y) = 0 for r < 4. Let
v](l'k) : graphgo§t’,3|31/2 0 — .Amjk( my be as in Corollary 6.5 with v = 1/2, 7 = §, u = u*), and
© =W, Let v§?,37l;a( ) = mj - ZZLJ{‘ v; k 1.1(X) where v 5 (X) is as in (6.5) with gpgyk)l and vj(yk)
in place of ¢;; and v;. By Lemma 7.3 with u™ and ¢ in place of u and ¢,

J P o 95,k ) o
ngk/n 2( / / 272@ 1D e ijla'Db%Vkl) DDy, ¢dfdrdy
j=1k=1 1/2

<C(02E% 4+ 6*E,)
forall t=1,2 and h =1,2,...,n — 2, where C' = C(n,m,q, a, 4,0(0),() € (0,00) is a constant. By
the compactness of (single-valued) harmonic functions, v](-l'k)l,a/E,, — Wj p 15q 1N 01(31/2(0) N{r >

d};R™) (using the notation and conventions from Subsection 9.1). Thus by dividing by E, and
letting v — oo,

J Py o 5.k
(9.32) Zm], / / / Zr2a D2 W)k g - Dbgog-?l)) - DDy, ¢ df dr dy
7j=1k=1 1/2 (0
< 052(1
forall t=1,2and h =1,2,...,n — 2. By using the dominated convergence theorem together with
the fact that D,¢ = 0 in a neighborhood of {r = 0}, Dywj k1. € L*(B1/2(0);R) (by 9.26) and
D0 ¢ L?(B15(0); Ag(R™)), we can let 6 | 0 in (9.32) to obtain (9.31). O

Lemma 9.11. For each § € (0,1/4), w = (w;x) € B, z € B?/lﬁ( ), and (jj € 001(31/16(0)) with
Gkl < 1/16 and |D¢jpl < 1,

J Pj Qk J Pj 4k

(9.33) /Bw() SN [Dujral? < /B SN D@kl

0)N{r>8} {21 k=1 1=1 1/16(0)0{r>0} 554 121 =1
J Pj 4k

+ 0572 SN lwieal

B1/8(0)0{5/8<7‘<25}] 1 k=1 I=1
where wj 1 s as in (9.9), W,k 1(X) = w;jk1(X +p(X)(X —(0,2))), and C = C(n,m,q,a, ©0) e
(0,00) (independent of §).
1/2
Proof. Let w be the blow-up of u® relative to ¢*) and excess E, = (fBl(o) g(u(”),gp(”))> as
in Definition 9.2. Let vj(yk) : graph <P§-7V/3\Bl/2(0> — A, . (R™) be as in Corollary 6.5 with v = 1/8,
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7=0/8 u=u", and p = o). Let v;;(X) is as in (6.4) with ) and vj(yk) in place of ¢ and
v; - By Lemma 7.4 with 1™ and ™) in place of u and ¢,

J Dpj qjk J Py qjk

. D 2 < / DY) |2
(534 /Bl/mm) ZZZ’ U””‘ By16(0) ZZZ’ ””‘

N{r>8} 59 k=1 1=1 N{r>6} 55 k=1 1=1
J Pj 4k

+ 0672 Y kl
By s(0)N{5/8<r<25} ; ; lZ; P
where 37,(X) = v\ (X + (x(X)(X = (0,2))) and C = C(n,m,q,0,¢®) € (0,00). By the
continuity of Dirichlet energy under uniform limits of Dirichlet energy minimizers (see Lemma A2
of the appendix),

J DPi 9k J DPi 4k
(9.35) Jim g S DD =330 Duyf
j=1k=11=1 j=1k=11=1
strongly in L'(Bs/32(0) N {r > 6/2}). Moreover, by Lemma A3 of the appendix and the chain rule,
J DPi 9k J DPi 4k
(9.36) PSS D ILLIED D) D) DL
j=1k=11=1 j=1k=11=1

pointwise a.e. in By /15(0) N {r > d}. Hence, by dividing both sides of (9.34) by E? and let v — oo
using (9.35), (9.36), and the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain (9.33). O

10. CLASSIFICATION OF HOMOGENEOUS BLOW-UPS

The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 10.1. Let w = (wj ) € B be homogeneous of degree o in the sense that

45,k M,k

X =) 0> [wiknn(X)]

=1 h=1

is an Am, q, . (R™)-valued homogeneous degree a function of X € R™\ {0} x R"~2 for every j and
k, where w14 is as in (9.9). Then w € £.

An analogous result was proven in [Sim93] using Fourier analysis and PDE techniques, a method
we adapted in [KrumWic-1] to prove Theorem 10.1 in the special case ¢ = 2, taking advantage
of the fact that in that case the blow-ups w € B are, away from the axis of ¢(¥, single valued
functions over graph (). Since this latter fact is no longer true in the present setting (of general

q), the proof requires a new approach and considerably more effort.

Recall that for each z € B?/42(0), w satisfies (9.27) for a unique A(z) € R%  The proof of

Theorem 10.1 involves the following main steps:

1. Prove Theorem 10.1 in the special case that (9.27) holds true with A(-) =
2. Show in the general case that A(z) is a linear function of z € R"~2, and thus by composing
each () with a suitable rotation where (u(*)) is a sequence of locally energy minimizing

functions corresponding to w per Definition 9.2, the proof reduces to the special case \(:) =
0.



FINE PROPERTIES OF BRANCH POINT SINGULARITIES 67

For Step 1, we use the energy comparison estimate of Lemma 9.11 to establish monotonicity of
the frequency function associated with w at base points on {0} x R"~2, and deduce from (9.27)
(with A(z) = 0) that w has frequency > « at each point of {0} x R""2 and hence that w is
independent of y € R"2. From this the conclusion that w € £ will readily follow. For Step 2, we
first use Lemma 9.10 to establish an L? mean value property for the y-derivatives of certain Fourier
coefficients of the average of w, and then use this mean value property and a PDE argument.

10.1. Case A = 0 : frequency monotonicity. Suppose w € B and that (9.27) holds true with
A(z) =0, that is

J P 45,k

|wjk:l 2
(101 [ o DX X <€

) =1 k=1 1=1

for all z € BI‘/_42(0) and o € (0,1/q) and some constant C' = C(n,m,q, o, ¥, o) € (0,00). By
(10.1) and (3.3), for every o € (0,1/q),

J Pj 45k J Pj 45k 1/2
02 S S a0t (k[ S S pu] <o
j=1k=11=1 \x\/Q ] 1 k=11=1

for all X = (2,y) € By3(0)\ {0} x R""? and o € (0,1/q) where C' = C(n,m,q,a, 9 7)€ (0,00).
It follows from this and a covering argument that
J Pj 4k

(10.3) / S IDwrl < C,

Bi/16(0) j=1 k=1 1=1
where C' = C(n,m, q, o, ).
Lemma 10.2. Suppose w = (w;x) € B is such that (10.1) holds true. Let W : By/3(0) — A (R™)
be defined by

J DPj 95k Myk

=22 > Twjria(X

j=1k=11=1 h=1
forall X € Bl/g( ), where wj k1 are as in (9.9). Then either wjy =0 in Byjy for all j and k, or
for each z € Bl/16(0)

PP 50,0 1 D1

pt" faBp(o,z) |w]?

(10.4) N, (0,2)(p) =

is monotone nondecreasing as a function of p € (0,1/16). Moreover, in the latter case N (o,.)(p) =
a for all p € (0,1/16) and some « > 0 if and only if W((0,2) + X) is homogeneous of degree o as
a function of X = (x,y) € Bi/16(0).

Proof. Recall from Section 4 that it suffices to show that w satisfies (4.3) and (4.4) for an appropriate
class of test functions, i.e.

(10.5) | ipwkc=— [ wrpapy
(10.) | GIDwt e, - DafDwr) - D) (X = 0.2)) =0,

for all ¢ € C}(By/16(0)) and z € R"™2, where ey, ey, ..., e, denotes the standard basis for R and
we use the convention of summing over repeated induces.
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Since w is component-wise minimizing, (10.5) holds true whenever ¢ € C1(By 16(0)\ {0} x R"~2).
For each § € (0,1/32), let Xs : [0,00) — R be a smooth function such that 0 < xs(r) < 1,
Xs(r) = 0 for all » € [0,0/2], Xs(r) = 1 for all » > ¢, and |Xj(r)| < 3/6. Define x5 : R — R
by xs(z,y) = Xs(|z|). Let ¢ € Ccl(Bl/lﬁ(O);]R) be arbitrary and replace ¢ in (10.5) by xs¢ to get,
using (10.2) and (10.3), that

(10.7)

/ (DT ¢ + W D Did)xs
B1/16(0)

< / | Dl D]
1/16(0

< C&*7 sup [(]
B1/16(0)

for every o € (0,1/2q) and some constant C' = C(n,m, q, o, (9, 0) € (0,00). In view of (10.3) we
can let § | 0 in (10.7) to obtain (10.5). Note that this argument does not work to prove (10.6), so
we instead argue as follows.

Let ¢ € CY(By16(0);R), z € B;‘/lé(O), and 7 > 0 be arbitrary. Recall that w satisfies (9.33) and
thus (by taking in (9.33) (j = ( for every j and k) we have that for every t € (—¢,€), where e > 0
depends on |[Clc1(B, 140

D’ < ID@XHC )X (0, ) o ol

/Bl/lg(o)m{r>6} /Bl/w(o)m{r>5} By s(0)N{6/8<r<246}

By (10.2), for every t € (—e¢,¢€),

/ puf < [ DX+ (X)X — (0.2) + 0327
B1/16(0)N{r>d} B1/16(0)N{r>4}
for some constant C' = C'(n,m,q,a, ¢, ) € (0,00). Recall that by (10.3), fBl/lG(O) |Dw|? < oo.

Hence we can let § | 0 and use the monotone convergence theorem to conclude that for every
le (_67 6)7

(10.8) / |Dwl* < / |D(W@(X +t¢(X)(X — (0,2))))[
B1/16(0) B1/16(0)

whence 4| _ fBl/lS(O) |D(W@(X +t((X)(X —(0,2))))]* = 0. By direct calculation, this gives (10.6).
O

By Lemma 10.2, the standard consequences of the monotonicity of frequency as in Section 4
hold true with w in place of u (and (0, z) in place of Y'). Using this, we prove Theorem 10.1 in the
special case when A\ = 0 as follows:

Proof of Theorem 10.1 when A =0. Let w € B be homogeneous of degree a and suppose that
(10.1) holds. The conclusion holds trivially if n = 2, so suppose that n > 3.

For each z € R"™2, define Ny (o .y by (10.4) and let N(0,2) = lim, 0 Ny ..y (p). By (10.2) and
(4.8) (with w, (0,z2) in place of u, Y), Ng(0,z) > « for all 2 € R""2. Since w is homogeneous of
degree q, it follows that Nz(0, z) = « for all z € R"~2? and moreover that w(x,y + 2) = w(x,y) for
all (z,y) € R™ and z € R*~2. It readily follows that for each j and k

45,k Mj k Njk go—1

(10.9) Z Z [[wj,k,l,h(rewa )] = (m; kg r — 9N k)[0] + Z Z [Re(a; k lro‘ew‘ 9+2”h))]]

=1 h=1 =1 h=0
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on Bj/5(0) for some integer N with 1 < Njp < mjrq;x/qo and some ajj; € C™ \ {0}, where
wjpp are as in (9.9). Let ¢(®) = (mj, »(*)) € D be such that w € B(¢(>)). When cpg.o,j) is
identically zero, (10.9) immediately implies that w;j takes the form of 1;; in (9.5). When gp&olj)
is not identically zero, w; is component-wise minimizing and thus w;; are regular on each ball
B CC By3(0) \ {0} x R"~2. Hence we can use (10.9) to represent wj j in the form of v; in (9.4)
and (9.6) with b =0, so w € £. O

Before proceeding to prove Theorem 10.1 in its full generality, let us point out the following
interesting fact which illustrates the subtlety of the variational property (10.6) of w:

Remark 10.3. Although (10.8) above says that W is energy stationary (in fact minimizing) for
domain deformations that are radial from any given point on {0} x R*~2, 0 need not be stationary
for more general domain deformations of the type ¢; : X — X +t(¢1(X),...,("(X)), X € B;2(0),

t € (—€€), where (7 € C}(Bj2(0)) are arbitrary. To see this, consider for instance w(z,y) =
Re(c(zy + ix2)'/?) where ¢ = a + ib for a,b € R™. Let ¢ = (c1,...,¢m) € C™ with ¢ € C,
k=1,...,m, and let

m
y=coe=> "= (la]? — |b?) + 2ia b
k=1

Writing w(X) = wW(((X)) for ¢; as above, it is easy to see that %|t:0 fBl/Q(o) |Dwy|? = 0 if and
only if

(10.10) / (|DW[*D;¢" — 2D;w - D;wD;¢?) = 0.
B1(0)

On the other hand, by direct calculation, (10.10) holds if and only if v = 0, i.e. if and only if
la] = |b] and a - b = 0. Indeed, since

-1

1 1
Dy = 5 Re(e(z1 + ize) %) Dyw = 5 Re(ic(z1 + izg)~Y?) = - Im(e(z1 + izg)H?)

we have

m
1 _ _; 1 _ s
|D1w|? — |Dowl? = ZZRe((ckr 1/2¢=10/2)2y — i I Re(ye™™),
k=1

3

_Tl Im((ckr_l/ze_i9/2)2) = _—17‘_1 Im(’ye_w).

1

2D1w - Doyw
k
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Hence

/ (|DW[*D;¢" — 2Dyw - DjwD;¢?)
B1(0)

J
= lim (|D@|2l‘j —2D;w - Dj@l‘i) C—
el0 dB.(0) r
. _ _ _ _ 1
= lim — (|D1@|* — | Dow]*)(21¢" — 22¢%) + 2D1% - Dowi(x1¢? + 22¢1)) =
el0 dB.(0) T

2T
= [ (G Re0e D eos(O)C0) = sinO)C(0) ~ ] Imre ) cos(E)C(0) + sin(6)¢1(0) )
0

21
—— [ Rl 0) - ()6 0)
0

T

= —§(Re(’Y)C1(0) — Im(7)¢*(0))
where r = |z|, so (10.10) holds for all ¢!,¢? € C}(B;/2(0)) if and only if v = 0.

Now let (@ : R? — Ay(R?) be given by

¢ () = Re(a(er + ies) (w1 + iz2)'/?)
for all x = (z1,22) € R?, where a > 0 and ey, ea, e3 is the standard basis for R®. For each t € R,
let u; : B1(0) — Aa(R?) be given by
u(x) = Re(a(cos(t)er + ies + sin(t)es)(x1 + ixg)/?)

for all = (z1,x3) € B1(0). Notice that u; — ¢(©) as t — 0 and, since cos(t)e; + sin(t)es and ey
are an orthonormal pair of vectors, each of u; and ¢(® is energy minimizing. The blow-up of u;
relative to ¢ as t | 0is (up to a constant multiple)

W = Re(aes(z) + izs)'/?)

which by the discussion above does not satisfy (10.10).

10.2. Reduction to the case A = 0. Let w = (w; ;) € B and suppose that w is homogeneous of
degree . Our first goal is to show that the function A corresponding to w as in (9.27) is linear in
z. To achieve this, we proceed as follows:

Foreach j =1,2,...,J, k=1,2,...,p;, and ¢ = 1,2, define wj, : B Y 0)n{r >0} - R by

1/2

~ 1 m 1— 1 0

Tialr) = o [ 3 wiaalre ) Digf)
if cpg )y
n (6.1)) if <p§- ) is nonzero and Wik a(X) = mjk SopF w; ey p(X) with wj g, as in (9.9). Since
w is homogeneous of degree «, @;k is homogeneous of degree one and thus we can extend 15;%

is not identically zero and wj,(r,y) = 0 otherwise, where ¢, l( ) = >0 [[gpgol) (X)] (as

to a homogeneous degree one function on R"~* N {r > 0}. We also extend w; ;. to a function on
R™ 1\ {r = 0} by w (r,y) = wh(—r,y) forallr <0, y € R™"~2. Since each w; .4 is a locally
defined harmonic function, each wj , is smooth on R™ 1\ {r = 0}. By (9.27) with ¢ = 1/(2q),

J DPj 4k

/B(O ZZZW@MI < CIN(z )|2 n+2a—2 Opn+2a—o SC'p"+2a_2
P 7z

j=1k=1 l=1
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for all z € B{’/f(O), p € (0,1/4] and some constant C' = C(n,m, g, a, ¢®) € (0,00). Thus by the
Schauder estimates,

J Pj 45k

(10.11) SN k(X)) < Clafo

j=1k=11=1
for all X = (z,y) € Bys(0) \ {0} x R"2 where C' = C(n,m,q, o, ) € (0,00). By (10.11),

Wy € LOO(B;L/_SI(O)) for each j, k, and ¢. Also, by (9.26),

(10.12) /B Dy T drdy < oc.

1/2

For each ¢ = 1,2, define W*: R"~! — R by

J Pj
WL(T7 y) = Z Z mj,k’&j;‘,k(ﬂ y)
j=1 k=1
Clearly, W* € L“(B?/_gl(O)) N C’OO(B{L/_SI(O) \ {r = 0}) and W"* is homogeneous of degree one. By

(9.31), for each function ¢ € C2({(r,y) : 7 >0,y € R"2 72 + |y|? < 1/4}) with D,¢(r,y) =0 in
a neighborhood of {r = 0},

/ r?*'DW*.DD,,(drdy =0

{(ryy) : 720, y€R" =2, r24|y|2<1/4}

where D is the gradient operator on R~ = {(r,y) : r € R,y € R""'}. Since ( is arbitrary, for each
function ¢ € C?({(r,y) : » > 0,y € R" 272 + |y|?> < 1/4}) with D,¢(r,y) = 0 in a neighborhood
of {r =0},

/ r? = 'DW* . Dép, ,Cdrdy =0
{(ry) 720, y€RM =2, r24|y[2<1/4})

foreach t = 1,2, h=1,...,n—2 and 7 # 0, where ¢}, ; is the difference quotient operator given by
f Y+ Tep _f Y
5h,7’f(ra y) = ( 7_) ( ) >
where e, es,...,e,_o denote the standard basis vectors for R*“2. By integration by parts for

difference quotients,

/ r?=1Dé, W - D¢ drdy =0
{(ry) 720, y€RM=2, r24y|2<1/4}

and then by integration by parts,

(10.13) Sh W div(r**=tD¢) dr dy = 0

/{(hy) 720, yeR" =2, r24[y|2<1/4}
foreach 1t =1,2, h=1,...,n— 2, and 7 # 0. Since W"* is even in the r variable, this implies that

(10.14) / Sn W div(|r|**~ D¢) dr dy = 0
Bf/j(O)
for each ¢ € C’CQ(BIL/;1 (0)) with {(r,y) = ((—r,y) and D,((r,y) in a neighborhood of {r = 0} and

for each « = 1,2, h = 1,...,n— 2, and 7 # 0. Now take any function ¢ € CE(BI‘/_;(O)) with

¢(r,y) = ((—r,y) and note that D,.((0,y) =0 for all y € B?/_zz(O). There is a sequence of functions

Ck € CE(B;‘/_; (0)) such that for each k, (x(r,y) = (x(—7,y), Dy(; = 0 in a neighborhood of {r = 0},
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E’{k — E’{ pointwise in B?/_zl(O) \{r=0}as k — oo for j =0,1,2, and (; and its derivatives up
to order two are uniformly bounded on BI‘/_zl (0). Hence, since W* is bounded, we can substitute
Cx for ¢ in (10.14) and apply the dominated convergence theorem to deduce that (10.14) holds true
whenever ( € C’Cl(BI‘/_zl(O)) with {(r,y) = ((—r,y). By (10.12) and the dominated convergence
theorem again, we can let 7 — 0 in (10.14) to deduce that

(10.15) / D, W*div(|r|**~*D¢) dr dy = 0
B3 (0)

forall t=1,2, h=1,...,n—2,and ¢ € CE(B?/EI(O)) with ((r,y) = {(—r,y). We are thus in a

position to apply the results of the next two lemmas with W = D,, W*.

Lemma 10.4. Let (r,y) denote a general point in R" ™' with r € R and y € R"2. Let z € R" 2
and pg > 0. Suppose that W € C’OO(B;‘O_l(O, z) \ {r = 0}) satisfies W (r,y) = W(-r,y),

/ P W ()| dr dy < o0
By (0,2)

and

(10.16) / W div(|r[**~1D¢) dr dy = 0
Byt (0,2)

for all ¢ € C’CQ(B;}O_l(O, z)) with {(r,y) = ((—7r,y). Then

1 1
10.17 7/ r2 W (r, y) dr dy = 7/ 2= YW (r,y) dr dy and
T N L ) 5 o T

1 1
10.18 7/ r2 W (r, y) dr dy = 7/ r2 W (r, y) dr dy
(018) ey [, P e [ T

for all0 <o < p < po.
Proof. Fix z € R" 2 and pg > 0. For € € C1(R) with spt& C (0, po), and (r,y) € R*1, let
po
) = [ gy ar
R

where R = \/r2+ |y — 2|2. Then ¢ € C3(R"!), spt( C B;LO_I(O, z), ¢ is constant near the point
(0,2) and ¢(r,y) = ((—r,y) for all » > 0 and y € R"~2. Also, for r > 0, by direct calculation

div(r?*~'D¢) = — div(r** "' R* " 2¢(R) (r,y)) = —r** 'R E(R).
Substituting this into (10.16) gives that

/ PPV RB20N (1,) €(R) dr-dy = 0
Bp;H(0,2)

which, by the coarea formula, is equivalent to

£0o
/ <p3‘"‘2°‘/ ) !7’\2‘HW> &' (p)dp = 0.
0 0By~ (0,2)

This says that the function p s p3~"—2¢ J. 9B (0,2) |7|2¢=1W has zero distributional derivative and
P )

therefore must be constant on (0, pg). This gives us (10.17). The identity (10.18) follows from
(10.17) via integration. O
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Lemma 10.5. Let n > 3 and let (r,y) denote a general point in R"~! with r € R and y € R"2.
Suppose that W € C®(R" 1\ {r = 0}) is a homogeneous degree zero function satisfying W (r,y) =
W (-r,y) on R* 1,

(10.19) / 7|2 W (1, y)|? dr dy < oo,
ByH0)
and
(10.20) W div(|r|** ' D¢) dr dy = 0
Rn—1

for any ¢ € C2(R"Y) with ((r,y) = ((—r,y). Then W is a constant function on R" 1.

Proof. Let us first suppose that W € C°(R"~'\{0}). Then by homogeneity, W attains its maximum
and minimum values at points in B} ~1(0)\ {0}. By the strong maximum principle, W must attain
its maximum and minimum values on {r = 0} \ {0}. However, by (10.18) and homogeneity and
continuity of W, for each z € R"~2\ {0},

1 1
W(O,Z) = lim m / ’T‘2a_1W = lim m / ‘T’2a_1W
p\LO cn,ap B271(07Z) p—0 cnvap Bgil(ovz)
1 1

= lim 7%2&_2/ r2e W = —/ r?etw,
P00 Cn,af) Bp~(0,0) Cn,a JBYT1(0,0)

where ¢, o = fB?ﬂ(O) |r|2¢=1. Thus W is constant on R"7!,

For the general case, observe that W (r,y) = ¥(y/r) on R*"' N {r > 0} where 1 € C®°(R"2)
is given by 9(2) = W(1,2), z € R*2. By (10.20), div(r2*~! DW) = 0 in R* ' n {r > 0}, so ¢
satisfies

n—2 n—2
(10.21) A¢(Z) + Z ZZ'ZjDZ'jT/)(Z) — (20& — 3) Z Zﬂ)ﬂﬁ(z) =0
i,j=1 i=1
for all z € R""2. When n = 3, one can explicitly solve (10.21) by integration to find that
(10.22) P(z) = Cy + 02/ (1425 at
0

for constants C1,Cy € R. Hence either lim, o 1(z) = £oo or lim, o 9(2) exists and is finite.
Equivalently (since W is even in the r variable) lim,.,)_,0,1) W(r,y) = f00 or lim(, y)_0,1) W (r,y)
exists and is finite. But by (10.18)

1
lim ———— / \7‘]20‘_1W(7‘, y)drdy = gnt2a—2 / \7‘]20‘_1W(7‘, y) drdy < oo
0 pn+2a—2 Br1(0,1) B;’/;l(o,l)

so limy,. .y, (0,1) W (r,y) exists and is finite. By symmetry, lim, )0, —1) W (r,y) exists and is finite.
Hence W extends to a continuous function on R? \ {0}, and therefore W is constant on R?. (Al-

ternatively, one can use integration by parts and (10.22) to show that W satisfies (10.20) only if
Cy=0.)

Suppose n > 4. Since 1 is smooth on R"~2, we can represent ¢ by the Fourier series expansion

b(sw) =D i(s)dr(w)
=1
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for all s > 0 and w € S"3, where ¢} denote L? orthonormal eigenfunctions of the (negative)
Laplacian on S" 3. Thus Agn-s¢y + ppdr = 0 on "3 for 0 = py < po < pg < pg--- and
$) = [gn-s ¥ (sw)Pp(w)dw. Notice that since 1 € C*°(R"2), v, € C°([0,00)) NC>((0,0)) with

- C(p0) ifk=1
Y%(0) = - P(0)pp(w)dw = {0 ith> .
By (10.21), 7y satisfies
(10.23) (14 )a706) + (152 = 20 =95 ) 2hto) ~ L ule) =0

for all s > 0. By applying the Frobenius method (see [Tes12, Theorem 4.5]) to (10.23) to obtain a
series expansion at infinity

i(s) = C1f1(1/8) + Cas®* 2 f5(1/5) if 200 & N,
Ve(s) = (C1 + Cacralog(s)) fi(1/s) + Cos™* 2 fo(1/s) if 20 €N, a > 1,
Y(s) = C1f1(1/5) + (Crcy1 /2 log(s) + Cy)s Lfa(1/s) if a=1/2,
where C1,Cy € R are arbitrary constants, c; o € R are constants depending on £ and «, and fi, fo
are real-analytic at the origin such that f;(0) = 1 and f;(s) = f;j(—s) for j = 1,2. In particular,

either limg o0 Vi(8) = £o00 or limg_,oo Y1 (s) exists and is finite. For each k > 2, by using the
definition of v, and L? orthogonality of 1 and ¢y,

(020) (o)l =| [ vlswon(e) ] <
<0+ Cls| = s

SO )ds] + [ 10ls) (0] or)| o

Sn—3

for all 0 < |s| <1, where C' € (0,00) is a constant independent of s.

For each k, let ¢y, : R"~2 — R be the function given by ¢ (2) = & (|2|)éx(2/|2|) for = € R*=2\{0},
¥1(0) = (0) and (0) = 0 if £ > 1. Let Wy : R® '\ {r = 0} — R be the function given by
Wi(r,y) = Yr(y/r) for r # 0 and y € R"2 (and in particular for » # 0, Wi(r,0) = (0) and
Wi(r,0) = 0 if k > 1). We want to show that W}, satisfies (10.20) for any ¢ € C?(R"!) with
C(r,y) = ¢(—r,y) and that W}, extends to a continuous function on R"~!\ {0}. To see this, note
first that it readily follows from (10.23) that v is a smooth solution to (10.21) in R*~2\ {0}. In
particular, by integration by parts v satisfies

(10.25) / Y [ AC+ Z D;;(z2i¢) + (200 — ZD (zi€) | =
Rn—2

1,j=1

for all ¢ € C2(R"=2\ {0}). To extend 1, to a solution to (10.25) in R"~2, first observe that when
k =1 we have ¢ (z) = 71(|z]). Since 7, is bounded at 0, 1 extends to a Smooth solution to (10.23)
on R such that v1(s) = v1(—s). Thus ¢x(z) = 71(]z]) is a smooth radial solution to (10.21) in
R"~2. Next suppose k > 2. For each § > 0 let n; € C?([0,00)) be a cutoff function such that
ns(t) = 0 for t € [0,5/2], ns(t) = 1 for t € [§,00), and |Dns| < C5~! and |D?ns| < C65~2 for some
constant C' = C'(n) € (0,00). By replacing ((z) with ns(|z|) {(z) in (10.25) and using (10.24), for
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each ¢ € C2(R"~?) and sufficient small § > 0

n—2
L oenstlzh | ac+ S Dyy(eiss) + 20— ) S Dy
i,j=1 i=1

<O Ko [, el <00
S

where C' € (0,00) is a constant independent of 6. Letting 6 | 0, we conclude that v satisfies
(10.25) for all ¢ € C2(R"2). By elliptic regularity, ¥ is a smooth solution to (10.21) in R"~2. Tt
follows that Wy is a smooth solution to div(|r|?**~1DW}) = 0 in R\ {r = 0}.

Take any ¢ € C2(R"\ {y = 0}) with ¢(r.y) = ¢(~r,y) and D,¢(0,y) = 0 for all y € R*2. We
represent ¢ by the Fourier series expansion

¢(r, sw) ng (r,s)dr(w) where E&g(r,s) = /SHS C(r, sw)pp(w) dw

for r,s > 0 and w € S"™ 3. Define ¢, € C2(R"1) by (i(r,sw) = &(r, 8)pr(w) for each r,s > 0
and w € S"73. Since ¢ € C2(R" 1\ {y = 0}), & € C%(R?\ R x {0}). Moreover, using the fact
that D,¢(0,y) = 0 for all y € R"2, we see that |r|'"2*div(|r|?**~1D¢) = AC+ (2 — 1)r~1D,( is
bounded and similarly |r|*=2% div(|r|>?*~1D() is bounded. We have the Fourier series expansion

2 div(r 2D = D (]2 div(ir P D)) — s 26 (r, ) ()
k=1
= 3 IR div((r DG,
k=1

where s = |y| and w = y/|y|. Since W satisfies (10.20) for all ¢ € C2(R"~!) with ((r,y) = ((—r,y),
we can replace ¢ with (i in (10.16) and use the fact that ¢ is an L? orthonormal basis to obtain

/ W div(|r[**~1D¢) dr dy = / Wy, div(|r[**~1D¢) dr dy
Rn—1 Rn—1

= W div(|r[**~1D¢) dr dy = 0.
Rn—1

Hence W, satisfies (10.20) for ¢ € C2(R"1\ {y = 0}) with ((r,y) = ¢(—r,y) and D,.¢(0,y) = 0 for
all y € R"~2. Tt follows that W}, satisfies (10.20) for all ¢ € C2(R"~1\ {0}) with {(r,y) = ((—, ).
Recall that by the series expansion v at infinity, either limg_ oo Vk(s) = 00 or limg oo Vi(S)
exists and is finite. Thus either lim, v, ) W(r,y) = oo for all 2 € S"=3 such that ¢g(z) # 0 or
lim, ) _(0,2) Wi(r, y) exists and is finite for all z € S"=3. By (10.18) with W} in place of W

1
lim ———— / 2 Wi (r,y) dir dy = 2"+2°‘_2/ 2 Wi (r,y) dr dy < oo
pL0 pn+2a 2 BI- 1(0 z)| | ( ) B?/;1(07z)| | ( )

whenever z € S"~3 with ¢, (z) # 0. Hence lim, ) (0,2) Wi (r, y) exists and is finite for all z € Sn=3,
and in particular W}, extends to a continuous function on R"~1\ {0}.

For each 6 > 0, let 5 € C'*([0,00)) is a cutoff function such that n;(¢) = 0 for t € [0,6/2], ns(t) = 1
for t € [0,00), and |Dns| < C6~! and |D?*n;5] < C5~2 for some constant C = C(n) € (0,00). By
replacing ((r,y) in (10.20) with 75(|(r, y)[) C(r, y),

s Wi ns(|(r,y)]) div(jr**7DC) dr dy < C(n) 8" [Wi|l < (3, oy € lon zn-1y
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for any ¢ € C*(R"!) with ((r,y) = ((—r,y). By letting 6 | 0, we conclude that W)}, satisfies
(10.20) for each ¢ € C3(R™ 1) with ((r,y) = ((—7,y).

Now for each integer k > 2, W} is a homogeneous degree zero function that is continuous on
R"~1\ {0} and that satisfies (10.20) for ¢ € C2(R"™!) with ((r,y) = ((-7,y). Consequently,
Wi(r,y) = ve(lyl/r)ék(y/|y|) is constant. Hence for each k > 2, since ¢y, in nonconstant, Wy, = 0.
Since W is constant, it follows that W is constant on R*~!. O

In view of (10.12) and (10.15), we may apply Lemma 10.5 with D,, W* in place of W to conclude
that D,, W* is constant on R* ! for . = 1,2 and h = 1,...,n — 2. Thus we may express W =
(Wl, W2)T

J Dy
(10.26) Z m;j xW; k(1 y) = W(r,0) + cAy,
7j=1k=1

where w; j, = ({17]1 . {17]2 »)7 and A is a constant 2 x (n — 2) matrix and for convenience we set

pj

= E oa*m;, k|c
Jj=1k=1

(0)

is nonzero and ¢

where cgo) is asin (5.2) if ¢;
degree one, W (r,0) = ar where a = W (1,0) € R?. (While the particular value of a is not important,
one can use the fact that each wjy ., is locally harmonic to show that div(rza_lﬁwb) = 0 weakly
in R* N {r > 0} and thus a = 0 if @ # 1/2. If & = 1/2, a may be non-zero and this is consistent

with the definition of £.)
Let z € B,%(0). By (9.27), the L? orthogonality of chpg.?,z(ew) and Dg(pg.?,z(ew), and the fact

(0)

= 0 otherwise. Moreover, since W* is homogeneous

1/4
that
1 2mqo 1 2mqo
— D0 ()2 <0>2._/ 2 _ 2 (02
0 o | gojk( )7 df = |] | p_— cos”(af) df = « |c] |

for « = 1,2, we have

2
w; k(r,y) — oz2|c§-0)|2)\(z)‘ drdy < C

7,20: 1
/B" o) |y — z)|nt2e-e

1/2
for all 7 and k for which gpg-o) is not identically zero, where C' = C(n,m,q, o, o9, 0) € (0,00) is a
constant. By the triangle inequality,

2

pPj
S (@540 ) — a2V 2A(2))| drdy < C
k=1

/ r2o¢—l J
By ) |y — 2)|n2eme e
for some constant C' = C(n,m, q, o, 9, o) € (0, 00) (recall that 15]1% = zﬂfk =0if gp&o)
zero). In other words, by (10.26),

is identically

,r.2a—1
/ ) |Ay — A\(2)|? drdy < C < o,
Bn

1/2 (0) |(T7y - Z)|”+2a_o—

which implies that A(z) = Az.



FINE PROPERTIES OF BRANCH POINT SINGULARITIES 7

Thus, taking A(z) = Az in (9.27), we conclude the following: If w € B is homogeneous of degree
«, then there exists a constant 2 X (n — 2) real matriz A such that

m

sk |w]kl —Dwg% ) Az|?
0 z)|n+2a o

dx <C

J D 4k
(10.27) /B o ZZ;

Jj=1k=1 h=1

for all o € (0,1/q) and some constant C' = C(n,m,q,a, o9, o) € (0,00).

Proof of Theorem 10.1 (for general ). Let w = (w; ;) € B and suppose that w is homogeneous of
degree . Let A be the matrix as in (10.27). Write A = (Re(b) Im(b))? for Some be C" 2 and
let B be the n x n matrix defined by b as in (9.16). For v =1,2,3,..., let u™, o™ e, B, and 0y

1/2
correspond to w as in Defintion 9.2, and let E, = <fB1 ) g(u(V), @(”))2> . We have that for any

@ € (o) (where ¢ is any small number as in Definition 5.2),

[ aureen g
B1(0)

§2/ Q(u(”)oe_E”B,cpoe_E”B)2—|—2/ g(cpoe_E”B#P)2
B1(0) B1(0)
1
<9 / G(u®), 0)? + 2E2| BJ2 / / Veo(e BB X)[2 dt dX
B1(0) B1(0) /0
< 2/ G, )% + 2E3|B|2/ IVo(X)|? dX
B1(0) B1(0)
so in particular
(10.28) / Gu™ o e BB o2 < 02
B1(0)
and
(10.29) / Gu") o e BB o2 < CE2
B1(0)

where Cq, C € (0,00) are constants depending only on n, m, ¢, «, 0 and B. Moreover, in
case p*) > py (notation as in Definition 9.2 and Definition 5.2), we have by (9.3), (10.28) and
Remark 6.6(a) that

/ G, o) <8, inf / G(u), ¢)?
B1(0) ) 0)

IEUp( V) _ 1<I>Bsu (cp(o)

<8, inf / G, ')’
/(@) ©)

(v) 1
P
¥ EUp =po (1)3 Cilev,p
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with 8, — 0 as v — oo. It follows from this and the triangle inequality that for each v with
)1
p¥) > py and each ¢’ € U= (1)3\/0_151,,;:'(90(0))7

/ G, o2
B1(0)
<28, / G(u), ¢ o0 PrB)? +/ G(¢ o et P )2
B1(0) B1(0)

<28, / Gu 0 e BB, ) 4 CE?
B1(0)

where C' = C(n,m, q,a, 9, B) € (0,00), whence E? < 48, fB1 0) G(uoe BvB )2 and therefore,
in view of (10.29),

(10.30) / G 0B )2 < Cp, inf / G 0 e BB )2,
B1(0) ,(p(®) 7 B1(0)

(v) 1
D
SDEUP =po o, Crev,p

The inequalities (10.28) and (10.30) and the definition of B imply that there exists w* € 9B such
that, passing to a subsequence of (v), w* is the blow-up of u) o e EvB relative to 4,0(” ) and excess

_ / G(u®) 0 BB, )2,
B1(0)

Let 7 > 0 arbitrary. Let vj(uk)l be as in (6.4) corresponding to vj('/k) as in Corollary 6.5 with u = u(®)

and ¢ = o). Taylor’s theorem (9.20) (applied locally away from the axis {0} x R"~2 with o*) in
place of f and — B in place of B) gives us that for sufficiently large v and all X € By_.(0)N{r > 7},

95,k Mj k

W) =333 3 ehale P X) e X))
h=

<.
Il
—_
a-»—t

Mk
ol

3 ||MC§
—_

QN
<

3,k

[[cpg'jk)J E,,ngpg’f,;l(X) Ay + Uygl (e BB X) 4+ Rg.;g,l,hmﬂ

[
M~

1

B
Il
—

=1

>

=1

<.
Il

where E_leyk) I h(X ) = 0 as v — oo. Therefore, by the definition of blow-up, the fact that the

convergence E 1[[1)] k1n ()] = [wj k()] is uniform in By—~(0) N {r > 7} and the arbitrariness of
7, we have that

(10.31) cwt = (wjp, — Ds@§°) (X) - Ay)

in B1(0)\ {0} x R"~2 for some constant ¢* € [0, C] with C as in (10.29); in fact ¢* = lim,_,o, E, 'E}
where, by (10.29), the limit exists after passing to a subsequence. (The notation in (10.31) means
the following: if ¢(>) = (m; s, (‘DE'?;))lSjSJJSkSPJ‘) € ® is determined by the sequence (¢(*)) in the
manner described in Remark 9.3 (so that w, w* € B(¢(>))), and if we write w* = (w5 ), then for
je{l,....J}L ke{l,...,pj},

qo0 M.k

cwjp(X) = Z Z[[wj,k,l,h( DSD(O)( X) - Ay]

=1 h=1
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if gpg-o) # 0, where <p§.0) (X) = 2?21[[905'?1) (X)] and wjp is as in (9.9), and

*

* — .
C ka = Wy k

it o =0.)

If ¢* = 0 in (10.31) there is nothing further to prove, so assume that ¢* > 0. It follows from
(10.31) that w* is homogeneous of degree a. Furthermore, since w* € B, using again (10.31)
together with Lemma 9.9(c) (asserting uniqueness of A associated with w) and (10.27), we see that
(9.27) holds with w = w* and A = 0. Thus the conclusion of Theorem 10.1 follows from its validity
in the special case A = 0 (established above) and (10.31). O

11. ASYMPTOTIC DECAY FOR THE BLOW-UPS

The main result of this section is a decay estimate for the blow-ups, Theorem 11.6, which will be
the basis for the proof (given in Section 12) of the main excess improvement result Lemma 5.6. The
general idea of the proof of Theorem 11.6 is similar to that of the corresponding result in Section
4 of [Sim93], and is based on a hole-filling argument that relies on the estimate (9.24) and the key
estimate in Lemma 11.1 below. In contrast to [Sim93] however, the proof of Lemma 11.1 is com-
plicated by issues arising from higher multiplicity; unlike the corresponding argument in [Sim93],
Lemma 11.1 requires a two step argument where the first step is Lemma 11.5 below giving the
same conclusions as Lemma 11.1 subject to additional hypotheses.

Lemma 11.1. Let w € B and ¢ be a projection (as in Definition 9.6) of w onto £ in By/5(0).
Then
J Pi 4k P; 45,k

(11.1) /31/2@ DD Gwika tirn)* < C >

j=1k=1 =1 B1/2(0\B1/s(0) j—1 =1 1=1

A(wjx1/RY)|?
OR

for some constant C = C(n,m,q, a, 4,0(0)) € (0,00), where wjy, is as in (9.9) and ;, is as in
(9.10).

For Lemma 11.5 we need the following additional notation:

Definition 11.2. For each ¢(®) € ®, £4(¢(>)) is the set of all ¢ € £(¢(*)) such that v is as in
Definition 9.5 with b = 0.

Definition 11.3. For each ¢ = () € £0(0%)), we call the functions 0 and Re(a;pr®e?) as
in Definition 9.5 the components of ;.

(
J
functions gpflj) forje{l,...,J} and k€ {1,...,p;}. For each s € {so,s0+1,...,[q/qo]}, we let
£0,5(p(>)) denote the set of all ¥ = (Y;1) € Lo(p™)) such that s = Z}'I=1 S0 8k where:

Let () = (mjg, ¢ o,j)) € ® and let so be the number of (not necessarily distinct) nonzero

(i) if gpflj) is nonzero, s is the number of distinct components of Yk (not counting multi-
plicity);
(ii) of 905.?,3) is identically zero, sjy is the number of distinct nonzero components of 1, (not
counting multiplicity).
Remark 11.4. Let () = (m; s, 905.?,3)) €D, sg be as in Definition 11.3, s € {so, so+1,...,[q/q]},
and Y € 2073(90(00)). For eachv =1,2,3,..., let u”, o) and E, be as in Definition 9.2. Assume
o) satisfies the requirements of Remark 9.3(A)(B) taken with p(>) € ® for which ¢ € £(p(>)).
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Let 3% be as in Lemma 9.7 corresponding to ), E, and . By Remark 9.3(B), gpg.’olj) =0 if

and only if gp§'2 = 0 for all v and thus ) has precisely sy nonzero components, where sq is as

in Definition 11.3. Moreover, we constructed (ﬁ(”) in Lemma 9.7 so that 3 = Zj 1 Zj 1 (ﬁguk)

where 4,0(]3 is given by (9.17) with B =10 zfgp k is nonzero and 4,0( » =By, k(X 0) zfcp k =0. It

follows, using Remark 6.6(b), that cpgk) has a zero component if and only if cpj k =0 and ¥;y has a
zero component. It follows that each @gyk) has precisely sj . distinct nonzero components, where s,
is as in Definition 11.3. Therefore, recalling Remark 6.6(b), 2™ has precisely s = 3-]:1 szzl Sk
distinct nonzero components.

Lemma 11.5. For every M € [1,00) there exists B € (0,1) and C € (0,00) depending only on n,
m, q, a, O and M such that the following holds true: Suppose that () = (mj,k,gog-olj)) €D,
w € B(p(>®)) and o € Lo.5(p(>)) (where s € {s0,...,50 + 1,...,[q/q]} with sy corresponding to
©(*®) as in Definition 11.8) are such that

J DPj 4k J Pj 4k

(11.2) /B ZZZQ Wik Yje)? <M inf /B o Zzzg(wj,k,lv"‘b},k,z)zv
1/2

1720 527 k21 1= vreL(el=) ) =1 k=1 1=1
and that either (i) s = so, or (ii) s > sp and

(11.3)
J Pj 4k J Pj 4k
/ SIS Gl by <5 inf / SOSOS Gl )
B1/2(0) j=1 k=1 (=1 el 20 o (9(5)) By /5(0) j=1 k=1 I=1

where wj g is as in (9.9), Yj k1 is as in (9.10) and %, ; is as in (9.10) with @' in place of Y. Then
(11.1) holds true with C = C.

Proof. Observe that it suffices to fix s € {sg,s0+1,...,[q/q]} and prove Lemma 11.5 with 3 and
C depending on s. Suppose that for some fixed M € [1,00) and s € {so, so +1,...,[q/q]} and

each v = 1,2,3,..., there exist 5, > 0, p(»>®) € ®, w®) = ( w )) € B(p¥>)), 1/1(” = (wj'/k)) €
£0.s(¢>)) such that 8, | 0 and (11.2), (11.3) hold true with 90(” 00) w(”), »®), B, in place of
() w, 1, B respectively, and yet

3y p3| e Tl >33l
ay —— < Gl v
B1/2(0\B1/8(0) =1 k=1 1=1 B1/2(0) j—1 k=1 1=1 5 &

for all v, where w(k)l is as in (9.9) with w = w® and 1/1(,” is as in (9.10) with ¢» = ). After

passing to a subsequence, we can take m;; (corresponding to cp(” Oo)) to be independent of v.
Moreover, we may assume for each j and k that either gpguéoo) is nonzero for all v or cpg.'/,;oo) is
identically zero for all v. For each v, let

1/2
J Dj 4k /

S W 3 3 I ey

1/2(0) 527 k=1 1=1

Since w") € B, there exist a sequence of average-free locally energy minimizing ¢-valued func-
tions (u(*))_ | and cylindrical functions ") ¢ <I>1/,i7p(<,0(0)) as in Definition 9.2 such that w) is

1/2
the blow-up of u**) relative to ¢**) by the excess E,,. = <fB1 ) G(u), 90(”’“))2) . By Remark
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9.3(A)(B) and the fact that %) e <I>1/,{,p(<p(0)), we may assume that ¢(**) have components gog.f',f)

with multiplicity m;; and for each j € {1,...,J} and k € {1,...,p;} one of the following hold
true:
(a) gp&o) is nonzero, cp%fcoo)(X) = ¢§0)(X) = Re( (0)(m1 + ix9)*) for all v, and gp(V ”)(X) =
Re(c (."j’”) (x1+ize)?) for each v, k and some c( s ) € C™\{0} with |c(wi | <C(n,q,a)v1
(b) (,050) (X) = gpgykoo)(X) gpgykﬁ) (X) =0 for all v, k;
(c) gpg-) is identically zero but gogy,;o)( ) = Re(cg.f',fo) (r1 + ix9)®) for some c§’jéoo) e Cm\
{0} and gp(V H)( ) = Re( ( )(xl + ix9)®) for all v,k and some cg.'j,f) e C™\ {0} with
(m/|c(1m|_ <1/1/

Let 7, 1 0 as kK = oo and vj(_z;'i) : graph SDE-I,/;;’{)’Bl/z(o Nfrsm.d = Am;, (R™) be as in Corollary 6.5
with v = 1/2, 7 = 7,0, u = u%) and ¢ = e*). Let v(k ) be as in (6.4) with ) and v**)
in place of ¢ and v. For each v and &, let 3**) be as constructed in Lemma 9.7 with ¢®*) (),
and F, , in place of ©®) 4, and E,. Observe that by the definition of blow-up,

J Pj Gk (kafl)(X)
(11.5) Jm 3737376 Sk 0 (x) | =0
j=1k=11=1
uniformly on B /5(0) N {r > 7} for each 7 > 0. Moreover, by Lemma 9.8,
2 R 1 (v,k) ~(v,k)\2
e —/Bw( I ATUESS g N tls

Select diagonal sequences u#)  o#rW) = GEKW) and E @)y by choosing r = k(v) large
enough such that, with «®##) o@E#) in place of u®), ), conditions (a)—(e) of Definition 9.2
are satisfied for d,,¢,, 8, | 0 and, in view of (11.5) and (11.6), also such that

J Pj Gk U(Vk"fl(’/))(X) ) 1
(11.7) g 7] cwi(X) | < =F, and
By /2(0) ﬂ{r>1/u};;; K (V) 15 v
1
(11.8) lim — / Gu ) ) 1.
voree Es K (V) FE By/2(0)

Set u(l/) — U(V’H(V)), QO(V) — (IO(MH(V)); 6(”) = &(V,H(V)% and EI/ = E(I/ Ii(l/))'
Observe that by taking ¢’ = 0 in (11.2) and applying (9.23) gives us

J P Qk J DPj 45k

=/ DD Gwik k) <M/ ZZZW’]k” <M
B1/2(0) =1 k=1 1=1 B1/2(0) =1 k=1 1=1
and thus by (11.8)
(11.9) / Gu™, g2 < 2E?F? < 2ME?.
B12(0)

for all sufficiently large v.
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By the triangle inequality, (9.2) and (11.9),
[ a@eOp<2 [ g pR [ g2 <o + 1
B1/2(0) B1/2(0) B1/2(0)

Hence by Lemma 9.7, Remark 11.4 and ) € £¢ ((¢**)), we have that $(*) € (I)\/mau S(cp(o)).
We claim that either (i) s = pg or (ii) s > py and

(11.10) / G(u™), )2 < max{2MB,,645,} inf / G(u™, 2.
B1(0) SD'EUZ:I ‘%msmp/(so(o)) B1(0)

To verify this, suppose that s > pg. It suffices to separately consider the cases py < sg = s and
po < sg < s and show that (11.10) holds true in each case. If pg < sg = s, (11.9) and (9.3) give us
(11.10). On the other hand, if py < sp < s, by the triangle inequality, (11.3) implies that

J DPj 4k J Pj 4k
(11.11) / S NS g ) < 4B, inf / SN TG a)?
Bi12(0) 51 k=1 1=1 TZJEUS/:SOSO,S' Bi1/2(0) 521 k=1 1=1
for v sufficiently large. By (11.6) and (11.11),
J Pj 95,k
(11.12) / G(u®, 32 §2E3/ SN G )?
B1/2(0) B1/2(0) =1 k=1 1=1

. J DPj 4k
< 8BVE3 slpf /B ©) ZZZQ 1/} law]kl
1/2 =1

1
vrely s, Lo j=1 k=1

for v sufficiently large. Let ) € Up o \/ma p,(gp(o)) be such that

(11.13) / (", )% < 2 inf / G(@E™, ).
B1/2(0) By /2(0)

s—1 0
Uy ®s s Dey o (P

By Remark 11.4 we have o) € <I>€V7SO(<,0(O)) and by assumption sy < s. Thus we may take ¢’ = p*)
in (11.13) to get

(11.14) [ a@ap<a ] g
B1/2(0) B1/2(0)
By the triangle inequality, (11.14) and (11.9),
(11.15) RGN L Y RN Y (RN
By/2(0) B12(0) By1,2(0)
<6/ gE, ey
B12(0)

< 12/ g(u(”),ﬁ(”))2+12/ G(u®), )2
By /2(0)

B1/2(0)
< 12(2M + 1)E2.

By (9.2), (9.3) and Corollary 6.5(a) we know that the separation between the distinct values of
oW (z,y) is > OB, |z|*E, for all (z,y) € By1/2(0), where C' = C(m,n,q,a, ©0) € (0,00) is a
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constant, and thus by (11.15) there exists P = ( ) e Ui ,_80 £0.¢(¢>)) such that

J Pj Qi k Mk

=333 S 1) + B, D) W (X)] for all X € By js(0),

j=1k=11=1 h=1

J Pj 45k
(11.16) / G(a™, 3l E2/ G, :
B12(0) By /2(0) ZZ; Pk ]kl

jlkl

where gpgyk)l is as in (6.1) with ) in place of ¢ and ¢( Fop 18 as in (9.10) with ™) in place of .

Hence by (11.12) taking ¢/ = ), (11.16) and (11.13),
(11.17) / G(u™, 3?2 < 165, inf / G(e™), ¢')?
B1/2(0) B1/2(0)

s O ST vy A (@)
for v sufficiently large. By the triangle inequality, (11.17) implies that (11.10) holds true.
Therefore, since u*) and ¢*) satisfy conditions (a)—(e) of Definition 9.2, ) € ® \/mems(gp(o)),

and (11.8) and (11.10) hold true, we can let @ be the blow-up of u(*) relative to ) and excess
EVFI, in Bl/Q(O)

(0)

To understand w more concretely, let us consider j, k such that @, is nonzero. Recall that

(pg,'jéoo) (X) = (pgp) (X) = Re(cgo) (x1 +1ix2)*). Recalling Definition 9.5, we can express 1/1( J as

wj(:/)( ,y,Re( r za6 Zm]kl[[Re V re za@)]]
for a positive integer L, distinct a(V) € C™ and positive integer multiplicities m ; such that
g Js j,k,l 75k,

Zlejlk mj k1 = mjp (With Lj g, mj, taken to be independent of v by passing to a subsequence).
Thus by the construction of ) in Lemma 9.7, 3(*) has distinct components

(11.18) A (X) = [Re((cV) + Byal) (@1 + iz))]

with multiplicity m; ;; near <,0§ k) (not to be confused with the notation of (6.1)), where gpgyk) (X) =

Re(cg-f'k) (z1 +1iz2)?) for c(y) € C™ with |C(V -0)| < C(n,q,a)e,. Then we can use Corollary 6.5 to

express u*) as the graph of Ug(‘,k),l : graph ‘:Dj,k,l|ﬂu = Am, . (R™), where Q, = By /5_ (0)N{r > 7,}

for 7, | 0, and then use the blow-up procedure of Subsection 6.3 to take a limit of T)J(V]gl /(E,E,).
Let us denote the resulting limit function as w; x; : graph (ﬁgo,:)l] By2(0) = A, 1., (R™) where ‘55013)1 =

905-0). Notice that by (11.18),

Ljrmjk
vj(yk)( ,y,Re( r¢ w‘e Z [Re(E (.f'k)’lro‘ Z0‘6) +5](V,2’l’h( ,y,Re(Eﬁj]g’lr“ew“g))]]
=1 h=1

whenever (re,y) € Q,, where“ﬁk)l: ()—i-E a(k)landfu kl—zm”l[[vjklh]] on graphgpjklgy

for a Lebesgue measurable function ot k) 1h - graph @ gpj 4 \QV — R™. Thus by (11.7),

kagkl

(11.19) lim — ¢ w]k,z > [Re(ay ¥ peeio®) L B pa] | =0

v—oo F),
=1 h=1
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v)

uniformly on compact subsets of Bj/,(0) \ {0} x R"~2 where w](. . and wj ., are evaluated at
(re'?,y, Re(cgo)ro‘ema)).

(0)

The justification of (11.19) in case ; (c0)

is identically zero but @ s not identically zero is
essentially the same (in which case gp(y)( X) = Re(c(lg (x1+ix9)?), (’Dgukoo)( ) = Re(c; (.V’Oo) (xl +ix9)®)
and cpg. k)l(X) Re(“ﬁolj)l(azl + ix2)®) where CEIQ, cgukoo),ﬁﬁo,:)l e C™\ {0} with hm,,_>Oo c /]c] k\ =
lim,, oo cgukoo) Eﬁolj)l), and similarly it requires only obvious modifications in case cpg-o) and cp; A o)
are both identically zero (in which case p®) might have both a zero component w](.’Vk)J(X ,00=0
and nonzero components 1/)](-?,371()(, 0) = Re(agf',z’l(xl + ixz9)®) for ag-f'k)J € C™\ {0}; hence if Q,Z)J(Vk)l is
identically zero then <,Z§O,j)l(X ) = 0 and otherwise <,Z§O,j)l(X ) = Re(Eﬁ?,i)l(xl + ix9)®) where Eﬁf)l =
hml’—>00aykl/| ykl )-

Now divide both sides of (11.4) by F? and let v — oo using Fatou’s lemma, (11.19), and
Lemma A3 of the appendix to conclude that w is homogeneous degree a in By/5(0) \ By/g(0).
Hence the homogeneous degree « extension of w| B 5(0)\By s(0) is componentwise locally energy
minimizing in R™ \ {0} x R"~2, so by unique continuation (Lemma A4 of the appendix), w is
homogeneous of degree a in By 5(0). Since w € B, we conclude from Theorem 10.1 that w € £.

We define ¢*) = (TZJ(VI@)) € £(p™)) as follows. Recalling (11.18), if <,0§f',fo) (X) = Re(cg-fllfo) (1 +
iz9)?) is not identically zero let

Ljkmj g
e,y Re(cl > rei?)) = [Re(af’) rei®?) + Fyivyun(re”, y, Re(@ppree™))],
=1 h=1
noting that <p§ k)l gp( ) for all v. Similarly if <p§ koo) is identically zero, let
mj k1

PN re? g 00 = S S IR n(re?,y,0)]

l.~(°°) =0 h=1

j k1=
my k1
+ Z Z [[Re(ag-lj,;lro‘eme) + B pan(re? )y, Re(i k)lr"em‘g))]].
50020 h=1
J

where we recall that ¢ A( )l = lim, 00 ag.'jk)’l /la ]Vk)l\

Now observe that for p1,p2 € (1/8,1/2) and w € S*71,

G wﬁ'tjk),l(plw) w](fk)’l(pgw) </1/2 0 wﬁﬁ?,l(Rw)

dR.
’ s |OR Ro

pY 123

for each j, k, and [, where we let gpgk X)) =37 k[[gpjkl( )] on the conical domain K = {Rw :
R>0,w € Biw) NE"}, wfl) (X) = wi (X, 07} (X)) on K, and vyl (X) = 0 (X, 071 (X))
on K (like in (9.7), (9.9), and (9.10)). Thus by the triangle inequality, homogenelty of 1), and
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the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

. . v ~(v 2 ; ke v (v
EJ: P; qmg gk)l(plw) ¢§’lz7l(p1w) <2§J: P; qg,kg w](.7,2’l(p2w) 1,[);1371(,()2&0)

Y

(07 (0} (0}
j=1 k=1 I=1 Py P1 j=1k=1l=1 P2 P2

1/2 J_ Pi 9k P w(_V) (Rw)

g,k

2 / 222 1o |~ o
18 i1 k=11=1

Multiply both sides by p'~'ph~1, integrate over w € S*~1, p; € (1/8,1/2), and py € (1/8,1/4),
and sum over j to get

J P 45,k

J Pj 4
oSG ZZZ W) PSR
: 1k=1I[0=1

/31/2( O\B1/s(0) 527 k1 1=1 B1/4(0)\B1/8(0
J Pj 4qj (v) /Ra) 2
+C ””
B1/2(0)\B1,5(0) Z::Z::Z::

for some constant C' = C(n,«a) € [1,00). By adding fBl/S(O) E}'le D rLe ( ]kl, ]kl)
both sides,

J Pj qk J DPj 45k
(11.20) / ZZZQ jkl’¢jkl <C/ ZZZQ Jkl’¢ﬂkl
B1/2(0) j=1 k=1 1=1 B1/4(0) j=1 k=1 1=1

2
P; 45,k 8 ]kl/Ra)

J
+C
By /2(0)\B1,5(0) ]Z:; ]gzz:l =1
By (11.2), the left-hand side of (11.20) is bounded below by F2/M. By (11.19), the nonconcentra-
tion estimate (9.25) with w = w® and ¢ = "), and (11.4), after d1V1d1ng by F?2 the right-hand
side of (11.20) converges to 0 as v — oo. This contradiction proves the lemma. g

Proof of Lemma 11.1. Let w € B and let 1) be a projection of w onto £ in By 5(0). Let o) e ®

such that w € %(cp(oo)). For v =1,2,3,..., there are u”), o) satisfying the requirements of Defin-

1/2
tion 9.2 such that w is the blow-up of u(*) relative to ¢*) and excess F, = (fBl(O) G(u®), 90("))2) .

Let B be given by (9.16) where b is as in Definition 9.5. By the argument at the end of Section 10.2,
there exist w* € B and a number ¢* € [0,00) such that w* is the blow-up of u*) o e~ relative
to ¢*) and excess \/fB1(0) G(uW o e BvB )2 and c*w* = w; k1 (X) — Dgp(o) (X)-By.If - =0,
Lemma 11.1 trivially holds, so assume ¢* > 0. Since ¢ is a projection of w onto £ in By /5(0), it
follows that (¢*) ™1 (1 51(X) — Dgp(o) (X) - By) € £o(¢(>)) is a projection of w* onto £ in B /5(0).
Hence in order to prove Lemma 11 1, we may, and shall, assume without loss of generality that
b € Lo(p>)).

Let s € {s0,...,[q/qo]} such that 1 € £y (¢(>)). Fori € {1,2,...,[q/q0] — so+ 1}, inductively
define 3; and C; by 81 = B and C :_6 where B and C are as in Lemma 11.5 with M =1 and for
each i > 2, 3; = Band C; = C where B and C are as in Lemma 11.5 with M = 2= (3185 --- 3;_1) !

Observe that (11.2) with M = 1 holds true since ¢ is a projection of w onto £ in By/,(0). If
either s = sg, or if s > s¢ and w and v satisfy (11.3) with 8 = 31, then by Lemma 11.5, w and 1
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satisfy (11.1) with C' = C;. If instead s > s and w and v do not satisfy (11.3) with 8 = 4, for

i=1,2,..., i inductively select () ¢ 20,52.((;7(00)) such that when i = 1 we have sg < s; < s and
J Pj 45k J Pj Qk
1 .
JA0 9 ) STUCISEEHIEL NI SN NI 9) ) SL: TRt W,
B1/2(0) j—=1 k=1 1=1 WGUS/:SO Lo,61 (%)) J By /5(0) j=1 k=1 I=1
and for each i > 2 we have sy < s; < s;_1 and
J DPji 4k ] J Pj 45k
[ S Sl < w3 S Gt
By15(0) 21 =1 1=1 WeU Tl o0 (90) Y B1y2(0) 5= =1 1=1
and terminate either when 7 equals the smallest g for which s;, > s¢ and
J Pi 4k )
UE DR A0 9) 3) SrI G s
B1/2(0) j=1 k=1 1=1

J DPj 4k
2
YYD G(wikg )
= =1

< Big+1 . inf /
w’EUSfO:sO £0.4((>)) YV B1/2(0) j=1 =1

or (if no such ig exists) when i equals the value 7o for which s;, = s9. By choice of Y@ one readily
checks that (%) satisfies
J DPi 4k J DPj 45,k

(11.22) / DD Gwika )’ < / SN Glwgn vy
B1/2(0) B1/2(0)

j=1k=11=1 Jj=1k=11=1
J Pj 4k

o o,
= B1B2 -+ Big /31/2(0)Zzzg(wm,z,%,k,z) :

j=1k=11=1

In view of (11.21) and the second inequality of (11.22), we may apply Lemma 11.5 and to conclude
that (11.1) holds true with w, (0 and Ciy+1 in place of w, ¢, and C'. Hence, by the first inequality
of (11.22), w and v satisfy (11.1) with C' = Cj,+1. Since ig < [q/qo| — S0, we conclude that w and
¢ Satisfy (111) with C' = max{C’l, 02, ce 70&1/(10]—80-‘1-1}}‘ O

Theorem 11.6. Let ¥ € (0,1/8] and w € B and for each p € (0,1/2] let p(?) = (1/1](.pk)) be a
projection of w onto £ in B,(0). Then,

J Pj 4k J Pj 4k

(11.23) o9 "2 /B o SN Gwikg, lbj(-?k{z)z < 0192“/ SN Gwig, ¢]('71k/3))2
9

j=1k=11=1 Bi12(0) 5= k=1 1=1
for some constants € (0,1) and C € (0,00) depending on n, m, q, a and ¢\9), where wji (X)) =
w; (X, @) (X0) and O (X) = 5 (X, @{51(X0) for 9%} as in (9.7).

Proof. Let p € [9,1/2]. By (9.24) with () in place of 1,

ZJ ij Z 2 | 0wt/ RY) ) ZJ ij Z (o) 2

—-n VL —n—2a P
(11.24) /B 0 2 R T‘ < C,O /B 0 4 g(wﬁk,l’wj,k,l)
p/4( )J:1 k=1 =1 o( )j:1 k=11=1

where C' = C(n,m, q, a, p9) € (0,00). Let u®), o*) be as in Definition 9.2 such that w is the blow-
up of u™) relative to o) by the excess F, = \/fBl(o) G(u), p(1))2, With the help of the argument of
the proof of Corollary 6.5, we may readily verify that there exists wy € B such that wy is the blow-up
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of the sequence u(?") = p=2u)(p(.)) relative to ¢*) by the excess BY \/fB ©) )2,

and moreover that cyw; = p~%w(p(-)) where ¢; = lim, El,_lE,Sp) € [0,p™%]. Since it suffices
to prove the present theorem assuming that w| By # 0, we may assume that ¢; > 0. Hence by
applying Lemma 11.1 to wq, we see that
J Pi 4k
(11.25) Rl D 9 B) D (CTRRC B
Bo(0) j=1 k=1 1=1
J Pj Qk

<c I

Bp(0\Bpa(0) =1 k=1 1=1

where C' = C(n,m, q,a, ) € (0,00). Thus by (11.24) and (11.25),
J 5.k

w]kl/R )‘

q

(0,
(11.26) / Zi R2™

ZU] k l/R ) ‘
Bpa(0) =1 k=1 1=1
J Pj 4k
O(wj /R |”
SCO/ RZ—n | Z220E T
B (0)\B,4(0) ; pt ; OR
for all p € [9,1/2] and some constant Cy = Cy(n,m,q, o, ¢9) € (0,00). By adding Cy times the
left-hand side of (11.26) to both sides of (11.26),
J Pj 9k J D 4k
R%) R
man [ SISy g | A \ v >R e T )'
Byya0) 521 =1 1=1 Bp(0) j=1 k=1 1=1

for all p € [99,1/2], where v = Cy/(1 + Cy) € (0,1). Iteratively applying (11.27) with p = 2721
for i =1,2,...,N — 1, where N is the positive integer such that 2723 < ¢ < 272N-1,

J DPj 4k J Pj 9k

R R
(11.28) / SSS RE 7“’““/ )‘ <C’192”/ SN RE 7“)”’”/ )"
By(0) j=1 k=11=1 B1/s(0) j=1 k=1 1=1
where y = —log~/log 16. By combining (11.24) with p = 1/2, (11.25) with p = ¢, and (11.28), we
obtain (11.23). O

12. EXCESS DECAY LEMMAS

We will first prove the following preliminary excess decay lemma.

Lemma 12.1. Let p(© be as in Definition 5.1 and let p € {po,po + 1,...,[q/q0]}. Given 9 €
(0,1/8), there exists § € (0,1/4) and &, B € (0,1) depending only onn, m, q, a, ¢, p, and 9 such
that if u € WH2(B1(0); A, (R™)) is an average-free, energy minimizing function and ¢ € ®z ()
such that N, (0) > «

(12.1) / Glu,p)? <&
B1(0)
and either (1) p = po or (ii) p > po and
(12:2) / Glu,0)* < B inf / G(u,¢')?,
B1(0) SDEUZJP q’sg,p’(@(o)) B1(0)

then either
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(1) B5(0,90) N{X € By/2(0) N Xy q : Nu(X) > a} =0 for some yo € BI‘/_;(O) or
(ii) there is a @ € ®==(p?) such that

o [ g < T [ Gl
By (0) B1(0)
where 7 € [1,00) is a constant depending only on n, m, q, a, %, p, and ¥ and T € (0,1)
and C € (0,00) are constants depending only on n, m, q, a, cp(o), and p (independent of

9).

Proof. Let 9 € (0,1/8) and © be fixed as in the lemma. For v =1,2,3,...,let 0 <&, <4, | 0,
B, 10, u) € WH2(By(0); A,(R™)) be an average-free, energy minimizing function and p*) €
O, (@) such that (12.1) and (12.2) hold true with £ = ¢, § = B,, u = ), and ¢ = ¥
and option (i) of Lemma 12.1 does not hold true with § = 6, and v = u®). We want to show
that for some constants 5 € [1,00) depending only on n, m, ¢, «, ©® p and ¥ and T € (0,1)
and C € (0,00) depending only on n, m, ¢, a, ¢ and p and for infinitely many v, there exists
W € &)%k(w(o)) such that

19—n—2a/ g(u(u)’(z(u))2 < 6192u/ g(u(u),(’p(u))?
By(0) B1(0)
By the arbitrariness of the sequences this will complete the proof of Lemma 12.1.

By (12.1), (12.2), and the failure of option (i), let w € B be a blow-up of u() relative to ¢*) in
Bs,4(0) obtained via the blow-up procedure in Section 6. By Lemma 11.6,

J Pj Gk J Pj Gk
(123) 9 / SOSTS T Gwjg w7 )? < 00 / SIS fwjaal? < 097
By(0) j=1 k=1 1=1 B1/2(0) =1 k=1 1=1

for some constants 77 € (0,1) and C' € (0, 00) depending on n, m, ¢, a, and ¢(© (and independent
of ), where wj 1 is as in (9.9) and P is as in (9.10) with ¢ = (). Since 1(?) is homogeneous
degree av and is a projection of w onto £ in By(0),

J Pj Gk J Pj 4k

) 12 _ —n—20 () 12
(12.4) /Bl/z(o) DD D Il =(29) /Bﬂ(o) DO el

j=1k=11=1 j=1k=11=1
J Pj 4k

< 2(29) "2 /B o SO (wiwal® + Gwjey, ¢§f9k),l)2)
9

j=1k=11=1
J Pj 4k

<oy | o 2 2 2wl
9

j=1k=1I=1
< 4(29) "2,

Define 3*) by Lemma 9.7 with 1) = ¢(?). Note that by Lemma 9.7 and (12.4) we have P e
@Wey(cp(o)) for some constant 7 = j(n, m, q, , 4,0(0),19) € [1,00). By Lemma 9.8,

Pj 45,k

lim E;? Gu®, )2 = / > Zg(wj,k,la¢§j?,l)2

v—roo By(0) By(0) j=1 k=1 1=1
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and thus by (12.3),

19—n—2aEV—2 g(u(u)’ (z(u))2 < 20192E
By(0)

for v sufficiently large, completing the proof. O

Notice that the hypothesis (12.2) plays an important role in the blow-up method used to prove
Lemma 12.1 above. We will now deduce Lemma 5.6 from Lemma 12.1, i.e. show that hypothesis
(12.2) can be removed in favour of weakening the conclusion to allow excess improvement to occur
at one of finitely many fixed scales. The argument is the same as that in Section 13 of [Wicl4] and
is included here for completion.

Proof of Lemma 5.6. Let us first consider the special case ¢ € @eo(gp(o)). For each p € {po,po +

&‘ : -,_(Q/QO” and ¥ € (07 1/8)7 let € = E(p, 19)7 B = B(py 19)7 b= g(p, 19)7 Y= i(p)v o= ﬁ(p)7 and
C = C(p) be as in Lemma 12.1, where we omit the dependence on n, m, g, o, and ¢(©) to simplify
notation. For each j =1,2,...,[q¢/q0| —po + 1, set

B; =min{B(p,9;) : p=po,po + 1,...,[q/q0]}.
Set
o = min{d(p,¥;) : p=po,po +1,...,[q/q0], j =1.2,....[a/q0] — po + 1},
eo=min {379 \/BiB B 1 2(p0) s p=po,po+ 1o Ta/a0), 5= 1,2 Ta/ao] = po + 1}
v =max{37(p,9;) : p = po,po+ 1,-. -, [¢/a0], = 1,2,...,[a/q0] — po + 1}.
Additionally, set

p=min{z(p) : p = po,po + 1,...,[q¢/q]1},
C1 = max{C(p) : p=po,po+1,...,[q/q]},

2j_101
Ci=———1forj=23,...,[q¢/q0] —po+1,
I BB Byt /901 = Po
and notice that u is independent of ¥1, 92, ..., 914/49]—po+1 and each Cj is independent of
19]‘, 19j+1, R 779(q/qo]—po+1'

Suppose that ¢ € @eo,p(go(o)) for some p € {po,po + 1,...,]q¢/qo]} and that option (i) of
Lemma 5.6 does not hold true. If

(12.5) / Gu,0)? < By inf / Glu, )
B1(0) P'eUl L, oy (#() ) B1(0)

P =p

then by Lemma 12.1 with 9 = 1, there exists ¢ € (TDWO(QD(O)) such that
79;”_20/ g(ua 6)2 S Clﬁ%u/ g(ua 90)2
Bﬁl (0) B1 (0)

If instead (12.5) does not hold true, inductively select s; € {po,po + 1,...,[q/q0]} and ¢*) e
<I>3k6078k(cp(0)) for k=1,2,3,...,j as follows. Set s; = p and p(!) = . For each k > 1, if

(12.6) / Gu, o) > 5, int / Glu, )2
B1(0) B1(0)

o —1
@'EU;/}:I)O ‘I’gkso,p/(@(o))
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select, po < sp11 < sk and gp(k“) S ®3k€0’sk (4,0(0)) such that

(127) / g(u7 QO(k+1))2 <9 inf / g(u7 @,)2.
B.1(0) P eUS ) By (@) I BLO)

Otherwise, stop and set j = k so that
(12.8) / G(u, gp(j))2 < B; inf / G(u, )2
B1(0) /() J B1(0)

¢’€U;f;;0 Dajen
Notice that ¢U) € <I>3j€0(<p(0)) where 37¢y < 2(sj,0;). By (12.6) and (12.7)
271 271

2 o = 2 0 2 (. H)2
(129) /131(0) Glu, )" < B1Ba---Bj—1 /Bl(O)Q(u’ o) < BBz Byt ® < B, 05)"

By (12.8) and (12.9), we can apply Lemma 12.1 with ¥ = 9, to obtain ¢ € &Dvao(cp(o)) such that

o - ; 2i-1C
95 / G(u,@)* < 0119?“/ G(u,pV)? < Wﬁ?/ G(u,p)?
By, (0) B1(0) B2 B I

= Cﬂ??“/ G(u,p)?.
B1(0)
(Notice that C; depends on 91,95, ...,9;_1 but is independent of ¥;.)

In the general case of ¢ € <T>50(<,0(0)), let A be a skew-symmetric n x n matrix with A;; = 0
for i = 1,2 and j = 3,4,...,n and |A| < &y such that g o e™* € &, (). Letting & and dy

~

represent g9 and dy from the discussion above, let £g = £y/2 and dy = Jp + £p/2. Obviously one
can apply Lemma 5.6 to uo e~ and poe™ to conclude that either option (i) or option (ii) holds
true with 0, u 0 e, ¢ 0 e~ in place of g, u, . Suppose u o e~ satisfies option (i), that is for
some yoy € BI‘/_;(O) there exists Z € B (0,40) N By1/2(0) N Xyee-a with Nyoe-a(Z) > a. Since
|A] < e0 =E0/2,
=42 — (0,50)| < 1Z — (0,y0)| + €2 — Z| <6 +5/2 = bo.

Thus e=4Z € B, (0,10) N B /5(0) N ¥, with Ny(e=4Z) > a. Therefore, u satisfies option (i). If
instead uoe™ and @ oe~4 satisfy option (ii), it readily follows that u and ¢ satisfy option (ii). O

13. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Lemma 13.1. Let ¢(9 be as in Definition 5.1. There exist €,06,Ti € (0,1) depending only on n, m,
q, a, and O such that if u € WH2(By(0); A,(R™)) is an average-free, energy minimizing function
such that

/ G(u, V) < &,
B3(0)
then

{X eXygNBi(0) : Ny(X) >a} =SUT
where S is contained in a properly embedded (n — 2)-dimensional CYF submanifold T of B1(0)
with H™(I' N B1(0)) < wp—2 and T C U2, B, (X;) for a countable family of balls By, (X;) with
Z‘;‘;l p?_2 < 1—46. Moreover, for H" %-a.e. X € S, there exists a unique nonzero, average-free,
homogeneous degree o, cylindrical, energy minimizing function (%) : R™ — Ay (R™) such that

o / G(u(Z + X), g (X))2 < CpPotam
B, (0)
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for some constant C € (0,00) depending only on n, m, q, «, and cp(o).

Proof. Inductively choose ¥; € (0,1/8) for j =1,2,...,[q/q0] — po + 1 such that ¥; < 9¥;_,/8 for
all j > 1 and C;9 < 1 for all j, where i € (0,1) and C; = Cj(V1,...,9;-1) € (0,00) are as in
Lemma 5.6. Let ¢g and dg be as in Lemma 5.6. Define

St ={X €Byp(0) N Tug : Nu(X) > al.

If u(Z + pX) satisfies option (i) of Lemma 5.6 for some Z € X3 | and p € [Jr4/451—po+1, 1], then
by Corollary 6.5, ¥, ,NB1(0) C Bf(s)(O) x R™"~2 for some 7(¢) such that 7(¢) — 0 as 7 | 0, hence we
trivially have Lemma 13.1 with S = () and T' = ¥,, ;N B1(0). Thus we may assume that u(Z + pX)
does not satisfy option (i) of Lemma 5.6 for all Z € ¥ and p € [V14/4,1—po+1> 1]-

For each k € {1,2,3,...} U{co}, we define the set T}, to be the set of points Z € ¥, ; such that,
letting so = 1 and g = ¢(©), for each integer 1 < i < k there exists j(i) € {1,2,...,[q/q]—po+1},
a radius s; given by s; = U;()si-1, and ¢; € (AI;aO(gD(O)) such that u(Z + s;-1X) does not satisfy
option (i) of Lemma 5.6,

(13.1) s /B o,z + ), i (X))2dX < 9lhs 2 /B o, S+ ), i1 (X))2dX,
i si—1

and either £k = oo or k < oo and u(Z + s, X) satisfies option (i) of Lemma 5.6. For every point
Z € %, ,, we can inductively apply Lemma 5.6 to find j(i) and ¢; while u(Z + s;1X) does not
satisfy option (i) of Lemma 5.6 and thereby conclude that Z € T}, for some k € {1,2,3,...}U{oco}.
Note that for each integer ¢ > 1 having found j(I) and ¢; for I = 1,2,...,4, by (13.1) and Lemma 8.2,

(13.2) 572 / G(u(Z + X),pi(X))2dX < s / G(u(Z + X), o0 (X))%dx
B, (0) B1(0)
< Oslle?

for some constant C' € (0,00) depending only on n, m, g, a, and ¢, Hence,
/ Glpi,pi1)” < Cslle?
B1(0)

for all i = 2,3,4,... and some constant C' € (0, 00) depending only on n, m, ¢, a, and cp(o). By the
triangle inequality, for 1 <i < j <k,

1/2 j i |
(13.3) / G(pi,p5)? <C Z 37/26 <C Z 19/11(l—2)/23§t/2€ < C'sf/Qa
7o) I=i+1 I=i+1
and in particular since g = (@,
(13.4) / G(ei, o) < C&
B1(0)
for all i = 1,2,3,..., where C € (0,00) are constants depending only on n, m, ¢, a, and ¢©.

Therefore, provided ¢ is small enough that C/2%¢ < g5 and u(Z + s;X) does not satisfy option (i)
of Lemma 5.6, we can apply Lemma 5.6 to find j(i + 1) and ¢;4+1.

We will now show that the conclusion of the lemma holds true with S = T, and T' = (27, ,\Too )U
(Bu,gNB1(0)\ By /2(0)). Suppose Z € Too. By (13.3), ¢; is a Cauchy sequence in L*(B1(0); Ay (R™))
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and so ; converges in L?(B;(0); A,(R™)) to some %) € ®., (). By letting j — oo in (13.3),
/ Glpi o) < C2sf!
B1(0)

for all i = 1,2,3,... and some constant C' € (0,00) depending only on n, m, ¢, a, and cp(o) and so
by (13.2) and the triangle inequality

(2

S'—n—2a/ g(u(Z + X),(,D(Z) (X))2dX < 0628?
Bs;(0)

foralli=0,1,2,3,... and some constant C' € (0, c0) depending only on n, m, ¢, a, and 00, Given
p € (0,1], choose an integer i > 0 such that s;11 < p < s; to get

(13.5) [ Gz + X) f D X)X < O
B,(0)

for some constant C' € (0,00) depending only on n, m, ¢, «, and 00, Clearly ¢?) is unique for
each Z € To. Since ¢4 is a constant multiple of a blow-up of u at Z, (%) is energy minimizing.
By letting i — oo in (13.4), @ € (o) and thus there is a rotation Qz of R™ such that
09 (QzX) € Doe(p®) and |Qz — I| < Ce. By the estimate on [£]? in Lemma 8.2 and by (13.5),

dist(Q7' (2, — Z) N B, (0), {0} x R"2) < Cep /2

for all p € (0,1/2] and some constant C' € (0,00) depending only on n, m, ¢, a, and ¢(©). Thus it
follows from (13.5) that

/’ (™), D)2 < Oy — 7P
B1(0)

for all Y, Z € X | and so
Qy — Qz| < Ce|Zy — 2,2
for all Y, Z € X% ., where C' € (0,00) are constants depending only on n, m, ¢, a, and cp(o). Thus

1"‘7(17

Yoo € graph f N By/5(0) is contained in the graph of a function f € Cl’“/2(B{‘/_22(0);Rn—2) such
that HfHCl,u/2(B;z/722(0)) < Ce.

Now suppose Z € Y}, for some integer 1 < k < oo. Take ¢(4) = ;. Note that ¢(%) is no longer

unique. By the argument above, there is a rotation )z of R™ such that @(Z)(QZX) € <I>C€(<p(0))
and |Qz — I| < Ce and

dist(Q' (25, — Z) N B,(0), {0} x R"72) < Cep'th/?
for all p € [sy,1/2], where C € (0,00) are constants depending only on n, m, ¢, a, and ¢(*). Hence
(13.6) dist(5 , N By(Z), Z + {0} x R"™?) < Cep
for some constant C' € (0,00) depending only on n, m, ¢, «, and ©© . By the definition of Ty,
u(Y + s, X) satisfies option (i) of Lemma 5.6, i.e.

(13.7) VZ e Y, 3Y € Z+ {0} x ng—/g(o) such that 3} , N By, (Y) N By, j2(Z) =0

Now arguing exactly as in pages 642-643 of [Sim93] (using (13.6), (13.7) in place of (12), (13) on
page 642 of [Sim93]), we obtain a covering of <U1§k<oo Tk> U (Zu,q N B1(0) \ By/2(0)) by balls
B, (Xj), j=1,2,3,..., such that Zj p?_z <1-6. O
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Proof of Theorem 5.7. The argument is similar to the proof of Theorem 2’ of [Sim93], so we will
only sketch it here. Let u € W12(Q; 4,(R™)) be a nonzero, average-free, energy minimizing g-
valued function. Since dimgy Eq(fq_ 3) < n — 3, it suffices to consider the set X, ,, of all points of
Yu,q at which v has a homogeneous degree a cylindrical blow-up. Let Yy € X, 4, and ¢ be
a cylindrical blow-up of u at Y. By the definition of blow-ups and monotonicity of frequency
functions, for every € > 0 there exists o > 0 such that B,g()(Yp) C Q and

/ Gluvyor 9O <2, Ny L (R(2)) — o < 6(e),
B1(0)

where R(e),d(¢) are as in Lemma 4.3. Let @ = uy, . For each py € (0,1/2], define the outer
measure fi,, on B1(0) by

N
Ppo(A) = infz Wn—go 2
i=1

for every set A C B;(0), where the infimum is taken over all finite covers of A by open balls By, (Y;),
i=1,2,...,N, with o; < pg. Choose a cover of X N m by a finite collection of open balls
B, (Y;) such that

N

D wn 207 < o (BE) 41,

i=1
where

5 = {X € g, N B1(0) : Ng(X) > a}.

Remove the balls By, (Y;) that do not intersect X1 from the collection. For each i, let Z; €
B,,(Y;) N X%. By Lemma 4.3, either there exists a nonzero, cylindrical, homogeneous degree «,
energy minimizing ¢g-valued function ¢; : R™ — A, (R™) such that

(13.8) / G(Uz, 90 i) < €
B1(0)

or there exists an (n — 3)-dimensional subspace L of R™ such that

(13.9) {X € 4N By, (Z;) : Ng(X) > a} C {X e R" : dist(X, Z; + L) < e}

Note that we use the fact that the degree of homogeneity « of a cylindrical multivalued function
must equal £y/qo for some relatively prime positive integers ¢y, ¢o with gy < g and thus the set of
all such « is discrete. The conclusion of the theorem now follows by arguing exactly like in [Sim93],
iteratively applying Lemma 13.1 using the fact that either (13.8) or (13.9) holds true. O

Proof of Theorem A of the Introduction. Let u € W12(Q; A,(R™)) be a g-valued energy minimiz-
ing function. Set h = w,, the average of the values of w, which by [Alm83, Theorem 2.6] is a
single-valued harmonic function, and let v = u — h. By Theorem 5.7(b), for H" 2-a.e. Z € By,
there exists an average-free, homogeneous, cylindrical, energy minimizing g-valued function (%)
and pz > 0 such that

pn / G((Z + X), oD (X))? < Cpplotths
By (0)

for some constants py € (0,00) and Cz € (0,00). Consequently, the desired conclusion of the
theorem, including the L? estimate on the error term eg»Z), holds true. O
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Proof of Theorem B of the Introduction. First observe that if for some ¢-valued energy minimizing
function u € WH2(Q; A,(R™)) and some closed ball B C Q, H"?(B, N B) = 0, then B\ B, is
simply-connected (see the Appendix of [SimWicl6]). Since locally in B\ B,,, u decomposes into
q single-valued harmonic functions, it follows that w decomposes into ¢ single-valued harmonic
functions on B. Hence B, N B = (.

Let B be a closed ball in . By Theorem 5.7, there is a finite set {aq, 9, ...,ax} such that
BN BygNYy g, is nonempty for all j =1,2,...,k and for each j = 1,2,..., k there exists an open
set Vo, D BN Xy g0, such that V, N{X : Nu(X) = a5} has locally finite H™=2 measure in Vi, -
Set ap =0 and a1 =00. For j =0,1,2,... k, let

Fj = {X € BN qu Py < Nu(X) < Oéj+1} N Vaj
so that I'; has locally finite measure (in V,;) and let

T, ={X € BNZyq:aj SN(X) < i1} \ Va,.

Since fj C Eq(fq_ 3), by Lemma 4.2, r ; has Hausdorff dimension at most n — 3. Moreover, by upper

semi-continuity of Ny, each of T';, fj is the intersection of an open set and a closed set and hence
is locally compact. Of course, B, N B = U?:o r;u fj.

Now let k € {1,2,3,...,¢ — 1} and B be a closed ball in Q\ Jy<;cp Sus- For each Y € S, 4,
there exists a p € (0,dist(Y,09)) such that u(X) = Z§=1 u;i(X) on B,(Y) for g;j-valued energy
minimizing functions u; and ¥ € U§:1 Bu;,q,;- Observe that Sy, N B,(Y) = U?Zl By;q,;- By the
above discussion applied to uj, By; 4, is a union of finitely many pairwise disjoint, locally compact
sets each of which is locally (n — 2)-rectifiable. By the compactness of B, it follows that S, j is

a union of finitely many pairwise disjoint, locally compact sets each of which is locally (n — 2)-
rectifiable. n

Proof of Theorem C' of the Introduction. See [KrumWic-1]. O

APPENDIX

Here we will collect some elementary properties of Dirichlet energy minimizing functions and
cylindrical functions that we have used above. The first is a well-known compactness property.

Lemma A2. Let Q C R" be an open set and for k = 1,2,3,... let u®) € WL2(Q; A, (R™)) be
locally Dirichlet energy minimizing functions such that

sup [ [u®|)? < oo for all ¥ cc Q.
ko Jor

Then there exists a subsequence {u*)} of {u®} and a locally Dirichlet energy minimizing function
u € Wh2(Q; A, (R™)) such that u®) — u uniformly on compact subsets of Q and

(A10) /\Du!zz lim / |Du*) |2 for all ¥ cc Q.
Q/ k' —00 Q/

Proof. Immediate consequence of (3.3), the Arzela-Ascoli theorem, and [DeLSpall, Propositions
2.11 and 3.20]. O

In the case of single-valued (harmonic) functions, in addition to the conclusions of Lemma A2
we also have that Du*) — Du pointwise in €. In the case of multi-valued locally Dirichlet energy
minimizers, the presence of singularties makes it more difficult to interpret and prove the statement
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Du*) — Du pointwise in Q. Nonetheless, away from the singular set 3, of the limit function w,
we can show that Du*) — Du pointwise a.e. in § in the precise sense of Lemma A3 below.

Lemma A3. Let Q C R” be an open set and suppose u'F) u € WL2(Q; A,(R™)) are Dirichlet
energy minimizing functions such that u*) — w uniformly on each compact subset of Q. For L™
a.e. Y € Q2 there exists p > 0 such that

N
(Al1) u®(x) =Y uM(x), w qu[[ul ) for all X € B,(Y)
i=1

and

k) _, qi[wi] uniformly on B,(Y)

Du,(k) — qi[Dwi] in L*(B,(Y); Ay, (R™)),

for some positive integers N and q; with ZZ]\L 1% = q, gi-valued Dirichlet energy minimizing func-
tions ul(-k) € Wh2(B,(Y); Ay (R™)), and single-valued harmonic functions u; € C(B,(Y);R™)
(with multiplicity q;) such that u;(X) # uj(X) for all X € B,(Y) and i # j. In particular,
Duz(-k) — q;i[Du;] pointwise a.e. in B,(Y').

Proof. By [Alm83, Theorem 2.14], the singular set ¥, of u is a relatively closed subset of Q of
Hausdorff dimension at most n — 2. Take any point Y € Q\ ¥,. Since Y is a regular point
of u and u*) — u uniformly, there exists p > 0 such that we can represent u*) and u as in
(A11) for some single-valued functions harmonic u; € C*°(B,(Y); R™) with multiplicity ¢; such
that u;(X) # u;(X) for all X € B,(Y) and ¢ # j and some energy minimizing functions u(k) €
W2(B,(Y); Ay (R™)) converging to qifuq] uniformly in B,(Y). Let ug )( X) = 1 Zl lu” ( )

denote the average of u( ) and u ( ) = > 8 [[ul 1 ( ) — u%) (X)] denote the average—free part
(k)

of u;’, where u ( ) =D [[u“ ( )]. By the compactness of single-valued harmonic functions,
uz(lz) — u; in C( B,)5(Y)) as k — oo. By Lemma A2, \|Dul(.52||L2(Bp/2(y)) — 0 as k — oo. Therefore,
for each i =1,2,..., N, Du(k — qi[Dw;] in L*(B,2(Y); Ag, (R™)). O

Next, we have the following unique continuation of property of Dirichlet minimizing multi-valued
functions.

Lemma A4. Let Q C R™ be a connected open set and u,v € WH2(Q; A,(R™)) be Dirichlet energy
minimizing functions. Suppose there exists an open set U C § such that w(X) = v(X) for every
X €U. Then u(X) = v(X) for every X € Q.

Proof. By [Alm83, Theorem 2.14], the singular sets ¥, and X, are both relatively closed subsets
of © of Hausdorff dimension at most n — 2. Thus Q* = Q\ (X, U3,) is a connected open set and,
by the continuity of u and wv, it suffices to show that © = v in Q*. Let = be the set of all points
Y € QF such that there exists a § > 0 such that Bs(Y) C Q* and v = v in Q*. Clearly Z is open.
We want to show that = is relatively closed. Then it will follow that since 2* is connected and
= # () by assumption, we must have Z = Q*, i.e. u = v on Q*.

Suppose Y; € Z and Y € QF such that Y, — Y. We want to show that Y € Z. Observe that Y
is a regular point of u and v and, since Y € E, u(Y) = v(Y). Thus, setting ¢ = +sepu(Y), there
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exists p > 0 such that B,(Y") C © and for each X € B,(Y)
N N
u(X) =Y mifwi(X)], o(X) =Y mi[vi(X)]
i=1 i=1

for some positive integers N and m; with sz\i 1 m; = ¢ and some single-valued harmonic functions
ui, v : Bp(Y') = R™ such that u;(Y) = v;(Y), ui(Y) # u;(Y) for all i # j, and |u;(X) —u; (V)| < ¢
and [v;(X) —v;(Y)| < € for all X € B,(Y). For k sufficiently large, Y, € 2N B,5(Y) and thus
there exists d; € (0, p/2) such that uw = v on Bs, (Y)), hence u; = v; on Bs, (Y}) for all i. By the
unique continuation of single-valued harmonic functions, u; = v; on B,(Y") for all i and therefore
u=wv on B,(Y). In other words, Y € Z. O

Finally, we address the following fact concerning the L?-metric of cylindrical functions.
Lemma A5. Let ¢ > 1 be an integers and o = ko/qo for some relatively prime positive integers
ko, qo with qo < q. Let @, : [0,27] — A (R™) such that for each 6 € [0, 2]

N qo—1

(A1) o(6) = (g — Nao)[O] + 3 3" [Re(aye®@+20)]
j=11=0
N qo—1

$(0) = (¢ = Ngo)[0] + Y Y [Re(b;e*@>m)]

j=1 1=0

for some integer 1 < N < [q/qo] and a;,b; € C™. Assume

N N
(A13) D ag = bi> < lay — €2/ 0b, ) 2
j=1 J=1
for every integer 0 < l; < qo and permutation o of {1,2,...,N}. Then
1 o N
o Zl la; = 4" < | Glp(8),%(6))" db < 021 laj = b”
j= j=

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,a) € (0,00).

Proof. We will in fact show that if either

(a) go =1 and « € (0,00) is any positive real number or
(b) a = ko/qo for relatively prime positive integers ko, qo with gy < ¢,

then for every L € (0,27 and every function ¢,v : [0,L] — A, (R™) given by (A12) for some
integer 1 < N < [q/qo] and some aj,b; € C™ satisfying (A13),

N L N
1 1
(A14) Gl =t <1 [ G000 < 03 o -1
j=1 j=1
for some constant C' = C'(n,m,q,a) € (0,00). Lemma A5 then follows from case (b) with L = 2.
The second inequality in (A14) obviously holds true, so let us focus on proving the second inequality
in (A14). Without loss of generality we may assume ¢ = Nqp.

First we will consider case (a) where ¢o = 1 and « € (0,00). By scaling, we may let L = 27.
Suppose N > 2 is is the smallest integer such that there exists g, ¥y : [0,27] — An(R™) such
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that for each 6 € [0, 27]

N N
= 3 [Re(ajc®)],  ¢u(0) = Y [Re(bre)]
Jj=1 =

for some a; ,b; € C™ such that (A13) holds true with a; = a;; and b; = b; , and

2

N
(A1) Glior(6). vi(6))” @0 < 2> lazs — byl
j=1

0

By replacing a; , with a; — % Zz]\;1 a;; and bjp, with b; . — % Zl]\il b; and scaling, we may assume
that

N N N N
(A16) Zaj,k = Z bjr =0, max Z Jajkl, Z bkl p =1.
j=1 j=1 Jj=1 J=1

After passing to a subsequence, let a; — a; and bjr — bj as k — oco. By (A15), a; = b; for each j.
By (A16), there exists j # j' such that a; # a;,. Notice that there are only finitely many 6 € [0, 1]
such that Re((a; — a;)e™?) = 0 for some integers 1 < j, 5/ < N such that a; # a;. Let I C [0,1]
be a closed interval of positive length such that Re((a; — a;j)e’®?) # 0 for all 6 € I and all integers
1 <4, < N such that a; # aj. For k sufficiently large, ¢y|; and 9y|; decompose into Nj-valued
functions uniformly close to N;[Re(a;e?)] for each distinct a; with multiplicity N; < N. By the
minimality of N,
2m

N
A17) S lae—bil<C /I G(ox(6). 60048 < C [ Gl (0).u(0))*
>

for all k sufficiently large and some constant C = C'(n,m, N,a,|I|) € (0,00), contradicting (A15).

Next we consider case (b) g9 < ¢ and «a = ky/qo where kg, qo are relatively prime positive integers.
The cases where go = 1 or 0 < L < 27/qq are already covered by case (a), so we may assume gg > 2
and L € [27/qp, 27]. Suppose N > 1 is is the smallest integer such that there exists Ly, € [27/qq, 27]
and ¢, Yy : [0, L] — An(R™) such that for each 6 € [0, L]

N qo—1 ‘ N qo—1
_ Z Z [[Re(aj’keza(e—l—%rl 7 Z Z ] et (9+27rl))]]
j=11=0 J=11=0

for some a; ,b;; € C™ such that (A13) holds true with a; = a;; and b; = b, and

Ly,

N
(A18) Glion(6), Ur(0) 0 < 7" las i — byl
j=1

0

By scaling, we may assume that

(A19) max Z|%k| Z|b]k| = 1.

7j=1
After passing to a subsequence, let L, — L € [27T/qo,27r], ajr — aj, and bj — bj as k — oo.
By (A18), a; = b; for each j. By (A19), there exists j such that a; # 0. Notice that there are
only finitely many 6 € [0, 1] such that Re((a; — ei2”1/q°aj/)eio‘9) = 0 for some integers 1 < 7,5’ < N
and 0 < [ < go such that either a; # aj or [ # 0. Let I C [0,1] be a closed interval of positive
length such that Re((a; — eiz’rl/qoaj/)em@) # 0 for all § € I and all integers 1 < j,5/ < N and
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0 <1 < qo such that either a; # aj or I # 0. For k sufficiently large, ¢ |r and ¢;|r decompose into
an N -valued function uniformly close to Nj, [0] with multiplicity N;, < N if a;, = 0 for some j;

and Nj-valued functions close to NV; [[Re(ajem((’””l))]] for each distinct nonzero a; with multiplicity
Nj and each 1 =0,1,2,...,q0 — 1. By case (a) and the minimality of N, (A17) holds true for all k
sufficiently large and some constant C' = C'(n,m, N, a,|I]) € (0,00), contradicting (A18). O
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