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Area Variations under Legendrian Constraint

Tristan Riviere

Abstract : In any 5-dimensional closed Sasakian manifold we prove that any minmaz operation
on the area among Legendrian surfaces is achieved by a continuous conformal Legendrian map from a
closed riemann surface S into N° equipped with an integer multiplicity bounded in L>. Moreover this
map, equipped with this multiplicity, satisfies a weak version of the Hamiltonian Minimal Equation. We
conjecture that any solution to this equation is a smooth branched Legendrian immersion away from
isolated Schoen-Wolfson conical singularities with non zero Maslov class.

Math. Class. 53D12, 49Q05, 53A10, 58E12, 49Q10

I Introduction

I.1 Foreword

The simplest framework of our investigations in this work could be formulated as follows: study area
variations among maps v from an oriented 2-manifold ¥ into C? under the Lagrangian constraint

ww=0, (L.1)

where w is the standard symplectic form w = dy; A dys + dys A dys. More precisely we ask ourselves how
to implement variational operations (minimization under various constraints, minmax) for the standard
area Lagrangian

A(u) := / |0z, u A Opyu| daxy A do
b
among maps satisfying the pointwise constraint]
duy N dus + dug N dug =0 .

The Lagrangian A is notoriously known in calculus of variations to be delicate to work with (due mostly
to the very large invariance group in the domain : the “gauge group” of diffeomorphisms of the surface
¥). In order to “break” this invariance and reduce the gauge group to a finite dimensional one, it is
preferable instead to consider the Dirichlet Energy of the map u for a variable metric g of ¥

B(u,g) = % /Z \dul? dvoly > Alu) . (1.2)

with equality if and only if u is conformal with respect to the metric g that is in isothermic or conformal
coordinates such that g = e?* [dz? + dz2] there holds

|0z, u|? = |0p,ul>  and Oy u-Opyu=0, (1.3)

'In case u is a graph u(z1,22) = (21, 22, v(x1,x2)) the constraint () is equivalent to the incompressibility condition

det(Vv) = —1.
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where - denotes the standard scalar product in C2. Stationary critical points for fixed g have an holo-
morphic Hopf differential
H(u) :=0u-0u dz ®dz

while making ¢ vary simultaneously in the Moduli space of constant Gauss curvature metrics is known
to imply H(u) = 0 and equality holds in ([2]). Hence critical points of E(u,g) are critical points of the
area.

Assuming u is a conformal critical point of the Dirichlet energy under the Lagrangian constraint, in
local conformal coordinates, formally the Euler Lagrange Equation of our constrained variational problem
is given by

div (g Vu) =0
(L.4)
div(g='Vg) =0,

where g = e’ is an S! valued ma;E, which is the Lagrange multiplier associated to the Lagrangian point-
wise constraint (LI]). The first equation is a structural equation shared by any conformal parametrization
of any Lagrangian surface in C? while the second one is the Euler Lagrange equation itself. It is saying
that the Lagrange multiplier g is an S! harmonic map. These equations are obviously calling upon the
use of classical elliptic theory for solving regularity or existence questions. The difficulty however is that,
while the natural assumption is to consider u € VVlloc2 (2,C?) , there is a-priori no information on the
function space to which g belongs to in order to start implementing this theory. Hence these questions
(regarding existence and regularity) cannot be settled at the strictly “PDE level” whose formulation even
is problematic. Indeed in order to give a distributional meaning to ([4) one needs at least an assumption
like g is in W1 or HY/2. Studying the regularityf] of solution to the system ([4) assuming the confor-
mality conditior] ([3) is certainly an interesting elliptic PDE problem by itself but somehow artificial
though since these assumptions are not given a-priori by any variational operation we are aiming at doing.

1.2 Hamiltonian and Lagrangian Stationary Immersions

A Kibhler surface is a complex two dimensional manifold (M2, J) with a compatibleﬁ symplectic form
w. Lagrangian sub-manifolds are the ones on which the restriction of the symplectic form vanishes. In
particular, Lagrangian sub-manifolds are the ones for which the complex structure realizes an isometry
between the tangent and the normal spaces at every points.

The study of area variations under Lagrangian constraints has been initiated in a series of work by
Yong-Geun Oh ([12], [I3]). He proposed to minimize the area under the Lagrangian constraint within
a Lagrangian homology class with the objective to obtain in this way very special representative of
these classes. He called the sub-manifolds critical points of the area within Lagrangian sub-manifolds
stationary Lagrangians. He introduced also a less restrictive class of surfacedd which are the so called
Hamiltonian stationary sub-manifolds. This later class of surfaces are critical points of the area for local
deformations which preserve infinitesimally the Lagrangian condition. These deformations are generated
by the Hamiltonian vector-fields which are of the form

JVh . (L5)

2The function B plays the role of a Lagrange multiplier issued from the incompressibility constraint similarly as the role
played by the “pressure” in the variational formulation of Euler equations.

3Observe that everywhere discontinuous solutions to the second equation of ([4]) have been constructed in [2].

4A weaker hypothesis would be to assume that the Hopf differential H (u) is holomorphic, which is equivalent for the
critical point to be a stationary critical point that is critical for variation in the domain.

5 A symplectic form is said to be compatible with a complex or with an almost complex structure J if g(X,Y) := w(X, JY)
defines a riemannian metric.

6The class of Hamiltonian stationary surfaces is in general richer and more interesting than the class of Lagrangian
stationary surfacesaccording to the author of the present paper.



where h is an arbitrary smooth function. Such surfaces are also called Hamiltonian minimal or simply
H—minimal surfaces. These pioneered works on the subject contain very interesting and now classical
conjectures in the field about possible volume minimizing candidates under hamiltonian deformations
within C2 or CP2.

Y .-G. Oh computed in particular the Euler Lagrange equations associated to this variational problem.
In the special case of Kéhler-Einstein manifolds (satisfying Ric(g) = A g), it has been discovered by Dazor
[6] that the mean curvature of a Lagrangian surface X is given by

H:=JV>3,

where f3 is a locally well defined function on ¥ and V> is the gradient of 3 for the induced metric on X.
In the particular case when the manifold is Ricci flat ( which implies that M? is Calabi Yau), if  is a
normalized global holomorphic section of the canonical bundle K := A%9M the function 3 is given by

eiﬁL*EQ = dvol,

where 15 is the canonical embedding of ¥ in M?2. Hence 3 is a globally well defined function in R/27Z
and is called Lagrangian angle. For general Kahler-Einstein manifolds f is still a well defined function in
R/27Z in case the induced canonical connection of the restriction to ¥ of the canonical bundle (L K of
M? (which is flat) has no monodromy (see [24]).

In [12] and [I3] it is proved that a sub-manifold is hamiltonian stationary (or H-minimal) if the
contraction of the mean curvature vector with the Kéhler form

wlLH=a i
defines an harmonic one form of the sub-manifold ¥. This is equivalent to the fact that
A¥B =0,

which is nothing but the second equation in ([4).

In the particular case when § is a globally univalued function, then 8 = §y and the Euler-Lagrange
equation is simply the minimal surface equation H = 0. Such a sub-manifold is called minimal lagrangian.
If the Kéhler-Einstein manifolds is Ricci flat then any minimal lagrangian sub-manifold is calibrated by
€% ) and and realizes in this way an absolute minimize] in its homology class (see [10]). While it is a
very interesting object of research with numerous applications in geometry (and in high energy physicsﬁ)
in general there are no reasons why df should be equal to zero and the general hamiltonian stationary
equation in Kéhler-Einstein Manifold is the 3rd order equatiorﬂ It is interesting to observe that, while
having df being harmonic we have a “finite dimensional perturbation” of 8 = §y but nevertheless H-
minimal surfaces have very different features. For instance there exists closed H—minimal surfaces in
C? (the Clifford torus S! x S* € C x C is an example of such a surfac@) while the existence of closed
minimal surfaces is prevented by the maximum principle.

"The local stability of arbitrary minimal lagrangian sub-manifolds generalizes to the situation of general Kihler-Einstein
manifolds of non positive Ricci. This being said we will be interested in the other case in the present work that is Ric(g) > 0.
8Minimal Lagrangian submanifolds of Calabi Yau 3 and 4-folds appear in string theory under the name of ”super-
symmetric cycle” and they play a key role in the Strominger Yau Zaslow theory of mirror symmetry.
9The equation is second order with respect to the multivalued Lagrangian angle function 8 but the expression of dj
involves 2 derivatives with respect to the Lagrangian immersion.
100ne of the Oh conjecture says that this torus should be minimizing in its Hamiltonian isotopy class : The class of tori
which can be obtained through hamiltonian deformations, that is, deformations which infinitesimally are given by (L5 (see

[121).



1.3 The Schoen Wolfson existence and regularity result

In a breakthrough paper [20], Rick Schoen and Jon Wolfson performed the very first variational construc-
tion of minimizing stationary lagrangian surfaces in homology classes. They proved, in particular, the
existence of an area minimizing Lagrangian surface in any 2 dimensional lagrangian homology class of
a Kahler surface. The main issue is about proving the regularity of these minimizers. The two authors
proved that these area minimizing lagrangian stationary surfaces are branched immersions with possible
isolated “conical” singularitie. At this singularities a; the S' valued map g realizes some topological
degree d; and solves in conformal coordinates the equation

curl [gfl Vg} = Z di ba,;

icl

In fact these conical singularities, whose description is fully given in [20], are proved to exist even for
minimizers inside some spherical Lagrangian homology classes (see [I1] and [25]) in some K&hler-Einstein
surfaces. This last fact is a surprise and is one of the reasons why the variational analysis of Lagrangian
surfaces, even in the lowest co-dimension 2, is particularly involved.

The starting point for performing such an analysis is the search of a monotonicity formula. In classical
minimal surface theory it says that the quantity of area of a closed minimal surface inside a ball of radius
r divided by 72 is increasing. At this point Schoen and Wolfson made the following crucial observation
that such a monotonicity formula is not true in C? for H—minimal surfaces in general (even minimizing !).
They give an explicit simple counter-example in [I9] (sectiorﬁ. The existence of such a counter-example
could be explained by the fact that the generator of dilation'3 in C? is not hamiltonian :

Al 891 + 2 8y2 + Y3 ays + Y4 8y4 7£ iVh

The major observation made by Schoen and Wolfson is that by adding the Legendrian coordinate (if it
locally exists) this problem can be overcome. If u is Lagrangian in C? there holds

d(uy dus — ug duy + ug dug — ugduz) =0
and one introduces the local Legendrian coordinate
dpy = uy dus — ug duy + us dug — ug dus .
In R® one introduce the form
o= —dp +y1dyz — Y2 dyr + y3 dys — ya dys

If w is Lagrangian the map v := (@, u1, us, us, uq) is cancelling the form a which is non integrable
aAda Ada # 0. The map v is called Legendrian. Infinitesimal variations among Legendrian maps in R®
are given by Hamiltonian vector fields in the contact space (R%, «) of the form

X :=JgVih-2n0, . (1.6)

where H is the 4-plane given by the kernel of o, V¥ is the projection on H of the gradient in R
with respect to the metric such that ., the differential of the canonical projection 7(p, y1, Y2, ys,ya) =
(Y1,Y2, Y3, ya) from H into C?, realizes an isometry and the length of d,, is 1. R® equipped with this metric

11 The “conical” singularities are singularities with non flat tangent cones and around which § is not a univalent R—valued
map and is contributing to the total Maslov class. They are called nowadays “Schoen Wolfson cones”.

12The existence of monotonicity formula, which is a conservation law, is intimately linked to the existence of infinitesimal
isotropy of the space (see [I]) and technically in general is obtained by considering the variation of the surface with respect
to the generator of dilations “exploring” this isotropy.



defines the Heisenberg group H?. Finally Jy is the complex structure on H such that it projects by m,
onto the standard complex structure of C2. The authors in this work introduce the notion of H—minimal
Legendrian for the immersion which are critical point of the area with respect to all infinitesimal variations
generated by Hamiltonian vector fields in R® of the form (L6]). One then observe

u = mowv is H-Minimal in C* <= v is H-Minimal Legendrian in (R®, «) .

Testing h = —¢ produces the generator of dilations in C? plus dilations in the 5th Legendrian direction
but with a different scale.

—iVHo+200, =410y, — Y20y, + Y30y, — Y10y + 200, .

This fact is an encouragement for looking for a monotonicity formula for H-Minimal Legendrian surfaces.
However, as a matter of fact, it cannot be deduced from a simple insertion of this generator of the
dilation in the stationarity condition. The derivation of a monotonicity formula for H-Minimal Legendrian
immersions in (R®, ) proposed in [20], which is maybe one of the main achievement of this work, is quite
indirect and involved (going through the resolution of a wave equation, the use of Bessel functions...etc).
Another drawback is that the formula is semi-explicit.

Recently the author in [I8] obtained a new monotonicity formula by inserting in the Legendrian
stationarity condition an explicit hamiltonian : h := x(t) arctan(2 ¢/|y|?), where t is the Folland-Koranyi
gauge given by t* = |y|* + 2¢? and y is some well chosen cut-off function. Because of its explicit nature
the formula is more effective and is the starting point of the present work and the proof of the main result
which was out of reach without it.

I.4 Main result

Let (N®,g) be a 5 dimensional oriented Riemannian manifold and o a non degenerate 1—form on N°®
ie. (N° ) is contact) satisfyin
(ie. ( ying

aANdaANda >0,

The triple (N°, g, a) is called a Sasakian structure if the cone (N° x R,k := dt? + t?g) with the non
degenerate symplectic form  := 271d(t? o) is Kihler. Let J be the compatible complex structure
(Q(-, J-) = g). The tangent vector field along N° given by R := J(t0;) is unit on N° and is orthogonal
to the “horizontal hyperplanes” given by H = Ker(«). It is called Reeb Vector-field of the distribution
H. This distribution of plane is invariant under the action of J in N® x R, and we shall denote Jg
its restriction on H. Such a structure is called Sasakian structure (see [22]). Classical examples are
the Heisenberg group H?, the unit sphere S° for the Reeb vector-field tangent to the fibers of the Hopf
fibration into CP? or the Stiefel manifold Va(R*) ~ S x S? of orthonormal 2-frames in R* for the Reeb
vector-field given by fibers of the tautological projection onto the Grassman manifold Go(R*) of 2-planes
in R%.

A Sasakian structure being given, we introduce the Sobolev space of Legendrian W?2* immersions of
a closed oriented surface ¥ in N°

€2t (5, N%) = {K e W24(S,N%) ; |dAAdA|>0 and A*a=0 on 2} .

We prove in section II that 9 := Q‘SQE’flLeg(E, N5) has the structure of Banach manifold and possesses a
compatible Finsler structure for which the associated Palais distance is complete.

An admissible family A in 9 is a set of subsets of 9% which is invariant under isotopies in 9. The
min-max value or the “width” associated to such a family is the number given by

8 := inf sup/ dvol .
AeA KGA b))



Our main result in the present work says that any such min-max is achieved by a continuous conformal
Legendrian map from a closed riemann surface S into N equipped with an integer multiplicity bounded
in L* and satisfying a weak version of the H—minimal equation. Such a surface is called Legendrian
Hamiltonian stationary parametrized integral varifold. Precisely we have:

Theorem I.1. Let A be an admissible family for the space of W** Legendrian immersions of a closed
oriented surface ¥ into a closed Sasakian manifold (N®, g, ). Assume that the associated width is strictly
positive

B = inf sup/dvol~ >0.
AcA KGA » A

Then there exists a closed Riemann surfacd™ (S,h) with genus(S) < genus($) a map A € C°(S, N®) N
W12(S,N5) and N € L®(S,N*) such that

i)
ANa=0,

8K®8K::8ZK-8ZKdZ®dz:O a. e. onS ,

1 B
/Ndvolﬂ =— /N|VA|,2L dvolp, = 6 ,
S 2 S

VheC¥S) , VfeCYS) forae AeR st A(f YA} N Supp(h) =0

(L.7)
/ NVA~V[XhoA] dvoly, =0 ,
F7H(N+00))
where X n ts the Hamiltonian vector-field associated to h and given by
Xy, = Jg(VIh) =20 R, (1.8)

where VH is the projection onto H of the gradient in (N°,g).

In [I7] the corresponding result to theorem [l was proven without the pointwise Legendrian con-
straint. Solutions to (L) for arbitrary X (non necessarily Hamiltonian) were called parametrised sta-
tionary integral varifolds. In an analogous way we shall be calling any triple (S’,K, N) solving (L) for
any Hamiltonian vector-field of the form ([8) Legendrian parametrised Hamiltonian stationary integral
varifolds.

We stress that the stationarity identity (L)) holds for a.e. A € R foor which the image by A of the level
set f~1{\} avoids the support of the testing vector-field X. This is the called “localisation hypothesis”
(It has been first introduced in [16]). Combining the nullity of the variation of the area for perturbation
X in the target with the “localisation hypothesis” is a substitute to the Euler Lagrange equation ([4)),
which has no satisfying weak formulation as we discussed in the foreword.

The strategy adopted to establish theorem [[.1]is the penalisation approach introduced by the author
in [I7] under the name “viscosity method”. This method has then been implemented for free boundary

13We equip the surface with a compatible metric.



surfaces in [14] and we will adopt some of the improvements of the method brought in this work. Precisely
we study the smoothed minmax operation

B(e) :== Arelf;‘ ;1612 E.(A),
with

E&-(K) = Ldvdﬁ +et ‘/E(l + |EK|2)2 dUOlK ,

where ]TK is the second fundamental form of A. In section II We construct almost critical points Ay of
E., for a sequence ¢, — 0 such that

—

- 1
E., (Ay) — B(er) — 0 and &} /(1 + Iz %)? dvoly = 0( — > .
)

loge, !

The main difficulty to overcome in sections III and IV consists in passing to the limit for some well
chosen subsequence of Ay in order to obtain the map A satisfying the conclusions of theorem [Tl While
we broadly follow the same scheme as the one introduced in [I7], the Legendrian constraint however
introduces new serious challenges for the proof of theorem [l

In [I5] it is proved that any parametrised stationary varifolds is a smooth branched minimal immersion
equipped with a smooth multiplicity. We make the following conjecture.

Open Problem I.1. Prove that 2-dimensional Legendrian parametrised Hamiltonian stationary integral
varifolds are branched Legendrian immersions and smooth away from isolated Schoen Wolfson conical
singularities.

We first present the proof of theorem [Tl for N® = V5(R*) which has motivated the present works
for reasons explained in [I7] in relation with the Willmore conjecture. The case N° = V5(R*) has the
advantage of clarity in the presentation due to the symmetric nature of the Stiefel space of orthonormal
2 frames in R*. This being said the global symmetry of V2 (R*) has no incidence at all on the analysis
presented in sections II, IV and V. What is crucial is the common nature of the asymptotic of any arbitrary
Sasakian manifold while dilating at any arbitrary point. It always converge to to the Heisenberg Group
H2. Hence the proof of theorem [[1] for general target is formally identical and requires some obvious
adaptation of the computation of sections III, IV and V. This is explained in the last section VI.

II Notations and Preliminaries on V5(R?)

II.1 Contact structure; complex structure on horizontal planes
We denote by Va(R*) the Stiefel Manifold of orthonormal 2 frames in R* :

Va(RY) ;:{(a,g) €S x S a-z?:o}

We consider on V,(R*) the following 2-form

4
a;:a-dz?—z?-dazzaidbi—bidai
=1



where @ = (a',--- ,a*) and b = (b',--- ,b%). The Stiefel manifold V5 (R?*) defines an S*—bundle over
G(R*) ~ S2 x §%. The projection “Hopf map” IT which to (@,b) assigns ((@ A b)*t, (@ A b)~) where
(@an g)i are respectively the dual and anti-dual parts of v/2a@ A b that is where

1 — —.
@nD)E = — [6/\bi*(6/\b)

V2

and * is the Hodge operator on 2 vectors in R* such that

where (€] - -+ &) is the canonical basis of R%.
So we have where we recall that II is the tautological projection from Va(R*) into Go(R*) ~ S2 x 52
given by

-, -,

I (a,b) — (@bt (@n

S

- — (JA5+*JAE @‘AE—M/\E)

- V2 ’ V2
We shall denote 7y and 7_ the canonical projections
T o S2x 8% — S2 and 7 : S2xS* — S%.
Using the quaternionic representatives of @ and b that we denote respectively
a=a' +d’i+a®j+a*k and b:=b+b2i+b3j+b 'k

the projection II identifies to the following map

< a,ib > < a,bi>
Il : @ADL e Ga(RY) <ajb> |,| <abj> = (ab*,b*a) € §2 x 52
< a,kb > < a,bk >

where < -,- > is the scalar product on H ~ R*. This diffeomorphism will naturally induce the complex
structure of CP! x CP! on G2(R*) as we will see where CP! is referring to the reversed complex structure
(i.e reversed orientation) with respect to the canonical one J; on S? : J_X = —J, X.

Let A = (@,b) we have

-,

G=0, W-b=0 and a-w+17-5:0} .

<u

TxVa(®RY) = {(V, W) ;

= -,

Let (Z,d) € Va(R*) such that =(@ A b) = A d. We denote G = @ A b and note that
TéGQ(R4) = {EL/\ W+VAb  where V,We Span(a, E)L = Span(c, cf)} ,
and

LT Va(RY) = {((m W)t + (VAD)T, (@AW)™ +(VAB)™) where V, W € Span(a, 5)l}

=TST®TS% .



We denote respectively G := m, (II(X)) = (@A b)* and G~ := 7_(II(X)) = (@A b)~. Denote by 7, the
projection onto the span of {c, cf} First we introduce We equip the unit spheres of unit self-dual (resp.
anti-self-dual) 2-vectors of R* with the following complex structure

J (@AE)F) =x@nd* .

(@nb)=
Then we equip the product S’i x 52 with the product complex structure
Jae(@ANEEAAD) = +[@NdFEND]
For X € Span(,d) we have (@A X)* = v21 (@A X + X Ab) where X1 := « (c—i/\ bA X) or in other
words @AbA X A XL =|X[2 1. With this notation we have
VX € Span(@,d)  Ja. ((6/\ X')i) = +@nXHE.
Let X,Y € T;Va(R*), we havd]

—(@n) Cwge (X,Y) = (dx @AD", I (dy (@A D))

-, -, -,

where dx (@ A b)" is denoting the push forward by II of the tangent vector X at (@,b). Let PT(a,b) =

and P~(a@,b) = b the push forward of X by P* (resp. by P~) will simply be denoted dx@ (resp. dxb)

=
a

- 1 . . - o
dx(@nb)t = ﬁ(dx(a/\ b) +*dx (@A) =dxda-c(EAD)T +dxa-d (dAb)*T

+dxb-E@NAT +dxb-d (@nd)*

-, -,

= [dxd@-é—dxb-d] (END)T +[dxad-d+dxb-3 (dAb)*

Hence

—

- ([dxd~8— dxb-d (EAD)T + [dxd-d+dxb-& (dAD)T,
[dy@-é—dyb-d (AAB) — [dyd-d+dyb-d (EAD)* )
= —[dx@-Z—dxb-d] [dyd-d+dyb-d + [dxa-d+dxb-d[dyd-c—dyb-d]

—

ddyb-Z—dy

Y
>
o
2.
b<
Sl
+
Y
b<
o
Q.
)
o>

= —dxad-cdyd-d+dxa-ddyd-é— dxb-cdyb-d+dx

= — x[@AbAdxd Adyd) — *x[@ADAdxbAdyb| —dxa-dyb+dyd-dxb

14The - sign comes from the fact that the relation between the Kihler metric and its associated Kahler form is given by
g(u,v) = w(u, Jv) and hence —g(u, Jv) = w(u,v).



We have
diNdd=2(da-b)A(dd-@) bAG+2(d@-b)A(dd-d) bAd+2(da-&)A(dd-d) énd

Hence ] B B B B
56/\b/\d6/\d6:(da AN(dd-d)anbAENd
Similarly
%&’AI;AdI;/\dI;:(db-é')/\(db d)@aNbAGAd
Denote

déhdd =" dc' Add" (IL.1)
there holds
déAdd = (de- @) A (G- dd) + (dé- DY A (b-dd) = (€ d@) A(dd - d) + (G- db) A (db - d) .

Hence 1
AEAdd = 5 *pps GABA [dd’/\dd’—i— db A dz?}

Thus
- ((a/\ 5)+) why (X,Y) = —déAdd(X,Y) — dahdb(X,Y)

Similarly one computes

~(@n H)*)* wer (X,Y) = (dx(@AD)", Jg (dy (@7 5)7))

but
- 1 - - - R
dx((_i/\ )_ = ﬁ(dX(JAb) —*dx((_i/\ )) = anE(E/\ )_ +dxd-d (d/\b)_
+dxb-E(@NA)" +dxb-d (@Ad)~
= [dxd@-Z+dxb-d (ZAB)” +|dxd@-d—dxb-& (dAB)~
Hence
Ja (dy(@Ab)")=[dyd-c+dyb-d J5 (EAND)” +[dyd-d—dyb-& Jz (dAb)~
= —[dy@-G+dyb-d (dAD)" +[dyd-d—dyb-d (CAD)~
We deduce
(dX(a/\b) ,J@,(dy(aﬁ)*)) = [dx@- ¢+ dxb-d|[dyd-d—dyb-
—[dx@-d—dxb-&[dyd-c+dyb-d]
—dxi-cdyd-d—dxd-ddyd-c+ dxb-Zdyb-d—dxb-ddyb-¢é—dxa-dyb+dyd-dxb
=+[@AbAdxd@ Adyd) + «[@AbAdxbAdyb] —dxad-dyb+dyd-dxb .
Hence

~(@np)") "W (X,Y) = deAdd(X,Y) — dardb(X,Y) .

We deduce the following lemma

10



-

Lemma II.1. [The contact Form] Let (@,b) € Va(R*) and (¢,d) € Va(R*) such that

=GADb

S

*@ N\
Then the following identities hold
(@n *)i)* wi, = £dehdd+ dahds
and 1
dEAdd = 5 *pps AABA [dd A dd+d5 A dB|
In particula
da = 2dapdb = ((@ A 5)+)* wee + ((@n 5)-)* wer = 11" (Thwd + 1 wgn) = Mwep opr -

and
aNdaNda=2aA ((@'/\ E)+) wi A ((d’/\ E)—) wg =2a ANITIFriwd, AT T we,

We introduce the Reeb Vector Field
-, 0

. d . .
B 0 70 — S =
R:= —89(a ,0%)9=0 : —d0(6059a+s1n6‘b, sinf ad + cosb)

then
aANdaNdal R=—21I" [77in2 /\ﬂ'fwsﬂ =-2II* Qsixsi

where Qsixsi is the volume form on S% x S2. Denote by H(a 5 = Ker(IL, )+ = Span(ﬁ)J_' We have
Hap = {(V,VT/) eR*xR*; V,W € Span(a, 5)l}

and

IL(V, W)= (VAT +@AW)H, (VAL +(@rw))
Thus II, realises an isometry between H (@5 and TH(
Jg such that

) S’i x S§2. On H we define the complex structure

a,

—

VX cH MJgX:= X .

CP1xCPT
This gives in particular
VX, YeH Y -JgX =wep,zpr(X,Y).

Finally we are proving a last preliminary result

Lemma II.2. [The transverse Complex structure] Under the previous notations, (17, W) € H( 5)

being given there holds Lo Lo
JH(Va W) = (_Wa V) .

Proof of Lemma [[I.2] It remains to prove the last assertion on Jy. Let (V, W) € H ;5 we have

L Jy(V,W) = J, LV, W) = T (VAR + (@AW, (VAD) ™ +(

a/\g

Q)

>

=
|

= (VEADT+@AWHT, —(VEAD) ™ —(@AWH)7)

15Observe that Tiwgz + Tlwge = Tiwepl — T WepT-

11



We have respectively

— e 1H s — g 1*‘ - — —
(VLAb)+=§[VLAb+*(VLAb)]=§[V¢Ab+aAV]=(JAV)+
- 1 1 = = -
(JAWL)JF—E[(E’/\WL—F*(J/\WL)]ZQ[JAWL—H)/\W]:(b/\W)+
L 1oy = oy 1o, - . 4
—(VL/\b)*:—g[vLAb—*(VLAb)]:—i[vLAb—aAV]:(aAV)*
1 el = 1 - - -, - -,
—(@AWH T = —Z[@AWE —x@AWH)] = —<[@AWL —bAW]=bAW)™
Thus Lo . L . L Lo
WJu(V, W) = (@A V) + EAT) @ATV) +EAW)) = TL(-W, V) (11.2)

I1.2 The space of W?* Legendrian immersions of a surface

Let ¥ be a closed oriented 2—dimensional manifold. In [I7] section II the author introduces the space of
Sobolev Immersions

eXt = W2 (2, VR (RY) = {K € W24(D, Va(RY)) s. t. rank(dA)(z) =2 Vaz e 2} :

mm

which is proven to be a C? submanifold of the Banach vector space W24(%,R* x R*) ; moreover [17]
introduces a Finsler Structure over @22’4 for which the associated Palais distance defines a complete metric
space structure on €y, 5. We now prove the following theorem.

Theorem II.1. The space of W** Legendrian immersions of a closed oriented surface ¥ into Va(R*)
i.e. elements from @2t satisfying K*a = 0) realises a C2 sub-manifold of W24 (5, Va(RY)).
s

mm

Proof of theorem [[IL.1l We consider the map
H:Aeeldt — ANaelya(T).

We claim that $ realizes a C? submersion from the Banach manifold 622’4 onto the Banach vector space
of W14 one forms on ¥. Moreover there holds

- —

VA= (7)) el VIV,W)eW? S, R*xRY; V.&=0, W-i=0 and &-W+7-V =0
Az -V, W)=V -dii+ & -dW —7i-dV — W - d .

Indeed, first, § is the restriction to the C? sub-manifold 622’4 of the Banach vector space W24(X, R* x R*)
of the (obviously C*°) bilinear form

-

B(@,b):=a-db—b-da .

It remains to prove in a second step that § realises a submersion that is at every point A= (5, n) € 622’4
the linear map d$); is surjective from TKQ‘%A onto Ly (T*X).

Instead of proving it directly, we introduce the map

frfeet <K*da,Ho(ﬂ*a), Fae, fx*a>,
51 Pag(m)
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where Il (K*a) is the exact part in the Hodge decomposition of A*a with respect to the smooth reference
metric go

o(A* ) = d*o Ag_ol [K*a]
and I'; is a fixed basis of closed loops generating H; (X, Z). We have that
R:edt — WUH(ATE) x WH(E) x R29)
Since $ is Clwe deduce that £ is also C! and one has

= -, =

VA= (,7)ced’ YV, W)eW ,R*xRY; V.&=0, W -7=0 and & - W +7-V

S

ARz - (V, W) = <2dX7Adﬁ+2d<I3/’\de/,Ho(d.6K SV, W)),2 / V.dit—W-d®---2 / V- dii —
Iy Pag(z)
Let (2, ¢,51 - 824(3)) € Wy (AE) x W24(D) x R29™) where W, *(A2X) is the space of W2*—forms
on ¥ with integral 0. Assuming A*a = 0, we are looking for (V, W) € W24(A~'TV,(R*)) such that

dﬁ[{ ! (va) = (Qa(basl e '82g(2)) .

For any A = (®,7) € W2 (2, Va(R%)) we introduce the corresponding Gauss Map

mm

o e A A Dy, A
7o Onkno,

= _ — e WHY(E, Go(TVa(RY))) = COUY2(2, Go(TVa (R
00 KN K (2, G2(TV2(RY))) (2, G2(TV2(RY)))

Claim : There exists a radius v > 0 depending only on the W14 norm off such that on any ball9
B,(z0) for xo in ¥ the image of B.(x) by A is injective and described by a local graph in Vo(R*) : that
is there exists a local chart (y1,Y2,Ys, Ya, Ys) in an open set O containing A(x) such that

K(Br(x)) = {(y1,92, f(y1,92), 91, ¥2), h(y1,92)) € y(w) 5 (v1,92) € U}

where U is an open set in R2. Moreover f,g,h € W**(U,R).

Proof of the claim : We can produce this chart by taking smooth coordinates (y1,y2) in the tangent
plate A, T, ¥ with yy(A(z)) = 0 and yo(A(x)) = 0 that we complete in order to have a local chart inn
the neighborhood of K(:v) Using the local inversion theorem we have that the map which assigns to any
point ¢ € B,(zo) the two first coordinates /NXN(:E) = (A (z), Aao(x)) of A(x) realizes a C! diffeomorphism
between B,.(z) and U, moreover since det(dA) € CY(B,(z)) and since det(dA)(xg) > 0, for r > 0 small
enough we have the existence of C' > 1 such that

Yz € By(z9) O~ <det(dA)(z) <C
Moreover using the chain rule in Sobolev space we have

02, A7 =0y, [(dR); " 0 A7 )] = 02, (dR); " 0y, (A u(y) -

Yiyj

Hence

/ 02 A4 (A(x)) det(dh)(x) da? < c/ Vo (@A) (2) |d(A) YL da? < +o00
Br(z)

e B, ()

16We have fixed a reference smooth metric gg on ¥ with respect to which the spaces W¥P(Z) are defined and we take
the geodesic balls with respect to this metric.
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We deduce using the coarea formula that A= € W24(U, B,(z)) and we take respectively

fyr,y2) == Aso A (y1,y2) » g(y1,y2) = Aso A (y1,y2) and h(y1,y2) = As o A (y1,92) -

Using Chain rules (successively the classical one of C* functions and then the one in Sobolev Spaces) we
have for any m =1,2,3 and ¢,j = 1,

02 Ao A =02, Ao A7t 9y A7t 9y, A + 0y Ay o AT1 92 AS!

T Tk YiY;

and using again the co-area formula we have that f, g, h are all three in W2(U). This ends the proof of
the claim.

We fix a finite covering of 3 by balls (B, (z;))i=1...¢ and we consider an adapted partition of unity
made of C'™ non negative functions y; with support in B,.(z;)

Q
ZXi =1
i=1

There exists 3 € W24(A1X) such that dB = Q. Let (hg)kzl__gg(g) be a basis of harmonic 1 forms for
go generating H'(X). These forms are known to b smooth. We modify possibly 3 by adding the linear
combination of h) such that

Vk=1---2¢9(%) B=sk. (IL.3)
Tx

We write ©; := d(x; 8) € Wy'*(A'B,(x;)) and
Q; = wi(:v) dzry N dxo

Hence

(A1) = wi(A™ 1 (y)) det(V,A™") dyy Adya = @4(y) dyr A dys

where we have w; € W1’4(U ) (using again chain rule in Sobolev spaces as well as co-area formula). Let
vi = (A1) (xi B) € Wy (A'U). We have

(A_l)*ﬂi = d’}/i .
In particular fU(]\_l)*Qi =0. Let & € W34(U) solving

o0&
v

0 ondU.

We have in particular d(xd¢;) = (A‘l)*ﬂi and *d&; can continuously be extended by 0 outside U. Observe
that on U we have the existence of ¢; such that

xio (A1) (A™Y)*B = xdg; + do;

On U \ supp(x; o (A=1)) both & and ¢; are harmonic. We take a C* regularisation ¢, of ¢; such that
é; — ¢; is equal to zero in an open neighbourhood of AU in U and we have that o; := *d¢; + dg, is W>*
in U with support strictly inside U and satisfies

dO’i:Qi .

14



Recall that on V5 (R*) we have
aANdaANdo >0

We have seen that the restriction to the Horizontal plane H of da is non degenerate and that
Ker(da)(@,b) = Span {(5, —FL)} = Span {R}
while in the opposite way

Ker(a)(@,b) = H,.» and a(R)=-2.

-,

Hence for any (@,b) € Vo(R%)

2. X=V,W) —dalLX +a(X)a

a,l_; .

realises an isomorphism from T{; B’)‘/Q(R4) into T(*a 5)‘/2(R4). The explicit form of 2! is the following :
Let v € T'(T*V2(R*)) we take
X =X"4+XV

where

XV(ab) =271 R(a@,b
XM@b) e Hyp st VY eHgp YV -X"i=do(X", JgY)=~(Y).

where we have used that on H the restriction of the two form da is non degenerate da A dao > 0 on H.

The explicit forms above imply E(d j) as a map from T'(TVz(R*)) into T'(T*Va(R*)) as well as E(_alg) are

obviously smooth.

We denote
-1 (y* oi)
vy~ (y1,y2,Y3,94,Y5)

It satisfies oL N oL .
y'oi =2 |Vi-db—W;-da| + @ Wi~ 5-V:) [a-db - b da]

The restriction of X; to y o A(B,(x;)) satisfies
o=l (T aa=L T =1y — =1 x
Xioy™ =(Vioy™ , Wioy™) = “y”(y1,ymf(ylyyz),g(yl,y2)1h(y17y2))(y 7i)

Since y and y~! are smooth, since f,g,h are in W24(U) and since o; € W>4(AU), the chain rule for
Sobolev maps combined with the area formula as above gives that the extensions by zero outside B, (z;)
of (V; o A, W; o A) belong to W24(A~1TV,(R*)). By restricting this identity on A(B,(z;)), assuming A
is Legendrian we obtain

O =d [X*y*ai] - [d[x?; o N|Adit — d[W; o A]Ad®
Summing over i gives

(VW) => (VioA,W;oK) in W (A 'TTL(R"))

and we have . . .
Q=2 [dV/'\dfi — dWAd®

15



Observe that . } _

oi=xio (A" (A" B+d(¢i — ¢,)
where ¢; — ¢, is supported i the open set U;. Hence each (¢; — ¢;) o A extends by 0 outside B, (z;) as a
W4 function on the whole ¥ and we have

Recall that .o . - S - o -
d65 - (VW) =2(V - dit = W | +d [& W — i1 V|

Observe moreover that for any f € W24(X) there holds
Az - (—fii, f ©) = 2df .
Consider then f such that
2df = dn A} [dﬁﬂ (V, W)} —d¢ € WH(A'E) |

This gives

Si

oA, [asg - (V + [, W - [8)] = do,

where we have used the fact that
d*oo AT df] = df .
Observe moreover

2 [d[V + fr]Adi — d[W — f(ﬁ]Ad(f)} =2 [dVAdﬁ —AWAdB] =

and

-

Vk=1---29() 2/ (V + i) - dit — (W — f®) - dd = sy, .
Ty

Hence we have proved that if A is a W24 Legendrian immersion into V5(R*) we have

V(Q .51, s2g(x)) € WH(AZE) x WA(E) x R?9()

3 (‘75 W) € FWZ*4 (KilT%(RAl)) dﬁx(‘?, W) = (Qa ¢a S1,° 5,52 g(Z)) .

This implies that R realises s submersion at every point Ae 0322’4 satisfying Ao =0.
We claim that at a point A € ¢%* satisfying K*a = 0 the Kernel of dRfj is closed in I'yy2,4 (A~1TV5(R%))
and splits, that is there exists a closed supplement of Ker dR;. We have

(V,W) € KerdRy <= V-di—-W-d®=0 on¥
The Splitting of Ker di; can be seen by taking the intersection of its orthogonal complement in L?(X,R®)
with Dypza (A 1TV5(R?))
Observe that

—

RA) =0 = Aa=0.

Hence we have proved that the space of W?2* Legendrian immersions of a surface ¥ is a C? sub-manifold
of 622’4 and this concludes the proof of theorem [Tl O
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We equip the tangent bundle of @2{28 , With the Finsler structure introduced in [17] (Proposition I1.2).

1/4
- 2,4 - . . 272 .
Vi€ T3E ., | W] 5 = [/2 [|V2w|2 + |Va)? + |w|2] dvoly . + || VWgy Loy -

The restriction to 622’4L8 9 of the same Finsler structure is inducing a Palais distance dr.y which is clearly
larger than the restriction to @22’4L8 9 of the Palais distance d on 622’4. Hence since this last one is complete
on 622’4 (see [I77] proposition I1.3) and since the membership to @22’74“(] passes to the limit under distance

control, (QEQE’%Leg, dreg) is also complete (i.e. Cauchy sequences for dr.4 are obviously Cauchy for d).
We recall the definition of homotopic admissible families or simply admissible family.

Definition II.1. Let M be a Banach manifold. A subset A of the power set of M (i.e. A is a set of
subsets of M) is called admissible family if it is stable under isotopy that is : forall H € C°([0, 1] x 91, 901)
such that Hy is an homeomorphism of M for any t € [0,1] and for any A € A we have H1(A) € A.

We recall the proposition which was central in the viscosity method introduced in [I7] and more
precisely the version given in [14] (which permits to avoid the use of the Palais-Smale condition which
should hold for our problem but whose proof might be a bit tedious in the present context).

Proposition II.1. Let E. be a family of C* functionals on a complete Finsler manifold 9N, with E.
differentiable with respect to € and ¢ — E.(x), € — %‘E@) both increasing in € for any x € M. Assume
also that

|dE;; (z:) — dE.(x;)]

whenever 0 < e < 0;, €; — € and limsup,_, | . Ee(r;) < +00.
Then for any admissible family A we define the corresponding minmaz value (or width) for E.

=om — 0, (11.4)

B(e) := jrelit gsclégEg(x)

there exists a sequence € — 0 and x) € M such that

_, dE.(x
Eep(zi) — Ber) = 0, [dEz, (z)llz-m < f(er) , ek logey! #

where f is any function fized in advance.

I1.3 Local Geometry of Legendrian Immersions
I1.3.1 Infinitesimal variations of Legendrian Immersions

Let A = (5,17) be a C? immersion of a closed oriented surface ¥ into Va(R*). We shall restrict to
Legendrian immersions which are the immersions satisfying

VeeX AN CHg, -

Let W, be the flow of a vector-field X in V5 (R*) such that ¥ is preserving the kernel of o for every ¢ (i.e.
is a contacto-morphism). We have then for all ¢

Ker(¥fa) = Ker(a) .

Two non zero one forms have the same kernel if and only if they are parallel to each other. Hence, since
|a| = /2 at every point one has

Uia = f(t) @ where 2f(t) =<ao,Vja> .
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Hence
dVia

dt

=Lxa=fa.

Thus
da(X)) +dalX = fa

We decompose X = XV 4+ XH where X¥ is the orthogonal projection of X onto H. This gives in
particular B .
(X)) + (Mwepr zpr) LXT = fa

Denote h := a(X") that is

XV=="FR,

N =

and let Y = YV + Y we have . . . .
deh+Y" Jy X" = faY").

This gives .
XH = jyvHih |

where V# h is the horizontal projection of the gradient of h. To conclude, infinitesimal variations pre-
serving the Legendrian constraint are given by vector fields of the form

h

Xy = JuVih+ 5 R,

where h is an arbitrary function (i.e. Hamiltonian).

The projection of a Legendrian immersion is satisfying A*a = 0 hence

0=dN'a= A*H*WCPI «CPT — (H 9] A)*wcpl «CPL
hence G := oA is Lagrangian into CP' x CP!. If &1, &, is an orthonormal basis of G.TY we have since

the restriction of wip:, gpr to GLTE = 0 we have
52 . ng = —51 . Jgg = w(€1,€2) =0

hence Jéy, J, € realises an orthonormal basis of the normal bundle to the immersion G. By uniqueness

of the horizontal lifts and the fact that Il. realises an isometry between H(d, b) and Tz Z;)(CPl x CP!

the same holds for the horizontal lifts as well and (Jgéefl, Jyéf!) realises an orthonormal basis of the
normal plane to /LI_?E in H.
Let ¢ € Span{a,b}*. We have

Since J4 = —Iy



I1.3.2 The second fundamental Form of a Legendrian immersion

We assume that A = (5, 7i) is conformal Legendrian from the unit disc D? into Va(R*). Hence the unit
Gauss Map is a 3-vector given by

R A Ok Ok
N = RMANJg— N Jg —
\/§ ( ) H8I1 H8I2 ’
where
o2 2
o [0R[_|ok
8$1 8:172

We see Va(R*) canonically isometrically embedded in S3 x S? < R* x R%. The second fundamental form
of the immersion A is given by

= o 5 v
]Iij dr; ® dl‘j = FﬁawﬂjA dzr; ® d,Tj

where 7 is the orthogonal projection onto the normal space to ATY in TV, (R*). Assuming as just
above that A is in local conformal coordinates, this normal space is generated by the orthonormal basis

Noae R(A) , e M Jgoy, N, e Jydy,A .
Hence we have in these conformal coordinates
Ty = e Ty K2, K Ju0e, 8 + e Jydo, K02, K Jndo, K+ 3 R-02, K R
Observe that the Legendrian condition is implying
00 O A B = 0y, 00, - 1 — Dy, 0,71~ B = Oy, [axlcﬁ i — Oy - 5} =0. (IL5)

Hence . . B B B B .
Ly = e Ju0p, N 02, N JuOu, A+ e Jydu,N- 02, N Ty, A

In particular
2

)

—

N 5112
T2 = ]W [JHinax].A” - ]wﬁagﬂjA

where 77 is the orthogonal projection onto K*TE, V is the covariant derivative on V5 (R*) and we denote
Vi, == Vg4 5. We have in particular
Tk

2 2
2= 3 ‘wﬁagizj/\

ij=1
Vel = VL@ ATyt R gy 2
+i2 BR) AV, | T e—kg_ﬂ A Tu —Ag_i
—i—% R(A) A Jy eAg—a; A Va, | T eAg_i




We have first for i,k =1,2

Vi, [RN)]-B(K) =0 , Vi, [R(N)]- 05 K =8, ® - 0y, 71 — 0, ® -

hence
. A OA
- A A A7 _
Vi, [RIM] AT e P 1/\ Ju 92, 0
We have also for i,k = 1,2
A - A -
Vo, | Ju N O N = —Jn A o7 . A
‘ Oxy, oz, e

Thus

2 22 oA I X -
~Y e dne o= 02 KRR A Jye o= A0, K
2 1
This is implying in particular

2 2
i=1

i,7=1

We recall that the mean curvature vector is given by

VN =S gy e 2 KRR A0 KA e

\ OK

(91:2

. 1 e~ 2X - -
A= §Trgﬂ =5 ™8 [35%1\—1-35%/\} )
Hence
2H; = Jyou K- AK Jy0p A + e Jgdp,A - AKX Jyd,, A
Let
v = e JH(’?MK AN dry +e 2 JHBMK AN dxo .
We have

dy = 0, [e*” T, A - AK] + O, [e% T,k - M} dzy A dz

-, [e—” V(J 8, A) - qu — 8y, [e—” V(J 80, ) - VK} dzy A dos

Observe that

V(Jgds,A) - VA = — *V(@Aﬁ/\@mifﬁ) AV — *V(@Aﬁ/\@miﬁ) AV

- *(5/\7@’/\8in<§) AVD — % (é/\ﬁ/\aﬁVﬁ) A Vit

= JgVH70,,A-VA =-Vd, X JyVA

Hence

dy = —8,, {e—” Vo, A - JHVK} + o, [e—” Vo, A - JHVK} dzy A do

= [2 D, he 2 VO, A - JgVA — 20, Xe > YV, A - JHVK} dzy A day

—e [VBMK : a:vz (JHVK) - va$2K ’ aﬂﬂl (JHVK)} dry A ds

20
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We have

Vi O A = e [amkamlx O K Oy K + 0y, O A - Oy, K Oy A
LA [%azl K T () O & T (K) O, K + 00 O, A - Tit (K)Dsy, A T () %HK]

PR T
([L3) gives
K+ e (0,05, K- Iy VA] JuV &

-

A=0,,, Ate 2 [auawkﬂ

Ve, O

o X Oy A+ O, \ O, ATy VK} JuV A

k41
which implies in particular

Vs A = VA 0, A+ VN 0,,A + e 2 VO, A - Ty (K0, A Ju(K)d,, A

+e A VO, A - T (K)0uy A Ty, A

Observe also that . . ~ .
0, K- 0, (Tn, K) = 0,,K - 02, K

TETy

We deduce

-

VO, A - 02y (JuVA) = VO, A - 8, (JuVA) = 2V 0y, A - JyV,, A

Combining the previous gives then

VOu, A - 0y, (JuVA) — VO, A -8, (JuVA) =2V 0y A - Jy VO, A

-

+2VEN 0, A - Jg VO, A+ 26722 VO, A - Jgdy, A 9, A - VO, A

-

1267 VO, K- Ty, A 0y N - VO, A

Observe that . B B B
e 2 0N - VO, A=V and e 210, A- VI, A= -V

Hence

VOy, A - 0y, (Ju(KA)VA) — VO, A - 0, (Ju (A)VA)

Observe that

—

T (K2, K- V0, K =V | Tu(R0)0, K- 0, 8] = V(I (8002, 8) - 00, K = T (K)0,, K - VO,

=1
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Thus
VO, A - 02y (Ju (A)VA) = VOy, A - 0y, (Jr (K)VA)

=2V [JH(K)amK VL0, A + T ()0, A - vLam/q

22 T1T2 T1T2

T1T1

:—2811)\[JH(K)8902K-82 K+ Ju(K)0,, A - 82 K]+2ax2A[JH(K)ax2K.aQ X+ Ju(8)ds K02 X

- 28,\ [JH(K)VK : vamﬁ} £20,,\ [JH(K)VK : vaxlx] :
(IL7)

Combining ([L.6)) and ([L77) we obtain that v is closed and we have established the following lemma which
was already known since the work of Dazor [6].

Lemma I1.3. Let A be a Legendrian immersion into Va(R*) then the second fundamental form is hori-
zontal and

SN
d (JH(A)HK) ~0, (IL8)
where for any vector X € H we assign the one form X* on H such that
VY eH X{Y)=X.Y.

SN
The co-homology class in ¥ defined by (J m(A) K) is invariant under the action of Hamiltonian

isotopies (this is one of the main results in [I3]).

Let d3 =271~ (B is locally defined). We have

0p,8=2""e" Jydy, A - AK

0p,8=2""e"2 Jydy, A - AKX

This gives
Jir (6116 Do, A + 8,8 awzfx) =2 lny [M} .
We have B . B B
VB =< df - di >,= e (amﬁamlA + 00, 6MA) = 2 ' Jy AN
Hence

/ < dw,dA >, dvol, = —/ @ - AgA dvol, =2 / @ - Jg V=B dvol,
b b b
Assume @ is of the form @ := JEVHh + 271 b R this then gives

/ < dib,dA >, dvoly =2 / < dh,dB >, dvol, . (T1.9)
2 2

I1.3.3 The variations of the Gauss unit multi-vector of a Legendrian immersion

We consider a smooth perturbation of a conformal Legendrian immersion and we denote by @ := dA/dt(0).
We see A; as an immersion into V(R?*) — 93 x §% — R* x R%. Hence N € A’R8. We have

dR(X d [ 7
E) _ d | =13
di i\ _g,
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where

-(4)

Let . .
7o Oz, AN Oy, A .
[0z, AN Oy Al
The link between 7 and N is made as follows. We have that
; . (@ L. L.
A Jg0y, A= cJHOp, A=*PATNOy, PANP+*PATNAOy, RAT =0
7
we have similarly
3 B 3 .
-JHax,CA:O (A):O
- -

Hence

(<
(<
3

\/571[{ _ \/571 7 \/571 Uv — \/571 7 \/571 ‘7 — \/571 ) 7\/571 é — \/571

St
|
S
KA

together with . . . .
ef)‘azlA , €7>\8I2A , eiAJH[)zlA and ef)‘JH(?xlA

realises an orthonormal basis of R8. We deduce that
Ni=+v2 "« K/\lj/\V/\T} .
In particular
312 —3 1|72
|dN|g <2 [|dT|g +2].
We have

%WII&A@IQ&P =42 [amlwAamK} : [awlfxmm/q +2 [amKAawzw} : [amKAamzK}

— 92 [amlw O, A+ Dy - amzﬂ] = 2¢2 Vi - VA
This is implying

dT
G _ -2

. -3 d L . . .
- On KN 0K 2100, Ko 0 0, Ki| [8111\/\8121\}

(02,0 1 02K + 00, K1 0,5 — %

— 2 [amw A Oy A+ Oy, A A a@w} — P VG- VAT

Now we compute the derivative with respect to ¢t of the metric of Kt.

dgij _ 4

7 o0 Oy, K+ 0 A - 9,0 (I1.10)
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which gives -
dg"”
dt

— ™ 00,0+ Oy, Kt 00, K- 0,17
Hence
dT

% {|df|ﬂ = _ 4 [amw - 8mjK + 0y, A - 390].13} 3zifazjf+ 26~ UT . v%

— 9 <df®df,dw®dﬂ> +2e_2’\VT“-V<du7/\dK> —26_2’\VT-V[<dtU-dK>g T
g

g

g

-2 <df®d:ﬁ,dw®d/§> +2dfﬁ-d<dedK> —2[dT2 < dii-dk >, .
, :

We deduce from ([LI0) that

d d .
% [dvol,] = pr [\/gll g2 — 9%2] dry N\ dxg =< di - dA >4 dvoly, .

Hence combining the previous gives

i/(1+ |dT'2)? dvol, = 4 /(1+ dT'2) [_ <df®di du?@dK> + df-d<du7/\dK> } dvol,
dt » b b - g

g

+/Z {(1 +|dT%)? — 4|dT? (1 + |df|§)} < di-dK >, dvol,

I1.3.4 Almost critical point of £, with entropy estimate.

We are considering Legendrian immersions of a closed oriented surface ¥. We denote simply by ¢ the
metric induced by the immersion. We shall be using the following definition

Definition I1.2. We call “admissible sequence of almost critical point” of

E.(X) := / dvozg+54/(1+|df|§)2 dvol,,
b)) b

any sequence of elements Kk € @22’74Leg and parameter €, — 0 satisfying respectively

limsup E., (A) < +00 , (I1.11)

k—+4o00
moreover B .,

ldEe, (Ae)llz, <e ™, (IL12)
and satisfying the entropy condition

- 1
et /(1 + [dTx |2, )? dvolg, =o <1 _1) : (I1.13)
b 0g ey

Hence in particular for any subdomain 2 of ¥ and any smooth function h in Va(R*) such that
supp(h) C Va(R*) \ Ax(992) we have

ec O(||w|\1§k):/ < dii - dAy, >,, dvol,,
Q

46 / (1 + [dT4[2,) [_ <dfk®dfk,dw®dﬂk> + dfk-d<dumdﬂk> } dvol,, (IL.14)
Q g

9k

teb /Q {(1 +[dT4[2,)? — 4|dTy[2, (1 + |dfk|§k)] < dii - dRy, >4, dvoly,
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where T}, and gr are denoting respectively the tangent 2-vector to Ax and the induced metric by Ak
moreover

Lo holo-
wy, = Xh(Ak) = {JH VHh—l- 5 R] oA .
Observe that since |de|!2]k = 2 at every point we have - interpreting simply Ny, as a section of A~1TRS -

|dii]y < |VXu| and  |[V9dii], < C |V2X,|+ C [VX,| [dN], < C [|V2X'h| + VX [+ [dT],)

(IL.15)
Hence the entropy condition is implying
lim 4¢el /(1 +[dTh2,) [— <dfk®dcﬁk,dw®d/§k> + dT}, - d<du7Ade> ] dvol,
k——+o00 Q g g ’
(IL.16)
+eb /Q [(1 F|dT[2)? — 4T [2, (1 + |dfk|;27k)} < dii - dRy, >4, dvol,, =0 .
Observe that . .
L Ano, A ] -
0. TLR =0, |JuhNoub i 5 (IL.17)
|0y A A O, Al
since 92A and dA are horizontal. Hence
- - - |2 - — -
‘di d{d A diy) ‘ < ’di’ IVEX,| + ’di’ IVEVX,| (IL18)
g g g
where VAY = VY —2-1VY - B R. We have in particular VR = VR and then
VAVX =VHVAX +27'VX RVR.
We have at the point 5= (@,b) € Va(R%)
VEp) =VER-27'VER . pp—2'VER. U0 -2 'VER-VV
db . B a . . a
_ o Vdb-a—da-b) | | -2 Vb-a+vdab |
—da b -b
In particular if 7 is horizontal, we have
R dzb
VR = . (IL.19)
—dzd
This permits to refine a bit ([LI8)) in order to deduce
- - - |2 - - - - _
}di - d<dzU/\dAk> } < }di} IVH X, + }di} (IVEVEZ,| + VX, - R]] (I1.20)
g g g

It remains to estimate e~r O(wllz,)- One has
, 1/4
wllz, = UE [IV2d]; + [Vl + []?] dUOZg} + IVidlgll Lo ()
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Using (ILTH) we obtain
. . . . . T 1/4
”wHKk < [/ [|V2Xh|2 oAy + |VXh|2 oA |1+ |di||2 + |Xh|2} dvolg] + IVXh] oo - (I1.21)
)

Combining ([L9), ([L.14), ((L16) and (IL21)

Lemma I1.4. For any choice of smooth function h € C3(Vo(R*)) and any choice of admissible sequence
of almost critical points of E. there holds

Jm [ < dhidBy >, dvoly, =0. (11.22)

Let G (V,(R*)) be the Grassmann bundle over Va(R*) of 2-planes which are Legendrians. Denote
by 7 the projection from G5°(Vy(R*)) onto Va(R?) associated to this bundle. A point in G5/ (Vy(R*))
is denoted (P,p) where P is a 2 dimensional subspace of Hjz the horizontal 2-plane at . Considering
now an admissible sequence of almost critical points of E. we shall denote vj the varifold given by

VE e COUGEY (Va(RY)) vi(B) := /EE((Kk)*TmE,Kk(x)) dvol g,

Modulo extraction of a subsequence the non negative measure vy is converging in Radon measure to a
limiting measure vo.. Given a C! vector-field X in V3(R*) and a 2 plane P in a fiber of the tangent

bundle T'V,(R*) we define the divergence of X along P (see [21] page 42) to be the number

diV"pX = Z é} . ng)f
j=1

where (€););=1,2 is an arbitrary orthonormal basis of P (one easily verify that the definition is independent
of the choice of such a basis). If X is C! the map

(’P,ﬁ) — diV"pX

is in particular a continuous function on the Grassmann bundle Ga(V2(R%)). Observe that

/ < dj - de >g, dvolg, :/ din)zh dvi(P,p)
bY (P.P)€GE 9 (Va(R))

Hence we come naturally to the following definition

Definition I1.3. A Radon measure v on the Grassmann bundle Géeg (Va(R*)) of Legendrian 2-planes in

TV,(R*) is called Legendrian stationary or contact stationary if for any C? function h on Va(R*) there
holds

/ divp X), dv(P,p) =0
(P.H)EGS I (V2(RY))
where B

X, = Jg VPR + 5}% .

The weak limit vy, of vi is clearly legendrian stationary thanks to ([II4]), (ILI6) and the weak
convergence in Radon measures. The goal of the sections below is to describe v, in more details.
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IIT The almost monotonicity formula at the limit

In this section Ay denotes an admissible sequence of almost critical points of F..

III.1 The “truncated” almost monotonicity formula at the level &

In this subsection we shall omit to write the subscript k. We assume A is passing through the point
p = (£1,&,) where &; is the canonical basis of R*. In the neighbourhood of 7 we introduce the Legendrian
coordinate

226'52—5-51 :ag—bl N

¥
o = 1(@5) -
In the neighbourhood of 7 we write @ = & + 7 and b = & + . Using |@|> = 1, [b|2 =1 and @-b = 0 gives
20! = —|7)?
2wy = —|w]? (IT1.1)
w! + 0% = 3w — vt — vt wt — v w?
This gives
vt =0(p?)
w® = 0(p?)
w(1+0((v?)?)) + v*(1 + O((w')?)) = O(p?)
v —w!l = o
which finally implies
vt =0(p?)
w? = 0(p?)

w' +v2 = 0(p?)

We deduce
a=a-db—b-di = —dp+v" dw' —w' dv' +v? dw? —w? dv® +v° dw® — w® dv® + v dw? —w' dv* . (111.2)
We introduce the multivalued function 3 defined on ¥ such that
—dB = (Ju(K)Hy)* .
With these notations, in conformal coordinates we have

_ox 2 2
5 > Ju Va0, A =< dB,dK >y= - " 9,80, A .

k=1 k=1

- €
Ju A=

We take the scalar product of this identity with A-— p. This gives

2 2
STA=5 Ju Ve, 0n K== 05,80, K — (I11.3)

k=1 k=1
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Observe that
[A—7]-Jg Vi, 0p A = agicﬁ (7t — &) — 02

Hence

2
Ap=>" 0y, B0:,|A - . (IT1.4)

k=1

Multiplying now by J (&2, —&1)2 where (&3, —£1)¥ is the orthogonal projection of (€3, —&1) onto H
2 2 2
> J(Er, —E1) Vi, 0n, A =2 04, B(E2,—81) - 00, N =2 0, B0u,0
k= k=1

Recall that Vg, 0., A is horizontal and that

We have

— - = —

91 J (5, —51) - [|VK|2K+VU VAU +VV-VA 17]

=2eP 4 (' +w?) P 427V - VA (v! —w?) 4271 VV - VA (w' +0?) =22 (1+0(p*) +O(y)) .

hence

(™)

At +w? + 26 (140(p%) =2 02,805,
k=1

We have
2(0! +0?) = = 3 () + () =~ | - 7P

This gives finally

L+ 0(p?) + O(p) — 47 Agp® =< dB,dp >,
(IIL5)

Ayp =< dB,dp? >,
We have

A—pP* =27 (A= p) - AP +27 (R =) - RA)P + 271 (K =) - UR)P + 271 (A = 9) - V(D))
fe <x_m.vxf+e—» ’(K—p’)-JHVKQ
We have respectively
(K =) - AP = o' + w? = 0(p") , [(A=p)- RA)* = ' —v* =,

and

(K =) - TR =o' = w’)> = O(p"), |(K=p)- V(B)]? = o' +0°]* = O(p") + O(¢) .



Moreover

B . L2 B 9 . 12
e 2A (A—ﬁ)-VA‘ =47 dp?2 e ‘(A—ﬁ)-JHVA — |d(v? — w")|2 = |dg|?

Combining the previous is implying
1= ldpl; + p~?|del; + O(p®) + p~2 O(¢%) .

Away from p = 0 we introduce
_ 29
P
We now follow the main computations of [18]. First of all we have (see (II1.10) in [I8])

g

< do,df >,= <[2p_2 do —2¢ptdp?], dﬁ>g

=4p2 (1+0(p*) +O(p) +p2 0(p?) +471 p~* Age

V1+o2 B _ 1+02
:47 (1+O(p2)+0(<p)+p 20((,02))—4 ! o At

where t is the Folland-Kordnyi gauge given by t := (p* + 4 <p2)1/ 4. This gives in particular

do 4 1 _
<—1+02,d6>g= 5 —— (1+0(p*) + O(p) + p~2 O(¢)) — 4|dlogr|? — Aglogr .

?Vito

Observe that from (IIL2)

2 4

Z vt V' — w® Vo'

=1

—_9-1

4
E vt VHw — w? V!
i=1

4

(Z vt V' — w' Vvi> ‘R
i=1
4 4

(Z v V' — w' Vvi> U <Z vt V' — w' Vvi> -V

i=1 i=1

=P =27 =t (1) = (1) = ()% R (1 w?) — (002 = (01)? = () — (w2

2 2

—2~1 —9! —9!

4
— 27 ? +wt 42 Zvi w'|?
i=1

(I11.6)

(I11.7)

_ 271|,Ul (1 4 1)1) + (,02)2 4 (1}3)2 4 (1}4)2 _ (w1>2 _ w2 (1 4 w2) _ (w3)2 _ (w4)2|2 _ 271 |,02 _ wl 2

=p*+0(p*) + 0(?) = p* + O(r*)
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We have also

2 2 2

4
Z v' Vol +w' Vo'

=1

4
(Z v Vol + w' le) -V

i=1

_9o-1

4
E v VEY w0t VH !
i=1

4
(Z 0! Vol + w' Vwi> U

i=1

PV p? =

4
(Z v Vo' +w' Vwi> ‘R
i=1
4
(Z vt Vol +w' le) : Q

i=1

2
_9o-1

2 2

—2~1 —9!

2
_9-1

2 2

v+ w42 Zviwi
i=1

=2l —wl2 -2t — o7l 4w 4 2

ol — w? + Z(vi)2 _ (wz)2
i=1

="+ 0(*) +0(p") = p* + O(x") .

and similarly we prove
Ve . VHp =0 .
Following again [I8] (III.13) we obtain

6 H,6 2 3 2
P \ p p 1

We denote by (V=t)t := VHr — V¥t where V>t is denoting the gradient of t o A that is the orthogonal

projection of VHt onto the tangent plane K.TY. Hence one has in particular
1
dlogt|? = [VZt|> and [(VZt)"]? = VP> — [Vt = ——= + O(x?) — V7t
|dlog [y = [V™r| I()Illllm()ll

Combining this fact with (IL7) and ([ILY) and arguing as in [I§] we finally obtain away from p = 0
(VEe)L)2 4 1

< darct ,dB >, +A,1 4L 4 - (O(x? “20(? o(1
arctano. B (]+ .(]Ogt I'2 +t2\/1—|—7( (t)—i_p ((P))+ ()
Observe that
LR S S|
PP VI+ao2  fpt+4pr
Hence 4 1
———— (O(v)? 20(¢*)) =001
t2m((t)+p (¥") =0(1),
and we get away from p =0
(Vo) H?
< darctano,df >4 +Aglogr =4 —a +0(1) (I11.9)

As in [I8] again we compute away from p = 0

¥ < dv,dj >g= p> < dp,dp >4+ < de?,dB >4

=271 Agp +20 1+ 0(%) — 47 1A p%]

I11.10
=20 [1 + O@?)] + 271 div= (p> V¢ — pV=p?) ( )

b
2 g 4 —1 3...3 4V g
=t ——==+0(")+4" " div” | ¢
V1402 =) < 1+U2)
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Let 0 < r < 1 arbitrary and let x be a cut-off function such that

, X <0 onRy .

1 fort<1
x(t) =

0 fort>2

Let 1 > 7 >n > 0 and consider the hamiltonian function given on a neighbourhood of §'in V5 (R*) by

hyq = [x(t/7) — x(t/n)] arctano .

We claim that away from v = 0 the function arctano defines a C' function for any I € N. Indeed for
p =0 and ¢ > 0 it extends continuously by 7/2 while for p = 0 and ¢ < 0 it extends continuously by
—m/2. We have moreover

2
Varctano = [E

2
P P 2 2
R -2 Vp|l =2"Ve——=¢Vp~. I1.11
Y p} ot o 7 ( )
Hence, away from v = 0, V arctan ¢ extends continuously by 0 on p = 0. v is obviously smooth away from
v =0 as well as p? Vo — ¢ Vp? which is proving the claim. We multiply ([IL9) by [x(t/r) — x(t/n)] and
(LIQ) by v=3 arctano [r~1x'(v/r) — n~tx'(t/n)], this gives
(V)2
< dhyy, df >g +[x(v/r) = x(¢/m)] Agloge = 4 [x(v/r) = x(¢/n)] =5+ O(1) [x(v/r) = x(v/n)]

+[r X (¢/r) =7 "X (t/n)] v arctano ﬁ +O000) [r X (¢/r) = "X (x/n)]

)
+47 173 [N (v/r) — 7Y (v/n)] arctano div® | ¢t Vo
1+ 02

Integrating over X gives

T v v )] VI
/E<dhm,,dﬁ >, dvolg—/E [;x’ (;)_5xl (5)] —— dvol,

+ /E O(1) [x(v/r) = x(x/m)] + [O(c/r) X' (t/r) — O(x/m)x' (x/n)] dvoly

2
+471 / V[ Y (v/r) — 07X (x/n)] arctano] vt v 02 dvol,
b3} 1+0'
v, /t v ,(t\] 1 oarctano / |(VEr)L]2
Y LV G LV B | A s - W7 qvol
L E) =20 (3)] & Tl avaty =1 [ wts/) = xte/) E2E avat,
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From which we deduce the “truncatedl] ” almost monotonicity formula satisfied by A :

T ty 1 o arctano
dhy.d dvol,, — —'(—)— Sz g JUAANT ol
/Z< s dB >4 dvolg /ETX o) = [V=t]® + i o vol,

t t T 1 [ v Vi Vo
+/2 [O(l)x (;)4‘0(;) X/(;)} dvolg-i-z /ZT—Q)(" (;) arctano —— - ——s o 5 dvoly
3 v, /t V¥ V¥ 1L [t , /vy |[VEo]?
2L 5 (B arctano ~—— dvol, S (2) o dvol
4/E 2 () avetano = Ttz +4/E7~X r) W to2)z %
|(VEr)L|2 / v ,(t) 1 { s 9 O arctana]
=4 v/r) — x(t 7dvol— - - = |IV7t]" + ————| dwval
[t =t 5 [Sv () & |97+ TEEL ] v,
s 2 ) Sy
—|—4/ Ex’ vy Vel dvolg—§/ Ex’ d arctanaD v dvolg
s n) (1+02)? 4 /s n v 1402

i for (5) ameane T2 B oty [ o (F) <0 (7) ()]
+- — — | arctanoc —— dvolg + O(1 —|+0| - = dvol
4/2772X 7 v 1+02 5 (Lx 7 n) X\ I

(IT.12)

I11.2 Passing to the limit £ — 400 in the “truncated” almost monotonicity

formula (IIL.12).

We have seen ([L22)) that

kEIJPoo . < dh’l‘,’l]udﬁk > gk dUOle =0

More precisely, from ([L14), (IL13), ((L15), ((L20) and from ([L9) we obtain

/ < dhyy, dBr >g, dvolg,
b

<C e} /(1 + |dTe|2)? [V X, | o Ay, dvoly,
b))

+C et /(1 +|dTel2,) ATkl g, [|VHVHX',M| oAy + |V Xy, , R o/{k} dvoly,
b
Recall 5
X = JHVHh+§§.
We have in particular

JgVHe JgVHio
JaVH [x(x/n) arctano] = H77 X' (t/n) arctano + x(x/n) 1H+702

We recall that a subsequence has been extracted in such a way that the varifold v defined by Kk is
converging towards a limiting varifold v,,. We also denote by p (resp. ps ) the so called weight of v
(resp. Vo) . It is given by

V ACVa(RY)  Borel pug(A):=vi(r 1 (A))

17 “Truncated” is referring to the fact that we are not making 7 go to zero at this stage and that we have to “wait” for k
going to infinity first.
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where 7 denotes the bundle projection of the Grassmann bundle G% “(Va(R*) over Vo(R*). The Radon

measure convergence in GLeg (Vo(R%)) is implying the following passages to the limit for any smooth
functions F' and G on VQ(R"‘) : we have respectively

lim F(Ay(z)) dvolyg, :/ F(p) duoo (D) ,

k—+oo b Va (R4)

we have also

lim G(Ag) [VE(F(Ag(x)))]? dvoly, = lim Gp) [VPF(@)|? dvi(P,p)
k—+oco Jx k—+4o00 GzLeg(Vg(R“))

-/, G IV FR) dvao(P.7)
G5 9 (Va(R?))

where V7 F is denoting the orthogonal projection of the gradient of F' on the Legendrian 2-plane P in
T5V2(R*). Passing to the limit in (IILI2) gives
t
VP2 + o(p) arc ana(ﬁ)] v (P. )

i 0, () 1
/WMW»7"X<T)@@ 1+ 0%(p)

im0 () 1(2)0(2) £ ()]

77 VP
/Leg(v ey 72 (—j) arctan o (p) Tt A v (P, p)

1402

+

1
4
3 / , (t(ﬁ) VPr  V7Po
—= — —< | arctano(p) — - ———= dvo(P,p
4 Leg(VQ(R4)) r (_) T 1 + 0-2 (m ( _>

r

+E/WWW»T ( )1KEQQWMR@
_/GL”(VQ(R‘*))TPX/ (?) t21]5> [' Vit %(ﬁ) o)
VPo

N @ arctan o —  dv
/“g(w(w)) 7> ( n > ¢ (ﬁ) (m T2 dveo (P, p)

/ VaE) [O (?) X <@)] dveo (P, )

We first deduce the following lemma

m»a
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Lemma III.1. Assume

1
liminf—/ dptoo (P) < 00, I11.14
=0 02 Jycecon ?) ( )

then

li / A (P,p) < + (I1L.15)
im —————— dv (P, o0 . .
10 Jycear (L+ 02())? !

Proof of lemma [Tl We have from ([IL11) away from t = 0 and for any (P, p) € G5/ (Va(R*))

VP ‘ 1 2 P P 2 VPl V70 2
= p D)V e —p@ V p* < + < — . I11.16
e~ O DY S T S (1)
Observe that we have respectively
X <@) - X (@) >0, (II1.17)
r n
moreover
Y (@) >0, (IIL.18)
n
and "
o arctano
Using ([ILI6) we have respectively
P2
J[ () e g
GEo (V@) ) n /) (1+0%(p) (IT1.20)
C
< - dﬂoo(m
n n<e<2n
moreover
P P
%/ @X/ <@> arctan o () Vit Lj dveo (P, )
4 JgLes(vyray) N n t(p) 1+ 02(p) (II1.21)
C
< —2/ duoo(ﬁ)
n" Jn<e<2n
and 2 P P
1
_/ v (215) N (@) arctan o (p) Vi, LQU dveo (P, )
4 Gé‘eg(VQ(RAL)) n n T 1+o (ﬁ) (III 22)
c .
< - d,uoo(ﬁ)
" Jn<e<2n
Combining ([IL13), (IL20), (OL21) and ([IL22) we finally obtain
PaL2
limsup/ 4 {X <@> - X <@>} V7o F t)2 | dveo (P, D)
n—0 Gé‘eg(VQ(R‘L)) r n t(m (III 23)

w(p) (dﬁ)) 1 [ p 2 O arctanc }
— — — Vi) + —————0)| dve(P,p) < +00 .
/Géeg(w(ﬂw X\ e (VT e @ (7.2)

34



We then deduce for any r < 1

PyL|2
lim X <@> % Voo (P, ) < +00 . (I11.24)

At v = 0 we have that Vv; and Vw; for i = 3,4 are orthogonal to (£7,£5) and hence horizontal. We have
moreover thanks to (IL2])

JuVTv; = Jg(8,0) = (0,£))
¥, €5 + W) we have

VH’UJZ'
Then, in a neighbourhood of (£7,&3) at the point (&7 +

4
JH(VHga) =Jg <ZviVHwi —w; VHu; | = —pVHp+ o(x?) .

i=1
This gives

S T (V) = p° Tu(V7p) + 20 Ju (V) = p? Ve =20 pVHp + O(*)

. (II1.25)
e (5) o)

p
For every P € G5*(Va(R*)) we have that J (P) is also horizontal, orthogonal to P and
Hence we deduce from ([I1.25])

—p*v” (%) + 0" = Jg((VPe)h)
This gives
(VPo) L 1 p4 P 1 VPo
=—-— 1) == — 1 II1.2
. 2t4JH(V o)+ 0(1) 2JH o2 +0(1), (II1.26)

from which we deduce

() S e =1 [ () |55

Combining this last identity with ([IL24) we get (IILIR) and lemma [IL1] is proved. ml

2
Voo (P, ) + O(pioo ({v < 2r}))

We deduce the following lemma

Lemma III1.2. Assume

1
lim sup —2/ ditos (P) < +00 (II1.27)
n—=0 77 Jyn<e<2n

then for any function ¢ € C5°(R4,Ry) such that supp(¢) C Ry \ {0} and f0+oo o(t) =1

.1 n t(ﬁ)) 1+ o arctanc
lim —/ — (— ———(p) dpeo =6 IT1.28
=01 Jyy ey (D) "\ V1+o2 (p) dp 0 (I11.28)

exists, is finite and is independent of ¢ .
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Remark III.1. Observe that

d |1+ sarctans|  arctans
ds | V142 | (1482327
Hence the function (1 + s arctans)/v/1 4 s? is decreasing on R_ and increasing on Ry and we deduce

VscR 1<1+sarctans<z'

T V1I+s2 T2
Remark III1.2. Observe that if v is the varifold associated to a smooth Legendrian immersion % we
have 0 — 0 as v — 0 (see [18] section III) hence

| «(7) 1 () os
90_71713%77 /\/21R4 (ﬁ)¢< ) duoo_’l?li%n /\/2(R4) (q)gb( >|V * dioo

= lim h ? 7({1’:5}) é: 7 Card({t™? h =27 Card({x™!
~ iy | ¢>(n) = — 2 Cari(( ({0))) / o(t) dt = 2 Card({r~*({0})}) .

-0 S

Proof of lemma [[TL.2l Let d > 1 such that Supp(¢) € [d~!,d]. We introduce x(t) := j;+oo @(s) ds and
we apply ([ILI3). Because of (ILIA]) we have respectively

@) (D VP
/G;emw» n X ( 7 ) Tt o2 eoPP)

[VPal|®

<C ————— dvo(P,p) — 0
ey L+ 27 PP
moreover
t(p) /<V(ﬁ)) VPa
— X' === arctana(ﬁ) ———— dv(P,D)
/Ggeg(w(w)) n n (27) 1+02(p)
1/2 VP2 1/2
<C {n” / duoo] U 75 dVeo P,p} —0
d-1n<t<dn d—1ln<t<dn (1+02(p))? (P.7)
and

n? w(B) 1+02(p)

, 1/2 |v7)0_|2 1/2
<C {n / duoo] [/ ——— dvy ’P,p} —0
d—ln<r<dn d—1ln<t<dn (14 02(p))? ( _7

We have also

/ 0 (t(—m> X' (@) dveo(P,P)| < C1p? [77_2/ duoo] —0
GLo9 (Vo (RY)) n n d-1n<r<dn

Lo 00 (<P = (5))] avtmom

_/“g<v2<R4>>\w 1{e=0} Ox <(—) oo (P 5)
_i/G“J (Va(R4)) o) [X (%) X (2t§m1n>} Woo(P. )
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/ i) X" <@) arctan o (p) Ve Vo dve (P, p)
Gy (Va(R)) n

and




We have

5 [ 00 [ (52) 1 (725)] et

<cn222 % (279y / T—
d=12-i-lp<e<d2-9n

Finally we observe that

is a monotone function of 1. Hence

3%4/6:;@(%4» < (P) ()] S <m)2 SN

T VPr)t2
:4/ X(@) IV"F oy )
GLeI (VN1 ({0})  \ T ©(p)

Combining all the previous we obtain that

T T 1 o arctano
-/ H®) <@) [W?’rr“ n —@] dvae (P )
Gy (Va(RY))

n n ) (p) V1+ o2

is converging as 1 converges to zero. Hence

exists and is finite. Recall that for any P € G5(Va(RY))

lim

@] dve(P.5) = b0(¢)  (IIL29)
120 Jqles(vy(re)) N

[V = [VPe? + (Vo) 2
From (III.26) and using also ([ILY) we have

VP 2 VH 2 1 vP 2 1 1 1 vP 2
| 2t| :| 2r| e U2|2+O(1):_2 -1 +0()
X ¢ 1(1+02) 2 \1+02 4 (1+02)?
We deduce
. (ﬁ) ( (ﬂ) 1 {1—1—0 arctano
lim (P)| dveo(P,P) = Oo(0)
=0 JgLes(vy(ray) T 2(p) V1+o?
By taking h,, = [x(¢/r) — ft/n ¢(s) ds]arctano where x is fixed and ¢ is arbitrary satisfying the
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assumption of the lemma we observe that

o W@\ (VPO
(@) = 4/c§eg<v2<R4>>\w1<{0}>X< " > U

Y)Y L |\gpyz ol arctano() |
/“f’wwn X ( r ) 23 |V T T e 1 o (Po7)

9 (V2 (®R*)\m =1 ({0}) [ ( ( )) o (@) X (#ﬂ Voo (P, P)

P P
1/ e (7) X (ﬁ) arctan o (p) Ve Vo dveo (P, D)
4 GLGQ(V (R4)) r T
3

Voo (P, D)

+

+

r2 1+02

P P
_ / °®) (@) arctan o () Vit Vo Voo (P, )
4 e v

r r 1+ 02(p)

1/ t(p) ,(t(ﬁ?) V7ol
+7 =X (=) e dve(PB
4 GQLSQ(V2(R4)) T T (1 + 0'2 (]7))2 ( _j

Obviously 6y(¢) is independent of ¢ and this concludes the proof of lemma [[TL.2l O

We have the following lemma

Lemma II1.3. There exists a universal constant C' > 1 such that, for any 0 < 2s < r < 1, assuming we
have

1
lim sup — / dltoo (P) < +00 , (II1.30)
77 n<t<2n

n—0
then

VPo 2

c! —_—
[+02()

1 1
0o —|—/ Voo (P, D) | < = / diioe <C — / dptoo - (II1.31)
0<r<s/2 s 0<t<s r t<r

We replace r by s in ([IL13) and we make 5 converge to zero. Thanks to the previous lemma we
o(p) arctano(p
VP2 u] dveo (P, P)

obtain
l 0 () 1
Géeg(\é(R“)) S S t2(]57 1+ 02 (15")

+/G“g<v2<R4>>\{t—0}[ < ) < ﬁ)) <@>} Voo (P P)
p

1 t( VPr VPo

+Z /Leg(v w52 <T) arctan o (p) ~ T2 v (P, p)

4) @ » » (II1.32)

3/ t(p <tp> VP VPo

—= X | — ) arctano(p) — - ———= dvo(P,D
4 Leg(v (R%)) S S (_> 1+ 02(]7) ( _j
1 / ( ( ) V7ol

+- — — | ———5— dv(P,
4 Leg(v (R4)) S S (1 —+ 0'2([7))2 ( m
4/ X(<—> 7P e P.3) + 00

Le9(va(R1))\ {r=0} s t(p)
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Using thee fact that we have

Pl < S A g
[IV7Pe| <1 and ‘1+02(@'_t

we deduce

2 C
6‘0+4/ x(@> (v” )2| de(P,mg—Q/ duoo+/ Ao
GLo9 (Vo (R))\ {t=0} 5 (p) 52 Jycrcas 0<r<2s

Using
(VP02 1 [VPol?
2 4 (14 02)2
we deduce the first inequality in ([(IL31]). For 2s < r we have

+0(1)

s, T () a1 IVPt|2+%] Voo(P.)
0 () 5 () 0 (2) ()]

L SR () seetanotp) T T (P

2 /GLSQ(V(M Dy (12 wetano) 75 VT v P

+
B~ =

/Ge-"(vz(W))T_) ( ) ll—i—v:;(li))2 Voo (P, P)

4/GW Va(R4)) X<t > ><<t >] —*))2 a Voo (P, D) (I11.33)

- / ©(p) (
Gy (Va(RY)  F

/\

?'S
\_/

1 o arctano
VP +

R d i P,
X 20 Ao ()| dve(P,D)
t(p) f(ﬁ)) |V7)0'|2
4 ") _ dvao (P,
+ /Leg(v2(R4)) S X < S 1 + 02 v ( ﬁ)
3/ t(p) <t(ﬁ)) VFPo
= —~ | arctano(p ———— dvo(P,p
4 Leg(v (R4)) S X S ﬂ) (]5') 1+ 02 (15") ( j

( > V7o
— | arctano(p ———= dv(P,D
/“%ww)) e X ( s g (25? T VPP

/L@VQ(W [0( )><<t )] dvee (P, )

We have that x’ < 0 on R and supp(

_/Gées(vg(w))@xl (ﬁ) tQEﬁﬁ [|V7’r|2 Ujfﬁﬂa(ﬁ)} oo 7)

C / 1 1/2 VP2
<= dpteo + / dptoo +C {—/ duoo} / 755 AV (P, P
TQ re<ar 0<e<2r 52 s<tr<2s s<tr<2s (1 + 02 (17))2 ( _>
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"y C [1,2] hence we deduce
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We choose x such that

1
X<0 onR and — x> 5 on [5/4,7/4] .
Since P2 H|2 P2 P2
\Y% \Y% 1 |V 1 1 1 |V
| 2V| _ | 2t| L | U2| + 0(1) _ _ | U| + O(l) .
v v 4 (14 02)2 2 /1402 4 (1+402)?

Using remark [IL1] we deduce

1 p o O arctano 1 1 |[VPo|?
— iliittintaly 7)Y I | ,
(p) Dv R = (15)] 22 " iugorp TOW

We deduce that for » < 1

1 C 1 1/2 VP2
) dptoc < — / dpioc +C |:_/ d,uoo:| |:/ s dVoo (P, )
8% J5s/acvats)a % Joce<ar 5% Jocr<as screczs (1+02(p))?

Vo2
WV v (P 5 .
‘“?A«asu+o%mv Voo (P )

Let )
A= sup — dptso
2s<r 87 Jps/a<e<Ts/4

Using the first inequality in ([IL31]) we just proved, we deduce

C 1/2
A< — / djis + C AY/? [r‘2/ duoo]
r 0<t<2r 0<t<2r

Hence for any s < r we have

1
5% Jps/a<e<Ts/4 r 0<r<2r

This gives for any s < r

1 / 1 & = 75\ 1
— dites = — / dlise < C (—) —/ dptso
$% Jo<r<s 52; 5it1ls/TiHl <v<5is/Td j;) 7 % Joce<ar

which implies the second inequality in (IIL31). Lemma [IL3is proved.

a

II1.3 The finiteness and a global bound of the upper 2-density of i, at every

point in V5(R?).

We denote by tj, the Folland Kordnyi gauge with respect to po = (do, I;o) € V2(R*). That is, for any

7= (@,b) € Va(RY)
P D) =P~ o> . ¢p@)=d-by—do-b and th = pk +40% .

For 0 € R and p'= (a@,b) € V2(R*) we denote

77 = (cosOd+sinfb, —sinfa+ cosb) .

We shall now prove the following lemma

40

1/2



Lemma II1.4. For any po € Va(R*) the following holds
1
lim sup — dpioo (P) < +00 . (I11.34)

2
r
r—0 T <T

2

Hence there exists C > 1 universal such that for any po € Va(R*) and any 0 < s <r
vP
d dves(P, )

e[ [T
0<tz,<5/2 1+0%(p)

Proof of lemma [IL.4l Let M > 0 and denote p such that

C_l

1 1
<5 / dpio < C — / dpeo . (TI1.35)
t50<s Tpn <T

PO

1
FEy = {ﬁe Va(R*) ; limsup — dltoo = —i—oo} .
r—0

TQ tp<r
Let M > 0 and § > 0. For any p'€ E we choose § > rz > 0 such that

1

T Jep<ry
Let
Moo := T oo -
where we recall that II is the tautological projection from V5(R%) into Ga(R*) such that II(@,b) = @ A b.
Let Gy := II(5). We have for any pair (@,b) and (&,d) in Va(R*)
@Nb—End] = |@—ANb—EA(d—b)| < |d—d +|d—b| < V2 |(@b) — (.d)
Let éﬁ := TI(p), because of the previous

({7 € Va(R") ; () < r5}) C Byg, (Gp)

Hence we have )
— dMs > M

"'y Byz,5(Gp)

Obviously B \/Er,;(éﬁ) realizes an open cover of II(E). Extracting a Besicovitch covering (B, 3, (Gi))icr,

we deduce that
MY 2<c / M

where (' is a constant depending only on G2(R*) given by the Besicovitch covering theorem. Since M > 0
and § > 0 are arbitrary, we deduce
H*(TI(Es)) =0 .

This implies in particular that E., has no interior. Recall that from lemma[[IL3] for any p € Vo(R*)\ E,
we have

1
et o[ du < Cun(Va®Y).
™ Jo<rz<r

where C' > 0. Moreover, since by assumption

1
lim sup —2/ At < 400,
r tp<lr

r—0
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we have
Ve VaR)\ Bx  pos({8}) =0.
Hence
VHE R\ Ex  Yr<l o[ die < Opn(Va(®).
<

Let now py = (d’o,go) € Ey and py = (d’k,gk) — Do With pj, € Vo(R*) \ Ew. Let » > 0 and k € N such
that vz, (pk) < 271 Cy ' r where Cp > 1 is going to be fixed later on below. We have for any 7 € Vo (R*)

-,

. . 1/4 . . I . 1/4
w5 () = (17— Fol' +43,()] " = |15~ pol* +4(@- By — o - 57

We write o . oL
@5, (P) =@ -bg —b-do = (a@—do)-bo— (b—bo) - do
= (@— do) - (bo — br) — (b= bo) - (do — dix) + (@ — do) - b — (b — bo) - i
= (@ — o) - (bo — bx) — (b —bo) - (@o — k) + o5, (B) + @, (B
Hence . .
lem (D) < ppy (D) ppo (Pk) + | (D) + |, (Pk)]
< 050 (P) o (D) + 05 (D) o (D) + 15, (D) + 05, (P )]
Hence

Yo (ﬁ) < Ppo (17) +4/2 |90ﬁo (ﬁ)|

< i () + P () + V2 pgo () + \/2 P (P) pa (B) + \/2 o ()] + \/2 o (70)] (I11.36)

< Co [tﬁk (9) + Y55, (Pk)]
where Cp > 1 is universal. We choose p such that vz, (7)) < 27' C; ' r. Hence
{FeVa(RY) ; v, (P) <r} C{FeVa®); vz (p) <271 Cylr}

Since pi, € Va(R?) \ Ex we have
2 diise < C pioo(Va(RY))
5, (B)<21Cy ' r
where C' is universal. Hence we deduce
[ due < O (Va(®Y)
5o (P)<r

This holds for any 0 < r < 1 which contradicts the fact that py € Fs. Hence E, = () and lemma [I1.4]
is proved. 0.
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II1.4 Bounding the limiting 2-density of i, from below

We take again
hr = [x(v/r) — x(v/n)] arctano .
we have ,
H _ P gH H 2
\% arctana_t—4v (p_t_4¢v 0.

Hence we have

h

N R‘

X, = JaV ., + 5

—

2 1 R
= [x(t/r) — x(t/n)] €—4 T V2 — "y 0 JgVH p? + arctan o 3|t [r~ X (v/r) — 7t X/ (v/n)] arctano V¢ .

Recall that A

VH¢:ZviVHwi—inHvi .
i=1

Hence
1

|thm| <C thlJrj ‘r*j XD (e/r) =77 xW (\7/77)‘
5=0

2
VIR, <03 e
j=0

P (e/r) = X (/)|

3
|VHVHX'hM| <C Zt—3+j ] X(j)(t/r) —n X(j)(t/ﬁ)‘
3=0

We have also
VX, -B=V[JuVT7h.,] - B+ Vh, = —IugVTh., - VIR +Vh,,
which gives
VX - Bl < Co ' [x(x/r) = x(e/m)] +C |[r X' (¢/r) =0~ X (e/n)| -
Recall
/ < diyy, dAy, >, dvol, =2 / < dhyy, dBy >4 dvol,, . (T11.37)
b)) b))

and

/ < iy - Ry >, dvoly, + e~ O(|ullz, )
b

:-4#//3(1+|di 2) {— <dfk®dfk,dw®dxk> + dfk-d<dede> } dvoly,  (IIL38)

g 9k

- /E {(1 + ATy, ) — 41dT4[2, (1 + |dfk|§k)] < dii - dRy, >4, dvoly,

and we recall from (ILI5) and from (IL20Q)

Ay & didy g, < |V X, | (I11.39)
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and

- - - |2 - - - - -
‘di~d<du7m/\dAk> }g ’di’ |VHXhm|+’di’ IVEVER, |+|VX,. - Al (IIL.40)
g g g

Hence

/ < dhyyy dBi >4 dvoly| < Ce} / (1 + [dT3|2)? [VH Xy, | dvolg,

b)) b))

+Ce} / (14 |dTe[2, )% (VYR |+ VX, - Bl] dvoly, + e O(||wl| i)
b))

This gives

/ < dhyy,dBr >4 dvoly
b

gcé/ v 2 (1 + [dT3[2,)? dvoly,
Sn{n<e<2r}

) . (I11.41)
+eet [ (4 AT 2)Y2 dvoly, + e O(wllz,)
YN {n<e<2r}

We recall that the function

-

Lo 1/4 .
d(p,(f):tﬁ((j):[|p—(f|4—|—4|ad—b€|2 where p:(a,b) andq:(a )
and we have seen in - see ([IL30]) - that it satisfies the quasi-distance condition

v5(q) =v¢(P) and  d(p1,p) < Co [d(pr,q) + d(P, )] (I1.42)

for some universal Cy > 1. We are now proving the following lemma.
Lemma II1.5. There exist two universal constants C > 0 and co > 0 such that for any 6, — 0 and for

k large enough and for any point € Ay() satisfying

Vr<l & / (1 + |dTx|2,)? dvoly, < 6 / dvolg, , (I11.43)
=N {ep<r} ’ SN {tz<5CEr}

we have for any 0 <r < 1/2

/ |V* arctan oy|? dvol,, < %/ dvolg,
SN {rp<r} r SN {rp<r}

+C [ 105 (£) + 8144 694 1og?/* ()] sup s% [ ol (I11.44)

—2
+C e g ?,

and for any 0 < s <r <1/2

R e R R Y S

C _
<= dvolg, + C e~k 5;3 .
™ Jen {tp<r}

(I11.45)
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Proof of lemma We take p := (&1,€2). Since the second fundamental form of Kk is in L* the
weak Immersion is C'. Hence p has finitely many pre-images by Kk and we denote their number by
Nz € N. We choose p' such that Ny > 1. Let zp € X such that Ag(zg) = p. We take local conformal
coordinates around zg such that z;(z¢o) = 0 and we omit to write explicitly the subscript k. We can
assume modulo rotation in the image and dilation of the coordinates that 811K(0) = (&3,0). Since both
Ji (02, K(0)) = (0,&3) and Jg(8,,A(0)) are orthogonal to A, Ty, ¥ we can assume modulo the action of
rotations preserving H and Jy that 9,,A(0) = (£4,0) and Jg (92, A(0)) = (0,&,). Hence, since A is C
we have in the neighbourhood of 0

—

Ay, 2) = (&1 + 1 &3 + 22 &4 + o(|2]), &2 + o(|2]))

—

Recall that for @ = &) + # and b := & + @ with (a,b) € Va(R?) recall that ¢ = v2 — w?

4
Vv p(a,b) = ZviVHwi —w' VA

=1

we have respectively . .
Vv =74 (8,0) and  VHw' =715(0,5) .

-,

First of all we have at the point p':= (d, b)
VVEDpi = (5 —af@—b'5,0) and  VV2EDwi= (0,5 —a'd— b b)

Hence ‘ ‘ . . ‘ .
VHy = (& —a'@—0"b,0) and VHw' =(0,& —a'd@—b'b) (I11.46)

In particular at j = (@,b) = (&) 4 @& + @), thanks to ([ILI) there holds

VA = (=0 —w! (& + @) — v! (&1 +7),0)
VH2 = (=i — 0% (&) + 0) — w? (& + ), 0)
(IIL47)
VH = (&5 — 3 (&1 + 7) — w? (&2 + @), 0)
VH’U4:(H4—”U4 (51+17)_w4 (52+1D)50)7
and
V! = (0, -7 — w' (& + @) — v* (&1 + 7))
VHw? = (0, —% — v? (&1 + 7) — w? (& + b))
(IIL48)
VHw3 = (0,8 — v® (81 + ) — w3 (& + @)
Vot = (0,€; —v* (&1 + 0) — w (&2 + W)

Observe that for i =1...4 ‘ ‘
Jg Vi = vy (I11.49)



Thus in particular

(

(
and

(

(

. (IT1.50)
VHy? o Az O(|x) VHw? o A(x) = (0,83) + O(|z])
VA o K(z) = (&4,0) + O(|z|) VHEw o A(z) = (0,84) 4+ O(|z|)
Thus . .
VEvl o A(z) = O(|z]) VZw! o A(z) = O(|z])
V=02 0 A(z) = O(|z]) VEw? o A(z) = O(|z|)
V=0 o A(z) = (£3,0) + O(|z|) e VEw3 o A(z) = O(|x])
VHyt o A(z) = (€4,0) + O(|z|) VEwh o A(z) = O(|z|)
Hence we deduce in particular that
w?o X =0(z)?) and w'oA =O0(z]?)
Since A
VAo K=Y v o AV7w' o A —w' o AV v! 0 A+ O(|z[?)
i=3
we deduce from the previous that
Ve =0(lz") and  ¢(z) = O(z) .
Since p? = |z|? (1 + o(1)) we deduce
|V¥arctano| = O(1) and |arctano| = O(|z|) . (IT1.51)
Since A is a C' immersion we have
il Hg B 1HLoo(x—1Bn(ﬁ>) -
and then, using again that X is a C! immersion we have
lim % / dvolg, = lim % / dvolg, = m Ny (II1.52)
n=0n" S N0 N Jps<n
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We recall the identity ([ILI2)

T ty 1 o arctano
dhy.d dl——'(—)— Sz g JHAANT ol
/Z< s dB >4 dvolg /ETX o) = [V=t]® + i o vol,
2

—|—/Z {O(l)x (;) +0 (;) X’ (;)} dvolg + i /Z;—Qx” (;) arctanovTEt . % dvol,
)

_§/ t /(5) aretang Vo8 Vo  dvol, +1/z /(E)Mm
4 ZTX r ¢ 1102 4 E’I”X r/ (1+02)2 g

_4/2[X(t/r)_x(r/n)]|(vi7)|2 dvol, _/E%X' (%) tiz {|V2t|2+%] dvol,

22 by Do
—|—4/ EX/ <£> 7|V | dvolg—§/ Ex’ <£> arctana—v LY dvol,
s 7 n) (1+02)2 4 /s n 7 )

1 [ 2 t Vi Vg t t t
w3 L (5) eretone T g vty [ own () +0 (7] ¥ (5)] el
(IIL53)
Using ([IL51) we have
v, (v 1 SHEN aarctana}
— - = ||V —— | dwol
/ X (n) 2 [l e VI+ o2 I

:_/ < ) |VZt|2dvol, +o< / dvolg)
<2n N Je<2n

From (IILY)), (IL26) and (IIL5I) we also have
14+ 0(?) = |VH)? = V52 4+ |(VE0) 1|2 = V)2 + 4712 |[VE (arctan o) |2 = [VFe2 + O(?)

Combining the previous gives then

v, ) 1 52 aarctana]
ol | = |IV7t|* + ————| dvol
/EWX (n) v [' AT !

1({ . (II1.54)
=—— X (=] =|VZ[—-]| dvoly, +0o(1) = — X (s) —————= ds+o(1
0¥ \n) " g t+o(1) ; (s) s (1)
Hence )
T T o arctano
lim— [ =X (=) = |[|[VZ)? + ——=—-| dvol, =27 Nj I11.55
= o (5) @ (1956 T | ety =27, (HL.55)
Thus

. (VEe)* /r (t) 1 { 52 aarctana]
| 4 - ——d l B n e |V +7\/ dvol
ng% /E[X(t/r) x(r/n)] 2 VO g 77X 1 2 | t| 1102 VO0lg

s 2 b 2,
—|—4/ Ex’ <£> VTol® dvolg—§/ Ex’ <£> arctanaD v dvolg
s 7 n) (1+02)? 4 /s n 7 )
i for (5) ameane T2 B oty [ o (F) <0 (3) ()]
+- — — | arctanc — - —— dvoly + O(1 - +0| - = dvol
4/2772X 7 v 1+02 5 (L 7 n) X\ I

Y12
—4 / x(5) 7 oo, + 278,
by t '

(IT1.56)
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We have also

/ < dhyp,dB >, dvoly, = % / < diypy, dA >, dvol, = % / X, o Ag - AgA dvol,
Y N Y
—/ vV [(x(¢/r) — x(t/n)) arctan o] - JHFN‘Ang’UOlg
b

- / v [(x(x/r) = x(x/m)) arctan o] - Ty Hy dvol,

where we have used the fact that BoA-AA = 0 - see (ILT) - and the fact that Jy realizes an isomorphism
between the horizontal projection of the normal bundle of the immersion and the tangent bundle to the
immersion. We have then

/ < dhyp,dB >, dvol,

+C ||~ |arctana| /1 + |di|§k dvoly +C / ||~ |arctana| /1 + |df|§ dvol,

n<t<2n <rt<2r

1/2 . 1/4 1/4
<C {/ |V arctan o|? dvolg} [/ (1+ |dT|§)2 dvolg] [/ dvolg]
n<e<2r n<e<2r ’ n<e<2r

1/2 . 1/4 1/4
+C [/ |z| =2 | arctan o|? dvolg} {/ (1+ |dT|§)2 dvolg] [/ dvolg]
n<e<2n n<r<2n n<e<2n

+C / ||t | arctana| /1 + |df|§ dvol,
r<r<2r

<C / |V* arctano| \/1 + |df|§ dvol,
<r<2r |

(IIL57)
Since |[V¥ arctano| = O(1) and |arctano| = O(|z|) we deduce
lim sup / < dhyy,dB >4 dvoly| < C / |z|~! |arctan o] 1/1 + |df|§ dvolg,
n—0 z r<t<2r
e ) » » (I11.58)
+C [/ |V* arctan o|? dvolg} [/ (1+ |dT|§)2 dvolg] [/ dvolg}
<27 <27 <27
Combining ([ILE3), (IIL56) and (IL58) gives
vy |(VER)L)? / v,y 1 s 2 O arctanc
4 (—)7(11 2r Ny < — [ = (—)— g AAMIN ol
/EX T 2 volg + 2T E’I”X r/) 2 V= + V1402 0%
t t t 1 [« t Vi Vg
+/E [O(l)x (;) +0 (;) X' (;)} dvoly + n /ZT—Q)(" (;) arctano —— - 557 dvol,,
3 v/t V¥ V¥ v, vy |VES)?
—2 [ 2y (5) arctano ~— dvol, N (3) o dvol 111.59
4/ZTx(T)arcano v 1402 +4/ETX r/ (1+02%)2 Vol ( )

+c/ ||~ |arctano| \/1 + [dT|2 dvol,
r<r<2r

1/2 ~ 1/4 1/4
+C [/ |V* arctan o|? dvolg] [/ (1+ [dT[2)? dvolg} {/ dvolg}
<27 <27 <27

48



Using ([IL26) we deduce for any 0 < o < 1

4 / |V*arctano|? + O(1) dvoly + 27 Ny < C v 2 / dvol,
tp<r r<r<2r
+C ¢t / A/ 1+ |df|§ dvoly + C « / |V* arctana|? dvol,
re<2r <27

1/2 1/2
+C a™! [/ (1+ |dT|2)? dvolg] U dvolg] :
t<2r t<2r

This gives

(4—-Ca) / |V* arctan o|?dvol, + 27 Ny < C v 2 / dvol,
tp<r

p<2r

+C vt / \/1+ |dT|2 dvoly + C a=? +? / (1+ [dT|2)? dvoly
r<vy<2r tp<2r

1/4
<Cr? / dvoly + C t3/2 ltz/ 1+ |df|§)2 dvol,
p<2r p<2r

+C a2 ¢? / (1 + [dT[2)? dvol, .
t5<2’r‘ ’

We choose C'av < 2 and we finally get using the assumption of the lemma

2

4
1
2 / |v* arctan o|*dvol, + 27 Ny < C [1 + 6r—4] —= / dvol, .
tp<r € tﬁ<1OCgT

Observe that |V* arctano|? < C't~2 and this implies

C
/ |V* arctan o|? dvol, < - dvol, .
r<tz<10C2r v Jr<ep<1002 -

Hence we get

1
Vir<CyZed /4 2 / |V> arctan o |2dvol, + 27 Ny < C 2 / dvol, .
tp<r t

<

Let 1 >7r>ced Y*andlet e < s <ed V4 from ([IL5])

<C / |z| 7! Jarctano| \/1+ |dT|2 dvol,
s<t<2s ’

lim sup
n—0

/ < dhgy,dB >, dvol,
b

1/2 . 1/4 1/4
+C [/ |V* arctan o|? dvolg] [/ (1+ |dT|§)2 dvolg] [/ dvolg}
t<2s t<2s t<2s
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We have obviously Ay, = he sy + hy.. Combining (IL4T)) with (IILGI) gives then

lim sup
n—0

< lim sup
n—0

/ < dhyy,dBx >4 dvoly,
b))

/ < dhey,dBr >4 dvolg
b))

+

/ < dhey,dBr >4 dvolg
b

<Cet / 21+ |df|§)2 dvol,
YN {e<t<2r}

+Ce* / v (1 + |dfk|§)3/2 dvolg + C / ||~ |arctana| /1 + |df|§ dvol,
SN {e<t<2r} ' <r<2e '

1/2 . 1/4 1/4
+C [/ |V* arctan o|? dvolg] [/ (1+[dT[2)? dvolg] [/ dvolg}
t<2e t<2e¢ t<2e¢

_e—2 —
+e = O(|[der[l5,)

where W, , := V)th. We first estimate using (IL21])

||“_jfs,r||ﬁ,c

. . . . . . 2 1/4 .
S5 N A5 S AP TICNAE S R Rl 2
>

This gives
el 5, < O(77) .

We have using the hypothesis of the lemma

(14 |dT

54/ 0 (14 [dT[3)* dvoly = &* / / |E|)dl

SN {e<rp<2r} /2 5% Jizas |Vt

1
et (1+ [dT|?)? dvoly + 2&* / / (1+ |dT|?)? dvol,
472 SN {e<rp<2r} e/2 s SN {e<tp<2s}
1
< C 9 log (f) sup ol / dvol,
€/ e<s<202r 57 JEn{rp<s)

we have moreover

54/ e (14 [dT}[2)*? dvol,
Sn{e<e<2r}

1/4 3/4
<et [/ tgﬁ dvolg] [/ t;2 1+ |dfk|§)2 dvolgl
S Nn{e<t<2r} I Nn{e<t<2r}

We bound

-6
dvol, */ / ——dl = (2r)7° / dvol
/Em{s<t<2r} 4 /2 0 Jizas |V t| ©N{e<t<2r} g

1 i
—|—6/ / dvoly < C° sup  — / dvol, / d—:
/2 s7 SN {e<rp<2s} e<s<2r S 2N {rp<s} e/2 8
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Combining ([IL6Y), (IIL66) and ([ILET) gives

e / t;?’ (1+ |dfk|§)3/2 dvol,
Yn{e<e<2r}

1
< C 6§34 logg/4 (t) sup — dvol, .

2
e<s<202r 57 JEn{rz<s}

We have also

/ ||t |arctano| /1 + |d7_"|§ dvolg,
e<r<2e¢

3/4 . 1/4
<Cet U dvolg] [/ (1+ |dT|2)? dvolg} <C o2 / dvol,, .
e<t<2¢ e<t<2e¢ e<t<2¢

Using moreover ([IL6Q) for r = 2¢ we also get

1/2 . 1/4 1/4
[/ |V* arctan o|? dvolg] [/ (1+[dT[2)? dvolg] [/ dvolg}
t<2e t<2e t<2e

<C V2 / dvol,,

t<10CZ e

Combining ([IL62)....([IL70) we obtain

lim sup
n—0

/ < dhsy,dB >4 dvoly,
p)

1 _
<C [5 log (f) + o1/ 4 53/4 10g3/4 (f)} sup — / dvoly +C e™° P 3
€ € e<s<10C2r $ 2N {tp<s}

Combining ([IL53), (IL56) and ([ILTI) we obtain

1
/ |V* arctan o|*dvol, < C - dvol,
<2y roJen {vy<2r}
r 1/4 3/4 3/4 (T 1
+C {5 log (—) +0/%4+6°% log (—)} sup  — dvol,
€ €74 s<10czr 57 Jsn{ry<s)
+C e " 73,
where we have also used the obvious inequality
b 2 1
|V* arctan o|“dvol, < — dvol, .
r<rp<2r r En{r<ez<2r}

This implies ([IL44).

Let 0 < sg < r such that

1 1
— / dvolg := sup — / dvol,
S0 Jen{ep<so} s<10C2r 57 JTn{ry<s}
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Since x has been chosen such that x’ <0 and x/(t) < —1/2 on [5/4,7/4] (HL53) implies for any n > ¢

4 / [x(t/r) — x(x/n)] |V> arctano|? dvol, + 1~ dvol,
b

2
/E N{5n/4<e<7n/4}

o 1/2 1/2
< / |V* arctan a|? dvol, n? / dvol,
S Nn{n<e<22n} S N{n<e<2n}

=3 dvolg + C

Sn{r<ez<2r}

/ < dhypy,dB >, dvol,
2

Combining ([IL41]), (TIL65) , (IILG8) and ([IL73) for n > € one obtains

1 _

/ <l dB >y dvoly| < C 54 1og™* (L) 45 10g (£)] / dvoly + C e~ e=®
b)) € € S0 JEn{rp<so}

While for < & combining ([IL57), (IL60) and ([ILT2) gives

/ < dhey,dB >4 dvoly,
b

+C

1/2
1 /

. 1/4 1/4
—2/ dvolg, {52/ 54(14—|dT|§)2 dvolg] [52/ dvolg}
S50 JEn{rp<so} n<t<2e ’ n<e<2e

- 1 _
+C 72 / \e2 (14 [dT|2) dvol, < C o/4 — / dvoly + C e™*¢ fe3
e<t<2e S0 JEn{rp<so}
(IIL.74)

We assume first that so < r. For n := (7/5)_j so for j going from —1 to +00 we obtain, using again the
fact that Ay, = hy e + hep,

<C

) C
(7/5)%7 552 / dvoly, < — dvol,,
S N{5(7/5) =9 so/4<t<T(7/5)=3 s0/4} r SN {r<tz<2r}

1/2 1/2
+C / |V* arctan a|? dvol, 552 / dvol,
S Nn{v<2r} S Nn{e<r<so} (11175)

+C {51/44—53/4 10g3/4 (g) + 6 log (g)} % ~/2)ﬁ{t . dvol,
7<s0

4C e 8

Multiplying by (7/5)~27 and summing from j = —1 up to +o0, using the fact that 7(7/5)~7=1 = 5(7/5)~7
we obtain

1 =X 5\ 1
— dvol, < C (—) —/ dvol
55 Jx Ar<so} 7 42_1 7 % Jsnreep<ar) I

Jj=

too 25 ] 1 1/2 1 1/2

+C (—) = / dvol ) / dvol

j;l 7 % Jsnfep<an ! s Jxnfe<r<so} ! (II1.76)

F .

5 r r\11/2 1

+C (—) § log (=) + Y4+ 8% log®* (= — / dvol

j;l 7 |: (E) (8):| S% ©n{r<so} g
10 e e
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If r < s9 < 10CZr we trivially write

1 1
- / dvolg < —2/ dvolg
S50 JEn{r<so} ™ Jen{r<1008 r}

We then deduce ([IL45) and this concludes the proof of lemma [ILAl ml
From the previous we shall deduce the following lemma

Lemma III.6. Under the previous notations there exists a universal constant c. > 0 such that

Hoo ({tp < 5})

=) < O p(Va(®Y) . (11LTT)

for oo a. e. PE V2(R4) , Vs >0 then ¢y <
Proof of lemma [[IL6. Let 5 € Vo(R?) and s > 0 such that ps ({vy < s}) # 0. Let d;, — 0 given by
op = (loge, ') el / (1 + |dTx[*)? dvoly, (I11.78)
Observe that with this choice we garantee
kglfoo o logey,' =0 and kglfoo 5 sk/(l + [dT|*)? dvoly, =0 . (I11.79)
Let Ej be the set of 7 € Vo(R*) such that there exists s > 0 with
55 ({5 < 5CE s}) < gi/ (1+ [dT5 )2 dvol,,
Bp(wo)N{rp<s}
Observe that for p'# ¢

sup v5(q)
sevy(r) max{tz(0), tq(a)} -

We can then use the Vitali type Covering Lemma in Quasi-metric spaces given by Lemma 2.7 in [3] and

cover Ej by at most countably many balls (Bf.. _ (Pi))ier for the quasi-distance v such that the balls
25

Bgcg s (p;) for ¢ € I are disjoint to each other. Hence we have
R(Er) <> f({ry; <5C8si}) <6 Zak/ (1 + |dT,[*)? dvoly,
i€l el P(mO)m{tp <51}

<4 Ek/(l + |dT[?)? dvol,, = o(1) .
Assume that there exists ko for any k > ko as large as we want
Ki(2) N By(p) € Ex N B(p) ,

then we would have
pe ({75 (@) < s}) < pw(Br) — 0,
and this would imply
Hoo ({t;5< 5}) =0,

which contradicts our assumption. Hence, we can find k as large as we want such that
(@) N Bi@) N (a(RY) \ B) £0
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For such a k we consider then pj, € Ap(Z) N BY(p) and p% ¢ Ej. Applying lemma [IL5 and more
specifically (IL43) to this point, for the choice of d; we are making we obtain that for any n < s there

holds
1

[co — o(1)] —/ dvol
n? =N {rz, <n} "

C _2
<= dvolg, + C e+ 5,;3 .
T Jon{rz, <s}

as explained in the first part of the proof of lemma [IL5] we have

1
lim —/ dvol, =Nz >m
=0 o pogeny "

Using one more time the fact that v is a quasi distance we deduce the existence of three universal positive
constants ¢cg > 0, ¢c; > 1 and C > 0 such that, for some subsequence k' we have

C e ({vy < c18) > s> wleo — o(1)] .
Passing to the limit we have proved the following implication
foo (i< s 20 = poe ({t5 <1 8}) > 5 mep
Assume there exists (G, measurable, such that
Poo(G) >0 and VP eG Fsp>0 st po ({tp<cspl) < 512; T Co

We then have
VPeG Fsp>0 s.t.  po {rp<sp})=0

It implies that pe0(G) = 0 which is a contradiction and this concludes the proof of lemma [TL.0l O

IV The limit of the area density of Ay

In this section Ay denotes an admissible sequence of almost critical points of E.. We assume first that
the conformal class of the induced metric g := K,’; gv,(r4) is constant (the general case will be treated in a
subsequent section) and, thanks to the uniformization principle, we can then compose by a diffeomorphism
such that there exists a fixed constant Gauss curvature h on 3 such that

gk = K}; IVa(RY) = PRALE
We are interested in this section with the limiting behaviour of
Lov 2 21
vy = §|dA;€|h dvoly, = e*™* dvoly, .
Again we denote vy to be the 2-varifold associated to the immersion Kk

VE e COUGLY (Va(RY)) vi(B) := /EE((/_\';C)*TIE,Kk(x)) dvoly,

and by uj the Radon measure given by the integration along the fibers that is

¥V ACVa(R*) Borel jui(A):=vi(r ' (A)).
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which is p, := T.vi. We clearly have for any ¥ € C°(Va(R?))
< p, ¥ >= / W(Kk) dvolg, =< v,V OK;C >,
by

or in other words
(k)i = s -

Modulo extraction of a subsequence we can assume that in the sense of Radon measure convergence we
have the existence of v, fieo and v such that

Uk = Voo , Mk — Moo and Vi — Vo .
Since the W'2—norm of A is bounded on (3, h) we can also assume that
A — Ao weakly in W2(2, Vo (RY) .

Thanks to the theorem of Rellich Kondrachov we have that Ay converges strongly to Ao in L2 (X) and
for any smooth function f on Va(R*) (which is compact) we have that f o Ay is also strongly converging
in L? towards f o As. Hence in particular

ANfao = Ko inD/(X).
Since 0 = K,:a we deduce that K;a =0 and Koo is then weakly Legendrian. There is however no reason

a-priori for A to be weakly conformal from (X, k) into Va(R*). We now prove the following lemma which
is maybe the most important building-block of the present work after the almost monotonicity formula.

Lemma IV.1. There exists a universal constant cq > 0 such that, for any o € X, p > 0 such that for

some subsequence k'

k! =400

limsup/ |dAg | dly, < 400 , (IV.1)
9B, (w0)

and two positive constants cy,ce > 0 depending only on

p({rp <71}

O :=limsup sup sup 5 , (IV.2)
k' =400 r<l peVa(R4) r
such that if
0 < t:=limsup sup (@) < a (IV.3)
K=4o0 {5, g€ Ky (9B,(w0))}
then either
Voo (Bp(z0)) > cq , (IV.4)
or
lim sup/ |dR |3 1 . dvolp, =0 (IV.5)
k' —+o0o J B, (o) {117 (S BP(.I()) ; tﬁk/(m) > Co t}
where R
o=t {t(@) 5 7€ Kw(@By(w))} .
and 1{ . is the characteristic function of the points x € B,(x) such that t;f{ @) >cot. In
A >ca 1 (T
Agr ()
particular, if (IV]) does not hold, we have
voo(By(xo)) < limsup vi(By(x0)) = limsup [(ka ) k} (Va(RY))
k——+o00 k—4o00 By(z0) * (IV 6)

< limsup p, ({7’ t; < cat}) < ct’e.

k— o0
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Proof of Lemma V.1l We denote by k the subsequence given by the hypothesis of the lemma. Let
y(s) = (@(s),b(s)) be a C* Legendrian path passing through pp := (£1,&%) at the time s = 0. We denote
F(s) := (d(s),b(s)) = (&1 + U(s), &2 + wW(s)). Recall

P (V(s)) = v2(s) —wi(s) -

Hence we have from ([IL2))

d(pp*[) - d(vg — wl) - dwz d’Ui
ds ds _;vl(s) ds wils) ds
We deduce for any sg > 0
50 | dps . 50 | dw R S0 | dv
onltoo) < [ %] as < 1ilmgoazy [ |G| a5t Wolmomzn [ ds
S0 d—* S0 d—» S0 d—» 2 S0 d—» 2 S0 d—» 2
g2/—“ds/—wdsg/—”ds+/—wdsg2/lds
0 dS 0 S 0 dS 0 S 0 dS

While we proved it for notations conveniences for py := (£1,&%), it holds by homogeneity of Va(R*) for
any choice of Py. This gives for z(s) := p (cos s, sins) and any s € [0, 27] and Fo := Ap (2(0)))

S 4
- s d(Ak/ o} I)(S) -
t (Ak/ (x(s))) - J / SER TR ds| 4, (Ak, (a:(s)))
0 (IV.7)
< VT / dhw o 2)(5)| o
0 ds
We deduce from ([V.1)
t := lim sup sup t5(q) < 400 . (IV.8)
k=+o0 {5, g€ A (9B,(z0))}
Hence
sup t5(¢) < limsup sup t(q) =t. (Iv.9)
{7, d€ Koo (9B, (0))} k=400 {5, qe K (9By(w0))}

We pick 1 € 0B,(xo) such that Kk(xl) — Koo(xl) = p1 (since Ay is weakly converging to A in
W12(X) the trace on dB,(z) is converging weakly in H /2 and hence almost everywhere thanks to
Rellich Kondrachov).

We recall - see ([IL36) - that the function

- - 1/4 - -
d(p@::tﬁ(d?:[Ip—fﬂ4+4|a-d—b-5|2 where j=(@,b) and q= (d)

satisfies the quasi-distance condition
t5(q) =v¢(p) and  d(py,p) < Co [d(p1, Q) + d(P, )] (IV.10)
for some universal Co > 1. In particular, for any 7€ Va(R*) and any ¢ € A(9B,(xo)) there holds

v (7)) < Co v (9) + Co w(7)
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which implies for k large enough

tﬁl(ﬁ)>800t — . inf tﬁ((j)zllt.

GEANL (0B, (x0))
We denote by fiy, := (/§;€|B,)(9co))*l/;C and we denote by v the corresponding varifold and fio, is the limit
of ﬂk

We introduce for the same function x as in the previous section which is equal to 1 in [0, 1] equal to
zero on [2,4+00) and satisfying x’ < 0 and consider

() :—1—x<8£08) .

where s > t will be chosen later. The function ¢ has been constructed in such a way that, for k' large
enough, ¢ otz is supported away from an open neighbourhood of A (0B,(x¢)). More precisely

Clep, (P) #0 = _ inf (7)) > 21 . (IV.11)
q€NL (0B, (x0))

We shall now be considering the infinitesimal variation for E,, at the restriction of Ay to B, (z0) for the

Hamiltonian given by

i = Chry = (t) [x(e/7) = x(t/m)] arctanoy
for some g, r > 0 and 1 > 0 to be fixed later such that

Corz (@) =1

for vz(q) <27,

Cotg (@) =1 for vy(q) >r.
We denote

v} = inf {rﬁ(q) 7€My (aBP(IO))}
Because of ([V.II) we have v > 2¢. We consider respectively

X; = JuV ey + =2

>

5 R and w,w : . oAy .
To simplify the notations, in the rest of the proof of the lemma we write

— pp— N — .— - * o
ti=tvy , Oo:=o05 , ti=tz , O01:=05 and Tt =t

We multiply ([[IL9) by ¢(r1) [x(¢/r) — x(v/n)], @LIQ) by v=* arctano ¢(v1) [r~'x'(v/7) — 0~ "X (v/n)]

*
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and ([ILIQ) for v; and oy instead of v and o by t7* (8 Cys)~' ¢'(x1) [x(v/r) — x(v/n)] arctanc this gives

[(VZe) [
12

< dhy gy dB > (1) [x(v/r) = x(v/m)] Agloge = 4((v1) [x(v/r) — x(¢/n)]

+0(1)¢(er) [x(v/r) = x(v/m] + O) ¢(er) [r='X(¢/r) = 07X (v/m)]

+¢(e) [P (e/r) =Y (¢/n)] v arctano

1+ 02

by
+471 73 () [P (/1) = 7Y (x/n)] arctano divE (r4 1V+ Zz>

+(8Cos) ' ¢'(v1) [x(x/r) = x(v/n)] arctano O(v1)

+ (8C0s) 7 ¢'(v1) [x(t/r) — x(v/n)] arctano ;! —-2

v 1 —|—0f
+471 (8Cys) e P ¢ (v1) [x(x/r) — x(x/n)] arctano div® (tl 1V+Z11>

Integrating over B,(zo) gives

- v v v |VEr|2
< dhyy,dB >, dvol —/ ¢(ry) {—X' -)—=x < >} dvol,
/Bmo) R N N U () n"\n)l ¥

+/B - O(M)¢(x1) Dx(r/r) = x(¥/m] + C(v1) [O(/r) X' (v/r) = O(x/m)X' (x/n)] dvol,

=

4471 /BP(IO)C(U)VE [t*3 [Tfl)(’(t/r) _nflxl(t/n)] arctano] ! 1V+ ;72
Yot vt 1 o arctano
_~/Bp(:co)<(t1) [;X (;) B ;X (;)] 2 ﬁ dvol,
il (IV.12)
_4/ C(e1) [x(x/r) — x(t/n )]M
By (z0)

dvol,
! DI V22
=41 (1) [EX/ (E) _t X <£)] arctanaiv o V2 7 dvolg
B, (z0) 8Cus |r r n n 1+o

dvol,

’Cl CH tl) Vztl . Vzdl
N — )
Bp(mo) [4 8 Co s (8Cps)? [x(x/r) — x(t/n)] 1+ o2 dvol,

g
O(t)) + v V¥r; - VPt + arctano ¢ ! !

V1+o?

We have the following bounds (using ([IL33) in lemma [IL4), since ¢’ o t; is supported in the domain
8Cps <ty <16Chs

T /B ) 1 e/r) = x(e/m) dvol,

p(Io) 8 OO S

lim sup
k—+oo

/Bﬂ(wo) géoi [ (I'/T) (r/n)] [O(rl) + t_l Vztl . Vzt} d’UOlg

(IV.13)
<O 147 fioo(t1 <16CHs) < Cs (14171 poo(ty 0, 1]) .
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We are choosing 7 and 7 such that ¢/(x1) X’ (£) =0 and ¢/(x1) X/ (%) = 0 hence

/ vE . VE
41 / ¢'(r1) [EX/ (E) _t Y (E)} arctanorlif dvoly| =0 .
B,(z0) 3C0s [T r n n 1+o ‘
We have also
. 3¢(m) u C”(ﬁ)} Vi - V30
lims - - t/r) — x(t ———— dvol
ma| [ ) W) ) TS
V0 1/2
< C(Cos) ™ [fio(8Cos < 11 < 16 s)]"/? / VN (P 3)
8Co S<t1(q‘)<16005 (1 + Ul)
We recall from ([ILI) that away from v =0
2
H 14 2 2 ¢
DY VP <<
|VH arctan o] ' t4V t4<;7Vp <5
We have
HVH [[x(t/m) — x(t/n)] arCtano]HLvo(t1<1eco o= HVH arctanoHLm(tcho o

Hence we deduce from ([V.16))

197 te/r) = xe/m) axctan ol o cxpc o < -

Hence

((t() #0 =
IIx(e(@)/7) — x(e(g/n)] arctano(q) — [x(v(p1)/r) — x(x(p1)/n)] arctano(pi)]

= |arctan o(q) — arctano(py)| < C Cy Sy
t*

We consider ([ILI0) with v; and oy instead of v and o

3 2 01 4 -1 3.5 (.4 V>0,
vy <dvy,df >=t] ———=+0(r]) + 47 div" (] 5
1+o0? 1+o07

and we multiply this identity by ¢/(v;) t;® and integrate over B, (o) this gives

_ g1
<d(Covy),dB > dvol:/ () |7 ——= 4 O(r
/BM (Com) o= [, o |t o)

1 / -3 .. % 4V201
- d dvol
1 o (0 5705 (7525 ) el

Since ¢ oty is a smooth function supported away from Ay (9B, (x0)) lemma [T is implying

dvol,

lim <d(Cor1),dB > dvoly, =0
k—0 B, (z0) :
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(IV.15)

(IV.16)

(IV.17)

(IV.18)

(IV.19)

(IV.20)



Hence, after integrating by parts the last integral in (IV.19)) one gets

. — o1
lim sup / (t) ] —— dvol
k=0 |JB,(z0) Y V1t o2 .
oo " (IV.21)
_ o1 .
< [fiee(8 Cy 5 < 11 < 16 Cy 5)]V/2 / 5 AV (P, Q)
8 Co s<t1(9)<16 Co s (1 +07)?
Combining (IV.18) and ([V.21)) gives
: ¢'(r1) 101
lim su / v/r) — x(t arctano v; - ————— dwol
k%Op B, (x0) 8008 [X( / ) X( /77)] 1 m g9
|, _ |, + |,
< IXC@)/r) = x((p1) /m)] arctana ()] o / e et —Z duol,
8Co s k=0 |JB,(x0) 1+0? ‘
i S| 4| o (IV.22)
+C Cps (¢*) Himsu / dvol
0s () P B,(wo) |8Cos| ! 1+07? J
1/2
-1 1/2 VPo12 .
<C (CQ 8) [/,LOO(CQ s<ty <2Cy S)] Y TEERAY) dVOO(P, CT)
Co s<r1(7)<2Co s (1+o07)
+C (CO 8)71 (t*)il ﬂOO(CQS <t <2Cy S) <CCys (t*)il Moo({tl < 1})
Let N € N such that t* > 2V+1¢, because of lemma [[IT.4] there exists ji € {1--- N} such that
|V7)O'1|2 ~ C
= AV (P, Q) < — poo({v1 < 1}) (IV.23)
/Co 27k t<r1(q) <29kt Cp t (1 + 0%)2 N
We take s := 27 t and we shall fix N later on. Combining ([V.I3)...([V.21]) we obtain
, _ ¢'(v1) [t v v (t):| V- Vo
1 —41/ Y =S tang ~1"Y "7 qol
|y wC0s [PV () =5 (5] rctene T el
3 Cl(tl) T C”(tl)] vztl . Vzal
sf Rl Pe(e/r) = x(e/ )] T ol
B,(z0) 4 8 OO S (8 CO 5)2 1+ U% ! (IV24)
+ / ¢r) [x(x/r) — x(t/m)] |O(t1) + VZt; - VE¢ + arctano v} ——e | dwol,
B,(w0) 8C05 1+o07
1
SC2Vt poo({t1 < 1) +C Co 2V t (¢*) ™ pioo({t1 < 13) + C —= poo({vt1 < 1}) .
vN
Let §; — 0 given by
62 = (1oga,;1)*1s§/(1 +dT5|?)? dvoly, (IV.25)
b
Observe that with this choice we garantee
i o logey,' =0 and Jim 5,;%%/2(1 + |dTy|*)? dvoly, =0 . (TV.26)
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Let Fy; be the set of p'€ Va(R*) with vz (p) > N 2Vt such that there exists s > 0 with

Ok e ({tz <5 Og s}) < Si/ (1+ |dfk|2)2 dvolg, .
By (xo)N{rs<s}

Observe that for p'# ¢
5(7)
sup <2C).
gevy(re) max{rz(0),t7(0)}

We can then use the Vitali type Covering Lemma in Quasi-metric spaces given by Lemma 2.7 in [3] and
cover Fy, by at most countably many balls (B . (7i))icr for the quasi-distance v such that the balls
0 Si

Bgcg s (p;) for ¢ € I are disjoint to each other. Hence we have

B < S ullen <5C s <5, 3 e | (1+ TP dvol,,
B

iel iel p(x0) N {rp; <si}

<6, et / (1 + |dT,|*)? dvoly, = o(1) .
)

Assume that for every k and every j satisfying t; () > 2V Nt either ' € Fy or j € Va(R*) \ Ax(B,(x0))
then
i ({75 ©(P) > 2N Nt}) = ju(Fr) — 0,

from which we deduce
fioo ({75 w1() > 2V 1}) = 0. (IV.27)

Alternatively, assume Kk(Bp(xo)) N{p; (@) > 2NV Nt} n (Va(RY) \ Fy) # 0, for py, in this intersection
we can apply lemma [IL5l for r = ¢ and any s < ¢ which gives

' A\1Y2] 1
co— |6 log =) + 844 83/% 10g%/* ( = —/ dvol
3 3 $* Iy o) {ep<st

(IV.28)
c¢ —e. % -3
<5 dvoly, +C e % e.° .
By (o) N {rp<t}
Since pr € Ap(By(z0)) \ Ar(0By(z0)) we have using ([IL52)
lim L / dvol Nz, >
— =T 5. — T .
s—0 52 B, (z0) N {5, <s} o P
This gives
" £\ 71/2
T |co— {5 log <—> + oM 4§34 10g3/t <—)]
€ €
(IV.29)
C _ =2 _3
§—2/ dvolg, +C e %F g.° .
By (z0) N {rp, <t}
We deduce o
7 ¢o < lim inf —2/ dvolg, . (IV.30)
k=400 12 ) B, (o) N {rp, <t}
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Assume that for k large enough there exists f € Agx(B,(z0)) N {7 ; t(p) > 2Nt} N (Va(RY) \ Fy). If
7% > 1 then, since in the domain 0 < rj < 1/2 we have (ot; = 1 we can apply ([IL45) as such and we

get
T {co — {5 log (g) + o1/ 4 §3/4 logg/4 (g)} 1/2]
(IV.31)
< C*/ dvolg, + C e~k 5;3 .
By (w0) N{rz, <1/2}
and passing to the limit we get
Voo (B,(0)) > é—o (IV.32)
and by choosing 0 < cg < g—“ we have proved the lemma in this case.
We now fix N € N* such that
O (<)< e, (IV.33)
VN 4

and assume now 0 < 2V¢ < r5 < 1. We extract a subsequence that we keep denoting pj such that
Pr — Doo- We apply (N.24)) for j = P that we combine with the the proof of lemma [ILH but with an
error term coming from OA(B;(xg)) in the r.h.s. of (IN12) which is controlled by ([V.24) we get
dvoly, — C 2Vt poo({t1 < 1}) = C Co 2V ¢ (5 )" poo({t1 < 1})

limsup—2/
koo t Bp(zo) N{rp,, <2t}

1
—C —— poc({t1 < 1) < Ci o (t < 1) .

VN

(IV.34)
From ([V.30) we have
lim inf — / dvol,, > 7o (IV.35)
kotoo B2 B, o n (e <20y
Combining ([V.34) and ([V.35) is giving finally
meo — C2Mt poo({r1 < 1}) = C Co 2N t (v )" poo({r1 < 1})
1 (IV.36)
by poo({rr < 1) < O fise (Va(RY) = Cuveo(By (o)) -
We restrict to 0 < ¢ such that -
C2Vt poo({t1 < 1}) < 1% (IV.37)
and we choose v7; large enough compare to ¢ so that
CCo2Vt (v ) pe({t < 1) < Zep . (IV.38)

4

Combining ([V.33)) assuming ¢ := lim SUPY o0 SUP {5 g K, (9B, (w0))} t5(q) satisfies (L.37), assume one
can find a subsequence of points py € Agx(B,(z0)) N{p; v1(p) > 2Nt} N (Va(R*) \ F)) converging to a
point P such that (IV.38)) is satisfied, then we obtain

%co < Cuvoo(B,(x0)) - (IV.39)

This concludes the proof of lemma [[V.1l O
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Lemma IV.2. The limiting measure vy, decomposes as follows

Q
Voo = f dvoly + Y ¢; ba, (IV.40)

i=1

where f € L'(X,Ry) and ¢; > cq (where cq is the constant given in lemma [[V.1]). Moreover the weak
W2 —limit Koo of the sequence Ky, is in Cp(E\{x1 -z}, Va(R*)). Finally for any open set U in ¥
with x; ¢ U for anyi=1---Q there holds

lim (Ag)e(kLU) = (Koo)u(voo LU) . (IV.41)

k—+oo

Proof of lemma [IV.2]Let x € ¥ and let » > 0. Using Fubini combined with the mean value argument,
there exists p € (r/2,r) and a subsequence that we keep denoting k such that

- C - c
/ |dAk|}2L dlh S — / |dAk|}2L d’UOlh S 2 — ;Lk(‘/g(R4)) .
9B, (x) " JB.(2) r
and simultaneously

. C o C
/ |dA oo |2 dl, < — |dA oo |2 dvoly, < 2 = poo(Va(RY)) .
B, (z) T JB.(z) r

Hence the restriction of Ay to B,(x) is sequentially weakly pre-compact in W2(0B,(z), Va(R*)) as
well as in COY2(8B,(x), Va(RY)). By Arzela-Ascoli we deduce that Ay is strongly pre-compact in
C%*(9B,(x), V2(R*)) for any a < 1/2. Since Ky, converges weakly towards Ao, in Wh2(B,(z), Va(RY)),
by continuity of the trace operation into W'/22(9B,, Va(R*)) we deduce

Va<1/2 Ay — As  strongly in CO%(AB,(x), Va(RY)) . (IV.42)
and moreover
/ |dAso|? dly < liminf/ |dAg |2 dly, < 2 liminf |dAy|? dvoly,
9B, () k=t JoB, (@) "kt I () (IV.43)
< (B

Cauchy Schwartz inequality gives

1/2
/ |dAg|n dip < C p'/? [/ |dAL|? dlh] < c\/E \// ARy |2 dvoly, . (IV.44)
B, (z) 9B, () r B,.(z)

Hence
limsup/ |de|h dlp, < 400 .
k—+oo JOB,(x)
Let
t:= lim sup vy (q) = sup ()
P20 (5 g€ R (9B, (20))} {7.7€ Koo(8B,(20))}

Applying lemma [[V.1] we deduce that

either Voo (B,(2)) >co o  veo(B,(x)) < Ct? Va(RY) . (IV.45)
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Assuming
Voo({z}) >0

the second alternative cannot happen because, taking r small enough we can make ¢ as small as we want.
Indeed

t<cC / |dKoo|n dlj < C\/E / |dAoo |2 dvol, — 0 asr—0. (IV.46)
OB, (x) "\ B

Hence we have proved the following quantization phenomenon
Vo({2}) >0 = vo({z})>cq, (IV.47)

and this can only happen at at most finitely many points. We denote by x;---z¢ the set of atoms
(when it is not empty). Let K be a compact set containing no atom for v we claim that there exists C
independent of K such that

Veo(K) < C /K |dAoo|? dvoly, . (IV.48)

This claim is obviously implying the decomposition ([V.40) of the measure vo..

Proof of (IV.48]). Since there are at most finitely many atoms, there exists ro > 0 such that K N
By (x;) =0 for any i = 1---Q. Let U be the open set given by

Qi
U:=3\ B () ,

=1

and we choose V open, arbitrary, such that K C V and V C U. Let r > 0 such that Bs,(y) C V for any
y € K and

SUP Voo (Bsr(y)) < cq -
yeK

We take a maximal finite family of balls (B, (y;));es for y; € K and the distance between two centers
yj # y; is at least . Since it is a maximal family we have

K C U Br(yj) and Z]_BST(%,) <C

jeJ jeJ

where C' > 0 is universal and 1p, (,,) denotes the characteristic function of the ball Bs,(y;). For each
j € J we chose p; € [2r,4r] and we extract a subsequence that we keep denoting k (recall that the
cardinal of J is finite) such that Vj € J there holds

- C - C
/ |dAk|}2L dlh S — |dAk|}2L dvolh S 2—,uk(‘/2(R4)) )
9B, (y5) " JBir(y)) r
and simultaneously
- C - C
/ |dA oo |2 dly < — |dA oo |2 dvolp, <2 = poo(Va(RY)) .
0B, (y5) T JBar(y;) r

Hence, as for the proof of (IV.42]), we have

— —

Ay — Ao i C° [ |J OB, (y;). Va(RY)
JjeJ
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and because of (IV.406)) we have

t; = i lim sup t5(q) = sup t5(q)
T 5, g€ Ki(0B,, (v))} {(F.7€ Ao (0B,,4;))}

<C / |dXoo |2 dvoly,
Bar(y;)

Because of lemma [[V.1] since for every j € J we have voo (B, (y;)) < cq, using more precisely (V8] we
deduce

Voo (K) < D vee(By, (47)) < C Y15 e (Va(RY) < C o (Va(RY)) D |dR oo, dvol
jeJ j€J jeJ” Bar(y;)
< C pieVaB) [ 37 100 148} dvoly < Cpin(Va(®") [ JaR? dools
Zjes v

Since this holds for any open set V' containing K we deduce ([V.48)) and the claim is proved. We deduce
in particular that

/|dxoo|idvozh:o —  Uo(K)=0.
K

and we deduce that away from the atoms the measure v, is absolutely continuous with respect to dvoly,.
Again from lemma [V.1] we have

lim sup / , |dAy)? dvoly, =0 , (IV.49)
By, (y;)Nes

J .
k——+oco Ak(1)>02 t;

where

t% := inf {tﬁ(tf) i q€E Kk(aBp]‘ (%))} ‘

Let x;(p) == (r%— c2t;)* we have that the restriction of x; o Ay to By, (y;) is strongly converging to zero
in W2 and we deduce that for all j € J

Vpe Koo(Bpj (y;)) and V{qe Koo(aBp]. (y;)) v3(@) < Clec2+1)t5

where C' denotes the constant in the triangular inequality of the quasi distance v. Thus for z and y in K
such that |z — y| < r we have that z and y belong to two balls Bs,(y;) which intersect each-other and
using again the fact that v is a quasi-distance we deduce that

. A ) AL
Ui () (A (y) <C r;leaf{tj} <C max \//Bw(yj) |dA s dvoly,

Let now € > 0, we choose r > 0 such that

max / |de|;2I dvolp, < €
YEK \[ J By (y)

we have that .
Vaye K |z—yl<r = t5_,(Ax(y)) <e.

This implies that Ao is continuous on K.
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Finally we have

/ |Ak — oo| de < Z/ |Ak_KOO| de S C th / ] |d/_{k|}21 d’UOlh

jeJ jeJ Bpj(yj)mtxk(z)gw tj

+Z/ ) |de|% dUOlh
icg” Bo;(yj)Ney  >cat;

jeJ YR (@)
From ([V.49) we deduce

limsup/ Ak — Aoo| dvy, < C maxt; poo(Va(R*))
K JjeJ

k—+oo

< C oo (Va(RY)) max / |dAOO|h dvolp, < C peo(V2(R?)) max / |dAOO|h dvoly,
B47‘(y] B47‘(y)

JjeJ yeK

By making r go to zero implies
lim / Ak — Koo| dv, =0, (IV.50)

k—+oo Ji
For any U € C°(V,(R*)), because of ([V.50) and since Ao, is continuous on K, the weak convergence in

Radon measure is implying

lim [ W(A) dy = lim [ U(Ay) dyy = / U(Aoo) drng (IV.51)

This holds for any compact not containing the atoms of v, and this is closing the proof of lemma [V.2].
O

Lemma IV.3. There exists N € L>°(X,N*) such that
|d& oo A dRoso|n <
Voo = Nf dvolh—|—;q Op; -
Proof of lemma [[V.3l We take local conformal coordinates (x1,x2) for h around a point which is
0 = (0,0) in these coordinates and we can write in these coordinates

h=e* [da? + da3] .

We can assume again that A (0) = (&1, &%). We assume that 0 is not one of the atoms of v, we assume
moreover that 0 is a Lebesgue point for f in such a way that

lim Voo (BT (0))

r—0 ™ 7‘2

= £(0) MO, (IV.52)

This is satisfied H? — a.e. on ¥. The goal in this lemma is to prove that there exists a non zero integer
N such that . .
F(0) =N |8y, Aoo(0) A 0y, Ao (0)] e 22(O) (IV.53)

where we recall the notation v, = f dvoly, + E?Zl ¢i 04,. We can also assume that

lim Ag(0) = As(0) . (IV.54)

k—-+oo
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We can assume without loss of generality that 0 is a Lebesgue point for dﬂ/_x'oo and that A is approximate
differentiable at 0. This holds for H?—a.e. points in ¥ as well since Ao, € W12 (see [7] section 6.1).

Hence we have . .
|[dA oo (2) — dAos (0)/?

lim 5 da® =0. (IV.55)
r—0 BT(O) T
as well as
Koo(z) — Koo (0) — dRoo (0) 33‘
lim - dz? =0, (TV.56)
r—0 BT(O) T
and )
Koo () — Koo (0) — Koo (0) ;v‘
lim - de® =0. (IV.57)
r—0 BT(O) T

Since 0 is chosen to be a point of approximate differentiability of Ao Hence in particular for any ¢ > 0
there exists r € [t/2,t] and 6, € [0, 27] such that

27
lim dA oo (r,0) — dAo (0)| d6 =0
r—0 0

and
Koo (r,8) — Koo (0) — 1 c080 0y, Koo (0) — 7 sineamﬁoo(())\ 6 =0 .

27
lim 7!
r—0 0

By the mean value theorem there exists 6, € [0, 27] such that

Koo (7,60,) — Koo (0) — 7 €08 0, 8, Ao (0) — 7 sin 6, BMKOO(O)‘ =o(r) .

We have

0
Vo e0,2n]  Aso(r,0) — Aso(r,0,) =r/ —$in ¢ Oy Koo (1, §) + €05 ¢ Dy Ao (1, §) dop
0

r

(4
=r / —8in ¢ By, Ao (0) + €O ¢ 8y Aoo(0) dp + o(r) .
6

r

Combining the previous we obtain

HKOO(T‘, 0) — Koo (0) — 7 o8 0 9y, Ao (0) — 7 sinﬁBMKOO(O)HL 02y o(r) . (IV.58)

As in the proof of the previous lemma we can also choose r such that there exists a subsequence (we keep
denoting k) satisfying

|dAg|? dl < 7! / |VA|? da? (IV.59)
0B:(0) Bar(0)\By/4(0)
The radii such that (IV.58) and ([V.59) hold are called good radii.
1A oo () = Koo (@) | v (0, (0)) x 05, (0)) < T [dRoo (0)] 7+ o(r)
we deduce from ([V.27)) that there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of r such that

fioo ({ﬁ; inf {tq(m je 8&0(6&(0))} > OldR o (0)] r}) ~0. (IV.60)
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where we adopt again the notation

floo := lim (Kk

k—+oo

BT(O)) vk .

*

Since 0 is a Lebesgue point for f we have

Voo (By-41(0)) = / f(z) e* da?

B,—4:(0)
= / f(0) e®* da® + o(47
B4 41(0)

(recall v ({0}) = 0) we can choose t; = 4747 — 0 and from the previous fact we have

Voo (But; (0)) = O(t5) (IV.61)
Finally Taking §; — 0 given by
67 .= (loge; ') ei / (1 + |dT,|*)? dvoly, (IV.62)
b
Recall that this choice is made in such a way that
kl}r_{loo o loge; ' =0 and kEI-Poo 0y ak/(l + |dTk|*)? dvol,, =0 . (IV.63)

Let F}. be the set of € Va(R*) with such that there exists s > 0 with
Sk p({ty < 5C2s)) < E;/ (14 [dT4[?)? duol,,
B, (xzo)N{rp<s}

Observe that for p# ¢

sup %5(9) <2Cy

FEVa (RY) max{t;(0), t7(0) }
We can then use the Vitali type Covering Lemma in Quasi-metric spaces given by Lemma 2.7 in [3] and
cover Fy, by at most countably many balls (B (P1))ier for the quasi-distance v such that the balls

T
503 s

Bgcg s, (p;) for ¢ € I are disjoint to each other. Hence we have
R(Fr) < n({es <5CF si}) <63 Zak/ (1 + |dT,|*)? dvoly,
icl icl P(mﬂ)m{%ﬁsl}

<9 Ek/(l + |dT*)? dvol,, = o(1) .

We construct a sequence of “good radii” r; € [t;/2,t;] a sub sequence ¢;(k) and an increasing sequence
index k; as follows. Assuming (r;);<; as well as (¢1(k))i<; and (k;);<; have been constructed, we choose
r; as explained above such that

—

Koo (r,0) — Ao (0) = 75 080 D, Ao (0) — 75 500 By Ao (0)

=o(r;) . 1V.64
HLoo([o,zﬂ]) (ry) ( )

and such that there exists a subsequence of ¢;_1(k) that we denote ¢;(k) such that

/ |dR g, 1y |* dl < 7}t / [VAy, (1) |* da? . (IV.65)
aBrj (0) B47‘j (0)\87‘]/4(0)

Combining (concl-222), (IV.54), (IV.61)) with (IV.65)), we can “wait enough” and pick k; large enough so
that
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8,5, (0) = e (0)] = 0(r5) , (IV.66)

[ )
V6, (k) (Br, (0)) = voo(By, (0))| = o(r}) , (IV.67)

[ )
/aB © |dA g, (o) |* dl < 7570 O(£) = O(r) (IV.68)

[ ]
/B (R, () = Aoo|® da? = o(r]) , (IV.69)

]

[ ]

/| o Ko = Rl v =003 1V 70)
]

[ )

/ |A¢](k]) — Aoo|2 dl/qu(kj) = O(’f‘?) N (IV?l)
B, (0)

[ )
T;1 \V4 E¢j(k?j) —0 ) (IV72)

[ ]
A 14 [dT, o2 )2 dvol L V.73

—5 + (ks o ——— |, _

r /Br~(0)( 19T 65050 lg0, 0,0 W00l = © loge, k) (VT

[ ]
B (k) (Foy ) = 0(r) - (IV.74)

Denoting vy, the varifold generated by the restriction to B,(0) of Kk we introduce the dilated varifold

‘A’k,r = (Drfl)*‘.}k,r

Where .
D, 1 : Va(RY  — 7Y (VA(R*) — A (0))
G +06m+T)  — D)
Let @, := r~ 1%, W, := v~ and introduce ¢, := 772 = r~2(v? — w'). The inverse of D, is (D,)™*
such that

(Dy—1) X (@, 0,) := 7 (T, 0r) + (51, 82)

we have that

(&L + V) - dw — (&2 + W) - di]

(D)™ a= (D))
=r (dwi — dvf) + 72 [0y - dW,, — W, - dU,] = r?a,

where
oy = —dp, + Uy - di, — W, - dv,

Observe that vy, is Legendrian for «,. We denote moreover
= 12 — 12)2 2\ /4 -1
T, = {((|vr| + || ) +4(pT) =r "t
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For the above constructed subsequence ¢;(k;) we introduce respectively

Aj) =17 Ry (3 9) = Kec(0)) 0 Reej(y) =" (Ro(rjy) = Koo (0))
and 1 A 1
vy = 5 [VyAyl* dy® = 707 Valo,mpl* da® 0 V5=V ), and  aji=as, .
We write
Vji=0p, =7; ¥ , Wji=w, =10 , @j:=p,:= r;2g0 and v :=T;1t.
We see a; as a one form in RY given by

aj = —dgﬁj + vj d’LUj — Wy - dvj .

We also denote

and naurally

Uy = 7“{1 vol; , W= 7“;1 wiolA; , @;= r;2 poA; and *Ej = 7“{1 tol;.

We have then in particular A; = (;,10;). Because of (IV.55), (IV.56), (IV.64), ((V.66)...(IV.Z3) we have

respectively that

[ 1Vhas0) = VE@P d? =0 . [ Rej0) - VER(O) gl 0. (1V.75)
B1(0) B1(0)
and A . .
Moo i(1,8) — co50 By, Ao (0) — sin 0 9, Ao (0 =o(1 V.76
| Ae.s(1,0) = cos (0) - sin O, - 2y = 2 (IV.76)
and
lim A=A o> dy?> =0 V.77
LI Bl(o)l i = Dol ( )
as well as

lim A — Ao di; =0 V.78
;i BI(O)I i = Njool” dj ( )

Moreover the map Aj is a critical point of

E;(A) = / dvoly, + é;-l/ (7"J2 + |dT|§A)2 dvol g,
B1(0) B1(0)

for perturbations within rj_l(Vg(R‘l) — Koo (0)) preserving the Legendrian condition relative to a; sup-

ported away from A;(9B;(0)) and satisfying

P « 1
limsup Ej(A;) < +o0 , €&} / (r? + |dT3|2 )? dvoly, =o — (IV.79)
o0 B1(0) i logé;
where . .
T := amlj}j Aa@j}j and & = —tilk)
! |811Aj A BIQAj| ’ T



Observe that 'f‘;l(‘/g(R4) — Kso(0)) equipped with o in the local chart given by (fj,vz,w]i, U?,f}?)
)}

is converging in any C' norm locally towards the Heisenberg group : R® := {(po0,v3 , w3, vd  wi

equipped with oo i= —dpee + v3, dwd, — w3, dvd, + vd dw?l —wl dvi . We can extract a subsequence
that we keep denoting j such that

D — Doo weakly as Radon measure on B1(0) and V; — V4 as varifold in M(G2(R?))

The previous lemma apply and we can then deduce that there exists f supported in B1(0) and finitely
many points y; such that

Q
Do L B1(0) = f dy® + ) "¢; 4y,
j=1
where the masses c; are bounded from below by a universal constant cg > 0. By possibly having
dilated a bit less in the image (i.e. instead of taking A; := rj*l(/_{k(rj y) — Aso(0) one would have
taken A; := Brj_l(/ik(rj y) — Aso(0) for some B < 1 we can assume that Ds(B1(0)) < co and assume

that there is no mass concentration. Hence /s is absolutely continuous with respect to Legesgue. Let
Aco.00(y) = VA(0) - y. Because of (IN.57) and (IV.77) there holds respectively

/ 185(9) — Ao (9)] dy® = o(1) .
B;(0)

Hence we have R R
Aj = Ao weakly in W'2(B1(0)) . (IV.80)

We can applyld Lemma [[V-2 and in particular (IV.51) for compactly supported ¥ to deduce that

lim (A;). (75 B1(0)) = (Ao )« (P00 L B1(0)) (IV.81)

Jj—+o0

This implies that |V is supported in the (possibly degenerated) ellipse & := {7 := VA(0) -y ; |y| < 1}.
This ellipse is itself contained in the Legendrian hyperplane given by ¢, = 0.

For every p € rj_l([Vg(R‘l) \ Fi] — As(0)) and any s > 0 we have from ([IL45)

1/2
; ; 1
o - [5k log <_) oM 4 g3/ Logdt <_)] 1 / dvol,,
€k €k s SN {rp<sr;}

<C dvolg, +C ek 5,23 <CE, .
SN {rp<1}

(IV.82)

where Jj, is given by ([V.62)) (we have simply written k for ¢;(k;)) in the two lines above ). Because of
(I74) we deduce from ([V.82) that for [Voo| a.e. pand any s > 0 there holds

Vool (BE(P)) < C 57 .

Assume first that the rank of VKO is less or equal than one that is, the ellipse £ is degenerated and is
either a segment or a point. We cover the support of |V | by at most s~! balls and we deduce

Voo (R%) < C's

18T emmal[V.2is proved in a compact ambiant space V2(R%, while we are now considering an “expanding space” converging
to the Heisenberg group H2. Nevertheless the proof of Lemma [[V.2]is the same except that one has to consider compactly
supported test functions exclusively.
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This holds for any s we deduce

(Aoo,00) (Vs L B1(0)) < |‘A’OO|(R5) =0
Hence Do L B1(0) = 0 in that case which implies f = 0 (thanks to (IV.52) and ([V.67) ) as stated in the
lemma.

We work now under the assumption that rank(VA(0)) = 2 without loss of generality one can assume
that
Poo 1= Span(0y; Ao (0), 0z, Ao (0)) = Span ((€3,0), (€4, 0))

where we recall that we are using the following notations for the coordinates in R® in the neighbourhood
of (51, 52) .

Pi=((1+0h) & +0% & +0% &+t &, wt &+ (1 +w?) & +wiss +w! &)

We claim that
Voo = 0p,, ® |\A’oo| . (IV.83)

This is equivalent to
/ o [VOi 12 + Vi) | + [VOF | + Vi |* + Vi |? + Vi | + [V |* dy® = o(1) . (IV.84)
B1(0

We know from (IV.80) that A; is weakly converging towards A o in W2(B;(0)). Because of ([V.68)

we have

limsup/ |dA;|? dl < 400
9B1(0)

j—+oo

Hence A, is strongly pre-compact in C%#(9B;(0)) for any p < 1/2

lim ||A] - Aoo7w|‘Lw(aBl(0)) =0. (IV.85)

Jj—+oo

We have U (B1(0)) < ¢g. Let t := diam(Aso,00(0B1(0))). Thanks to ([V.5)), there exists ¢z

lim IVA;I? 1o, dy* =0, (IV.86)
J—+oo B1(0)

where 1, () is the characteristic function of

wj(t) == {:1: € Bi(0) 5 ©(A;(x)) > czt} ,

and where .
¢ @) =inf {65) 5 d€h0Bi0)} -

For any p,§ € rj_l (Va(R*) — Ao (0)) we are using the notation

(@) =7 v (@) and  Fji=rp+Ko(0) and G =7 ¢+ Ao(0) .
Recall that in a neighbourhood of A;(0) = (£, &) there holds

Vi =0(p) , VHw?=0(p) and VZ(w' +0?)=0(p)

72



This implies
Vol = V70! o &; - VA;| = O(p o K;) |VA,|

V| = Vw0 K; - VA = O(po &) [VA| (IV.87)

+07)| = [V (w' +0%) 0 &; - VA;| = O(po &;) [VA;|

Hence
/ Vol2 + [Va2 2 + V(! + %) dy® = of1) . (IV.88)
B1(0)

We consider £(z1, z3) to be an arbitrary smooth non negative cut-off function on P, such that Supp(§) C
s . We introduce the following Hamiltonian function

hy = x(55/s) €, v) [v] Wi +vjwj — )]
(IV.89)
= x(*/rjs) ry 2 €y ot ot) [Pt Fotet =0 wl]

where y is a cut-off function equal to one on [0, 1] and supported in [2,4+00). We choose s > cot large
enough and fixed such that x(t*/s) is identically equal to 1 on . Because of ([V.86) there holds for
any smooth function f

lim VAP FORGD) I (@ /)l + X" (7 /)l o Ay dy® = 0. (IV.90)

Jj—+oo B (0)
For j large enough, because of (IV.85), A;(8B1(0)) N Supp(€) = 0. We have

J

Xn, ::7";1571 TV, x "(¢5/s) £, v)) [vFwd +vfw] — o]

ha
+x(v*/r; 8) rj_z Jg VH [5(7“]_1 1)3,7“]_1 v!) [P w? +otwt —v® +w']] + % (& + W, —&1 —7) .

which gives in particular

IV X, | e (B, @2 < C(Rry) 2 and VAV X))l oe(Ba,, 21,2) < C (Rry) ™ (IV.91)

Let

X, (p) =15 Xn, (rj b+ K (0))
Recall

o = —dyp; + Uj - dwy — W - duj
and denote

Hj:=Ker(oy) and Jpg, :==(D,-1)s0Jyo(D,-1);".

—

We have in particular Xh ohj(y) =1 Xh; (A;)(r;y) and with the previously introduced notation there
holds

Xy (9) = 3 TV (1 B+ Recl0)) 73 2 (5 4 (s b+ Kac(0)), ~1 = o+ Becl0)
= T,V (134 Kee(0)) 41 2 (& + 00, ~21 — 9(7)



where we are using the induced metric from R® on r;l (Va(R*) — Ao (0)). Ry == hj(r; A; + As(0)).
Observe that

VA Xy, =2 (VEX,)(rjp+ Koo (0))  and  VA(VAIX,,,) =2 VH (VX)) (r
which gives thanks to ([V.91))

3>
_|_
=1
3
=

195 X, | oo (Baton + IV (V55 X)) o= B0y < C (Iv.92)

Thanks to the entropy condition (IV.79) and the computations (ILIG), the criticality of A; of E; for the
Hamiltonian deformations generated by X n; is then giving

/ < dAj,d(Xp, o Aj) > dy® = o(1) . (IV.93)
B1(0)

Observe that

<d(@j, w;),d (ﬁj (& + 1y, —& + 1 ﬁj))>

(IV.94)
= r; hy (d(b;,15),d(;, —by)) — (di? — db} + 1y - do; —r;0; - dudy) - dh
Recall ¢; = r;2 w= r}z (v? —wh) = rj*l (v} —wj). Since ]\;faj = 0 there holds
rytd(0F —w}) = —ib; - diy + 0 - dab; (IV.95)

Combining ([V.90), (IV.93)), (V.94)) and (IV.95) we deduce

/ X( i ) E <dAj,d(JH Ve 0% r o) [P w® 40t wt — o] ] o/ij>> dy? = o(1) .
B1(0)

Tj S Tj
(IV.96)
We have
* 1 R )
/B (0) X (TZ s> E <dAJ'vd (JH v [5(7";1 UB,’I”;l 1;4)] [v3 w4+ vt wt — </7] o Aj)> dy?

_/Bl(o)x< v > <d]\j7d([VHWB(Kj)avfg(@)+va4(Kj)8v;;§(ﬁ)} [A?ﬁ)?—k A;l A;;_¢j})> dy?

r; S
From ([V.81)), since Aso o0(B1) C Span{(&s,0), (£4,0)}, we deduce for ¢ > 0

™ R R . R R . R o
/B " b% (—) [0519 + [67]7 + [@F |9 + |39 + [0F]7 + |@F |9 + |¢;]9] |dA;]* dy® =o(1) . (IV.98)
1

r;s

Recall also from (IT47) and (IL48) that V7w’ o (A;) are polynomials of ot and @ (of grade at most
3). Hence we deduce

/ X< v ) B <dAj,d(JH VA o o)) o w® + ot wt — o] OKj)> dy?
B1(0)

T; s Tj

¥ o o . . R . o A
:/B (O)X< ) <dA_j, |:VHU}3(A])8U]3§(’U)+VH’LU4(A])8,U;1§(’U):| [Ugdw?+vjdw?_d(pj]> dy2

TjS

+ o(1) .
(IV.99)
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We write
23 1.3 | a4 3.4 A ~B g3 | ad gad a1 gal a1 sl A2 342 | a2 742
05 dwj + 0 dwj dp; = Wy dvj +w; dvj 0; dwj + w; dvj 05 dwj + wj dvj

Substituting this expression in (IV.99)) and using ([V.98) we obtain finally

/ X( ¥ ) 1 <dAj,d(JH vH [g(r;l v3,r;1 v4)} [v3 O SD} on>> iy
B1(0)

Tj S Tj

(IV.100)
=o(1) .

Combining (IV.96) and ([V.100Q) is giving

/ X ( v ) S <d[&j,d([§(rj_1v3,rj_lv4) Ju V7 [0 w? + vt w' — o] oﬁj)> dy? = o(1) .
B1(0)

r;s T
(IV.101)
Recall from ([IL47) and ([IL.48)
vHp— sz V! —w' Vv = 0! VHw! —w! VHo! 402 Vuw? — w? V7?
i=3

= (w' T+ (w')? (& + ) +w' o' (& +7), —v' T — vt wt (& + @) — (1) (& +
+(w? @G+ wo? (8] +0) + (0?)? (& + @), —v? & — (v?)? (&) + V) — v2w? (&3 + W)
Hence
v [v3w3+v4w4—g0} —2w3VHv3—2w4VHv4
= (W' T+ (w')? (& + @) + w' vt (5 +7), —v' T — vt w! (& + @) — (v1)? (51 + 7)) (IV.103)
+H(w? B+ w? v? (&) + ) + (w?)? (55 + D), —v* b — (v*)? (81 + 7) — v* w? (& + D))

Hence

/ X( t* ) i <dA]7d([§(Tj_l 'U37Tj_1 ’1)4) [’w3 VHw3+w4 VH’LU4H OK]‘>> dy2 _ 0(1) - (IV104)
B (0)

Tj S ’I”j

Using one more time ([V.98)) we finally obtain

/ x( ‘ ) [ldi? 2 + [dirt 2] €030 dy® = o(1) . (IV.105)
B (0) Tj S
Combining (IV.88) and ([V.105)) is giving finally (IX.84)) which itself is implying ([V.83).

Any infinitesimal variation ¢; such that supp((¢:)«|Veo|) C Ex is preserving the legendrian property
of the varifold hence v, is stationary in a classical sense within the Legendrian two plane spanned by
9z, A(0) and 8,,A(0) relative to its boundary 8€. We deduce using the constancy theorem ( see [21]
chapter 8 theorem 41.1) that there exists a constant 6y > 0 such that

Vool = 00 dH?LE .

It remains to prove that m is a positive integer.

(0]



For any 0 < 8 < 1 we denote
5ﬁ—{ =VA.(0)-y ; |y|<ﬂ}

Let a(v3,,v1) € C5°(€3(0)) and b(v3
enough, there holds

€ C§°(&p) arbitrary. Hence, because of (IV.85]), for j large

007 OO)

aoA;=0 and boA; =0 on 0B1(0) . (IV.106)

We introduce now the following Hamiltonian

— — t*
hj (v, ;) ::X<T_ ) [a(v;’,vj)w +b(UJ’UJ)w4] .

Arguing exactly as for the previous Hamiltonian gives then

¥ -
li V [a(03,03) &3] VA; +V Néy VA dz? =0 Iv.107
i [ x(55) Vi) a] VA, 4 6369 2] VA, dr (V.107)
where we have introduced the notation ]\j = (D J3, J) for the projection on the two Legendrian plane £

generated by (0,&3,0) and (0,£},0). Recall that A; is conformal on By (0). Denote
A*gRs =e? [dgc1 +dx3] .

Because of (IV.84) we have in particular for [ = 3,4
lim 2% (,0) — (&,0) - VA; VA;| da? =0 ,
J—+oo B (0)

which implies for [ = 3,4

lim 2N — |Vol?| da? = 0 . (IV.108)
Jj—+oo By (0)

Observe that we have also

) A C2
lim ‘eAJ' (£1,0) — (61,0) - VA; VA; e™| da® =0.
Jj—+o0 B1(0)

Using the fact that (£3,0) - (€4,0) = 0 we deduce from the previous line

; lim o0 (Vo] - VS| da® =0 . (IV.109)
We have
Oy [a(03,0])] 00,03 + On, [D(03,97)] Oy 0] + Oy [a(03,57)] Opy©5 + Oy [b(05,07)] 02, 0]
= 0530 (0, 0 03)? + 0, 4@8“1)] 0, 07 + Opza (02, 03)% + 0y 4@8@@;‘ D, 0
+052b 0,0 % 0, 0 + Dyb (Oz, 7)? +042b 00,0 03 0,0 +84b(812 07)?

— 2N {(%?a + (%;Lb} + aﬁ]ga [|V{)J3|2 - 625\j] + a@?b [|Vﬁ?|2 _ 625\j] + [6{,;1@4- aﬁ?b] V@;l . V@? .
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Combining this identity with (IV.107), (V.108) and (IV.109) gives then

lim {61;3@ + (%41)} o Aj |6m1Aj A\ 8$1Aj| dri ANdxe =0 .
]—)+OO 31(0) J J

The area formula gives then

lim [Oy,a + 0y,0] (y) N;(y) dy* =0 (IV.110)
j—=+o J o

where N;(y) is the number of (21, 22) in By (0) such that (03(x1, z2), 94(x1,22)) = (y1,y2) . At this stage
we have used a uniform L*® control of (V;a, Véb) for [ < 3 and we have proved

lim sup / [0y,a + 0y,0] (y) Nj(y) dy* =0 (IV.111)
Mee<1/L

) —
I7Heo s IV (asb

Let’s take now a small parameter 7, — 0 and consider the convolution (aj,b;) of a and b respectively
with x;(y1,y2) == Tflx((yl/Tj, y2/7j)) where x € C§°(R?) with [p. x(y) dy? = 1. We have obviously

IVyl(a,b) = (a;,05)]]| oo r2) = 0(1) [[Vy(a; )| oo (m2)

which implies in particular

lim [0y, (@ = a;) + 0y, (b= b)) () N;(y) dy* = o(1) [|Vy(a, b)l| Loe re2) -

j—+oo Jp

We have also for I < 3
||vly(a’j7 bj)HL“’(HW) < ijlJrl ||Vy(a, b)||Lco(R2)

We choose 7; in such a way that Tf goes infinitesimaly slower to zero than all the terms in the estimates
above which go to zero. In particular we require

. / (2 + |dT3 2, )2 dvoly, = o(1) |V, (a, b)) -
B1(0) J
In this way we deduce foor any 5 < 1

lim sup / [0y,a + 0y,0] (y) Nj(y) dy* =0 . (IV.112)
I7H 9, (a,) | <1 5 Supplab)ces /£

Using Lemma A.7 of [I5] we obtain

lim
Jj—+o0

=0 (IV.113)
L1122 (&1/2)

N, — (€10 / Ny(y) dy?
E1/2

The area formula gives also
N;(y) dy?* = [Voo| = 00 dH*LE in (C°(E1/2))"

This implies in particular
lim |& ! / N, dy®> =6
p &1 /2| - i(y) dy 0
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and from ([V.I13), we obtain

lim dist |51/2|—1/ N;(y) dy>, N | =0
J—+oo E1/2

hence
0y € N* .

Because of (IV.61) we have

= f(0) e

r—0 r2

700 02, Koo (0) A Dy Koo (0)] = €] = Tim_5;(B(0)) = limm Veo(Br(2))

This implies ((V.53). Since g = (Ag)svk — (Aoo)sVoo, We have that pos = (Aoo)sVeo. Thus for
|dAwo|? dvoly, almost every € ¥

7 N, < limsup M < C pioo(Va(RY))
t—0

Hence N is in L°(X). This concludes the proof of lemma [V.3l ml
We now identify the limiting varifold v, as being the varifold associated to Ao with the weight N.
Precisely we have.

Lemma IV.4. We denote by v, the limit of the varifold induced by Ky, on X\ Uinan(xi) where n > 0
is arbitrary

V2 e CUGEI(Va(RY)) v (B):= / N E((Aoo)uTuE, Koo () dvoly._ .
E\Uinan(wi)

Proof of lemma [[V.4] For almost every zg € ¥ one has

|dKoo (z) — dKoo (0)|2

lim > dz® =0. (IV.114)
r—0 BT(CEO) T
as well as
Koo(@) = Koc(0) = dRoc(0) - 2|
lim - dz* =0 (IV.115)
r—0 Br(x()) T

We take such a point xy and we consider conformal coordinates for h such that zo = (0,0). As in the
proof of the previous lemma, we have a sequence of radii such that

ono(rj,o) — Koo (@) — 75 €080 8y, Koo (0) —rj,sin98mzxoo(0)"L oy = O013) (IV.116)

Let 6 > 0. We claim first that for any 2 € CO(G5/ (Va(R*))), for j large enough

1irnsup/ 2((Kp). Tu3, Ki(z)) — E((Koo)*TzE,Koo(x))‘ dvoly, <& 12

k—-oco J B, (0)

This claim is proved as in the proof of (5.10) in [I4] and the lemma follows for the same reasons as the
one given in the proof of proposition 5.7 of [I4]. O
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V  Proof of theorem [[LT] for N° = V5(RY).

Let A be an admissible family in 9t := Q‘S%%Leg such that

B = inf sup/dvol ->0
AcA KGA » 9x

We apply proposition [I1] for f(¢) := e~1/% and we obtain a sequence g — 0 as well as Ay € 622774Leg
satisfying

limsup E., (Ay) = 3 (V.117)
k— 400
moreover . B
dEe, (A)llz, <e % (V.118)
and satisfying the entropy condition
4 1
4 /(1 + [dTy |2, )? dvolg, —0< 1) : (V.119)
) : loge,

The section IIT and IV apply. At the concentration points z; we proceed to a blow-up analysis exactly
as in the proof of lemma IIL.6 in [17], using (V.6 of lemma [V.1] in the same way as the global energy
quantization lemma II1.3 is used in [I7], to prove that there is no area dissipation in the neck regions (see

also 6.3 in [14]). Finally the case when the Riemann structure induced by K;C is degenerating is treated
as in section IV of [I7] or section 6 in [I4]. This is ending the proof of theorem [ 1l O

VI The proof of theorem [[.1] in the general case.

We recall the definition
Definition VI.4. A compact Riemannian manifold (N®,g) is Sasakian if its metric cone (C(S) :=
R* x N5,g=dt? +t?g) is Kihler.

As a consequence of the definition C(S) is equipped with an integrable complex structure J and a
Kéhler 2—form. On {1} x N® ~ N°® we define the Reeb vector-field

R:=v2J() ,
as well as the 1—form
a=+2Jdt,

so that a(R) = 2. In N® we define H := ker(a) and J¥ to be the restriction to H of J (bearing in mind

that J realizes an isometry of H). Observe that, since § is compatible with J the explicit expression of
g gives . . .
vX ¢ H 0=9(0, JX)=—g(JO, X)

Hence Hker(a) coincides with the orthogonal to the Reeb vector-field R. The symplectic form €2 on

(C(S) :==R% x N°,g=dt* +t*g) is given by

Q:=dtNJdt+ —t2 d !

= o= =

22 2

Since 2 is non degenerate we deduce that « is contact on N® that is

D02 .

aANdaNda#0 .
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A 5-Sasakian manifold is then often seen as the collection of (N®, g, a, R, JH) satisfying the above con-
ditions. In [8] the existence of a “Sasakian potential” associated to every Sasakian structure has been
discovered (see also a presentation in [22] section 1.2). At the neighbourhood of any point p there exists
on N°® a local chart (¢, 21 = @1 +iy1, 22 = 2 +iy2) where (p) = 0, z;(p) = 0 and a real valued function
h depending only on (x1,¥y1, T2, y2) such that

Ho' = (H @ C)M  is generated by 0., — \/5_1 a(0:,) Oy

a(d.,) aw) (VL1)

1

T, = V2 al0.,) 0y) =i (0, - V2

a=2dp+iV2 Z .,h dzj — 95, h dz;

Moreover h is a Kahler potential for the transversally Kdhler foliation 1) = cte and we can also assumd’d
(modulo an holomorphic change of coordinates z — w on the leafs) that

0%h
——F—(0) =9, VI.2
(92] azk ( ) ik ( )
so that the transverse Kahler metric on the leafs ¢ = cte satisfies

1
T _ _ T = T _
g (X,)Y) = —2\/5(104()(, JY) = 95 dz; @ dz,  and ng(O) = 0k

Now we introduce

2 2 .2
<p::1/)+izazjh(0 zzag]h )Z; % Z .zl ) zj 2K — Z = 0)Z; Zk -
Jk=1

j=1 j=1 g,k 1

We have )

2
—1 .
ﬁa—d¢+12[8zjh—8z]h Z a% 1dzj

J=1 k=

dz; (VL3)

—i Y [&z]h 0z,h(0) = > 02, h(0) Z

j=1 k=1

no

2

=do+iy (25 +0(z) dzj —i ) (z +0(2]%) dz;

j=1 j=1

Hence by dilating at 7 we are asymptotically converging to the Heisenberg group H? as in the special case
V2(R*) above and the proof of theorem [Tl given for V2(R?) in sections II...V can be adapted word by
word with the same error terms (which were not taking into account the particular structure of Vo(R?)
but only the convergence to H? in the blow-up).

Conflict of interest The author declares no conflict of interest.

9This change of coordinate is called special foliated coordinates in [23]
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