
ar
X

iv
:2

30
6.

10
63

3v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

D
G

] 
 4

 J
un

 2
02

4

Area Variations under Legendrian Constraint

Tristan Rivière

Abstract : In any 5-dimensional closed Sasakian manifold we prove that any minmax operation
on the area among Legendrian surfaces is achieved by a continuous conformal Legendrian map from a
closed riemann surface S into N5 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 u from an oriented 2-manifold Σ into C2 under the Lagrangian constraint

u∗ω = 0 , (I.1)

where ω is the standard symplectic form ω = dy1 ∧ dy2 + dy3 ∧ dy4. More precisely we ask ourselves how
to implement variational operations (minimization under various constraints, minmax) for the standard
area Lagrangian

A(u) :=

∫

Σ

|∂x1u ∧ ∂x2u| dx1 ∧ dx2

among maps satisfying the pointwise constraint1

du1 ∧ du2 + du3 ∧ du4 = 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
Σ). 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 Σ

E(u, g) :=
1

2

∫

Σ

|du|2g dvolg ≥ A(u) . (I.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 = e2λ [dx21 + dx22] there holds

|∂x1u|2 = |∂x2u|2 and ∂x1u · ∂x2u = 0 , (I.3)

1In case u is a graph u(x1, x2) = (x1, x2, v(x1, x2)) the constraint (I.1) is equivalent to the incompressibility condition

det(∇v) = −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) := ∂zu · ∂zu dz ⊗ dz
while making g vary simultaneously in the Moduli space of constant Gauss curvature metrics is known
to imply H(u) = 0 and equality holds in (I.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∇u) = 0

div
(

g−1∇g
)

= 0 ,

(I.4)

where g = eiβ is an S1 valued map2, which is the Lagrange multiplier associated to the Lagrangian point-
wise constraint (I.1). The first equation is a structural equation shared by any conformal parametrization
of any Lagrangian surface in C2 while the second one is the Euler Lagrange equation itself. It is saying
that the Lagrange multiplier g is an S1 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 ∈ W 1,2

loc (Σ,C
2) , 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 (I.4) one needs at least an assumption
like g is in W 1,1 or H1/2. Studying the regularity3 of solution to the system (I.4) assuming the confor-
mality condition4 (I.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.

I.2 Hamiltonian and Lagrangian Stationary Immersions

A Kähler surface is a complex two dimensional manifold (M2, J) with a compatible5 symplectic form
ω. 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], [13]). 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 surfaces6 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

J ∇h . (I.5)

2The function β 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 (I.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.
5A symplectic form is said to be compatible with a complex or with an almost complex structure J if g(X, Y ) := ω(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.
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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 CP 2.

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

~H := J ∇Σβ ,

where β is a locally well defined function on Σ and ∇Σ is the gradient of β for the induced metric on Σ.
In the particular case when the manifold is Ricci flat ( which implies that M2 is Calabi Yau), if Ω is a
normalized global holomorphic section of the canonical bundle K := ∧2,0M the function β is given by

eiβι∗ΣΩ = dvolg

where ιΣ is the canonical embedding of Σ in M2. Hence β is a globally well defined function in R/2πZ
and is called Lagrangian angle. For general Kähler-Einstein manifolds β is still a well defined function in
R/2πZ in case the induced canonical connection of the restriction to Σ of the canonical bundle ι∗ΣK of
M2 (which is flat) has no monodromy (see [24]).

In [12] and [13] it is proved that a sub-manifold is hamiltonian stationary (or H-minimal) if the
contraction of the mean curvature vector with the Kähler form

ω ~H = α ~H

defines an harmonic one form of the sub-manifold Σ. This is equivalent to the fact that

∆Σβ = 0 ,

which is nothing but the second equation in (I.4).
In the particular case when β is a globally univalued function, then β = β0 and the Euler-Lagrange

equation is simply the minimal surface equation ~H = 0. Such a sub-manifold is calledminimal lagrangian.
If the Kähler-Einstein manifolds is Ricci flat then any minimal lagrangian sub-manifold is calibrated by
eiβ0 Ω and and realizes in this way an absolute minimizer7 in its homology class (see [10]). While it is a
very interesting object of research with numerous applications in geometry (and in high energy physics8)
in general there are no reasons why dβ should be equal to zero and the general hamiltonian stationary
equation in Kähler-Einstein Manifold is the 3rd order equation9. It is interesting to observe that, while
having dβ being harmonic we have a “finite dimensional perturbation” of β = β0 but nevertheless H-
minimal surfaces have very different features. For instance there exists closed H−minimal surfaces in
C2 (the Clifford torus S1 × S1 ⊂ C× C is an example of such a surface10) while the existence of closed
minimal surfaces is prevented by the maximum principle.

7The local stability of arbitrary minimal lagrangian sub-manifolds generalizes to the situation of general Kähler-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 β but the expression of dβ

involves 2 derivatives with respect to the Lagrangian immersion.
10One 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 (I.5) (see
[12]).
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I.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 Kähler 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” singularities11. At this singularities ai the S

1 valued map g realizes some topological
degree di and solves in conformal coordinates the equation

curl
[

g−1∇g
]

=
∑

i∈I
di δai .

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 [11] and [25]) in some Kähler-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 r2 is increasing. At this point Schoen and Wolfson made the following crucial observation
that such a monotonicity formula is not true in C2 forH−minimal surfaces in general (even minimizing !).
They give an explicit simple counter-example in [19] (section 4). The existence of such a counter-example
could be explained by the fact that the generator of dilation12 in C2 is not hamiltonian :

y1 ∂y1 + y2 ∂y2 + y3 ∂y3 + y4 ∂y4 6= i∇h

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 C2 there holds

d(u1 du2 − u2 du1 + u3 du4 − u4 du3) = 0

and one introduces the local Legendrian coordinate

dϕu := u1 du2 − u2 du1 + u3 du4 − u4 du3 .

In R5 one introduce the form

α := −dϕ+ y1 dy2 − y2 dy1 + y3 dy4 − y4 dy3

If u is Lagrangian the map v := (ϕu, u1, u2, u3, u4) is cancelling the form α which is non integrable
α∧ dα∧ dα 6= 0. The map v is called Legendrian. Infinitesimal variations among Legendrian maps in R5

are given by Hamiltonian vector fields in the contact space (R5, α) of the form

~X := JH ∇Hh− 2 h ∂ϕ . (I.6)

where H is the 4-plane given by the kernel of α, ∇H is the projection on H of the gradient in R5

with respect to the metric such that π∗, the differential of the canonical projection π(ϕ, y1, y2, y3, y4) =
(y1, y2, y3, y4) from H into C2, realizes an isometry and the length of ∂ϕ is 1. R5 equipped with this metric

11The “conical” singularities are singularities with non flat tangent cones and around which β 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 [1]) and technically in general is obtained by considering the variation of the surface with respect
to the generator of dilations “exploring” this isotropy.
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defines the Heisenberg group H2. Finally JH is the complex structure on H such that it projects by π∗
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 R5 of the form (I.6). One then observe

u = π ◦ v is H-Minimal in C
2 ⇐⇒ v is H-Minimal Legendrian in (R5, α) .

Testing h = −ϕ produces the generator of dilations in C2 plus dilations in the 5th Legendrian direction
but with a different scale.

− i∇Hϕ+ 2ϕ∂ϕ = y1 ∂y2 − y2 ∂y1 + y3 ∂y4 − y4 ∂y3 + 2ϕ∂ϕ .

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 (R5, α) 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 [18] obtained a new monotonicity formula by inserting in the Legendrian
stationarity condition an explicit hamiltonian : h := χ(r) arctan(2ϕ/|y|2), where r is the Folland-Korányi
gauge given by r4 = |y|4 + 2ϕ2 and χ 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 (N5, g) be a 5 dimensional oriented Riemannian manifold and α a non degenerate 1−form on N5

(i.e. (N5, α) is contact) satisfying
α ∧ dα ∧ dα > 0 ,

The triple (N5, g, α) is called a Sasakian structure if the cone (N5 × R+, k := dt2 + t2g) with the non
degenerate symplectic form Ω := 2−1 d(t2 α) is Kähler. Let J be the compatible complex structure

(Ω(·, J ·) = g). The tangent vector field along N5 given by ~R := J(t∂t) is unit on N
5 and is orthogonal

to the “horizontal hyperplanes” given by H = Ker(α). It is called Reeb Vector-field of the distribution
H . This distribution of plane is invariant under the action of J in N5 × R+ and we shall denote JH
its restriction on H . Such a structure is called Sasakian structure (see [22]). Classical examples are
the Heisenberg group H2, the unit sphere S5 for the Reeb vector-field tangent to the fibers of the Hopf
fibration into CP 2 or the Stiefel manifold V2(R

4) ≃ S3 × S2 of orthonormal 2-frames in R4 for the Reeb
vector-field given by fibers of the tautological projection onto the Grassman manifold G2(R

4) of 2-planes
in R

4.
A Sasakian structure being given, we introduce the Sobolev space of Legendrian W 2,4 immersions of

a closed oriented surface Σ in N5

E
2,4
Σ,Leg(Σ, N

5) :=
{

~Λ ∈W 2,4(Σ, N5) ; |d~Λ ∧̇ d~Λ| > 0 and ~Λ∗α = 0 on Σ
}

.

We prove in section II that M := E
2,4
Σ,Leg(Σ, N

5) 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 M is a set of subsets of M which is invariant under isotopies in M. The
min-max value or the “width” associated to such a family is the number given by

β := inf
A∈A

sup
~Λ∈A

∫

Σ

dvol~Λ .
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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 N5 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 2,4 Legendrian immersions of a closed
oriented surface Σ into a closed Sasakian manifold (N5, g, α). Assume that the associated width is strictly
positive

β := inf
A∈A

sup
~Λ∈A

∫

Σ

dvol~Λ > 0 .

Then there exists a closed Riemann surface13 (S, h) with genus(S) ≤ genus(Σ) a map ~Λ ∈ C0(S,N5) ∩
W 1,2(S,N5) and N ∈ L∞(S,N∗) such that

i)
~Λ∗α = 0 ,

ii)

∂~Λ ⊗̇ ∂~Λ := ∂z~Λ · ∂z~Λ dz ⊗ dz = 0 a. e. on S ,

iii)
∫

S

N dvol~Λ =
1

2

∫

S

N |∇~Λ|2h dvolh = β ,

iv)

∀h ∈ C3(S) , ∀f ∈ C1(S) for a.e. λ ∈ R s.t. ~Λ(f−1{λ}) ∩ Supp(h) = ∅
∫

f−1((λ,+∞))

N ∇~Λ · ∇
[

~Xh ◦ ~Λ
]

dvolh = 0 ,

(I.7)

where ~Xh is the Hamiltonian vector-field associated to h and given by

~Xh := JH(∇Hh)− 2 h ~R , (I.8)

where ∇H is the projection onto H of the gradient in (N5, g).

In [17] the corresponding result to theorem I.1 was proven without the pointwise Legendrian con-

straint. Solutions to (I.7) for arbitrary ~X (non necessarily Hamiltonian) were called parametrised sta-

tionary integral varifolds. In an analogous way we shall be calling any triple (S, ~Λ, N) solving (I.7) for
any Hamiltonian vector-field of the form (I.8) Legendrian parametrised Hamiltonian stationary integral
varifolds.

We stress that the stationarity identity (I.7) holds for a.e. λ ∈ R foor which the image by ~Λ of the level

set f−1{λ} 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 (I.4),
which has no satisfying weak formulation as we discussed in the foreword.

The strategy adopted to establish theorem I.1 is the penalisation approach introduced by the author
in [17] under the name “viscosity method”. This method has then been implemented for free boundary

13We equip the surface with a compatible metric.

6



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

β(ε) := inf
A∈A

sup
~Λ∈A

Eε(~Λ) ,

with

Eε(~Λ) :=

∫

Σ

dvol~Λ + ε4
∫

Σ

(1 + |~I~Λ|2)2 dvol~Λ ,

where ~I~Λ is the second fundamental form of ~Λ. In section II We construct almost critical points ~Λk of
Eεk for a sequence εk → 0 such that

Eεk(
~Λk)− β(εk) −→ 0 and ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |~I~Λ|2)2 dvol~Λk
= o

(

1

log ε−1
k

)

.

The main difficulty to overcome in sections III and IV consists in passing to the limit for some well
chosen subsequence of ~Λk in order to obtain the map ~Λ satisfying the conclusions of theorem I.1. While
we broadly follow the same scheme as the one introduced in [17], the Legendrian constraint however
introduces new serious challenges for the proof of theorem I.1.

In [15] 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 I.1 for N5 = V2(R
4) which has motivated the present works

for reasons explained in [17] in relation with the Willmore conjecture. The case N5 = V2(R
4) has the

advantage of clarity in the presentation due to the symmetric nature of the Stiefel space of orthonormal
2 frames in R4. This being said the global symmetry of V2(R

4) 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 I.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 V2(R
4)

II.1 Contact structure; complex structure on horizontal planes

We denote by V2(R
4) the Stiefel Manifold of orthonormal 2 frames in R4 :

V2(R
4) :=

{

(~a,~b) ∈ S3 × S3 ; ~a ·~b = 0
}

We consider on V2(R
4) the following 2-form

α := ~a · d~b −~b · d~a =

4
∑

i=1

ai dbi − bi dai .

7



where ~a = (a1, · · · , a4) and ~b = (b1, · · · , b4). The Stiefel manifold V2(R
4) defines an S1−bundle over

G2(R
4) ≃ S2

+ × S2
−. The projection “Hopf map” Π which to (~a,~b) assigns ((~a ∧ ~b)+, (~a ∧ ~b)−) where

(~a ∧~b)± are respectively the dual and anti-dual parts of
√
2~a ∧~b that is where

(~a ∧~b)± =
1√
2

[

~a ∧~b± ∗(~a ∧~b)
]

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

~e ∧ ~f ∧ ∗(~e ∧ ~f) = |~e ∧ ~f |2 ~ε1 ∧ ~ε2 ∧ ~ε3 ∧ ~ε4 ,

where (~ε1 · · ·~ε4) is the canonical basis of R4.
So we have where we recall that Π is the tautological projection from V2(R

4) into G2(R
4) ≃ S2

+× S2
−

given by

Π : (~a,~b) −→ ((~a ∧~b)+, (~a ∧~b)−) =
(

~a ∧~b + ∗~a ∧~b√
2

,
~a ∧~b− ∗~a ∧~b√

2

)

We shall denote π+ and π− the canonical projections

π+ : S2
+ × S2

− −→ S2
+ and π− : S2

+ × S2
− −→ S2

− .

Using the quaternionic representatives of ~a and ~b that we denote respectively

a := a1 + a2 i+ a3 j+ a4 k and b := b1 + b2 i+ b3 j+ b4 k

the projection Π identifies to the following map

Π : ~a ∧~b ∈ G2(R
4)←→





















< a, ib >

< a, jb >

< a,kb >











,











< a,bi >

< a,bj >

< a,bk >





















= (ab∗,b∗a) ∈ S2
+ × S2

−

where < ·, · > is the scalar product on H ≃ R4. This diffeomorphism will naturally induce the complex
structure of CP 1×CP 1 on G2(R

4) as we will see where CP 1 is referring to the reversed complex structure
(i.e reversed orientation) with respect to the canonical one J+ on S2 : J−X = −J+X .

Let ~Λ = (~a,~b) we have

T~ΛV2(R
4) =

{

(~V , ~W ) ; ~V · ~a = 0 , ~W ·~b = 0 and ~a · ~W + ~V ·~b = 0
}

.

Let (~c, ~d) ∈ V2(R4) such that ∗(~a ∧~b) = ~c ∧ ~d. We denote ~G = ~a ∧~b and note that

T ~GG2(R
4) =

{

~a ∧ ~W + ~V ∧~b where ~V , ~W ∈ Span(~a,~b)⊥ = Span(~c, ~d)
}

,

and

Π∗T~ΛV2(R
4) =

{

((~a ∧ ~W )+ + (~V ∧~b)+, (~a ∧ ~W )− + (~V ∧~b)−) where ~V , ~W ∈ Span(~a,~b)⊥
}

= TS2
+ ⊕ TS2

− .
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We denote respectively ~G+ := π+(Π(~Λ)) = (~a ∧~b)+ and ~G− := π−(Π(~Λ)) = (~a ∧~b)−. Denote by π⊥ the

projection onto the span of {~c, ~d}. First we introduce We equip the unit spheres of unit self-dual (resp.
anti-self-dual) 2-vectors of R4 with the following complex structure

J(~a∧~b)±((~a ∧ ~c)±) = ±(~a ∧ ~d)± .

Then we equip the product S2
+ × S2

− with the product complex structure

J~G±(~a ∧ ~c± ~d ∧~b) = ±[~a ∧ ~d∓ ~c ∧~b]

For ~X ∈ Span(~c, ~d) we have (~a ∧ ~X)± =
√
2−1 (~a ∧ ~X ± ~X⊥ ∧~b) where ~X⊥ := ⋆

(

~a ∧~b ∧X
)

or in other

words ~a ∧~b ∧ ~X ∧ ~X⊥ = |X |2 ⋆ 1. With this notation we have

∀ ~X ∈ Span(~c, ~d) J~G±

(

(~a ∧ ~X)±
)

= ±(~a ∧ ~X⊥)± .

Let X,Y ∈ T~ΛV2(R4), we have14

−
(

(~a ∧~b)+
)∗
ωS2 (X,Y ) =

(

dX(~a ∧~b)+, J~G+(dY (~a ∧~b)+)
)

where dX(~a ∧~b)+ is denoting the push forward by Π of the tangent vector X at (~a,~b). Let P+(~a,~b) = ~a

and P−(~a,~b) = ~b the push forward of X by P+ (resp. by P−) will simply be denoted dX~a (resp. dX~b)

dX(~a ∧~b)+ =
1√
2
(dX(~a ∧~b) + ∗dX(~a ∧~b)) = dX~a · ~c (~c ∧~b)+ + dX~a · ~d (~d ∧~b)+

+dX~b · ~c (~a ∧ ~c)+ + dX~b · ~d (~a ∧ ~d)+

= [dX~a · ~c− dX~b · ~d] (~c ∧~b)+ + [dX~a · ~d+ dX~b · ~c] (~d ∧~b)+

Hence

J~G+(dY (~a ∧~b)+) = [dY ~a · ~c− dY~b · ~d] J~G+(~c ∧~b)+ + [dY ~a · ~d+ dY~b · ~c] J~G+(~d ∧~b)+

= [dY ~a · ~c− dY~b · ~d] (~d ∧~b)+ − [dY ~a · ~d+ dY~b · ~c] (~c ∧~b)+ .

We deduce
(

dX(~a ∧~b)+, J~G+(dY (~a ∧~b)+)
)

=
(

[dX~a · ~c− dX~b · ~d] (~c ∧~b)+ + [dX~a · ~d+ dX~b · ~c] (~d ∧~b)+,

[dY ~a · ~c− dY~b · ~d] (~d ∧~b)+ − [dY ~a · ~d+ dY~b · ~c] (~c ∧~b)+
)

= − [dX~a · ~c− dX~b · ~d] [dY ~a · ~d+ dY~b · ~c] + [dX~a · ~d+ dX~b · ~c] [dY ~a · ~c− dY~b · ~d]

= − dX~a · ~c dY ~a · ~d+ dX~a · ~d dY ~a · ~c− dX~b · ~c dY~b · ~d+ dX~b · ~d dY~b · ~c− dX~a · dY~b + dY ~a · dX~b

= − ⋆ [~a ∧~b ∧ dX~a ∧ dY ~a]− ⋆[~a ∧~b ∧ dX~b ∧ dY~b]− dX~a · dY~b+ dY ~a · dX~b
14The - sign comes from the fact that the relation between the Kähler metric and its associated Kähler form is given by

g(u, v) = ω(u, Jv) and hence −g(u, Jv) = ω(u, v).

9



We have

d~a ∧ d~a = 2 (d~a ·~b) ∧ (d~a · ~c) ~b ∧ ~c+ 2 (d~a ·~b) ∧ (d~a · ~d) ~b ∧ ~d+ 2 (d~a · ~c) ∧ (d~a · ~d) ~c ∧ ~d
Hence

1

2
~a ∧~b ∧ d~a ∧ d~a = (d~a · ~c) ∧ (d~a · ~d) ~a ∧~b ∧ ~c ∧ ~d .

Similarly
1

2
~a ∧~b ∧ d~b ∧ d~b = (d~b · ~c) ∧ (d~b · ~d) ~a ∧~b ∧ ~c ∧ ~d .

Denote

d~c ∧̇ d~d :=

4
∑

l=1

dcl ∧ ddl , (II.1)

there holds

d~c ∧̇ d~d = (d~c · ~a)∧ (~a · d~d) + (d~c ·~b)∧ (~b · d~d) = (~c · d~a)∧ (d~a · ~d) + (~c · d~b)∧ (d~b · ~d) .
Hence

d~c ∧̇ d~d =
1

2
⋆∧R4 ~a ∧~b ∧

[

d~a ∧ d~a+ d~b ∧ d~b
]

Thus

−
(

(~a ∧~b)+
)∗
ω+
S2 (X,Y ) = −d~c ∧̇ d~d(X,Y )− d~a∧̇d~b(X,Y )

Similarly one computes

−
(

(~a ∧~b)−
)∗
ω−
S2 (X,Y ) =

(

dX(~a ∧~b)−, J~G−(dY (~a ∧~b)−)
)

but

dX(~a ∧~b)− =
1√
2
(dX(~a ∧~b)− ∗dX(~a ∧~b)) = dX~a · ~c (~c ∧~b)− + dX~a · ~d (~d ∧~b)−

+dX~b · ~c (~a ∧ ~c)− + dX~b · ~d (~a ∧ ~d)−

= [dX~a · ~c+ dX~b · ~d] (~c ∧~b)− + [dX~a · ~d− dX~b · ~c] (~d ∧~b)−
Hence

J~G−(dY (~a ∧~b)−) = [dY ~a · ~c+ dY~b · ~d] J~G−(~c ∧~b)− + [dY ~a · ~d− dY~b · ~c] J~G−(~d ∧~b)−

= − [dY ~a · ~c+ dY~b · ~d] (~d ∧~b)− + [dY ~a · ~d− dY~b · ~c] (~c ∧~b)− .

We deduce
(

dX(~a ∧~b)−, J~G−(dY (~a ∧~b)−)
)

= [dX~a · ~c+ dX~b · ~d] [dY ~a · ~d− dY~b · ~c]

−[dX~a · ~d− dX~b · ~c] [dY ~a · ~c+ dY~b · ~d]

= dX~a · ~c dY ~a · ~d− dX~a · ~d dY ~a · ~c+ dX~b · ~c dY~b · ~d− dX~b · ~d dY~b · ~c− dX~a · dY~b+ dY ~a · dX~b

= ⋆[~a ∧~b ∧ dX~a ∧ dY ~a] + ⋆[~a ∧~b ∧ dX~b ∧ dY~b]− dX~a · dY~b+ dY ~a · dX~b .
Hence

−
(

(~a ∧~b)−
)∗
ω−
S2 (X,Y ) = d~c ∧̇ d~d(X,Y )− d~a∧̇d~b(X,Y ) .

We deduce the following lemma
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Lemma II.1. [The contact Form] Let (~a,~b) ∈ V2(R4) and (~c, ~d) ∈ V2(R4) such that

∗~a ∧~b = ~c ∧~b

Then the following identities hold

(

(~a ∧~b)±
)∗
ω±
S2 = ±d~c ∧̇ d~d+ d~a∧̇d~b

and

d~c ∧̇ d~d =
1

2
⋆∧R4 ~a ∧~b ∧

[

d~a ∧ d~a+ d~b ∧ d~b
]

.

In particular15

dα = 2 d~a∧̇d~b =
(

(~a ∧~b)+
)∗
ωS2 +

(

(~a ∧~b)−
)∗
ωS2 = Π∗ (π∗

+ω
+
S2 + π∗

−ω
−
S2

)

= Π∗ω
CP 1×CP 1 .

and

α ∧ dα ∧ dα = 2α ∧
(

(~a ∧~b)+
)∗
ω+
S2 ∧

(

(~a ∧~b)−
)∗
ω−
S2 = 2α ∧ Π∗π∗

+ω
+
S2 ∧ Π∗π∗

−ω
−
S2

We introduce the Reeb Vector Field

~R :=
∂

∂θ
(~a θ,~b θ)θ=0 :=

d

dθ
(cos θ~a+ sin θ~b , − sin θ~a+ cos θ~b)

∣

∣

∣

∣

θ=0

=
(

~b,−~a
)

then
α ∧ dα ∧ dα ~R = − 2Π∗ [π∗

+ωS2 ∧ π∗
−ωS2

]

= − 2Π∗ΩS2
+×S2

−

where ΩS2
+×S2

−
is the volume form on S2

+ × S2
−. Denote by H(~a,~b) := Ker(Π∗)⊥ = Span(~R)⊥. We have

H(~a,~b) =
{

(~V , ~W ) ∈ R
4 × R

4 ; ~V , ~W ∈ Span(~a,~b)⊥
}

and
Π∗(~V , ~W ) = ((~V ∧~b)+ + (~a ∧ ~W )+, (~V ∧~b)− + (~a ∧ ~W )−)

Thus Π∗ realises an isometry between H(~a,~b) and TΠ(~a,~b)S
2
+×S2

−. On H we define the complex structure

JH such that
∀ ~X ∈ H Π∗JH ~X := J

CP 1×CP 1 Π∗ ~X .

This gives in particular
∀ ~X , ~Y ∈ H ~Y · JH ~X = ω

CP 1×CP 1( ~X, ~Y ) .

Finally we are proving a last preliminary result

Lemma II.2. [The transverse Complex structure] Under the previous notations, (~V , ~W ) ∈ H(~a,~b)

being given there holds
JH(~V , ~W ) = (− ~W, ~V ) .

Proof of Lemma II.2 It remains to prove the last assertion on JH . Let (~V , ~W ) ∈ H(~a,~b) we have

Π∗JH(~V , ~W ) = J~a∧~bΠ∗(~V , ~W ) = J~a∧~b((
~V ∧~b)+ + (~a ∧ ~W )+, (~V ∧~b)− + (~a ∧ ~W )−)

= ((~V ⊥ ∧~b)+ + (~a ∧ ~W⊥)+,−(~V ⊥ ∧~b)− − (~a ∧ ~W⊥)−)

15Observe that π∗

+ωS2 + π∗

−
ωS2 = π∗

+ωCP1 − π∗

−
ω
CP1 .
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We have respectively

(~V ⊥ ∧~b)+ =
1

2
[~V ⊥ ∧~b + ∗(~V ⊥ ∧~b)] = 1

2
[~V ⊥ ∧~b+ ~a ∧ ~V ] = (~a ∧ ~V )+

(~a ∧ ~W⊥)+ =
1

2
[~a ∧ ~W⊥ + ∗(~a ∧ ~W⊥)] =

1

2
[~a ∧ ~W⊥ +~b ∧ ~W ] = (~b ∧ ~W )+

−(~V ⊥ ∧~b)− = −1

2
[~V ⊥ ∧~b− ∗(~V ⊥ ∧~b)] = −1

2
[~V ⊥ ∧~b− ~a ∧ ~V ] = (~a ∧ ~V )−

−(~a ∧ ~W⊥)− = −1

2
[~a ∧ ~W⊥ − ∗(~a ∧ ~W⊥)] = −1

2
[~a ∧ ~W⊥ −~b ∧ ~W ] = (~b ∧ ~W )−

Thus
Π∗JH(~V , ~W ) =

(

(~a ∧ ~V )+ + (~b ∧ ~W )+, (~a ∧ ~V )− + (~b ∧ ~W )−
)

= Π∗(− ~W, ~V ) (II.2)

II.2 The space of W 2,4 Legendrian immersions of a surface

Let Σ be a closed oriented 2−dimensional manifold. In [17] section II the author introduces the space of
Sobolev Immersions

E
2,4
Σ :=W 2,4

imm(Σ, V2(R
4)) :=

{

~Λ ∈ W 2,4(Σ, V2(R
4)) s. t. rank(d~Λ)(x) = 2 ∀x ∈ Σ

}

.

which is proven to be a C2 submanifold of the Banach vector space W 2,4(Σ,R4 × R4) ; moreover [17]
introduces a Finsler Structure over E2,4

Σ for which the associated Palais distance defines a complete metric
space structure on EΣ,2. We now prove the following theorem.

Theorem II.1. The space of W 2,4 Legendrian immersions of a closed oriented surface Σ into V2(R
4)

(i.e. elements from E
2,4
Σ satisfying ~Λ∗α = 0) realises a C2 sub-manifold of W 2,4

imm(Σ, V2(R
4)).

Proof of theorem II.1. We consider the map

H : ~Λ ∈ E
2,4
Σ −→ ~Λ ∗α ∈ ΓW 1,4(T ∗Σ) .

We claim that H realizes a C2 submersion from the Banach manifold E
2,4
Σ onto the Banach vector space

of W 1,4 one forms on Σ. Moreover there holds

∀ ~Λ = (~Φ, ~n) ∈ E
2,4
Σ ∀ (~V , ~W ) ∈W 2,4(Σ,R4 × R

4) ; ~V · ~Φ = 0 , ~W · ~n = 0 and ~Φ · ~W + ~n · ~V = 0

dH~Λ · (~V , ~W ) = ~V · d~n+ ~Φ · d ~W − ~n · d~V − ~W · d~Φ .

Indeed, first, H is the restriction to the C2 sub-manifold E
2,4
Σ of the Banach vector spaceW 2,4(Σ,R4×R4)

of the (obviously C∞) bilinear form

B(~a,~b) := ~a · d~b −~b · d~a .

It remains to prove in a second step that H realises a submersion that is at every point ~Λ = (~Φ, ~n) ∈ E
2,4
Σ

the linear map dH~Λ is surjective from T~ΛE
2,4
Σ onto ΓW 1,4 (T ∗Σ).

Instead of proving it directly, we introduce the map

K : ~Λ ∈ E
2,4
Σ −→

(

~Λ ∗dα , Π0(~Λ
∗α) ,

∫

Γ1

~Λ∗α, · · · ,
∫

Γ2 g(Σ)

~Λ∗α

)

,
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where Π0(~Λ
∗α) is the exact part in the Hodge decomposition of ~Λ∗α with respect to the smooth reference

metric g0

Π0(~Λ
∗α) := d∗g0∆−1

g0

[

~Λ∗α
]

and Γj is a fixed basis of closed loops generating H1(Σ,Z). We have that

K : E
2,4
Σ −→ W 1,4(∧2Σ)×W 2,4(Σ)× R

2 g(Σ) .

Since H is C1we deduce that K is also C1 and one has

∀ ~Λ = (~Φ, ~n) ∈ E
2,4
Σ ∀ (~V , ~W ) ∈ W 2,4(Σ,R4 × R

4) ; ~V · ~Φ = 0 , ~W · ~n = 0 and ~Φ · ~W + ~n · ~V = 0

dK~Λ · (~V , ~W ) =

(

2 d~V ∧̇d~n+ 2 d~Φ∧̇d ~W,Π0(dH~Λ · (~V , ~W )), 2

∫

Γ1

~V · d~n− ~W · d~Φ · · · 2
∫

Γ2 g(Σ)

~V · d~n− ~W · d~Φ
)

.

Let (Ω, φ, s1 · · · s2 g(Σ)) ∈ W 1,4
0 (∧2Σ) ×W 2,4(Σ) × R2 g(Σ) where W 1,4

0 (∧2Σ) is the space of W 2,4−forms

on Σ with integral 0. Assuming ~Λ∗α = 0, we are looking for (~V , ~W ) ∈W 2,4(~Λ−1TV2(R
4)) such that

dK~Λ · (~V , ~W ) = (Ω, φ, s1 · · · s2 g(Σ)) .

For any ~Λ = (~Φ, ~n) ∈W 2,4
imm(Σ, V2(R

4)) we introduce the corresponding Gauss Map

~T :=
∂x1

~Λ ∧ ∂x2
~Λ

|∂x1
~Λ ∧ ∂x2

~Λ|
∈ W 1,4(Σ, G2(TV2(R

4))) →֒ C0,1/2(Σ, G2(TV2(R
4)))

Claim : There exists a radius r > 0 depending only on the W 1,4 norm of ~T such that on any ball16

Br(x0) for x0 in Σ the image of Br(x0) by ~Λ is injective and described by a local graph in V2(R
4) : that

is there exists a local chart (y1, y2, y3, y4, y5) in an open set O containing ~Λ(x) such that

~Λ(Br(x)) = {(y1, y2, f(y1, y2), g(y1, y2), h(y1, y2)) ∈ y(ω) ; (y1, y2) ∈ U}

where U is an open set in R2. Moreover f, g, h ∈W 2,4(U,R).

Proof of the claim : We can produce this chart by taking smooth coordinates (y1, y2) in the tangent

plate ~Λ∗Tx0Σ with y1(~Λ(x)) = 0 and y2(~Λ(x)) = 0 that we complete in order to have a local chart inn

the neighborhood of ~Λ(x). Using the local inversion theorem we have that the map which assigns to any

point x ∈ Br(x0) the two first coordinates Λ̃(x) := (Λ1(x),Λ2(x)) of ~Λ(x) realizes a C1 diffeomorphism
between Br(x) and U , moreover since det(dΛ̃) ∈ C0(Br(x)) and since det(dΛ̃)(x0) > 0, for r > 0 small
enough we have the existence of C > 1 such that

∀x ∈ Br(x0) C−1 ≤ det(dΛ̃)(x) ≤ C

Moreover using the chain rule in Sobolev space we have

∂2yiyj Λ̃
−1 = ∂yi

[

(dΛ̃)−1
j ◦ Λ̃−1(y)

]

= ∂xl
(dΛ̃)−1

j ∂yj (Λ̃
−1)l(y) .

Hence
∫

Br(x)

|∂2yiyj Λ̃−1|4(Λ̃(x)) det(dΛ̃)(x) dx2 ≤ C
∫

Br(x)

|∇x(dΛ̃)−1|4(x) ‖d(Λ̃)−1‖4∞dx2 < +∞

16We have fixed a reference smooth metric g0 on Σ with respect to which the spaces W k,p(Σ) are defined and we take
the geodesic balls with respect to this metric.
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We deduce using the coarea formula that Λ̃−1 ∈ W 2,4(U,Br(x)) and we take respectively

f(y1, y2) := Λ3 ◦ Λ̃−1(y1, y2) , g(y1, y2) := Λ4 ◦ Λ̃−1(y1, y2) and h(y1, y2) := Λ5 ◦ Λ̃−1(y1, y2) .

Using Chain rules (successively the classical one of C1 functions and then the one in Sobolev Spaces) we
have for any m = 1, 2, 3 and i, j = 1,

∂2yiyj [Λm ◦ Λ̃−1] = ∂2xlxk
Λm ◦ Λ̃−1 ∂yiΛ̃

−1
l ∂yj Λ̃

−1
k + ∂xl

Λm ◦ Λ̃−1 ∂2yiyj Λ̃
−1
l

and using again the co-area formula we have that f, g, h are all three in W 2,4(U). This ends the proof of
the claim.

We fix a finite covering of Σ by balls (Br(xi))i=1···Q and we consider an adapted partition of unity
made of C∞ non negative functions χi with support in Br(xi)

Q
∑

i=1

χi ≡ 1

There exists β ∈ W 2,4(∧1Σ) such that dβ = Ω. Let (h0k)k=1···2 g(Σ) be a basis of harmonic 1 forms for
g0 generating H1(Σ). These forms are known to b smooth. We modify possibly β by adding the linear
combination of h0k such that

∀k = 1 · · · 2 g(Σ)
∫

Γk

β = sk . (II.3)

We write Ωi := d(χi β) ∈W 1,4
0 (∧1Br(xi)) and

Ωi = ωi(x) dx1 ∧ dx2

Hence
(Λ̃−1)∗Ωi = ωi(Λ̃

−1(y)) det(∇yΛ̃−1) dy1 ∧ dy2 = ω̃i(y) dy1 ∧ dy2
where we have ω̃i ∈ W 1,4

0 (U) (using again chain rule in Sobolev spaces as well as co-area formula). Let
γi = (Λ̃−1)∗(χi β) ∈W 1,4

0 (∧1U). We have

(Λ̃−1)∗Ωi = dγi .

In particular
∫

U (Λ̃
−1)∗Ωi = 0. Let ξi ∈ W 3,4(U) solving











∆ξi = ω̃i(y) in D′(U)

∂ξi
∂ν

= 0 on ∂U .

We have in particular d(∗dξi) = (Λ̃−1)∗Ωi and ∗dξi can continuously be extended by 0 outside U . Observe
that on U we have the existence of φi such that

χi ◦ (Λ̃−1) (Λ̃−1)∗β = ∗dξi + dφi

On U \ supp(χi ◦ (Λ̃−1)) both ξi and φi are harmonic. We take a C∞ regularisation φi of φi such that
φi − φi is equal to zero in an open neighbourhood of ∂U in U and we have that σi := ∗dξi + dφi is W

2,4

in U with support strictly inside U and satisfies

dσi = Ωi .
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Recall that on V2(R
4) we have

α ∧ dα ∧ dα > 0

We have seen that the restriction to the Horizontal plane H of dα is non degenerate and that

Ker(dα)(~a,~b) = Span
{

(~b,−~a)
}

= Span
{

~R
}

while in the opposite way
Ker(α)(~a,~b) = H(~a,~b) and α(~R) = −2 .

Hence for any (~a,~b) ∈ V2(R4)

Ξ~a,~b : ~X = (~V , ~W ) −→ dα ~X + α( ~X)α

realises an isomorphism from T(~a,~b)V2(R
4) into T ∗

(~a,~b)
V2(R

4). The explicit form of Ξ−1 is the following :

Let γ ∈ Γ(T ∗V2(R4)) we take
~X = ~XH + ~XV

where










~XV (~a,~b) := 2−1 < α, γ > ~R(~a,~b)

~X H(~a,~b) ∈ H(~a,~b) s. t. ∀ ~Y ∈ H(~a,~b)
~Y · ~XH := dα( ~XH , JH ~Y ) = γ(~Y ) .

where we have used that on H the restriction of the two form dα is non degenerate dα ∧ dα > 0 on H .
The explicit forms above imply Ξ(~a,~b) as a map from Γ(TV2(R

4)) into Γ(T ∗V2(R4)) as well as Ξ−1

(~a,~b)
are

obviously smooth.

We denote
~Xi ◦ y−1 = (~Vi ◦ y−1, ~Wi ◦ y−1) = Ξ−1

y−1(y1,y2,y3,y4,y5)
(y∗ σi)

It satisfies
y∗σi = 2

[

~Vi · d~b− ~Wi · d~a
]

+ (~a · ~Wi −~b · ~Vi) [~a · d~b −~b · d~a]

The restriction of ~Xi to y ◦ ~Λ(Br(xi)) satisfies

~Xi ◦ y−1 = (~Vi ◦ y−1, ~Wi ◦ y−1) = Ξ−1
y−1(y1,y2,f(y1,y2),g(y1,y2),h(y1,y2))

(y∗ σi)

Since y and y−1 are smooth, since f, g, h are in W 2,4(U) and since σi ∈ W 2,4(∧1U), the chain rule for
Sobolev maps combined with the area formula as above gives that the extensions by zero outside Br(xi)

of (~Vi ◦ ~Λ, ~Wi ◦ ~Λ) belong to W 2,4(~Λ−1TV2(R
4)). By restricting this identity on ~Λ(Br(xi)), assuming ~Λ

is Legendrian we obtain

Ωi = d
[

~Λ∗y∗σi
]

= 2
[

d[~Vi ◦ ~Λ]∧̇d~n− d[ ~Wi ◦ ~Λ]∧̇d~Φ
]

Summing over i gives

(~V , ~W ) =
∑

i

(~Vi ◦ ~Λ, ~Wi ◦ ~Λ) in W 2,4(~Λ−1TV2(R
4))

and we have
Ω = 2

[

d~V ∧̇d~n− d ~W ∧̇d~Φ
]

.
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Observe that
σi = χi ◦ (Λ̃−1) (Λ̃−1)∗β + d(φi − φi)

where φi − φi is supported i the open set Ui. Hence each (φi − φi) ◦ Λ̃ extends by 0 outside Br(xi) as a
W 1,4 function on the whole Σ and we have

2
[

~V · d~n− ~W · d~Φ
]

= β + d

[

∑

i

φi − φi

]

Recall that
dH~Λ · (~V , ~W ) = 2 [~V · d~n− ~W · d~Φ] + d

[

~Φ · ~W − ~n · ~V
]

Observe moreover that for any f ∈W 2,4(Σ) there holds

dH~Λ · (−f ~n, f ~Φ) = 2 df .

Consider then f such that

2 df = d∗g0∆−1
g0

[

dH~Λ · (~V , ~W )
]

− dφ ∈ W 1,4(∧1Σ) .

This gives

d∗g0∆−1
g0

[

dH~Λ · (~V + f~n, ~W − f ~Φ)
]

= dφ ,

where we have used the fact that
d∗g0∆−1

g0 [df ] = df .

Observe moreover

2
[

d[~V + f~n]∧̇d~n− d[ ~W − f ~Φ]∧̇d~Φ
]

= 2
[

d~V ∧̇d~n− d ~W ∧̇d~Φ
]

= Ω

and

∀k = 1 · · · 2g(Σ) 2

∫

Γk

(~V + f~n) · d~n− ( ~W − f ~Φ) · d~Φ = sk .

Hence we have proved that if ~Λ is a W 2,4 Legendrian immersion into V2(R
4) we have

∀ (Ω, φ, s1, · · · , s2 g(Σ)) ∈ W 1,4(∧2Σ)×W 2,4(Σ)× R
2 g(Σ)

∃ (~V , ~W ) ∈ ΓW 2,4(~Λ−1TV2(R
4)) dK~Λ(

~V , ~W ) = (Ω, φ, s1, · · · , s2 g(Σ)) .

This implies that K realises s submersion at every point ~Λ ∈ E
2,4
Σ satisfying ~Λ∗α = 0.

We claim that at a point ~Λ ∈ E
2,4
Σ satisfying ~Λ∗α = 0 the Kernel of dK~Λ is closed in ΓW 2,4(~Λ−1TV2(R

4))
and splits, that is there exists a closed supplement of Ker dK~Λ. We have

(~V , ~W ) ∈ Ker dK~Λ ⇐⇒ ~V · d~n− ~W · d~Φ = 0 on Σ .

The Splitting of Ker dK~Λ can be seen by taking the intersection of its orthogonal complement in L2(Σ,R8)

with ΓW 2,4(~Λ−1TV2(R
4))

Observe that
K(~Λ) = 0 ⇐⇒ ~Λ∗α = 0 .

Hence we have proved that the space of W 2,4 Legendrian immersions of a surface Σ is a C2 sub-manifold
of E2,4

Σ and this concludes the proof of theorem II.1. ✷
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We equip the tangent bundle of E2,4
Σ,Leg with the Finsler structure introduced in [17] (Proposition II.2).

∀ ~w ∈ T~ΛE
2,4
Σ,Leg ‖~w‖~Λ :=

[∫

Σ

[

|∇2 ~w|2 + |∇~w|2 + |~w|2
]2

dvolg~Λ

]1/4

+ ‖|∇~w|gΛ‖L∞(Σ) .

The restriction to E
2,4
Σ,Leg of the same Finsler structure is inducing a Palais distance dLeg which is clearly

larger than the restriction to E
2,4
Σ,Leg of the Palais distance d on E

2,4
Σ . Hence since this last one is complete

on E
2,4
Σ (see [17] proposition II.3) and since the membership to E

2,4
Σ,Leg passes to the limit under distance

control, (E2,4
Σ,Leg, dLeg) is also complete (i.e. Cauchy sequences for dLeg 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 ∈ C0([0, 1]×M,M)
such that Ht 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 [17] 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 Eε be a family of C1 functionals on a complete Finsler manifold M, with Eε
differentiable with respect to ε and ε → Eε(x), ε → dEε(x)

dε both increasing in ε for any x ∈M. Assume
also that

‖dEεi(xi)− dEε(xi)‖T∗M −→ 0 , (II.4)

whenever 0 < ε ≤ ∂i, εi → ε and lim supi→+∞ Eε(xi) < +∞.
Then for any admissible family A we define the corresponding minmax value (or width) for Eε

β(ε) := inf
A∈A

sup
x∈A

Eε(x)

there exists a sequence εk → 0 and xk ∈M such that

Eεk(xk)− β(εk)→ 0, ‖dEεk(xk)‖T∗M < f(εk) , εk log ε−1
k

dEε(xk)

dε

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε=εk

→ 0

where f is any function fixed in advance.

II.3 Local Geometry of Legendrian Immersions

II.3.1 Infinitesimal variations of Legendrian Immersions

Let ~Λ = (~Φ, ~n) be a C2 immersion of a closed oriented surface Σ into V2(R
4). We shall restrict to

Legendrian immersions which are the immersions satisfying

∀x ∈ Σ ~Λ∗TxΣ ⊂ H~Λ(x) .

Let Ψt be the flow of a vector-field X in V2(R
4) such that Ψt is preserving the kernel of α for every t (i.e.

is a contacto-morphism). We have then for all t

Ker(Ψ∗
tα) = Ker(α) .

Two non zero one forms have the same kernel if and only if they are parallel to each other. Hence, since
|α| =

√
2 at every point one has

Ψ∗
tα = f(t) α where 2 f(t) :=< α,Ψ∗

tα > .
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Hence
dΨ∗

tα

dt
= LXα = ḟ α .

Thus
d(α(X)) + dα X = ḟ α

We decompose ~X = ~XV + ~XH where ~XH is the orthogonal projection of ~X onto H . This gives in
particular

d(α( ~XV )) + (Π∗ω
CP 1×CP 1) ~XH = ḟ α

Denote h := α( ~XV ) that is

~XV =
h

2
~R ,

and let ~Y = ~Y V + ~Y H we have
d~Y h+ ~Y H · JH ~XH = ḟ α(~Y V ) .

This gives
~XH = JH∇Hh ,

where ∇Hh 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

~Xh := JH∇Hh+
h

2
~R ,

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

The projection of a Legendrian immersion is satisfying ~Λ∗α = 0 hence

0 = d~Λ∗α = ~Λ∗Π∗ω
CP 1×CP 1 = (Π ◦ ~Λ)∗ω

CP 1×CP 1

hence ~G := Π ◦ ~Λ is Lagrangian into CP 1×CP 1. If ~e1, ~e2 is an orthonormal basis of ~G∗TΣ we have since
the restriction of ω

CP 1×CP 1 to ~G∗TΣ = 0 we have

~e2 · J~e1 = −~e1 · J~e2 = ω(~e1, ~e2) = 0

hence J~e1, J, ~e2 realises an orthonormal basis of the normal bundle to the immersion ~G. By uniqueness
of the horizontal lifts and the fact that Π∗ realises an isometry between H(~a,~b) and TΠ(~a,~b)CP

1 × CP 1

the same holds for the horizontal lifts as well and (JH~e
H
1 , JH~e

H
2 ) realises an orthonormal basis of the

normal plane to ~Λ∗TΣ in H .
Let ~c ∈ Span{~a,~b}⊥. We have

Π∗(~c, 0) =
d

dt

[

Π ◦ (~a+ t~c,~b)
]

=
d

dt

(

((~a+ t~c) ∧~b)+, ((~a+ t~c) ∧~b)−
)

=
(

(~c ∧~b)+, (~c ∧~b)−
)

.

Hence

Π∗JH(~c, 0) =
(

J~G+((~c ∧~b)+), J~G−((~c ∧~b)−)
)

=
(

(~d ∧~b)+,−(~d ∧~b)−
)

=
(

(~a ∧ ~c)+, (~a ∧ ~c)−
)

= Π∗(0,~c)

where
~d := ⋆

[

~a ∧~b ∧ ~c
]

.

Since J2
H = −IH

JH(0,~c) = −(~c, 0)
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II.3.2 The second fundamental Form of a Legendrian immersion

We assume that ~Λ = (~Φ, ~n) is conformal Legendrian from the unit disc D2 into V2(R
4). Hence the unit

Gauss Map is a 3-vector given by

~N :=
e−2λ

√
2
~R(~Λ) ∧ JH

∂~Λ

∂x1
∧ JH

∂~Λ

∂x2
,

where

e2λ =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂~Λ

∂x1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂~Λ

∂x2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

We see V2(R
4) canonically isometrically embedded in S3×S3 →֒ R

4×R
4. The second fundamental form

of the immersion ~Λ is given by

~Iij dxi ⊗ dxj := π ~N∂
2
xixj

~Λ dxi ⊗ dxj

where π ~N is the orthogonal projection onto the normal space to ~Λ∗TΣ in TV2(R
4). Assuming as just

above that ~Λ is in local conformal coordinates, this normal space is generated by the orthonormal basis

√
2
−1 ~R(~Λ) , e−λ JH∂x1

~Λ , e−λ JH∂x2
~Λ .

Hence we have in these conformal coordinates

~Iij = e−2λ JH∂x1
~Λ · ∂2xixj

~Λ JH∂x1
~Λ + e−2λ JH∂x2

~Λ · ∂2xixj
~Λ JH∂x2

~Λ +
1

2
~R · ∂2xixj

~Λ ~R

Observe that the Legendrian condition is implying

∂xk
∂xl

~Λ · ~R = ∂xk
∂xl

~Φ · ~n− ∂xk
∂xl
~n · ~Φ = ∂xk

[

∂xl
~Φ · ~n− ∂xl

~n · ~Φ
]

= 0 . (II.5)

Hence
~Iij = e−2λ JH∂x1

~Λ · ∂2xixj
~Λ JH∂x1

~Λ + e−2λ JH∂x2
~Λ · ∂2xixj

~Λ JH∂x2
~Λ

In particular

|~Iij |2 =
∣

∣

∣πT

[

JH∇xi∂xj
~Λ
]∣

∣

∣

2

=
∣

∣

∣π ~N∂
2
xixj

~Λ
∣

∣

∣

2

,

where πT is the orthogonal projection onto ~Λ∗TΣ, ∇ is the covariant derivative on V2(R
4) and we denote

∇xk
:= ∇∂xk

~Λ. We have in particular

|~I|2g = e−4λ
2
∑

i,j=1

∣

∣

∣π ~N∂
2
xixj

~Λ
∣

∣

∣

2

.

∇xi
~N =

1√
2
∇xi [~R(~Λ)] ∧ JH e−λ

∂~Λ

∂x1
∧ JH e

−λ ∂~Λ

∂x2

+
1√
2
~R(~Λ) ∧ ∇xi

[

JH e
−λ ∂~Λ

∂x1

]

∧ JH e
−λ ∂~Λ

∂x2

+
1√
2
~R(~Λ) ∧ JH e−λ

∂~Λ

∂x1
∧ ∇xi

[

JH e
−λ ∂~Λ

∂x2

]
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We have first for i, k = 1, 2

∇xi [~R(~Λ)] · ~R(~Λ) = 0 , ∇xi [~R(~Λ)] · ∂xk
~Λ = ∂xk

~Φ · ∂xi~n− ∂xi
~Φ · ∂xk

~n = 0 ,

hence

∇xi [~R(~Λ)] ∧ JH e−λ
∂~Λ

∂x1
∧ JH e

−λ ∂~Λ

∂x2
= 0 .

We have also for i, k = 1, 2

∇xi

[

JH e
−λ ∂~Λ

∂xk

]

· ∂xl
~Λ = −JH e−λ

∂~Λ

∂xk
· ∂2xlxi

~Λ

Thus

∇xi
~N = −

2
∑

j=1

e−2λ

√
2
JH e

−λ ∂~Λ

∂x1
· ∂2xjxi

~Λ ~R(~Λ) ∧ ∂xl
~Λ ∧ JH e

−λ ∂~Λ

∂x2

−
2
∑

j=1

e−2λ

√
2
JH e

−λ ∂~Λ

∂x2
· ∂2xjxi

~Λ ~R(~Λ) ∧ JH e
−λ ∂~Λ

∂x1
∧ ∂xl

~Λ

This is implying in particular

2
∑

i=1

|∇xi
~N |2 = e−2λ

2
∑

i,j=1

|π ~N∂2xixj
~Λ|2 .

We recall that the mean curvature vector is given by

~H~Λ :=
1

2
TrgI =

e−2λ

2
π ~N

[

∂2x2
1

~Λ + ∂2x2
2

~Λ
]

.

Hence
2 ~H~Λ = e−4λ JH∂x1

~Λ ·∆~Λ JH∂x1
~Λ + e−4λ JH∂x2

~Λ ·∆~Λ JH∂x2
~Λ

Let
γ := e−2λ JH∂x1

~Λ ·∆~Λ dx1 + e−2λ JH∂x2
~Λ ·∆~Λ dx2 .

We have

dγ = −∂x2

[

e−2λ JH∂x1
~Λ ·∆~Λ

]

+ ∂x1

[

e−2λ JH∂x2
~Λ ·∆~Λ

]

dx1 ∧ dx2

= ∂x2

[

e−2λ ∇(JH∂x1
~Λ) · ∇~Λ

]

− ∂x1

[

e−2λ ∇(JH∂x2
~Λ) · ∇~Λ

]

dx1 ∧ dx2
Observe that

∇(JH∂xi
~Λ) · ∇~Λ = − ⋆∇

(

~Φ ∧ ~n ∧ ∂xi
~Φ
)

∧∇~Φ− ⋆∇
(

~Φ ∧ ~n ∧ ∂xi~n
)

∧ ∇~n

− ⋆
(

~Φ ∧ ~n ∧ ∂xi∇~Φ
)

∧∇~Φ− ⋆
(

~Φ ∧ ~n ∧ ∂xi∇~n
)

∧ ∇~n

= JH∇H∂xi
~Λ · ∇~Λ = −∇∂xi

~Λ · JH∇~Λ
Hence

dγ = −∂x2

[

e−2λ ∇∂x1
~Λ · JH∇~Λ

]

+ ∂x1

[

e−2λ ∇∂x2
~Λ · JH∇~Λ

]

dx1 ∧ dx2

=
[

2 ∂x2λ e
−2λ ∇∂x1

~Λ · JH∇~Λ − 2 ∂x1λ e
−2λ ∇∂x2

~Λ · JH∇~Λ
]

dx1 ∧ dx2

− e−2λ
[

∇∂x1
~Λ · ∂x2(JH∇~Λ)−∇∂x2

~Λ · ∂x1(JH∇~Λ)
]

dx1 ∧ dx2

(II.6)
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We have

∇xk
∂xl

~Λ = e−2λ
[

∂xk
∂xl

~Λ · ∂xk
~Λ ∂xk

~Λ + ∂xk
∂xl

~Λ · ∂xk+1
~Λ ∂xk+1

~Λ
]

+e−2λ
[

∂xk
∂xl

~Λ · JH(~Λ) ∂xk
~Λ JH(~Λ) ∂xk

~Λ + ∂xk
∂xl

~Λ · JH(~Λ)∂xk+1
~Λ JH(~Λ) ∂xk+1

~Λ
]

+2−1 ∂xk
∂xl

~Λ · ~R ~R

(II.5) gives















∇xk
∂xk

~Λ = ∂xk
λ ∂xk

~Λ− ∂xk+1
λ ∂xk+1

~Λ + e−2λ
[

∂xk
∂xk

~Λ · JH ∇~Λ
]

JH∇ ~Λ

∇xk
∂xk+1

~Λ = ∂xk+1
λ ∂xk

~Λ + ∂xk
λ ∂xk+1

~Λ + e−2λ
[

∂xk
∂xk+1

~Λ · JH ∇~Λ
]

JH∇ ~Λ

which implies in particular

∇∂x1
~Λ = ∇λ ∂x1

~Λ +∇⊥λ ∂x2
~Λ + e−2λ ∇∂x1

~Λ · JH(~Λ)∂x1
~Λ JH(~Λ)∂x1

~Λ

+e−2λ ∇∂x1
~Λ · JH(~Λ)∂x2

~Λ JH∂x2
~Λ

Observe also that
JH∂xj

~Λ · ∂xk

(

JH∂xl
~Λ
)

= ∂xj
~Λ · ∂2xkxl

~Λ

We deduce
∇∂x1

~Λ · ∂x2(JH∇~Λ)−∇∂x2
~Λ · ∂x1(JH∇~Λ) = 2∇∂x1

~Λ · JH∇∂x2
~Λ

Combining the previous gives then

∇∂x1
~Λ · ∂x2(JH∇~Λ)−∇∂x2

~Λ · ∂x1(JH∇~Λ) = 2∇λ ∂x1
~Λ · JH∇∂x2

~Λ

+2∇⊥λ ∂x2
~Λ · JH∇∂x2

~Λ + 2 e−2λ ∇∂x1
~Λ · JH∂x1

~Λ ∂x1
~Λ · ∇∂x2

~Λ

+2 e−2λ ∇∂x1
~Λ · JH∂x2

~Λ ∂x2
~Λ · ∇∂x2

~Λ

Observe that
e−2λ ∂x2

~Λ · ∇∂x2
~Λ = ∇λ and e−2λ ∂x1

~Λ · ∇∂x2
~Λ = −∇⊥λ

Hence

∇∂x1
~Λ · ∂x2(JH(~Λ)∇~Λ)−∇∂x2

~Λ · ∂x1(JH(~Λ)∇~Λ)

= 2∇λ
[

−JH(~Λ)∂x1
~Λ · ∇∂x2

~Λ + JH(~Λ)∂x2
~Λ · ∇⊥∂x2

~Λ + JH(~Λ)∂x1
~Λ · ∇⊥∂x1

~Λ + JH(~Λ)∂x2
~Λ · ∇∂x1

~Λ
]

Observe that

JH(~Λ)∂x2
~Λ · ∇∂x1

~Λ = ∇
[

JH(~Λ)∂x2
~Λ · ∂x1

~Λ
]

−∇(JH(~Λ)∂x2
~Λ) · ∂x1

~Λ = JH(~Λ)∂x1
~Λ · ∇∂x2

~Λ .
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Thus

∇∂x1
~Λ · ∂x2(JH(~Λ)∇~Λ)−∇∂x2

~Λ · ∂x1(JH(~Λ)∇~Λ)

= 2∇λ
[

JH(~Λ)∂x2
~Λ · ∇⊥∂x2

~Λ + JH(~Λ)∂x1
~Λ · ∇⊥∂x1

~Λ
]

= − 2 ∂x1λ
[

JH(~Λ)∂x2
~Λ · ∂2x2x2

~Λ + JH(~Λ)∂x1
~Λ · ∂2x1x2

~Λ
]

+ 2 ∂x2λ
[

JH(~Λ)∂x2
~Λ · ∂2x1x2

~Λ + JH(~Λ)∂x1
~Λ · ∂2x1x1

~Λ
]

= − 2 ∂x1λ
[

JH(~Λ)∇~Λ · ∇∂x2
~Λ
]

+ 2 ∂x2λ
[

JH(~Λ)∇~Λ · ∇∂x1
~Λ
]

.

(II.7)
Combining (II.6) and (II.7) we obtain that γ is closed and we have established the following lemma which
was already known since the work of Dazor [6].

Lemma II.3. Let ~Λ be a Legendrian immersion into V2(R
4) then the second fundamental form is hori-

zontal and

d
(

JH(~Λ) ~H~Λ

)♯

= 0 , (II.8)

where for any vector ~X ∈ H we assign the one form ~X ♯ on H such that

∀ ~Y ∈ H ~X ♯(~Y ) := ~X · ~Y .

The co-homology class in Σ defined by
(

JH(~Λ) ~H~Λ

)♯

is invariant under the action of Hamiltonian

isotopies (this is one of the main results in [13]).

Let dβ = 2−1 γ (β is locally defined). We have










∂x1β = 2−1 e−2λ JH∂x1
~Λ ·∆~Λ

∂x2β = 2−1 e−2λ JH∂x2
~Λ ·∆~Λ

This gives

JH

(

∂x1β ∂x1
~Λ + ∂x2β ∂x2

~Λ
)

= 2−1 πH

[

∆~Λ
]

.

We have
∇Σβ =< dβ · d~Λ >g= e−2λ

(

∂x1β ∂x1
~Λ + ∂x2β ∂x2

~Λ
)

= − 2−1 JH ∆g
~Λ

Hence
∫

Σ

< d~w, d~Λ >g dvolg = −
∫

Σ

~w ·∆g
~Λ dvolg = 2

∫

Σ

~w · JH∇Σβ dvolg

Assume ~w is of the form ~w := JH∇Hh+ 2−1 h ~R this then gives
∫

Σ

< d~w, d~Λ >g dvolg = 2

∫

Σ

< dh, dβ >g dvolg . (II.9)

II.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 ~w := d~Λ/dt(0).

We see ~Λt as an immersion into V2(R
4) →֒ S3 × S3 →֒ R4 × R4. Hence ~N ∈ ∧3R8. We have

d~R(~Λt)

dt
=

d

dt





~nt

−~Φt



 = I ~w
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where

I :=

(

0 1

−1 0

)

Let

~T :=
∂x1

~Λ ∧ ∂x2
~Λ

|∂x1
~Λ ∧ ∂x2

~Λ|
.

The link between ~T and ~N is made as follows. We have that

~Λ · JH∂xk
~Λ =





~Φ

~n



 · JH∂xk
~Λ = ⋆ ~Φ ∧ ~n ∧ ∂xk

~Φ ∧ ~Φ+ ⋆ ~Φ ∧ ~n ∧ ∂xk
~n ∧ ~n = 0

we have similarly




~Φ

−~n



 · JH∂xk
~Λ = 0





~Φ

−~n



 · ~R(~Λ) = 0 · · ·

Hence

√
2
−1 ~Λ =

√
2
−1





~Φ

~n



 ,
√
2
−1 ~U :=

√
2
−1





~Φ

−~n



 ,
√
2
−1 ~V :=

√
2
−1





~n

~Φ



 ,
√
2
−1 ~R :=

√
2
−1





~n

−~Φ





together with
e−λ ∂x1

~Λ , e−λ ∂x2
~Λ , e−λ JH∂x1

~Λ and e−λ JH∂x1
~Λ

realises an orthonormal basis of R8. We deduce that

~N := ±
√
2
−3

⋆
[

~Λ ∧ ~U ∧ ~V ∧ ~T
]

.

In particular
|d ~N |2g ≤ 2−3 [|d~T |2g + 2] .

We have

d

dt
|∂x1

~Λt ∧ ∂x2
~Λt|2 = +2

[

∂x1 ~w ∧ ∂x2
~Λ
]

·
[

∂x1
~Λ ∧ ∂x2

~Λ
]

+ 2
[

∂x1
~Λ ∧ ∂x2 ~w

]

·
[

∂x1
~Λ ∧ ∂x2

~Λ
]

= 2 e2λ
[

∂x1 ~w · ∂x1
~Λ + ∂x2 ~w · ∂x2

~Λ
]

= 2 e2λ∇~w · ∇~Λ

This is implying

d~T

dt
= e−2λ

[

∂x1 ~w ∧ ∂x2
~Λ + ∂x1

~Λ ∧ ∂x2 ~w
]

− 1

2

∣

∣

∣∂x1
~Λ ∧ ∂x2

~Λ
∣

∣

∣

−3 d

dt
|∂x1

~Λt ∧ ∂x2
~Λt|2

[

∂x1
~Λ ∧ ∂x2

~Λ
]

= e−2λ
[

∂x1 ~w ∧ ∂x2
~Λ + ∂x1

~Λ ∧ ∂x2 ~w
]

− e−2λ∇~w · ∇~Λ ~T

Now we compute the derivative with respect to t of the metric of ~Λt.

dgij
dt

= ∂xi ~w · ∂xj
~Λ + ∂xi

~Λ · ∂xj ~w , (II.10)
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which gives
dgij

dt
= − e−4λ

[

∂xi ~w · ∂xj
~Λ + ∂xi

~Λ · ∂xj ~w
]

.

Hence

d

dt

[

|d~T |2g
]

= − e−4λ
[

∂xi ~w · ∂xj
~Λ + ∂xi

~Λ · ∂xj ~w
]

∂xi
~T ∂xj

~T + 2 e−2λ∇~T · ∇d
~T

dt

= −2
〈

d~T ⊗̇ d~T , d~w ⊗̇ d~Λ
〉

g
+ 2 e−2λ∇~T · ∇

〈

d~w ∧ d~Λ
〉

g
− 2 e−2λ∇~T · ∇

[

< d~w · d~Λ >g ~T
]

= −2
〈

d~T ⊗̇ d~T , d~w ⊗̇ d~Λ
〉

g
+ 2 d~T · d

〈

d~w ∧ d~Λ
〉

g
− 2 |d~T |2g < d~w · d~Λ >g .

We deduce from (II.10) that

d

dt
[dvolg] =

d

dt

[

√

g11 g22 − g212
]

dx1 ∧ dx2 =< d~w · d~Λ >g dvolg .

Hence combining the previous gives

d

dt

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg = 4

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~T |2g)
[

−
〈

d~T ⊗̇ d~T , d~w ⊗̇ d~Λ
〉

g
+ d~T · d

〈

d~w ∧ d~Λ
〉

g

]

dvolg

+

∫

Σ

[

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 − 4 |d~T |2g (1 + |d~T |2g)
]

< d~w · d~Λ >g dvolg

II.3.4 Almost critical point of Eε with entropy estimate.

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

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

Eε(~Λ) :=

∫

Σ

dvolg + ε4
∫

Σ

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg

any sequence of elements ~Λk ∈ E
2,4
Σ,Leg and parameter εk → 0 satisfying respectively

lim sup
k→+∞

Eεk(
~Λk) < +∞ , (II.11)

moreover
‖dEεk(~Λk)‖~Λk

≤ e−ε−2
k , (II.12)

and satisfying the entropy condition

ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2gk)2 dvolgk = o

(

1

log ε−1
k

)

. (II.13)

Hence in particular for any subdomain Ω of Σ and any smooth function h in V2(R
4) such that

supp(h) ⊂ V2(R4) \ ~Λk(∂Ω) we have

e−ε
−2
k O(‖w‖~Λk

) =

∫

Ω

< d~w · d~Λk >gk dvolgk

+4 ε4k

∫

Ω

(1 + |d~Tk|2gk)
[

−
〈

d~Tk ⊗̇ d~Tk, d~w ⊗̇ d~Λk
〉

g
+ d~Tk · d

〈

d~w ∧ d~Λk
〉

gk

]

dvolgk

+ε4k

∫

Ω

[

(1 + |d~Tk|2gk)2 − 4 |d~Tk|2gk (1 + |d~Tk|2gk)
]

< d~w · d~Λk >gk dvolgk

(II.14)
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where ~Tk and gk are denoting respectively the tangent 2-vector to ~Λk and the induced metric by ~Λk
moreover

~wh := ~Xh(~Λk) =

[

JH ∇Hh+
h

2
~R

]

◦ ~Λk .

Observe that since |d~Λk|2gk = 2 at every point we have - interpreting simply ~Nk as a section of ~Λ−1TR8 -

|d~w|g ≤ |∇ ~Xh| and |∇gd~w|g ≤ C |∇2 ~Xh|+ C |∇ ~Xh| |d ~N |g ≤ C
[

|∇2 ~Xh|+ |∇ ~Xh| [1 + |d~T |g]
]

(II.15)
Hence the entropy condition is implying

lim
k→+∞

4 ε4k

∫

Ω

(1 + |d~Tk|2gk)
[

−
〈

d~Tk ⊗̇ d~Tk, d~w ⊗̇ d~Λk
〉

g
+ d~Tk · d

〈

d~w ∧ d~Λk
〉

g

]

dvolg

+ε4k

∫

Ω

[

(1 + |d~Tk|2gk)2 − 4 |d~Tk|2gk (1 + |d~Tk|2gk)
]

< d~w · d~Λk >gk dvolgk = 0 .

(II.16)

Observe that

∂xi
~T ~R = ∂xi

[

∂x1
~Λ ∧ ∂x2

~Λ

|∂x1
~Λ ∧ ∂x2

~Λ|

]

~R = 0 (II.17)

since ∂2~Λ and ∂~Λ are horizontal. Hence
∣

∣

∣

∣

d~Tk · d
〈

d~w ∧ d~Λk
〉

g

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣d~Tk

∣

∣

∣

2

g
|∇H ~Xh|+

∣

∣

∣d~Tk

∣

∣

∣

g
|∇H∇ ~Xh| (II.18)

where ∇H ~Y = ∇~Y − 2−1∇~Y · ~R ~R. We have in particular ∇H ~R = ∇~R and then

∇H∇ ~X = ∇H∇H ~X + 2−1∇ ~X · ~R ∇~R .

We have at the point ~p = (~a,~b) ∈ V2(R4)

∇~R(~p) = ∇R
8 ~R− 2−1∇R

8 ~R · ~p ~p− 2−1∇R
8 ~R · ~U ~U − 2−1∇R

8 ~R · ~V ~V

=





d~b

− d~a



− 2−1 [d~b · ~a− d~a ·~b]





~a

~b



− 2−1 [d~b · ~a+ d~a ·~b]





~a

−~b



 .

In particular if ~Z is horizontal, we have

∇~Z
~R =





d~Z
~b

− d~Z~a



 . (II.19)

This permits to refine a bit (II.18) in order to deduce

∣

∣

∣

∣

d~Tk · d
〈

d~w ∧ d~Λk
〉

g

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣d~Tk

∣

∣

∣

2

g
|∇H ~Xh|+

∣

∣

∣d~Tk

∣

∣

∣

g
[|∇H∇H ~Xh|+ |∇ ~Xh · ~R|] (II.20)

It remains to estimate e−ε
−2
k O(‖w‖~Λk

). One has

‖w‖~Λk
=

[∫

Σ

[

|∇2 ~w|2g + |∇~w|2g + |~w|2
]2

dvolg

]1/4

+ ‖|∇~w|g‖L∞(Σ)
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Using (II.15) we obtain

‖w‖~Λk
≤
[∫

Σ

[

|∇2 ~Xh|2 ◦ ~Λk + |∇ ~Xh|2 ◦ ~Λk |1 + |d~Tk||2 + | ~Xh|2
]2

dvolg

]1/4

+ ‖∇Xh‖∞ . (II.21)

Combining (II.9), (II.14), (II.16) and (II.21)

Lemma II.4. For any choice of smooth function h ∈ C3(V2(R
4)) and any choice of admissible sequence

of almost critical points of Eε there holds

lim
k→+∞

∫

Σ

< dh, dβk >gk dvolgk = 0 . (II.22)

Let GLeg2 (V2(R
4)) be the Grassmann bundle over V2(R

4) of 2-planes which are Legendrians. Denote

by π the projection from GLeg2 (V2(R
4)) onto V2(R

4) associated to this bundle. A point in GLeg2 (V2(R
4))

is denoted (P , ~p) where P is a 2 dimensional subspace of H~p the horizontal 2-plane at ~p. Considering
now an admissible sequence of almost critical points of Eε we shall denote vk the varifold given by

∀ Ξ ∈ C0(GLeg2 (V2(R
4))) vk(Ξ) :=

∫

Σ

Ξ((~Λk)∗TxΣ, ~Λk(x)) dvolgk

Modulo extraction of a subsequence the non negative measure vk is converging in Radon measure to a
limiting measure v∞. Given a C1 vector-field ~X in V2(R

4) and a 2 plane P in a fiber of the tangent

bundle TV2(R
4) we define the divergence of ~X along P (see [21] page 42) to be the number

divP ~X :=
∑

j=1

~ej · ∇~ej ~X

where (~ej)j=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 C1 the map

(P , ~p) −→ divP ~X

is in particular a continuous function on the Grassmann bundle G2(V2(R
4)). Observe that

∫

Σ

< d~w · d~Λk >gk dvolgk =

∫

(P,~p)∈GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

divP ~Xh dvk(P , ~p)

Hence we come naturally to the following definition

Definition II.3. A Radon measure v on the Grassmann bundle GLeg2 (V2(R
4)) of Legendrian 2-planes in

TV2(R
4) is called Legendrian stationary or contact stationary if for any C2 function h on V2(R

4) there
holds

∫

(P,~p)∈GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

divP ~Xh dv(P , ~p) = 0

where
~Xh := JH ∇Hh+

h

2
~R .

The weak limit v∞ of vk is clearly legendrian stationary thanks to (II.14), (II.16) and the weak
convergence in Radon measures. The goal of the sections below is to describe v∞ in more details.
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III The almost monotonicity formula at the limit

In this section ~Λk denotes an admissible sequence of almost critical points of Eε.

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

In this subsection we shall omit to write the subscript k. We assume ~Λ is passing through the point
~p := (~ε1, ~ε2) where ~εi is the canonical basis of R

4. In the neighbourhood of ~p we introduce the Legendrian
coordinate

ϕ := ~a · ~ε2 −~b · ~ε1 = a2 − b1 ,

ρ2 := |(~a,~b)− ~p|2

In the neighbourhood of ~p we write ~a = ~ε1 +~v and ~b = ~ε2 + ~w. Using |~a|2 = 1, |~b|2 = 1 and ~a ·~b = 0 gives


















2 v1 = −|~v|2

2w2 = −|~w|2

w1 + v2 = −v3 w3 − v4 w4 − v1 w1 − v2 w2

(III.1)

This gives






























v1 = O(ρ2)

w2 = O(ρ2)

w1(1 +O((v2)2)) + v2(1 +O((w1)2)) = O(ρ2)

v2 − w1 = ϕ

which finally implies






























v1 = O(ρ2)

w2 = O(ρ2)

w1 + v2 = O(ρ2)

v2 − w1 = ϕ

We deduce

α = ~a ·d~b−~b ·d~a = − dϕ+v1 dw1−w1 dv1+v2 dw2−w2 dv2+v3 dw3−w3 dv3+v4 dw4−w4 dv4 . (III.2)

We introduce the multivalued function β defined on Σ such that

−dβ := (JH(~Λ) ~H~Λ)
♯ .

With these notations, in conformal coordinates we have

JH ~H~Λ =
e−2λ

2

2
∑

k=1

JH ∇xk
∂xk

~Λ =< dβ, d~Λ >g= −e−2λ
2
∑

k=1

∂xk
β ∂xk

~Λ .

We take the scalar product of this identity with ~Λ− ~p. This gives
2
∑

k=1

[~Λ− ~p] · JH ∇xk
∂xk

~Λ = −
2
∑

k=1

∂xk
β ∂xk

|~Λ − ~p|2 (III.3)
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Observe that

[~Λ− ~p] · JH ∇xk
∂xk

~Λ = ∂2x2
k

~Φ · (~n− ~ε2)− ∂2x2
k
~n · (~Φ− ~ε1) = −∂xk

[

∂xk
~Φ · ~ε2 − ∂xk

~n · ~ε1
]

= −∂2x2
k
ϕ .

Hence

∆ϕ =
2
∑

k=1

∂xk
β ∂xk

|~Λ− ~p|2 . (III.4)

Multiplying now by JH(~ε2,−~ε1)H where (~ε2,−~ε1)H is the orthogonal projection of (~ε2,−~ε1) onto H
2
∑

k=1

J(~ε2,−~ε1) · ∇xk
∂xk

~Λ = 2
2
∑

k=1

∂xk
β (~ε2,−~ε1) · ∂xk

~Λ = 2
2
∑

k=1

∂xk
β ∂xk

ϕ

Recall that ∇xk
∂xk

~Λ is horizontal and that

2
∑

k=1

∇xk
∂xk

~Λ = ∆~Λ− 2−1 ~Λ ·∆~Λ ~Λ− 2−1 ~U ·∆~Λ ~U − 2−1 ~V ·∆~Λ ~V

= ∆~Λ + 2−1
[

|∇ ~Λ|2 ~Λ +∇~U · ∇~Λ ~U +∇~V · ∇~Λ ~V
]

We have

2−1 J(~ε2,−~ε1) ·
[

|∇ ~Λ|2 ~Λ +∇~U · ∇~Λ ~U +∇~V · ∇~Λ ~V
]

= 2 e2λ + (v1 + w2) e2λ + 2−1∇~U · ∇~Λ (v1 − w2) + 2−1∇~V · ∇~Λ (w1 + v2) = 2 e2λ
(

1 +O(ρ2) +O(ϕ)
)

.

hence

∆[v1 + w2] + 2 e2λ
(

1 +O(ρ2) +O(ϕ)
)

= 2

2
∑

k=1

∂xk
β ∂xk

ϕ

We have

2 (v1 + w2) = −
4
∑

i=1

(vi)2 + (wi)2 = −|~Λ− ~p|2

This gives finally






1 +O(ρ2) +O(ϕ) − 4−1∆gρ
2 =< dβ, dϕ >g

∆gϕ =< dβ, dρ2 >g

(III.5)

We have

|~Λ− ~p|2 = 2−1 |(~Λ − ~p) · ~Λ|2 + 2−1 |(~Λ− ~p) · ~R(~Λ)|2 + 2−1 |(~Λ − ~p) · ~U(~Λ)|2 + 2−1 |(~Λ− ~p) · ~V (~Λ)|2

+e−2λ
∣

∣

∣
(~Λ− ~p) · ∇~Λ

∣

∣

∣

2

+ e−2λ
∣

∣

∣
(~Λ− ~p) · JH∇~Λ

∣

∣

∣

2

We have respectively

|(~Λ− ~p) · ~Λ|2 = |v1 + w2|2 = O(ρ4) , |(~Λ − ~p) · ~R(~Λ)|2 = |w1 − v2|2 = ϕ2 ,

and

|(~Λ− ~p) · ~U(~Λ)|2 = |v1 − w2|2 = O(ρ4), |(~Λ− ~p) · ~V (~Λ)|2 = |w1 + v2|2 = O(ρ4) +O(ϕ2) .
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Moreover

e−2λ
∣

∣

∣(~Λ− ~p) · ∇~Λ
∣

∣

∣

2

= 4−1
∣

∣dρ2
∣

∣

2

g
, e−2λ

∣

∣

∣(~Λ− ~p) · JH∇~Λ
∣

∣

∣

2

= |d(v2 − w1)|2g = |dϕ|2g

Combining the previous is implying

1 = |dρ|2g + ρ−2|dϕ|2g +O(ρ2) + ρ−2O(ϕ2) . (III.6)

Away from ρ = 0 we introduce

σ :=
2ϕ

ρ2
.

We now follow the main computations of [18]. First of all we have (see (III.10) in [18])

< dσ, dβ >g=
〈

[2 ρ−2 dϕ− 2ϕρ−4 dρ2] , dβ
〉

g

= 4ρ−2 (1 +O(ρ2) +O(ϕ) + ρ−2O(ϕ2)) + 4−1 ρ−4 ∆gr

= 4

√
1 + σ2

r2

(

1 +O(ρ2) +O(ϕ) + ρ−2O(ϕ2)
)

− 4−1 1 + σ2

r4
∆gr

4

where r is the Folland-Korányi gauge given by r := (ρ4 + 4ϕ2)1/4. This gives in particular

〈

dσ

1 + σ2
, dβ

〉

g

=
4

r2
1√

1 + σ2

(

1 +O(ρ2) +O(ϕ) + ρ−2O(ϕ2)
)

− 4 |d log r|2g −∆g log r . (III.7)

Observe that from (III.2)

∇Hϕ =

4
∑

i=1

vi∇Hwi − wi∇Hvi .

We have in R8 at a point ~Q = (~ε1 + ~v, ~ε2 + ~w) ∈ V2(R8)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4
∑

i=1

vi∇Hwi − wi∇Hvi
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4
∑

i=1

vi∇wi − wi∇vi
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

4
∑

i=1

vi∇wi − wi∇vi
)

· ~R
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

−2−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

4
∑

i=1

vi∇wi − wi∇vi
)

· ~U
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

4
∑

i=1

vi∇wi − wi∇vi
)

· ~V
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

4
∑

i=1

vi∇wi − wi∇vi
)

· ~Q
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= ρ2 − 2−1| − v1 (1 + v1)− (w1)2 − (v2)2 − w2 (1 + w2)− (v3)2 − (v4)2 − (w3)2 − (w4)2|2

− 2−1 |v2 + w1 + 2
4
∑

i=1

vi wi|2

− 2−1|v1 (1 + v1) + (v2)2 + (v3)2 + (v4)2 − (w1)2 − w2 (1 + w2)− (w3)2 − (w4)2|2 − 2−1 |v2 − w1|2

= ρ2 +O(ρ4) +O(ϕ2) = ρ2 +O(r4)
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We have also

|ρ∇Hρ|2 =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4
∑

i=1

vi∇Hvi + wi∇Hwi
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4
∑

i=1

vi∇vi + wi∇wi
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

4
∑

i=1

vi∇vi + wi∇wi
)

· ~R
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

−2−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

4
∑

i=1

vi∇vi + wi∇wi
)

· ~U
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

4
∑

i=1

vi∇vi + wi∇wi
)

· ~V
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

4
∑

i=1

vi∇vi + wi∇wi
)

· ~Q
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= ρ2 − 2−1 |v2 − w1|2 − 2−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

v1 − w2 +

4
∑

i=1

(vi)2 − (wi)2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2−1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

v2 + w1 + 2

2
∑

i=1

viwi

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

− 2−1 |v1 + w2 + ρ2|2

= ρ2 +O(ϕ2) + O(ρ4) = ρ2 +O(r4) .

and similarly we prove
∇Hϕ · ∇Hρ = O(r4) .

Following again [18] (III.13) we obtain

|∇Hr|2 =
ρ6

r6
|∇Hρ|2 + |∇

Hϕ2|
r6

+ 4
ϕρ3

r6
∇Hϕ · ∇Hρ =

ρ2

r2
+O(r2) =

1√
1 + σ2

+O(r2) . (III.8)

We denote by (∇Σr)⊥ := ∇Hr−∇Σr where ∇Σr is denoting the gradient of r ◦ ~Λ that is the orthogonal

projection of ∇Hr onto the tangent plane ~Λ∗TΣ. Hence one has in particular

|d log r|2g = |∇Σr|2 and |(∇Σr)⊥|2 = |∇Hr|2 − |∇Σr|2 =
1√

1 + σ2
+O(r2)− |∇Σr|2 .

Combining this fact with (III.7) and (III.8) and arguing as in [18] we finally obtain away from ρ = 0

< d arctanσ, dβ >g +∆g log r = 4
|(∇Σr)⊥|2

r2
+

4

r2
1√

1 + σ2

(

O(r2) + ρ−2O(ϕ2)
)

+O(1)

Observe that
1

ρ2
1√

1 + σ2
=

1
√

ρ4 + 4ϕ2
=

1

r2
.

Hence
4

r2
1√

1 + σ2

(

O(r)2 + ρ−2O(ϕ2)
)

= O(1) ,

and we get away from ρ = 0

< d arctanσ, dβ >g +∆g log r = 4
|(∇Σr)⊥|2

r2
+O(1) (III.9)

As in [18] again we compute away from ρ = 0

r3 < dr, dβ >g= ρ3 < dρ, dβ >g + < dϕ2, dβ >g

= 2−1 ρ2 ∆gϕ+ 2ϕ [1 +O(r2)− 4−1∆gρ
2]

= 2ϕ [1 +O(r2)] + 2−1divΣ(ρ2∇Σϕ− ϕ∇Σρ2)

= r2
σ√

1 + σ2
+O(r4) + 4−1 divΣ

(

r4
∇Σσ

1 + σ2

)

(III.10)
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Let 0 < r < 1 arbitrary and let χ be a cut-off function such that

χ(t) =

{

1 for t < 1

0 for t > 2
, χ′ ≤ 0 on R+ .

Let 1 > r > η > 0 and consider the hamiltonian function given on a neighbourhood of ~p in V2(R
4) by

hr,η := [χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)] arctanσ .

We claim that away from r = 0 the function arctanσ defines a Cl function for any l ∈ N. Indeed for
ρ = 0 and ϕ > 0 it extends continuously by π/2 while for ρ = 0 and ϕ < 0 it extends continuously by
−π/2. We have moreover

∇ arctanσ =
2

1 + 4 ϕ
2

ρ4

[∇ϕ
ρ2
− 2

ϕ

ρ3
∇ρ
]

= 2
ρ2

r4
∇ϕ− 2

r4
ϕ∇ρ2 . (III.11)

Hence, away from r = 0, ∇ arctanσ extends continuously by 0 on ρ = 0. r is obviously smooth away from
r = 0 as well as ρ2∇ϕ− ϕ∇ρ2 which is proving the claim. We multiply (III.9) by [χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)] and
(III.10) by r−3 arctanσ [r−1χ′(r/r) − η−1χ′(r/η)], this gives

< dhr,η, dβ >g +[χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)]∆g log r = 4 [χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)] |(∇
Σr)⊥|2
r2

+O(1) [χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)]

+[r−1χ′(r/r)− η−1χ′(r/η)] r−1 arctanσ
σ√

1 + σ2
+O(r) [r−1χ′(r/r) − η−1χ′(r/η)]

+4−1 r−3 [r−1χ′(r/r) − η−1χ′(r/η)] arctanσ divΣ
(

r4
∇Σσ

1 + σ2

)

Integrating over Σ gives

∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβ >g dvolg −
∫

Σ

[

r

r
χ′
( r

r

)

− r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)] |∇Σr|2
r2

dvolg

+

∫

Σ

O(1) [χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] + [O(r/r)χ′(r/r) −O(r/η)χ′(r/η)] dvolg

+4−1

∫

Σ

∇Σ
[

r−3 [r−1χ′(r/r) − η−1χ′(r/η)] arctanσ
]

r4
∇Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg

−
∫

Σ

[

r

r
χ′
( r

r

)

− r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)]

1

r2
σ arctanσ√

1 + σ2
dvolg = 4

∫

Σ

[χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] |(∇
Σr)⊥|2
r2

dvolg
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From which we deduce the “truncated17 ” almost monotonicity formula satisfied by ~Λk :

∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβ >g dvolg −
∫

Σ

r

r
χ′
( r

r

) 1

r2

[

|∇Σr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

]

dvolg

+

∫

Σ

[

O(1)χ
( r

r

)

+O
( r

r

)

χ′
( r

r

)]

dvolg +
1

4

∫

Σ

r2

r2
χ′′
( r

r

)

arctanσ
∇Σr

r
· ∇

Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg

−3

4

∫

Σ

r

r
χ′
( r

r

)

arctanσ
∇Σr

r
· ∇

Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg +

1

4

∫

Σ

r

r
χ′
( r

r

) |∇Σσ|2
(1 + σ2)2

dvolg

= 4

∫

Σ

[χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] |(∇
Σr)⊥|2
r2

dvolg −
∫

Σ

r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)

1

r2

[

|∇Σr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

]

dvolg

+4

∫

Σ

r

η
χ′
(

r

η

) |∇Σσ|2
(1 + σ2)2

dvolg −
3

4

∫

Σ

r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)

arctanσ
∇Σr

r
· ∇

Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg

+
1

4

∫

Σ

r2

η2
χ′′
(

r

η

)

arctanσ
∇Σr

r
· ∇

Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg +

∫

Σ

[

O(1)χ

(

r

η

)

+O

(

r

η

)

χ′
(

r

η

)]

dvolg

(III.12)

III.2 Passing to the limit k → +∞ in the “truncated” almost monotonicity
formula (III.12).

We have seen (II.22) that

lim
k→+∞

∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβk >gk dvolgk = 0

More precisely, from (II.14), (II.13), (II.15), (II.20) and from (II.9) we obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβk >gk dvolgk

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2gk)2 |∇H ~Xhr,η | ◦ ~Λk dvolgk

+C ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2gk) |d~Tk|gk
[

|∇H∇H ~Xhr,η | ◦ ~Λk + |∇ ~Xhr,η · ~R| ◦ ~Λk
]

dvolgk

Recall
~Xh = JH∇Hh+

h

2
~R .

We have in particular

JH∇H [χ(r/η) arctanσ] =
JH∇Hr

η
χ′(r/η) arctanσ + χ(r/η)

JH∇Hσ
1 + σ2

We recall that a subsequence has been extracted in such a way that the varifold vk defined by ~Λk is
converging towards a limiting varifold v∞. We also denote by µk (resp. µ∞ ) the so called weight of vk
(resp. v∞) . It is given by

∀ A ⊂ V2(R4) Borel µk(A) := vk(π
−1(A))

17“Truncated” is referring to the fact that we are not making η go to zero at this stage and that we have to “wait” for k

going to infinity first.
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where π denotes the bundle projection of the Grassmann bundle GLeg2 (V2(R
4) over V2(R

4). The Radon

measure convergence in GLeg2 (V2(R
4)) is implying the following passages to the limit for any smooth

functions F and G on V2(R
4) : we have respectively

lim
k→+∞

∫

Σ

F (~Λk(x)) dvolgk =

∫

V2(R4)

F (~p) dµ∞(~p) ,

we have also

lim
k→+∞

∫

Σ

G(~Λk) |∇Σ(F (~Λk(x)))|2 dvolgk = lim
k→+∞

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

G(~p) |∇PF (~p)|2 dvk(P , ~p)

=

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

G(~p) |∇PF (~p)|2 dv∞(P , ~p)

where ∇PF is denoting the orthogonal projection of the gradient of F on the Legendrian 2-plane P in
T~pV2(R

4). Passing to the limit in (III.12) gives

−
∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

r
χ′
(

r(~p)

r

)

1

r2(~p)

[

|∇Pr|2 + σ(~p) arctanσ(~p)
√

1 + σ2(~p)

]

dv∞(P , ~p)

+

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

[

O(1)

(

χ

(

r(~p)

r

)

− χ
(

r(~p)

η

))

+O

(

r(~p)

r

)

χ′
(

r(~p)

r

)]

dv∞(P , ~p)

+
1

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r2(~p)

r2
χ′′
(

r(~p)

r

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇P r

r
· ∇

Pσ

1 + σ2
dv∞(P , ~p)

−3

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

r
χ′
(

r(~p)

r

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇Pr

r
· ∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)
dv∞(P , ~p)

+
1

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

r
χ′
(

r(~p)

r

) |∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p)

= 4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

[

χ

(

r(~p)

r

)

− χ
(

r(~p)

η

)] |(∇P r)⊥|2
r(~p)2

dv∞(P , ~p)

−
∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

η
χ′
(

r(~p)

η

)

1

r2(~p)

[

|∇Pr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

(~p)

]

dv∞(P , ~p)

+ 4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

η
χ′
(

r(~p)

η

) |∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p)

−3

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

η
χ′
(

r(~p)

η

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇Pr

r(~p)
· ∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)
dv∞(P , ~p)

+
1

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r2(~p)

η2
χ′′
(

r(~p)

η

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇P r

r(~p)
· ∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)
dv∞(P , ~p)

+

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

[

O

(

r(~p)

η

)

χ′
(

r(~p)

η

)]

dv∞(P , ~p)

(III.13)

We first deduce the following lemma
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Lemma III.1. Assume

lim inf
η→0

1

η2

∫

η<r<2η

dµ∞(~p) < +∞ , (III.14)

then

lim
η→0

∫

η<r<1

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p) < +∞ . (III.15)

Proof of lemma III.1. We have from (III.11) away from r = 0 and for any (P , ~p) ∈ GLeg2 (V2(R
4))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
1

r4(~p)

∣

∣ρ2(~p)∇Pϕ− ϕ(~p)∇Pρ2
∣

∣ ≤ |∇
Pϕ|

r2(~p)
+
|∇Pρ|
r(~p)

≤ 2

r(~p)
. (III.16)

Observe that we have respectively

χ

(

r(~p)

r

)

− χ
(

r(~p)

η

)

≥ 0 , (III.17)

moreover

−χ′
(

r(~p)

η

)

≥ 0 , (III.18)

and
σ arctanσ√

1 + σ2
(~p) ≥ 0 . (III.19)

Using (III.16) we have respectively

4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

η
χ′
(

r(~p)

η

) |∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

η2

∫

η<r<2η

dµ∞(~p)

(III.20)

moreover
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

3

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

η
χ′
(

r(~p)

η

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇Pr

r(~p)
· ∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)
dv∞(P , ~p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

η2

∫

η<r<2η

dµ∞(~p)

(III.21)

and
1

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r2(~p)

η2
χ′′
(

r(~p)

η

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇Pr

r
· ∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)
dv∞(P , ~p)

≤ C

η2

∫

η<r<2η

dµ∞(~p)

(III.22)

Combining (III.13), (III.20), (III.21) and (III.22) we finally obtain

lim sup
η→0

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

4

[

χ

(

r(~p)

r

)

− χ
(

r(~p)

η

)] |(∇P r)⊥|2
r(~p)2

dv∞(P , ~p)

−
∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

η
χ′
(

r(~p)

η

)

1

r2(~p)

[

|∇Pr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

(~p)

]

dv∞(P , ~p) < +∞ .

(III.23)
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We then deduce for any r < 1

lim
η→0

∫

r>η

χ

(

r(~p)

r

) |(∇P r)⊥|2
r(~p)2

dv∞(P , ~p) < +∞ . (III.24)

At r = 0 we have that ∇vi and ∇wi for i = 3, 4 are orthogonal to (~ε1, ~ε2) and hence horizontal. We have
moreover thanks to (II.2)

JH∇Hvi = JH(~εi, 0) = (0, ~εi) = ∇Hwi
Then, in a neighbourhood of (~ε1, ~ε2) at the point (~ε1 + ~v, ~ε2 + ~w) we have

JH(∇Hϕ) = JH

(

4
∑

i=1

vi∇Hwi − wi∇Hvi
)

= −ρ∇Hρ+O(r2) .

This gives

r3 JH(∇Hr) = ρ3 JH(∇Hρ) + 2ϕJH(∇Hϕ) = ρ2∇Hϕ− 2ϕρ∇Hρ+O(r4)

= −ρ4∇H
(

ϕ

ρ2

)

+O(r4) .

(III.25)

For every P ∈ GLeg2 (V2(R
4)) we have that JH(P) is also horizontal, orthogonal to P and

H(~a,~b) = P ⊕ JH(P) .

Hence we deduce from (III.25)

−ρ4∇P
(

ϕ

ρ2

)

+O(r4) = r3 JH((∇P r)⊥)

This gives
(∇P r)⊥

r
=

1

2

ρ4

r4
JH(∇Pσ) +O(1) =

1

2
JH

( ∇Pσ

1 + σ2

)

+O(1) , (III.26)

from which we deduce

∫

r>η

χ

(

r(~p)

r

) |(∇Pr)⊥|2
r(~p)2

dv∞(P , ~p) = 1

4

∫

r>η

χ

(

r(~p)

r

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dv∞(P , ~p) +O(µ∞({r < 2r}))

Combining this last identity with (III.24) we get (III.15) and lemma III.1 is proved. ✷

We deduce the following lemma

Lemma III.2. Assume

lim sup
η→0

1

η2

∫

η<r<2η

dµ∞(~p) < +∞ , (III.27)

then for any function φ ∈ C∞
0 (R+,R+) such that supp(φ) ⊂ R+ \ {0} and

∫ +∞
0 φ(t) = 1

lim
η→0

1

η2

∫

V2(R4)

η

r(~p)
φ

(

r(~p)

η

)

1 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

(~p) dµ∞ = θ0 (III.28)

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

ds

[

1 + s arctan s√
1 + s2

]

=
arctan s

(1 + s2)3/2
.

Hence the function (1 + s arctan s)/
√
1 + s2 is decreasing on R− and increasing on R+ and we deduce

∀ s ∈ R 1 ≤ 1 + s arctan s√
1 + s2

≤ π

2
.

Remark III.2. Observe that if v∞ is the varifold associated to a smooth Legendrian immersion Σ we
have σ → 0 as r→ 0 (see [18] section III) hence

θ0 = lim
η→0

1

η2

∫

V2(R4)

η

r(~p)
φ

(

r(~p)

η

)

dµ∞ = lim
η→0

1

η2

∫

V2(R4)

η

r(~p)
φ

(

r(~p)

η

)

|∇Σr| dµ∞

= lim
η→0

∫ ∞

0

φ

(

s

η

) H1({r = s})
s

ds

η
= 2 πCard({r−1({0})})

∫ ∞

0

φ(t) dt = 2 πCard({r−1({0})}) .

Proof of lemma III.2. Let d > 1 such that Supp(φ) ∈ [d−1, d]. We introduce χ(t) :=
∫ +∞
t φ(s) ds and

we apply (III.13). Because of (III.15) we have respectively
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

η
χ′
(

r(~p)

η

) |∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
∫

d−1η<r<dη

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p) −→ 0

moreover
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

η
χ′
(

r(~p)

η

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇Pr

r(~p)
· ∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)
dv∞(P , ~p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
[

η−2

∫

d−1η<r<dη

dµ∞

]1/2 [∫

d−1η<r<dη

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p)
]1/2

−→ 0

and
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r2(~p)

η2
χ′′
(

r(~p)

η

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇Pr

r(~p)
· ∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)
dv∞(P , ~p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
[

η−2

∫

d−1η<r<dη

dµ∞

]1/2 [∫

d−1η<r<dη

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p)
]1/2

−→ 0

We have also
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

O

(

r(~p)

η

)

χ′
(

r(~p)

η

)

dv∞(P , ~p)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C η2
[

η−2

∫

d−1η<r<dη

dµ∞

]

−→ 0

and
∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

[

O(1)

(

χ

(

r(~p)

r

)

− χ
(

r(~p)

η

))]

dv∞(P , ~p)

=

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))\π−1{r=0}

O(1)χ

(

r(~p)

r

)

dv∞(P , ~p)

−
∞
∑

j=0

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

O(1)

[

χ

(

r(~p)

2−jη

)

− χ
(

r(~p)

2−j−1η

)]

dv∞(P , ~p)
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We have
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∞
∑

j=0

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

O(1)

[

χ

(

r(~p)

2−jη

)

− χ
(

r(~p)

2−j−1η

)]

dv∞(P , ~p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C η2
∞
∑

j=0

2−2j (2−jη)−2

∫

d−12−j−1η<r<d 2−jη

dµ∞ −→ 0

Finally we observe that

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

[

χ

(

r(~p)

r

)

− χ
(

r(~p)

η

)] |(∇P r)⊥|2
r(~p)2

dv∞(P , ~p)

is a monotone function of η. Hence

lim
η→0

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

[

χ

(

r(~p)

r

)

− χ
(

r(~p)

η

)] |(∇P r)⊥|2
r(~p)2

dv∞(P , ~p)

= 4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))\π−1({0})

χ

(

r(~p)

r

) |(∇Pr)⊥|2
r(~p)2

dv∞(P , ~p) .

Combining all the previous we obtain that

−
∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

η
χ′
(

r(~p)

η

)

1

r2(~p)

[

|∇Pr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

(~p)

]

dv∞(P , ~p)

is converging as η converges to zero. Hence

lim
η→0

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

η
φ

(

r(~p)

η

)

1

r2(~p)

[

|∇Pr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

(~p)

]

dv∞(P , ~p) = θ0(φ) (III.29)

exists and is finite. Recall that for any P ∈ GLeg2 (V2(R
4))

|∇Hr|2 = |∇Pr|2 + |(∇P r)⊥|2

From (III.26) and using also (III.8) we have

|∇P r|2
r2

=
|∇Hr|2

r2
− 1

4

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2)2

+O(1) =
1

r2
1√

1 + σ2
− 1

4

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2)2

+O(1)

We deduce

lim
η→0

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

η
φ

(

r(~p)

η

)

1

r2(~p)

[

1 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

(~p)

]

dv∞(P , ~p) = θ0(φ)

By taking hr,η := [χ(r/r) −
∫ +∞
r/η φ(s) ds] arctanσ where χ is fixed and φ is arbitrary satisfying the

37



assumption of the lemma we observe that

θ0(φ) = −4
∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))\π−1({0})

χ

(

r(~p)

r

) |(∇P r)⊥|2
r(~p)2

dv∞(P , ~p)

−
∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

r
χ′
(

r(~p)

r

)

1

r2(~p)

[

|∇Pr|2 + σ(~p) arctanσ(~p)
√

1 + σ2(~p)

]

dv∞(P , ~p)

+

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))\π−1({0})

[

O(1)

(

χ

(

r(~p)

r

))

+O

(

r(~p)

r

)

χ′
(

r(~p)

r

)]

dv∞(P , ~p)

+
1

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r2(~p)

r2
χ′′
(

r(~p)

r

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇P r

r
· ∇

Pσ

1 + σ2
dv∞(P , ~p)

−3

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

r
χ′
(

r(~p)

r

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇Pr

r
· ∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)
dv∞(P , ~p)

+
1

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

r
χ′
(

r(~p)

r

) |∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p)

Obviously θ0(φ) is independent of φ and this concludes the proof of lemma III.2. ✷

We have the following lemma

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

lim sup
η→0

1

η2

∫

η<r<2η

dµ∞(~p) < +∞ , (III.30)

then

C−1

[

θ0 +

∫

0<r<s/2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dv∞(P , ~p)
]

≤ 1

s2

∫

0<r<s

dµ∞ ≤ C
1

r2

∫

r<r

dµ∞ . (III.31)

We replace r by s in (III.13) and we make η converge to zero. Thanks to the previous lemma we
obtain

−
∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

s
χ′
(

r(~p)

s

)

1

r2(~p)

[

|∇Pr|2 + σ(~p) arctanσ(~p)
√

1 + σ2(~p)

]

dv∞(P , ~p)

+

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))\{r=0}

[

O(1)χ

(

r(~p)

s

)

+O

(

r(~p)

s

)

χ′
(

r(~p)

s

)]

dv∞(P , ~p)

+
1

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r2(~p)

s2
χ′′
(

r(~p)

s

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇Pr

r
· ∇

Pσ

1 + σ2
dv∞(P , ~p)

−3

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

s
χ′
(

r(~p)

s

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇P r

r
· ∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)
dv∞(P , ~p)

+
1

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

s
χ′
(

r(~p)

s

) |∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p)

= 4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))\{r=0}

χ

(

r(~p)

s

) |(∇Pr)⊥|2
r(~p)2

dv∞(P , ~p) + θ0

(III.32)
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Using thee fact that we have

|∇Pr| ≤ 1 and

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2

r

we deduce

θ0 + 4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))\{r=0}

χ

(

r(~p)

s

) |(∇P r)⊥|2
r(~p)2

dv∞(P , ~p) ≤ C

s2

∫

s<r<2s

dµ∞ +

∫

0<r<2s

dµ∞

Using
|(∇Pr)⊥|2

r2
=

1

4

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2)2

+O(1)

we deduce the first inequality in (III.31). For 2s < r we have

−
∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

r
χ′
(

r(~p)

r

)

1

r2(~p)

[

|∇Pr|2 + σ(~p) arctanσ(~p)
√

1 + σ2(~p)

]

dv∞(P , ~p)

+

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

[

O(1)

(

χ

(

r(~p)

r

)

− χ
(

r(~p)

η

))

+O

(

r(~p)

r

)

χ′
(

r(~p)

r

)]

dv∞(P , ~p)

+
1

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r2(~p)

r2
χ′′
(

r(~p)

r

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇P r

r
· ∇

Pσ

1 + σ2
dv∞(P , ~p)

−3

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

r
χ′
(

r(~p)

r

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇Pr

r
· ∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)
dv∞(P , ~p)

+
1

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

r
χ′
(

r(~p)

r

) |∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p)

= 4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

[

χ

(

r(~p)

r

)

− χ
(

r(~p)

s

)] |(∇P r)⊥|2
r(~p)2

dv∞(P , ~p)

−
∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

s
χ′
(

r(~p)

s

)

1

r2(~p)

[

|∇Pr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

(~p)

]

dv∞(P , ~p)

+ 4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

s
χ′
(

r(~p)

s

) |∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p)

−3

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

s
χ′
(

r(~p)

s

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇Pr

r(~p)
· ∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)
dv∞(P , ~p)

+
1

4

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r2(~p)

s2
χ′′
(

r(~p)

s

)

arctanσ(~p)
∇P r

r(~p)
· ∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)
dv∞(P , ~p)

+

∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

[

O

(

r(~p)

s

)

χ′
(

r(~p)

s

)]

dv∞(P , ~p)

(III.33)

We have that χ′ ≤ 0 on R and supp(χ′) ⊂ [1, 2] hence we deduce

−
∫

GLeg
2 (V2(R4))

r(~p)

s
χ′
(

r(~p)

s

)

1

r2(~p)

[

|∇Pr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

(~p)

]

dv∞(P , ~p)

≤ C

r2

∫

r<r<2r

dµ∞ +

∫

0<r<2r

dµ∞ + C

[

1

s2

∫

s<r<2s

dµ∞

]1/2 [∫

s<r<2s

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p)
]1/2
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We choose χ such that

χ′ ≤ 0 on R and − χ′ >
1

2
on [5/4, 7/4] .

Since
|∇Pr|2

r2
=
|∇Hr|2

r2
− 1

4

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2)2

+O(1) =
1

r2
1√

1 + σ2
− 1

4

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2)2

+O(1) .

Using remark III.1 we deduce

1

r2(~p)

[

|∇P r|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

(~p)

]

≥ 1

r2
− 1

4

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2)2

+O(1) .

We deduce that for r < 1

1

s2

∫

5s/4<r<7s/4

dµ∞ ≤
C

r2

∫

0<r<2r

dµ∞ + C

[

1

s2

∫

s<r<2s

dµ∞

]1/2 [∫

s<r<2s

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p)
]1/2

+C

∫

s<r<2s

|∇Pσ|2
(1 + σ2(~p))2

dv∞(P , ~p) .

Let

A := sup
2 s<r

1

s2

∫

5s/4<r<7s/4

dµ∞

Using the first inequality in (III.31) we just proved, we deduce

A ≤ C

r2

∫

0<r<2r

dµ∞ + C A1/2

[

r−2

∫

0<r<2r

dµ∞

]1/2

Hence for any s < r we have

1

s2

∫

5s/4<r<7s/4

dµ∞ ≤
C

r2

∫

0<r<2r

dµ∞ .

This gives for any s < r

1

s2

∫

0<r<s

dµ∞ =
1

s2

∞
∑

j=0

∫

5j+1s/7j+1<r<5js/7j
dµ∞ ≤ C

∞
∑

j=0

(

5

7

)j
1

r2

∫

0<r<2r

dµ∞

which implies the second inequality in (III.31). Lemma III.3 is proved. ✷

III.3 The finiteness and a global bound of the upper 2-density of µ∞ at every
point in V2(R

4).

We denote by r~p0 the Folland Korányi gauge with respect to ~p0 = (~a0,~b0) ∈ V2(R4). That is, for any

~p = (~a,~b) ∈ V2(R4)

ρ2~p0(~p) = |~p− ~p0|2 , ϕ~p0(~p) := ~a ·~b0 − ~a0 ·~b and r4~p0 := ρ4~p0 + 4ϕ2
~p0 .

For θ ∈ R and ~p = (~a,~b) ∈ V2(R4) we denote

~p θ := (cos θ~a+ sin θ~b,− sin θ~a+ cos θ~b) .

We shall now prove the following lemma
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Lemma III.4. For any ~p0 ∈ V2(R4) the following holds

lim sup
r→0

1

r2

∫

r~p0
<r

dµ∞(~p) < +∞ . (III.34)

Hence there exists C > 1 universal such that for any ~p0 ∈ V2(R4) and any 0 < s < r

C−1

[

θ0 +

∫

0<r~p0
<s/2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇Pσ

1 + σ2(~p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

dv∞(P , ~p)
]

≤ 1

s2

∫

r~p0
<s

dµ∞ ≤ C
1

r2

∫

r~p0
<r

dµ∞ . (III.35)

Proof of lemma III.4. Let M > 0 and denote ~p such that

E∞ :=

{

~p ∈ V2(R4) ; lim sup
r→0

1

r2

∫

r~p<r

dµ∞ = +∞
}

.

Let M > 0 and δ > 0. For any ~p ∈ E∞ we choose δ > r~p > 0 such that

1

r2~p

∫

r~p<r~p

dµ∞ > M .

Let
M∞ := Π∗µ∞ .

where we recall that Π is the tautological projection from V2(R
4) into G2(R

4) such that Π(~a,~b) = ~a ∧~b.
Let ~G~p := Π(~p). We have for any pair (~a,~b) and (~c, ~d) in V2(R

4)

|~a ∧~b− ~c ∧ ~d| = |(~a− ~c) ∧~b− ~c ∧ (~d−~b)| ≤ |~a− ~c|+ |~d−~b| ≤
√
2
∣

∣

∣(~a,~b)− (~c, ~d)
∣

∣

∣

Let ~G~p := Π(~p), because of the previous

Π
(

{~q ∈ V2(R4) ; r~p(~q) < r~p}
)

⊂ B√
2r~p

(~G~p)

Hence we have
1

r2~p

∫

B√
2r~p

(~G~p)

dM∞ > M

Obviously B√
2r~p

(~G~p) realizes an open cover of Π(E∞). Extracting a Besicovitch covering (B√
2ri

(~Gi))i∈I ,

we deduce that

M
∑

i∈I
r2i ≤ C

∫

G2(R4)

dM∞

where C is a constant depending only on G2(R
4) given by the Besicovitch covering theorem. SinceM > 0

and δ > 0 are arbitrary, we deduce
H2(Π(E∞)) = 0 .

This implies in particular that E∞ has no interior. Recall that from lemma III.3, for any ~p ∈ V2(R4)\E∞,
we have

∀ r < 1
1

r2

∫

0<r~p<r

dµ∞ ≤ C µ∞(V2(R
4)) .

where C > 0. Moreover, since by assumption

lim sup
r→0

1

r2

∫

r~p<r

dµ∞ < +∞ ,
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we have
∀ ~p ∈ V2(R4) \ E∞ µ∞({~p}) = 0 .

Hence

∀ ~p ∈ V2(R4) \ E∞ ∀ r < 1
1

r2

∫

r~p<r

dµ∞ ≤ C µ∞(V2(R
4)) .

Let now ~p0 = (~a0,~b0) ∈ E∞ and ~pk = (~ak,~bk) → ~p∞ with ~pk ∈ V2(R4) \ E∞. Let r > 0 and k ∈ N such
that r~p0(~pk) < 2−1 C−1

0 r where C0 > 1 is going to be fixed later on below. We have for any ~p ∈ V2(R4)

r~p0(~p) =
[

|~p− ~p0|4 + 4ϕ2
~p0(~p)

]1/4
=
[

|~p− ~p0|4 + 4 (~a ·~b0 − ~a0 ·~b)2
]1/4

We write
ϕ~p0(~p) = ~a ·~b0 −~b · ~a0 = (~a− ~a0) ·~b0 − (~b−~b0) · ~a0

= (~a− ~a0) · (~b0 −~bk)− (~b −~b0) · (~a0 − ~ak) + (~a− ~a0) ·~bk − (~b −~b0) · ~ak

= (~a− ~a0) · (~b0 −~bk)− (~b −~b0) · (~a0 − ~ak) + ϕ~pk(~p) + ϕ~p0(~pk)

Hence
|ϕ~p0(~p)| ≤ ρ~p0(~p) ρ~p0(~pk) + |ϕ~pk(~p)|+ |ϕ~p0(~pk)|

≤ ρ~p0(~pk) ρ~p0(~pk) + ρ~pk(~p) ρ~p0(~pk) + |ϕ~pk(~p)|+ |ϕ~p0(~pk)|
Hence

r~p0(~p) ≤ ρ~p0(~p) +
√

2 |ϕ~p0(~p)|

≤ ρ~p0(~pk) + ρ~pk(~p) +
√
2 ρ~p0(~pk) +

√

2 ρ~pk(~p) ρ~p0(~pk) +
√

2 |ϕ~pk(~p)|+
√

2 |ϕ~p0(~pk)|

≤ C0 [r~pk(~p) + r~p0(~pk)]

(III.36)

where C0 > 1 is universal. We choose ~pk such that r~p0(~pk) < 2−1C−1
0 r. Hence

{

~p ∈ V2(R4) ; r~p0(~p) < r
}

⊂
{

~p ∈ V2(R4) ; r~pk(~p) < 2−1C−1
0 r

}

Since ~pk ∈ V2(R4) \ E∞ we have

r−2

∫

r~pk
(~p)<2−1 C−1

0 r

dµ∞ ≤ C µ∞(V2(R
4))

where C is universal. Hence we deduce

r−2

∫

r~p0
(~p)<r

dµ∞ ≤ C µ∞(V2(R
4)) .

This holds for any 0 < r < 1 which contradicts the fact that ~p0 ∈ E∞. Hence E∞ = ∅ and lemma III.4
is proved. ✷.
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III.4 Bounding the limiting 2-density of µ∞ from below

We take again
hr,η := [χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)] arctanσ .

we have

∇H arctanσ =
ρ2

r4
∇Hϕ− 1

r4
ϕ∇Hρ2 .

Hence we have

~Xhr,η := JH∇Hhr,η +
hr,η
2

~R

= [χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)]
[

ρ2

r4
JH ∇Hϕ−

1

r4
ϕJH∇Hρ2 + arctanσ

~R

2

]

+ [r−1 χ′(r/r) − η−1 χ′(r/η)] arctanσ∇Hr .

Recall that

∇Hϕ =

4
∑

i=1

vi∇Hwi − wi∇Hvi .

Hence


















































| ~Xhr,η | ≤ C
1
∑

j=0

r−1+j
∣

∣

∣r−j χ(j)(r/r)− η−j χ(j)(r/η)
∣

∣

∣

|∇H ~Xhr,η | ≤ C
2
∑

j=0

r−2+j
∣

∣

∣r−j χ(j)(r/r)− η−j χ(j)(r/η)
∣

∣

∣

|∇H∇H ~Xhr,η | ≤ C
3
∑

j=0

r−3+j
∣

∣

∣r−j χ(j)(r/r) − η−j χ(j)(r/η)
∣

∣

∣

We have also
∇ ~Xh · ~R = ∇

[

JH∇Hhr,η
]

· ~R+∇hr,η = −JH∇Hhr,η · ∇H ~R+∇hr,η
which gives

|∇ ~Xh · ~R| ≤ C r−1 [χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] + C
∣

∣[r−1 χ′(r/r) − η−1 χ′(r/η)
∣

∣ .

Recall
∫

Σ

< d~wr,η, d~Λk >g dvolg = 2

∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβk >g dvolg . (III.37)

and
∫

Σ

< d~wr,η · d~Λk >gk dvolgk + e−ε
−2
k O(‖w‖~Λk

)

= −4 ε4k
∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2gk)
[

−
〈

d~Tk ⊗̇ d~Tk, d~w ⊗̇ d~Λk
〉

g
+ d~Tk · d

〈

d~w ∧ d~Λk
〉

gk

]

dvolgk

−ε4k
∫

Σ

[

(1 + |d~Tk|2gk)2 − 4 |d~Tk|2gk (1 + |d~Tk|2gk)
]

< d~w · d~Λk >gk dvolgk

(III.38)

and we recall from (II.15) and from (II.20)

|d~Λk ⊗̇ d~wr,η|gk ≤ |∇H ~Xhr,η | (III.39)
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and
∣

∣

∣

∣

d~Tk · d
〈

d~wr,η ∧ d~Λk
〉

g

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣d~Tk

∣

∣

∣

2

g
|∇H ~Xhr,η |+

∣

∣

∣d~Tk

∣

∣

∣

g
[|∇H∇H ~Xhr,η |+ |∇ ~Xhr,η · ~R|] (III.40)

Hence
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβk >g dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C ε4k
∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2gk)2 |∇H ~Xhr,η | dvolgk

+C ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2gk)3/2 [|∇H∇H ~Xhr,η |+ |∇ ~Xhr,η · ~R|] dvolgk + e−ε
−2
k O(‖w‖~Λk

)

This gives

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβk >g dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C ε4k
∫

Σ∩ {η<r<2r}
r−2 (1 + |d~Tk|2gk)2 dvolgk

+C ε4k

∫

Σ∩{η<r<2r}
r−3 (1 + |d~Tk|2gk)3/2 dvolgk + e−ε

−2
k O(‖w‖~Λk

)
(III.41)

We recall that the function

d(~p, ~q) := r~p(~q) =
[

|~p− ~q|4 + 4 |~a · ~d−~b · ~c|2
]1/4

where ~p = (~a,~b) and ~q = (~c, ~d)

and we have seen in - see (III.36) - that it satisfies the quasi-distance condition

r~p(~q) = r~q(~p) and d(~p1, ~p) ≤ C0 [d(~p1, ~q) + d(~p, ~q)] (III.42)

for some universal C0 > 1. We are now proving the following lemma.

Lemma III.5. There exist two universal constants C > 0 and c0 > 0 such that for any δk → 0 and for
k large enough and for any point ~p ∈ ~Λk(Σ) satisfying

∀ r < 1 ε4k

∫

Σ∩{r~p<r}
(1 + |d~Tk|2gk)2 dvolgk ≤ δk

∫

Σ∩{r~p<5C2
0 r}

dvolgk , (III.43)

we have for any 0 < r < 1/2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<r}
|∇Σ arctanσk|2 dvolgk ≤

C

r2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<r}
dvolgk

+C
[

δ log
(r

ε

)

+ δ1/4 + δ3/4 log3/4
(r

ε

)]

sup
s<r

1

s2

∫

Σ∩ {r~p<s}
dvolgk

+C e−ε
−2
k ε−3

k ,

(III.44)

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

[

c0 −
[

δ log
(r

ε

)

+ δ1/4 + δ3/4 log3/4
(r

ε

)]1/2
]

1

s2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<s}
dvolgk

≤ C

r2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<r}
dvolgk + C e−ε

−2
k ε−3

k .

(III.45)
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Proof of lemma III.5. We take ~p := (~ε1, ~ε2). Since the second fundamental form of ~Λk is in L4 the

weak Immersion is C1. Hence ~p has finitely many pre-images by ~Λk and we denote their number by
N~p ∈ N. We choose ~p such that N~p ≥ 1. Let x0 ∈ Σ such that ~Λk(x0) = ~p. We take local conformal
coordinates around x0 such that xi(x0) = 0 and we omit to write explicitly the subscript k. We can

assume modulo rotation in the image and dilation of the coordinates that ∂x1
~Λ(0) = (~ε3, 0). Since both

JH(∂x1
~Λ(0)) = (0, ~ε3) and JH(∂x2

~Λ(0)) are orthogonal to ~Λ∗Tx0Σ we can assume modulo the action of

rotations preserving H and JH that ∂x2
~Λ(0) = (~ε4, 0) and JH(∂x2

~Λ(0)) = (0, ~ε4). Hence, since ~Λ is C1

we have in the neighbourhood of 0

~Λ(x1, x2) = (~ε1 + x1 ~ε3 + x2 ~ε4 + o(|x|), ~ε2 + o(|x|))

Recall that for ~a = ~ε1 + ~v and ~b := ~ε2 + ~w with (~a,~b) ∈ V2(R4) recall that ϕ = v2 − w1

∇Hϕ(~a,~b) =
4
∑

i=1

vi∇Hwi − wi∇Hvi .

Recall for ~p = (~a,~b) = (~ε1 + ~v, ~ε2 + ~w)

H~p = T~pV2(R
4) ∩ (~R)⊥

=
{

(~V , ~W ) ∈ R
8 ; V1 + ~V · ~v = 0 ; V2 + ~V · ~w = 0 ; W1 + ~W · ~v = 0 ; W2 + ~W · ~w = 0

}

we have respectively
∇Hvi = πH(~εi, 0) and ∇Hwi = πH(0, ~εi) .

First of all we have at the point ~p := (~a,~b)

∇V2(R
4)vi = (~εi − ai ~a− bi~b, 0) and ∇V2(R

4)wi = (0, ~εi − ai ~a− bi~b)

Hence
∇Hvi = (~εi − ai ~a− bi~b, 0) and ∇Hwi = (0, ~εi − ai ~a− bi~b) (III.46)

In particular at ~p = (~a,~b) = (~ε1 + ~v, ~ε2 + ~w), thanks to (III.1) there holds































∇Hv1 = (−~v − w1 (~ε2 + ~w)− v1 (~ε1 + ~v), 0)

∇Hv2 = (−~w − v2 (~ε1 + ~v)− w2 (~ε2 + ~w), 0)

∇Hv3 = (~ε3 − v3 (~ε1 + ~v)− w3 (~ε2 + ~w), 0)

∇Hv4 = (~ε4 − v4 (~ε1 + ~v)− w4 (~ε2 + ~w), 0) ,

(III.47)

and






























∇Hw1 = (0,−~v − w1 (~ε2 + ~w)− v1 (~ε1 + ~v))

∇Hw2 = (0,−~w − v2 (~ε1 + ~v)− w2 (~ε2 + ~w))

∇Hw3 = (0, ~ε3 − v3 (~ε1 + ~v)− w3 (~ε2 + ~w))

∇Hw4 = (0, ~ε4 − v4 (~ε1 + ~v)− w4 (~ε2 + ~w)) .

(III.48)

Observe that for i = 1...4
JH∇Hvi = ∇Hwi . (III.49)
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Thus in particular



































∇Hv1 ◦ ~Λ(x) = O(|x|)

∇Hv2 ◦ ~Λ(x) = O(|x|)

∇Hv3 ◦ ~Λ(x) = (~ε3, 0) +O(|x|)

∇Hv4 ◦ ~Λ(x) = (~ε4, 0) +O(|x|)

and



































∇Hw1 ◦ ~Λ(x) = O(|x|)

∇Hw2 ◦ ~Λ(x) = O(|x|)

∇Hw3 ◦ ~Λ(x) = (0, ~ε3) +O(|x|)

∇Hw4 ◦ ~Λ(x) = (0, ~ε4) +O(|x|)

(III.50)

Thus


































∇Σv1 ◦ ~Λ(x) = O(|x|)

∇Σv2 ◦ ~Λ(x) = O(|x|)

∇Σv3 ◦ ~Λ(x) = (~ε3, 0) +O(|x|)

∇Hv4 ◦ ~Λ(x) = (~ε4, 0) +O(|x|)

and



































∇Σw1 ◦ ~Λ(x) = O(|x|)

∇Σw2 ◦ ~Λ(x) = O(|x|)

∇Σw3 ◦ ~Λ(x) = O(|x|)

∇Σw4 ◦ ~Λ(x) = O(|x|)
Hence we deduce in particular that

w3 ◦ ~Λ = O(|x|2) and w4 ◦ ~Λ = O(|x|2)

Since

∇Hϕ ◦ ~Λ =

4
∑

i=3

vi ◦ ~Λ∇Hwi ◦ ~Λ− wi ◦ ~Λ∇Hvi ◦ ~Λ +O(|x|2) .

we deduce from the previous that

∇Σϕ = O(|x|2) and ϕ(x) = O(|x|3) .

Since ρ2 = |x|2 (1 + o(1)) we deduce

|∇Σ arctanσ| = O(1) and | arctanσ| = O(|x|) . (III.51)

Since ~Λ is a C1 immersion we have

lim
s→0

∥

∥

∥

ρ

r
− 1
∥

∥

∥

L∞(~Λ−1Bη(~p))
= 0

and then, using again that ~Λ is a C1 immersion we have

lim
η→0

1

η2

∫

r~p<η

dvolgk = lim
η→0

1

η2

∫

ρ~p<η

dvolgk = πN~p (III.52)
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We recall the identity (III.12)
∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβ >g dvolg −
∫

Σ

r

r
χ′
( r

r

) 1

r2

[

|∇Σr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

]

dvolg

+

∫

Σ

[

O(1)χ
( r

r

)

+O
( r

r

)

χ′
( r

r

)]

dvolg +
1

4

∫

Σ

r2

r2
χ′′
( r

r

)

arctanσ
∇Σr

r
· ∇

Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg

−3

4

∫

Σ

r

r
χ′
( r

r

)

arctanσ
∇Σr

r
· ∇

Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg +

1

4

∫

Σ

r

r
χ′
( r

r

) |∇Σσ|2
(1 + σ2)2

dvolg

= 4

∫

Σ

[χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] |(∇
Σr)⊥|2
r2

dvolg −
∫

Σ

r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)

1

r2

[

|∇Σr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

]

dvolg

+4

∫

Σ

r

η
χ′
(

r

η

) |∇Σσ|2
(1 + σ2)2

dvolg −
3

4

∫

Σ

r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)

arctanσ
∇Σr

r
· ∇

Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg

+
1

4

∫

Σ

r2

η2
χ′′
(

r

η

)

arctanσ
∇Σr

r
· ∇

Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg +

∫

Σ

[

O(1)χ

(

r

η

)

+O

(

r

η

)

χ′
(

r

η

)]

dvolg

(III.53)
Using (III.51) we have

∫

Σ

r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)

1

r2

[

|∇Σr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

]

dvolg

=
1

η2

∫

r<2η

χ′
(

r

η

)

η

r
|∇Σr|2dvolg +O

(

1

η

∫

r<2η

dvolg

)

From (III.8), (III.26) and (III.51) we also have

1 +O(r2) = |∇Hr|2 = |∇Σr|2 + |(∇Σr)⊥|2 = |∇Σr|2 + 4−1 r2 |∇Σ(arctanσ)|2 = |∇Σr|2 +O(r2)

Combining the previous gives then

−
∫

Σ

r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)

1

r2

[

|∇Σr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

]

dvolg

= −1

η

∫

r<2η

χ′
(

r

η

)

η

r

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇Σ

(

r

η

)∣

∣

∣

∣

dvolg + o(1) = −
∫ ∞

0

χ′(s)
H1({r~p = η s})

η s
ds+ o(1)

(III.54)

Hence

lim
η→0
−
∫

Σ

r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)

1

r2

[

|∇Σr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

]

dvolg = 2 πN~p (III.55)

Thus

lim
η→0

4

∫

Σ

[χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)] |(∇
Σr)⊥|2
r2

dvolg −
∫

Σ

r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)

1

r2

[

|∇Σr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

]

dvolg

+4

∫

Σ

r

η
χ′
(

r

η

) |∇Σσ|2
(1 + σ2)2

dvolg −
3

4

∫

Σ

r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)

arctanσ
∇Σr

r
· ∇

Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg

+
1

4

∫

Σ

r2

η2
χ′′
(

r

η

)

arctanσ
∇Σr

r
· ∇

Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg +

∫

Σ

[

O(1)χ

(

r

η

)

+O

(

r

η

)

χ′
(

r

η

)]

dvolg

= 4

∫

Σ

χ
( r

r

) |(∇Σr)⊥|2
r2

dvolg + 2 πN~p

(III.56)
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We have also
∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβ >g dvolg =
1

2

∫

Σ

< d~wr,η, d~Λ >g dvolg =
1

2

∫

Σ

~Xr,η ◦ Λk ·∆g
~Λ dvolg

= −
∫

Σ

∇H [(χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)) arctanσ] · JHπ ~N∆g
~Λdvolg

= −
∫

Σ

∇Σ [(χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)) arctanσ] · JHπ ~N ~H~Λ dvolg

where we have used the fact that ~R◦Λ ·∆~Λ = 0 - see (II.5) - and the fact that JH realizes an isomorphism
between the horizontal projection of the normal bundle of the immersion and the tangent bundle to the
immersion. We have then

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβ >g dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
∫

η<r<2 r

|∇Σ arctanσ|
√

1 + |d~T |2g dvolg

+C

∫

η<r<2 η

|x|−1 | arctanσ|
√

1 + |d~Tk|2gk dvolg + C

∫

r<r<2 r

|x|−1 | arctanσ|
√

1 + |d~T |2g dvolg

≤ C
[∫

η<r<2 r

|∇Σ arctanσ|2 dvolg
]1/2 [∫

η<r<2 r

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg
]1/4 [∫

η<r<2 r

dvolg

]1/4

+C

[∫

η<r<2 η

|x|−2 | arctanσ|2 dvolg
]1/2 [∫

η<r<2 η

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg
]1/4 [∫

η<r<2 η

dvolg

]1/4

+C

∫

r<r<2 r

|x|−1 | arctanσ|
√

1 + |d~T |2g dvolg
(III.57)

Since |∇Σ arctanσ| = O(1) and | arctanσ| = O(|x|) we deduce

lim sup
η→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβ >g dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
∫

r<r<2 r

|x|−1 | arctanσ|
√

1 + |d~T |2g dvolg

+C

[∫

r<2 r

|∇Σ arctanσ|2 dvolg
]1/2 [∫

r<2 r

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg
]1/4 [∫

r<2 r

dvolg

]1/4
(III.58)

Combining (III.53), (III.56) and (III.58) gives

4

∫

Σ

χ
( r

r

) |(∇Σr)⊥|2
r2

dvolg + 2 πN~p ≤ −
∫

Σ

r

r
χ′
( r

r

) 1

r2

[

|∇Σr|2 + σ arctanσ√
1 + σ2

]

dvolg

+

∫

Σ

[

O(1)χ
( r

r

)

+O
( r

r

)

χ′
( r

r

)]

dvolg +
1

4

∫

Σ

r2

r2
χ′′
( r

r

)

arctanσ
∇Σr

r
· ∇

Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg

−3

4

∫

Σ

r

r
χ′
( r

r

)

arctanσ
∇Σr

r
· ∇

Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg +

1

4

∫

Σ

r

r
χ′
( r

r

) |∇Σσ|2
(1 + σ2)2

dvolg

+C

∫

r<r<2 r

|x|−1 | arctanσ|
√

1 + |d~T |2g dvolg

+C

[∫

r<2 r

|∇Σ arctanσ|2 dvolg
]1/2 [∫

r<2 r

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg
]1/4 [∫

r<2 r

dvolg

]1/4

(III.59)
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Using (III.26) we deduce for any 0 < α < 1

4

∫

r~p<r

|∇Σ arctanσ|2 +O(1) dvolg + 2 πN~p ≤ C r−2

∫

r<r~p<2 r

dvolg

+C r−1

∫

r<r<2 r

√

1 + |d~T |2g dvolg + C α

∫

r<2 r

|∇Σ arctanσ|2 dvolg

+C α−1

[∫

r<2 r

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg
]1/2 [∫

r<2 r

dvolg

]1/2

.

This gives

(4− Cα)
∫

r~p<r

|∇Σ arctanσ|2dvolg + 2 πN~p ≤ C r−2

∫

r~p<2 r

dvolg

+C r−1

∫

r<r~p<2 r

√

1 + |d~T |2g dvolg + C α−2 r2
∫

r~p<2 r

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg

≤ C r−2

∫

r~p<2 r

dvolg + C r−3/2

[

r2
∫

r~p<2 r

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg
]1/4 [

∫

r~p<2 r

dvolg

]3/4

+C α−2 r2
∫

r~p<2 r

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg .

We choose Cα ≤ 2 and we finally get using the assumption of the lemma

2

∫

r~p<r

|∇Σ arctanσ|2dvolg + 2 πN~p ≤ C
[

1 + δ
r4

ε4

]

1

r2

∫

r~p<10C2
0 r

dvolg .

Observe that |∇Σ arctanσ|2 ≤ C r−2 and this implies

∫

r<r~p<10C2
0 r

|∇Σ arctanσ|2 dvolg ≤
C

r2

∫

r<r~p<10C2
0 r

dvolg .

Hence we get

∀ r < C−2
0 ε δ−1/4 2

∫

r~p<r

|∇Σ arctanσ|2dvolg + 2 πN~p ≤ C
1

r2

∫

r~p<r

dvolg . (III.60)

Let 1 > r > ε δ−1/4 and let ε ≤ s ≤ ε δ−1/4, from (III.58)

lim sup
η→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhs,η, dβ >g dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
∫

s<r<2 s

|x|−1 | arctanσ|
√

1 + |d~T |2g dvolg

+C

[
∫

r<2 s

|∇Σ arctanσ|2 dvolg
]1/2 [∫

r<2 s

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg
]1/4 [∫

r<2 s

dvolg

]1/4
(III.61)
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We have obviously hr,η = hε,η + hr,ε. Combining (III.41) with (III.61) gives then

lim sup
η→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβk >g dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ lim sup
η→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhε,η, dβk >g dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhε,η, dβk >g dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C ε4
∫

Σ∩ {ε<r<2r}
r−2 (1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg

+C ε4
∫

Σ∩{ε<r<2r}
r−3 (1 + |d~Tk|2g)3/2 dvolg + C

∫

ε<r<2 ε

|x|−1 | arctanσ|
√

1 + |d~T |2g dvolg

+C

[∫

r<2 ε

|∇Σ arctanσ|2 dvolg
]1/2 [∫

r<2 ε

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg
]1/4 [∫

r<2 ε

dvolg

]1/4

+e−ε
−2

O(‖~wε,r‖~Λk
)

(III.62)

where ~wε,r := ∇ ~Xhr,ε . We first estimate using (II.21)

‖~wε,r‖~Λk

≤
[∫

Σ

[

|∇2 ~Xhr,ε |2 ◦ ~Λk + |∇ ~Xhr,ε |2 ◦ ~Λk |1 + |d~Tk||2 + | ~Xhr,ε |2
]2

dvolg

]1/4

+ ‖∇ ~Xhr,ε‖∞ .

(III.63)

This gives
‖~wε,r‖~Λk

≤ O(ε−3) . (III.64)

We have using the hypothesis of the lemma

ε4
∫

Σ∩{ε<r~p<2r}
r−2
~p (1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg = ε4

∫ r

ε/2

ds

s2

∫

r=2 s

(1 + |d~T |2g)2
|∇Σr| dl

= ε4
1

4 r2

∫

Σ∩{ε<r~p<2r}
(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg + 2 ε4

∫ r

ε/2

ds

s3

∫

Σ∩{ε<r~p<2s}
(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg

≤ C δ log
(r

ε

)

sup
ε<s<2C2

0 r

1

s2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<s}
dvolg

(III.65)

we have moreover

ε4
∫

Σ∩{ε<r<2r}
r−3
~p (1 + |d~Tk|2g)3/2 dvolg

≤ ε4
[

∫

Σ∩{ε<r<2r}
r−6
~p dvolg

]1/4 [
∫

Σ∩{ε<r<2r}
r−2
~p (1 + |d~Tk|2g)2 dvolg

]3/4 (III.66)

We bound
∫

Σ∩{ε<r<2r}
r−6
~p dvolg =

∫ r

ε/2

ds

s6

∫

r=2 s

1

|∇Σr|dl = (2r)−6

∫

Σ∩{ε<r<2r}
dvolg

+6

∫ r

ε/2

ds

s7

∫

Σ∩{ε<r~p<2s}
dvolg ≤ C sup

ε<s<2r

1

s2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<s}
dvolg

∫ r

ε/2

ds

s5
.

(III.67)
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Combining (III.65), (III.66) and (III.67) gives

ε4
∫

Σ∩{ε<r<2r}
r−3
~p (1 + |d~Tk|2g)3/2 dvolg

≤ C δ3/4 log3/4
(r

ε

)

sup
ε<s<2C2

0 r

1

s2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<s}
dvolg .

(III.68)

We have also
∫

ε<r<2 ε

|x|−1 | arctanσ|
√

1 + |d~T |2g dvolg

≤ C ε−1

[∫

ε<r<2 ε

dvolg

]3/4 [∫

ε<r<2 ε

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg
]1/4

≤ C δ1/4 ε−2

∫

ε<r<2 ε

dvolg .

(III.69)

Using moreover (III.60) for r = 2ε we also get

[
∫

r<2 ε

|∇Σ arctanσ|2 dvolg
]1/2 [∫

r<2 ε

(1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg
]1/4 [∫

r<2 ε

dvolg

]1/4

≤ C δ1/4 ε−2

∫

r<10C2
0 ε

dvolg

(III.70)

Combining (III.62)....(III.70) we obtain

lim sup
η→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhs,η, dβ >g dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
[

δ log
(r

ε

)

+ δ1/4 + δ3/4 log3/4
(r

ε

)]

sup
ε<s<10C2

0 r

1

s2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<s}
dvolg + C e−ε

−2

ε−3

(III.71)

Combining (III.53), (III.56) and (III.71) we obtain

∫

r~p<2 r

|∇Σ arctanσ|2dvolg ≤ C
1

r2

∫

Σ∩ {r~p<2 r}
dvolg

+C
[

δ log
(r

ε

)

+ δ1/4 + δ3/4 log3/4
(r

ε

)]

sup
s<10C2

0 r

1

s2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<s}
dvolg

+C e−ε
−2

ε−3,

(III.72)

where we have also used the obvious inequality

∫

r<r~p<2 r

|∇Σ arctanσ|2dvolg ≤
1

r2

∫

Σ∩{r<r~p<2 r}
dvolg .

This implies (III.44).

Let 0 < s0 < r such that

1

s20

∫

Σ∩{r~p<s0}
dvolg := sup

s<10C2
0 r

1

s2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<s}
dvolg (III.73)
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Since χ has been chosen such that χ′ ≤ 0 and χ′(t) < −1/2 on [5/4, 7/4] (III.53) implies for any η > ε

4

∫

Σ

[χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)] |∇Σ arctanσ|2 dvolg + η−2

∫

Σ∩{5η/4<r<7η/4}
dvolg

≤ C

r2

∫

Σ∩{r<r~p<2 r}
dvolg + C

[

∫

Σ∩{η<r<2η}
|∇Σ arctanσ|2 dvolg

]1/2 [

η−2

∫

Σ∩{η<r<2η}
dvolg

]1/2

+ C

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβ >g dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

Combining (III.41), (III.65) , (III.68) and (III.73) for η ≥ ε one obtains
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhr,η, dβ >g dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
[

δ3/4 log3/4
(r

ε

)

+ δ log
(r

ε

)] 1

s20

∫

Σ∩{r~p<s0}
dvolg + C e−ε

−2

ε−3

While for η < ε combining (III.57), (III.60) and (III.72) gives
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Σ

< dhε,η, dβ >g dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C
[

1

s20

∫

Σ∩{r~p<s0}
dvolg

]1/2
[

ε−2

∫

η<r<2 ε

ε4 (1 + |d~T |2g)2 dvolg
]1/4 [

ε−2

∫

η<r<2 ε

dvolg

]1/4

+C ε−2

∫

ε<r<2 ε

√

ε2 (1 + |d~T |2g) dvolg ≤ C δ1/4
1

s20

∫

Σ∩{r~p<s0}
dvolg + C e−ε

−2

ε−3

(III.74)

We assume first that s0 < r. For η := (7/5)
−j
s0 for j going from −1 to +∞ we obtain, using again the

fact that hr,η = hr,ε + hε,η,

(7/5)2 j s−2
0

∫

Σ∩{5(7/5)−j s0/4<r<7(7/5)−j s0/4}
dvolg ≤

C

r2

∫

Σ∩{r<r~p<2 r}
dvolg

+C

[

∫

Σ∩{r<2r}
|∇Σ arctanσ|2 dvolg

]1/2 [

s−2
0

∫

Σ∩{ε<r<s0}
dvolg

]1/2

+C
[

δ1/4 + δ3/4 log3/4
(r

ε

)

+ δ log
(r

ε

)] 1

s20

∫

Σ∩ {r~p<s0}
dvolg

+C e−ε
−2

ε−3

(III.75)

Multiplying by (7/5)−2 j and summing from j = −1 up to +∞, using the fact that 7(7/5)−j−1 = 5(7/5)−j

we obtain

1

s20

∫

Σ∩{r<s0}
dvolg ≤ C





+∞
∑

j=−1

(

5

7

)2 j




1

r2

∫

Σ∩ {r<r~p<2 r}
dvolg

+C





+∞
∑

j=−1

(

5

7

)2 j




[

1

r2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<2 r}
dvolg

]1/2 [

1

s20

∫

Σ∩{ε<r<s0}
dvolg

]1/2

+C





+∞
∑

j=−1

(

5

7

)2 j




[

δ log
(r

ε

)

+ δ1/4 + δ3/4 log3/4
(r

ε

)]1/2 1

s20

∫

Σ∩{r<s0}
dvolg

+C e−ε
−2

ε−3

(III.76)
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If r < s0 < 10C2
0 r we trivially write

1

s20

∫

Σ∩{r<s0}
dvolg ≤

1

r2

∫

Σ∩{r<10C2
0 r}

dvolg .

We then deduce (III.45) and this concludes the proof of lemma III.5. ✷

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

for µ∞ a. e. ~p ∈ V2(R4) , ∀s > 0 then c∗ <
µ∞ ({r~p < s})

s2
≤ C µ∞(V2(R

4)) . (III.77)

Proof of lemma III.6. Let ~p ∈ V2(R4) and s > 0 such that µ∞ ({r~p < s}) 6= 0. Let δk → 0 given by

δ2k := (log ε−1
k )−1 ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk (III.78)

Observe that with this choice we garantee

lim
k→+∞

δk log ε−1
k = 0 and lim

k→+∞
δ−1
k ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk = 0 . (III.79)

Let Ek be the set of ~p ∈ V2(R4) such that there exists s > 0 with

δk µk({r~p < 5C2
0 s}) ≤ ε4k

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~p<s}
(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk

Observe that for ~p 6= ~q

sup
~o∈V2(R4)

r~p(~q)

max{r~p(~o), r~q(~o)}
≤ 2C0

We can then use the Vitali type Covering Lemma in Quasi-metric spaces given by Lemma 2.7 in [3] and
cover Ek by at most countably many balls (Br

5C2
0 si

(~pi))i∈I for the quasi-distance r such that the balls

Br

5C2
0 si

(~pi) for i ∈ I are disjoint to each other. Hence we have

µk(Ek) ≤
∑

i∈I
µ̃k({r~pi < 5C2

0 si}) ≤ δ−1
k

∑

i∈I
ε4k

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~pi<si}
(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk

≤ δ−1
k ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk = o(1) .

Assume that there exists k0 for any k ≥ k0 as large as we want

~Λk(Σ) ∩Br

s(~p) ⊂ Ek ∩Br

s(~p) ,

then we would have
µk ({~q ; r~p(~q) < s}) ≤ µk(Ek) −→ 0 ,

and this would imply
µ∞ ({r~p < s}) = 0 ,

which contradicts our assumption. Hence, we can find k as large as we want such that

(

~Λk(Σ) ∩Br

s(~p)
)

⋂

(

V2(R
4) \ Ek

)

6= ∅
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For such a k we consider then ~pk ∈ ~Λk(Σ) ∩ Br
s(~p) and ~pk /∈ Ek. Applying lemma III.5 and more

specifically (III.45) to this point, for the choice of δk we are making we obtain that for any η < s there
holds

[c0 − o(1)]
1

η2

∫

Σ∩ {r~pk<η}
dvolgk

≤ C

s2

∫

Σ∩{r~pk<s}
dvolgk + C e−ε

−2
k ε−3

k .

as explained in the first part of the proof of lemma III.5, we have

lim
η→0

1

η2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<η}
dvolgk = πN~pk ≥ π

Using one more time the fact that r is a quasi distance we deduce the existence of three universal positive
constants c0 > 0 , c1 > 1 and C > 0 such that, for some subsequence k′ we have

C µk′ ({r~p < c1 s) ≥ s2 π [c0 − o(1)] .

Passing to the limit we have proved the following implication

µ∞ ({r~p < s}) 6= 0 =⇒ µ∞ ({r~p ≤ c1 s}) ≥ s2 π c0 .

Assume there exists G, measurable, such that

µ∞(G) > 0 and ∀~p ∈ G ∃ s~p > 0 s. t. µ∞ ({r~p ≤ c1 s~p}) < s2~p π c0

We then have
∀ ~p ∈ G ∃ s~p > 0 s. t. µ∞ ({r~p < s~p}) = 0

It implies that µ∞(G) = 0 which is a contradiction and this concludes the proof of lemma III.6. ✷

IV The limit of the area density of ~Λk.

In this section ~Λk denotes an admissible sequence of almost critical points of Eε. We assume first that
the conformal class of the induced metric gk := ~Λ∗

kgV2(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 Σ such that

gk = ~Λ∗
k gV2(R4) = e2λk h .

We are interested in this section with the limiting behaviour of

νk :=
1

2
|d~Λk|2h dvolh = e2λk dvolh .

Again we denote vk to be the 2-varifold associated to the immersion ~Λk

∀ Ξ ∈ C0(GLeg2 (V2(R
4))) vk(Ξ) :=

∫

Σ

Ξ((~Λk)∗TxΣ, ~Λk(x)) dvolgk

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

∀ A ⊂ V2(R4) Borel µk(A) := vk(π
−1(A)) .
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which is µk := π∗vk. We clearly have for any Ψ ∈ C0(V2(R
4))

< µk,Ψ >=

∫

Σ

Ψ(~Λk) dvolgk =< νk,Ψ ◦ ~Λk > ,

or in other words
(~Λk)∗νk = µk .

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

νk ⇀ ν∞ , µk ⇀ µ∞ and vk ⇀ v∞ .

Since the W 1,2−norm of ~Λk is bounded on (Σ, h) we can also assume that

~Λk ⇀ ~Λ∞ weakly in W 1,2
h (Σ, V2(R

4)) .

Thanks to the theorem of Rellich Kondrachov we have that ~Λk converges strongly to ~Λ∞ in L2(Σ) and

for any smooth function f on V2(R
4) (which is compact) we have that f ◦ ~Λk is also strongly converging

in L2 towards f ◦ ~Λ∞. Hence in particular

~Λ ∗
kα ⇀ ~Λ ∗

∞α in D′(Σ) .

Since 0 = ~Λ ∗
kα we deduce that ~Λ ∗

∞α = 0 and ~Λ∞ is then weakly Legendrian. There is however no reason

a-priori for ~Λ∞ to be weakly conformal from (Σ, h) into V2(R
4). 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 x0 ∈ Σ, ρ > 0 such that for
some subsequence k′

lim sup
k′→+∞

∫

∂Bρ(x0)

|d~Λk′ |h dlh < +∞ , (IV.1)

and two positive constants c1, c2 > 0 depending only on

Θ := lim sup
k′→+∞

sup
r<1

sup
~p∈V2(R4)

µk({r~p < r})
r2

, (IV.2)

such that if
0 < t := lim sup

k′→+∞
sup

{~p , ~q ∈ ~Λk′ (∂Bρ(x0))}
r~p(~q ) ≤ c1 (IV.3)

then either
ν∞(Bρ(x0)) > cQ , (IV.4)

or

lim sup
k′→+∞

∫

Bρ(x0)

|d~Λk′ |2h 1{
x ∈ Bρ(x0) ; r∗~Λk′ (x)

> c2 t
} dvolh = 0 , (IV.5)

where
r∗~p := inf

{

r~p(~q) ; ~q ∈ ~Λk′(∂Bρ(x0))
}

,

and 1{

x ; r∗
~Λ
k′ (x)

>c2 t

} is the characteristic function of the points x ∈ Bρ(x0) such that r∗~Λk′ (x)
> c2 t. In

particular, if (IV.4) does not hold, we have

ν∞(Bρ(x0)) ≤ lim sup
k→+∞

νk(Bρ(x0)) = lim sup
k→+∞

[(

~Λk

∣

∣

∣

Bρ(x0)

)

∗
νk

]

(V2(R
4))

≤ lim sup
k→+∞

µk
(

{~p ; r∗~p < c2 t}
)

≤ C t2 Θ .

(IV.6)
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Proof of Lemma IV.1. We denote by k the subsequence given by the hypothesis of the lemma. Let
~γ(s) = (~a(s),~b(s)) be a C1 Legendrian path passing through ~p0 := (~ε1, ~ε2) at the time s = 0. We denote

~γ(s) := (~a(s),~b(s)) = (~ε1 + ~v(s), ~ε2 + ~w(s)). Recall

ϕ~p0(~γ(s)) = v2(s)− w1(s) .

Hence we have from (III.2)

dϕ~p0
ds

=
d(v2 − w1)

ds
=

4
∑

i=1

vi(s)
dwi
ds
− wi(s)

dvi
ds

.

We deduce for any s0 > 0

|ϕ~p0 |(s0) ≤
∫ s0

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

dϕ~p0
ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds ≤ ‖~v‖L∞([0,t],R4)

∫ s0

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

d~w

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds+ ‖~w‖L∞([0,s0],R4)

∫ s0

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

d~v

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds

≤ 2

∫ s0

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

d~v

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds

∫ s0

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

d~w

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds ≤
[∫ s0

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

d~v

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds

]2

+

[∫ s0

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

d~w

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds

]2

≤ 2

[∫ s0

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

d~γ

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds

]2

While we proved it for notations conveniences for ~p0 := (~ε1, ~ε2), it holds by homogeneity of V2(R
4) for

any choice of ~p0. This gives for x(s) := ρ (cos s, sin s) and any s ∈ [0, 2π] and ~p0 := ~Λk′(x(0)))

r~p0

(

~Λk′(x(s))
)

=
4

√

√

√

√

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ s

0

d(~Λk′ ◦ x)(s)
ds

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4

+ 4ϕ2
~p0

(

~Λk′(x(s))
)

≤ 4
√
17

∫ s

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

d(~Λk′ ◦ x)(s)
ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ds

(IV.7)

We deduce from (IV.1)
t := lim sup

k→+∞
sup

{~p , ~q∈ ~Λk′ (∂Bρ(x0))}
r~p(~q ) < +∞ . (IV.8)

Hence
sup

{~p , ~q∈ ~Λ∞(∂Bρ(x0))}
r~p(~q ) ≤ lim sup

k→+∞
sup

{~p , ~q ∈ ~Λk′ (∂Bρ(x0))}
r~p(~q ) = t . (IV.9)

We pick x1 ∈ ∂Bρ(x0) such that ~Λk(x1) → ~Λ∞(x1) = ~p1 (since ~Λk is weakly converging to ~Λ∞ in
W 1,2(Σ) the trace on ∂Bρ(x0) is converging weakly in H1/2 and hence almost everywhere thanks to
Rellich Kondrachov).

We recall - see (III.36) - that the function

d(~p, ~q) := r~p(~q) =
[

|~p− ~q|4 + 4 |~a · ~d−~b · ~c|2
]1/4

where ~p = (~a,~b) and ~q = (~c, ~d)

satisfies the quasi-distance condition

r~p(~q) = r~q(~p) and d(~p1, ~p) ≤ C0 [d(~p1, ~q) + d(~p, ~q)] (IV.10)

for some universal C0 > 1. In particular, for any ~p ∈ V2(R4) and any ~q ∈ ~Λk(∂Bρ(x0)) there holds

r~p1 (~p ) ≤ C0 r~p1(~q) + C0 r~p(~q ) ,
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which implies for k large enough

r~p1 (~p) > 8C0 t =⇒ inf
~q∈~Λk(∂Bρ(x0))

r~p(~q) ≥ 4 t .

We denote by µ̃k := (~Λk|Bρ(x0))∗νk and we denote by ṽk the corresponding varifold and µ̃∞ is the limit
of µ̃k.

We introduce for the same function χ as in the previous section which is equal to 1 in [0, 1] equal to
zero on [2,+∞) and satisfying χ′ ≤ 0 and consider

ζ(r) := 1− χ
(

r

8C0 s

)

.

where s > t will be chosen later. The function ζ has been constructed in such a way that, for k′ large
enough, ζ ◦ r~p1 is supported away from an open neighbourhood of ~Λk(∂Bρ(x0)). More precisely

ζ(r~p1 (~p)) 6= 0 =⇒ inf
~q∈~Λk(∂Bρ(x0))

r~p(~q) ≥ 2 t . (IV.11)

We shall now be considering the infinitesimal variation for Eεk at the restriction of ~Λk to Bρ(x0) for the
Hamiltonian given by

h̃r,η := ζ hr,η = ζ(r~p1 ) [χ(r~p/r)− χ(r~p/η)] arctanσ~p

for some ~p, r > 0 and η > 0 to be fixed later such that







ζ ◦ r~p1(~q) ≡ 1 for r~p(~q) < 2 η ,

ζ ◦ r~p1(~q) ≡ 1 for r~p(~q) > r .

We denote
r ∗~p := inf

{

r~p(~q) ; ~q ∈ ~Λk′(∂Bρ(x0))
}

.

Because of (IV.11) we have r ∗~p > 2 t. We consider respectively

~Xh̃r,η
:= JH∇H h̃r,η +

h̃r,η
2

~R and ~wh̃r,η
:= ~Xh̃r,η

◦ ~Λk .

To simplify the notations, in the rest of the proof of the lemma we write

r := r~p , σ := σ~p , r1 := r~p1 , σ1 := σ~p1 and r∗ := r∗~p .

We multiply (III.9) by ζ(r1) [χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)], (III.10) by r−3 arctanσ ζ(r1) [r−1χ′(r/r) − η−1χ′(r/η)]
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and (III.10) for r1 and σ1 instead of r and σ by r−3
1 (8C0 s)

−1 ζ′(r1) [χ(r/r)−χ(r/η)] arctanσ this gives

< dh̃r,η, dβ >g +ζ(r1) [χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)]∆g log r = 4 ζ(r1) [χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)]
|(∇Σr)⊥|2

r2

+O(1) ζ(r1) [χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)] +O(r) ζ(r1) [r
−1χ′(r/r) − η−1χ′(r/η)]

+ ζ(r1) [r
−1χ′(r/r) − η−1χ′(r/η)] r−1 arctanσ

σ√
1 + σ2

+4−1 r−3 ζ(r1) [r
−1χ′(r/r)− η−1χ′(r/η)] arctanσ divΣ

(

r4
∇Σσ

1 + σ2

)

+(8C0 s)
−1 ζ′(r1) [χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] arctanσO(r1)

+ (8C0 s)
−1 ζ′(r1) [χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] arctanσ r−1

1

σ1
√

1 + σ2
1

+4−1 (8C0 s)
−1 r−3

1 ζ′(r1) [χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] arctanσ divΣ
(

r41
∇Σσ1
1 + σ2

1

)

Integrating over Bρ(x0) gives

∫

Bρ(x0)

< dh̃r,η, dβ >g dvolg −
∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ(r1)

[

r

r
χ′
( r

r

)

− r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)] |∇Σr|2
r2

dvolg

+

∫

Bρ(x0)

O(1) ζ(r1) [χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)] + ζ(r1) [O(r/r)χ
′(r/r)−O(r/η)χ′(r/η)] dvolg

+4−1

∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ(r1)∇Σ
[

r−3 [r−1χ′(r/r) − η−1χ′(r/η)] arctanσ
]

r4
∇Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg

−
∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ(r1)

[

r

r
χ′
( r

r

)

− r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)]

1

r2
σ arctanσ√

1 + σ2
dvolg

−4
∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ(r1) [χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)]
|(∇Σr)⊥|2

r2
dvolg

= − 4−1

∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ′(r1)

8C0 s

[

r

r
χ′
( r

r

)

− r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)]

arctanσ
∇Σr1 · ∇Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg

+

∫

Bρ(x0)

[

3

4

ζ′(r1)

8C0 s
− r1 ζ

′′(r1)

(8C0 s)2

]

[χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] ∇
Σr1 · ∇Σσ1
1 + σ2

1

dvolg

+

∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ′(r1)

8C0 s
[χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)]

[

O(r1) + r−1∇Σr1 · ∇Σr+ arctanσ r−1
1

σ1
√

1 + σ2
1

]

dvolg

(IV.12)

We have the following bounds (using (III.35) in lemma III.4), since ζ′ ◦ r1 is supported in the domain
8C0 s < r1 < 16C0 s

lim sup
k→+∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ′(r1)

8C0 s
[χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)]

[

O(r1) + r−1∇Σr1 · ∇Σr
]

dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C s−1 (1 + r−1
∗ ) µ̃∞(r1 < 16C0 s) ≤ C s (1 + r−1

∗ )µ∞(r−1
1 [0, 1]) .

(IV.13)

58



We are choosing η and r such that ζ′(r1)χ′ ( r
r

)

≡ 0 and ζ′(r1)χ′
(

r

η

)

≡ 0 hence

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

4−1

∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ′(r1)

8C0 s

[

r

r
χ′
( r

r

)

− r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)]

arctanσ
∇Σr1 · ∇Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0 . (IV.14)

We have also

lim sup
k→+∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Bρ(x0)

[

3

4

ζ′(r1)

8C0 s
− r1 ζ

′′(r1)

(8C0 s)2

]

[χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] ∇
Σr1 · ∇Σσ1
1 + σ2

1

dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C (C0 s)
−1 [µ̃∞(8C0 s < r1 < 16C0 s)]

1/2

[

∫

8C0 s<r1(~q)<16C0 s

|∇Pσ1|2
(1 + σ2

1)
2
dṽ∞(P , ~q)

]1/2
(IV.15)

We recall from (III.11) that away from r = 0

|∇H arctanσ| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
ρ2

r4
∇ϕ− 2

r4
ϕ∇ρ2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C

r
. (IV.16)

We have
∥

∥∇H [[χ(r/r)− χ(r/η)] arctanσ]
∥

∥

L∞(r1<16C0 s)
=
∥

∥∇H arctanσ
∥

∥

L∞(r1<16C0 s)
.

Hence we deduce from (IV.16)

∥

∥∇H [[χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] arctanσ]
∥

∥

L∞(r1<16C0 s)
≤ C

r∗
. (IV.17)

Hence

ζ′(r1(~q)) 6= 0 =⇒

|[χ(r(~q)/r)− χ(r(~q/η)] arctanσ(~q)− [χ(r(~p1)/r)− χ(r(~p1)/η)] arctanσ(~p1)|

= |arctanσ(~q)− arctanσ(~p1)| ≤ C C0
s

r∗
.

(IV.18)

We consider (III.10) with r1 and σ1 instead of r and σ

r31 < dr1, dβ >= r21
σ1

√

1 + σ2
1

+O(r41) + 4−1 divΣ
(

r41
∇Σσ1
1 + σ2

1

)

and we multiply this identity by ζ′(r1) r
−3
1 and integrate over Bρ(x0) this gives

∫

Bρ(x0)

< d(ζ ◦ r1), dβ > dvolg =

∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ′(r1)

[

r−1
1

σ1
√

1 + σ2
1

+O(r1)

]

dvolg

+
1

4

∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ′(r1) r
−3
1 divΣ

(

r41
∇Σσ1
1 + σ2

1

)

dvolg

(IV.19)

Since ζ ◦ r1 is a smooth function supported away from ~Λk(∂Bρ(x0)) lemma II.4 is implying

lim
k→0

∫

Bρ(x0)

< d(ζ ◦ r1), dβ > dvolg = 0 (IV.20)
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Hence, after integrating by parts the last integral in (IV.19) one gets

lim sup
k→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ′(r1) r
−1
1

σ1
√

1 + σ2
1

dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ [µ̃∞(8C0 s < r1 < 16C0 s)]
1/2

[

∫

8C0 s<r1(~q)<16C0 s

|∇Pσ1|2
(1 + σ2

1)
2
dṽ∞(P , ~q)

]1/2
(IV.21)

Combining (IV.18) and (IV.21) gives

lim sup
k→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ′(r1)

8C0 s
[χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] arctanσ r−1

1

σ1
√

1 + σ2
1

dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |[χ(r(~p1)/r)− χ(r(~p1)/η)] arctanσ(~p1)|
8C0 s

lim sup
k→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ′(r1) r
−1
1

σ1
√

1 + σ2
1

dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+C C0 s (r∗)−1 lim sup
k→0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Bρ(x0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

ζ′(r1)

8C0 s

∣

∣

∣

∣

r−1
1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

σ1
√

1 + σ2
1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C (C0 s)
−1 [µ∞(C0 s < r1 < 2C0 s)]

1/2

[

∫

C0 s<r1(~q)<2C0 s

|∇Pσ1|2
(1 + σ2

1)
2
dṽ∞(P , ~q)

]1/2

+C (C0 s)
−1 (r∗)−1 µ̃∞(C0 s < r1 < 2C0 s) ≤ C C0 s (r∗)−1 µ∞({r1 < 1})

(IV.22)

Let N ∈ N such that r∗ > 2N+1t, because of lemma III.4 there exists jk ∈ {1 · · ·N} such that

∫

C0 2jk t<r1(~q)<2jk+1 C0 t

|∇Pσ1|2
(1 + σ2

1)
2
dṽ∞(P , ~q) ≤ C

N
µ∞({r1 < 1}) (IV.23)

We take s := 2jk t and we shall fix N later on. Combining (IV.13)...(IV.21) we obtain

lim sup
k→+∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

− 4−1

∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ′(r1)

8C0 s

[

r

r
χ′
( r

r

)

− r

η
χ′
(

r

η

)]

arctanσ
∇Σr1 · ∇Σσ

1 + σ2
dvolg

+

∫

Bρ(x0)

[

3

4

ζ′(r1)

8C0 s
− r1 ζ

′′(r1)

(8C0 s)2

]

[χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)] ∇
Σr1 · ∇Σσ1
1 + σ2

1

dvolg

+

∫

Bρ(x0)

ζ′(r1)

8C0 s
[χ(r/r) − χ(r/η)]

[

O(r1) +∇Σr1 · ∇Σr+ arctanσ r−1
1

σ1
√

1 + σ2
1

]

dvolg

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C 2N t µ∞({r1 < 1}) + C C0 2
N t (r∗)−1 µ∞({r1 < 1}) + C

1√
N
µ∞({r1 < 1}) .

(IV.24)

Let δk → 0 given by

δ2k := (log ε−1
k )−1 ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk (IV.25)

Observe that with this choice we garantee

lim
k→+∞

δk log ε−1
k = 0 and lim

k→+∞
δ−1
k ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk = 0 . (IV.26)
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Let Fk be the set of ~p ∈ V2(R4) with r~p1(~p) > N 2N+1t such that there exists s > 0 with

δk µ̃k({r~p < 5C2
0 s}) ≤ ε4k

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~p<s}
(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk .

Observe that for ~p 6= ~q

sup
~o∈V2(R4)

r~p(~q)

max{r~p(~o), r~q(~o)}
≤ 2C0 .

We can then use the Vitali type Covering Lemma in Quasi-metric spaces given by Lemma 2.7 in [3] and
cover Fk by at most countably many balls (Br

5C2
0 si

(~pi))i∈I for the quasi-distance r such that the balls

Br

5C2
0 si

(~pi) for i ∈ I are disjoint to each other. Hence we have

µ̃k(Fk) ≤
∑

i∈I
µ̃k({r~pi < 5C2

0 si}) ≤ δ−1
k

∑

i∈I
ε4k

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~pi<si}
(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk

≤ δ−1
k ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk = o(1) .

Assume that for every k and every ~p satisfying r1(~p) > 2N N t either ~p ∈ Fk or ~p ∈ V2(R4) \ ~Λk(Bρ(x0))
then

µ̃k
(

{~p ; r1(~p) > 2N N t}
)

= µ̃k(Fk) −→ 0 ,

from which we deduce
µ̃∞({~p ; r1(~p) > 2N t}) = 0 . (IV.27)

Alternatively, assume ~Λk(Bρ(x0)) ∩ {~p ; r1(~p) > 2N N t} ∩ (V2(R
4) \ Fk) 6= ∅, for ~pk in this intersection

we can apply lemma III.5 for r = t and any s < t which gives

[

c0 −
[

δ log

(

t

ε

)

+ δ1/4 + δ3/4 log3/4
(

t

ε

)]1/2
]

1

s2

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~p<s}
dvolgk

≤ C

t2

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~p<t}
dvolgk + C e−ε

−2
k ε−3

k .

(IV.28)

Since ~pk ∈ ~Λk(Bt(x0)) \ ~Λk(∂Bt(x0)) we have using (III.52)

lim
s→0

1

s2

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~pk<s}
dvolgk = π N~pk ≥ π .

This gives

π

[

c0 −
[

δ log

(

t

ε

)

+ δ1/4 + δ3/4 log3/4
(

t

ε

)]1/2
]

≤ C

t2

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~pk<t}
dvolgk + C e−ε

−2
k ε−3

k .

(IV.29)

We deduce

π c0 ≤ lim inf
k→+∞

C

t2

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~pk<t}
dvolgk . (IV.30)
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Assume that for k large enough there exists ~pk ∈ ~Λk(Bρ(x0)) ∩ {~p ; r1(~p) > 2N t} ∩ (V2(R
4) \ Fk). If

r∗~pk > 1 then, since in the domain 0 < r~pk < 1/2 we have ζ ◦ r1 ≡ 1 we can apply (III.45) as such and we
get

π

[

c0 −
[

δ log
(r

ε

)

+ δ1/4 + δ3/4 log3/4
(r

ε

)]1/2
]

≤ C∗

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~pk<1/2}
dvolgk + C e−ε

−2
k ε−3

k .

(IV.31)

and passing to the limit we get

ν∞(Bρ(x0)) ≥ π
c0
C∗

(IV.32)

and by choosing 0 < cQ < c0
C∗

we have proved the lemma in this case.

We now fix N ∈ N∗ such that

C
1√
N

µ∞({r1 < 1) ≤ π

4
c0 , (IV.33)

and assume now 0 < 2N t < r∗~pk < 1. We extract a subsequence that we keep denoting ~pk such that
~pk → ~p∞. We apply (IV.24) for ~p = ~p∞ that we combine with the the proof of lemma III.5 but with an

error term coming from ∂~Λk(Bt(x0)) in the r.h.s. of (IV.12) which is controlled by (IV.24) we get

lim sup
k→+∞

C

t2

∫

Bρ(x0)∩ {r~p∞<2 t}
dvolgk − C 2N t µ∞({r1 < 1})− C C0 2

N t (r∗~p∞)−1 µ∞({r1 < 1})

−C 1√
N
µ∞({r1 < 1) ≤ C∗ µ∞(r < 1) .

(IV.34)
From (IV.30) we have

lim inf
k→+∞

C

t2

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~p∞<2 t}
dvolgk ≥ π c0 (IV.35)

Combining (IV.34) and (IV.35) is giving finally

π c0 − C 2N t µ∞({r1 < 1})− C C0 2
N t (r∗~p∞)−1 µ∞({r1 < 1})

−C 1√
N
µ∞({r1 < 1) ≤ C∗ µ̃∞(V2(R

4) = C∗ν∞(Bρ(x0)) .

(IV.36)

We restrict to 0 < t such that
C 2N t µ∞({r1 < 1}) ≤ π

4
c0 , (IV.37)

and we choose r∗~p∞ large enough compare to t so that

C C0 2
N t (r∗~p∞)−1 µ∞({r1 < 1}) ≤ π

4
c0 . (IV.38)

Combining (IV.33) assuming t := lim supk′→+∞ sup{~p , ~q ∈ ~Λk′ (∂Bρ(x0))} r~p(~q ) satisfies (IV.37), assume one

can find a subsequence of points ~pk ∈ ~Λk(Bρ(x0)) ∩ {~p ; r1(~p) > 2N t} ∩ (V2(R
4) \ Fk) converging to a

point ~p∞ such that (IV.38) is satisfied, then we obtain

π

4
c0 ≤ C∗ν∞(Bρ(x0)) . (IV.39)

This concludes the proof of lemma IV.1. ✷
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Lemma IV.2. The limiting measure ν∞ decomposes as follows

ν∞ = f dvolh +

Q
∑

i=1

ci δxi , (IV.40)

where f ∈ L1(Σ,R+) and ci ≥ cQ (where cQ is the constant given in lemma IV.1). Moreover the weak

W 1,2−limit ~Λ∞ of the sequence ~Λk is in C0
loc(Σ \ {x1 · · ·xQ}, V2(R4)). Finally for any open set U in Σ

with xi /∈ U for any i = 1 · · ·Q there holds

lim
k→+∞

(~Λk)∗(νk U) = (~Λ∞)∗(ν∞ U) . (IV.41)

Proof of lemma IV.2 Let x ∈ Σ and let r > 0. Using Fubini combined with the mean value argument,
there exists ρ ∈ (r/2, r) and a subsequence that we keep denoting k such that

∫

∂Bρ(x)

|d~Λk|2h dlh ≤
C

r

∫

Br(x)

|d~Λk|2h dvolh ≤ 2
C

r
µk(V2(R

4)) .

and simultaneously

∫

∂Bρ(x)

|d~Λ∞|2h dlh ≤
C

r

∫

Br(x)

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh ≤ 2
C

r
µ∞(V2(R

4)) .

Hence the restriction of ~Λk to ∂Bρ(x) is sequentially weakly pre-compact in W 1,2(∂Bρ(x), V2(R
4)) as

well as in C0,1/2(∂Bρ(x), V2(R
4)). By Arzela-Ascoli we deduce that ~Λk is strongly pre-compact in

C0,α(∂Bρ(x), V2(R
4)) for any α < 1/2. Since ~Λk converges weakly towards ~Λ∞ in W 1,2(Bρ(x), V2(R

4)),
by continuity of the trace operation into W 1/2,2(∂Bρ, V2(R

4)) we deduce

∀α < 1/2 ~Λk −→ ~Λ∞ strongly in C0,α(∂Bρ(x), V2(R
4)) . (IV.42)

and moreover
∫

∂Bρ(x)

|d~Λ∞|2h dlh ≤ lim inf
k→+∞

∫

∂Bρ(x)

|d~Λk|2h dlh ≤
2

r
lim inf
k→+∞

∫

Br(x)

|d~Λk|2h dvolh

≤ 4

r
ν∞(Br(x)) .

(IV.43)

Cauchy Schwartz inequality gives

∫

∂Bρ(x)

|d~Λk|h dlh ≤ C ρ1/2
[

∫

∂Bρ(x)

|d~Λk|2h dlh
]1/2

≤ C
√

ρ

r

√

∫

Br(x)

|d~Λk|2h dvolh . (IV.44)

Hence

lim sup
k→+∞

∫

∂Bρ(x)

|d~Λk|h dlh < +∞ .

Let
t := lim

k→+∞
sup

{~p , ~q ∈ ~Λk′ (∂Bρ(x0))}
r~p(~q ) = sup

{~p , ~q ∈ ~Λ∞(∂Bρ(x0))}
r~p(~q )

Applying lemma IV.1 we deduce that

either ν∞(Bρ(x)) > cQ or ν∞(Bρ(x)) ≤ C t2 V2(R4) . (IV.45)
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Assuming
ν∞({x}) > 0

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

t ≤ C
∫

∂Bρ(x)

|d~Λ∞|h dlh ≤ C
√

ρ

r

√

∫

Br(x)

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh −→ 0 as r→ 0 . (IV.46)

Hence we have proved the following quantization phenomenon

ν∞({x}) > 0 =⇒ ν∞({x}) > cQ , (IV.47)

and this can only happen at at most finitely many points. We denote by x1 · · ·xQ the set of atoms
(when it is not empty). Let K be a compact set containing no atom for ν∞ we claim that there exists C
independent of K such that

ν∞(K) ≤ C
∫

K

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh . (IV.48)

This claim is obviously implying the decomposition (IV.40) of the measure ν∞.

Proof of (IV.48). Since there are at most finitely many atoms, there exists r0 > 0 such that K ∩
Br0(xi) = ∅ for any i = 1 · · ·Q. Let U be the open set given by

U := Σ \
Q
⋃

i=1

Br0(xi) ,

and we choose V open, arbitrary, such that K ⊂ V and V ⊂ U . Let r > 0 such that B5r(y) ⊂ V for any
y ∈ K and

sup
y∈K

ν∞(B5r(y)) < cQ .

We take a maximal finite family of balls (Br(yj))j∈J for yj ∈ K and the distance between two centers
yj 6= y′j is at least r . Since it is a maximal family we have

K ⊂
⋃

j∈J
Br(yj) and

∑

j∈J
1B5r(yj) ≤ C

where C > 0 is universal and 1B5r(yj) denotes the characteristic function of the ball B5r(yj). For each
j ∈ J we chose ρj ∈ [2 r, 4 r] and we extract a subsequence that we keep denoting k (recall that the
cardinal of J is finite) such that ∀j ∈ J there holds

∫

∂Bρj
(yj)

|d~Λk|2h dlh ≤
C

r

∫

B4 r(yj)

|d~Λk|2h dvolh ≤ 2
C

r
µk(V2(R

4)) ,

and simultaneously
∫

∂Bρj
(yj)

|d~Λ∞|2h dlh ≤
C

r

∫

B4 r(yj)

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh ≤ 2
C

r
µ∞(V2(R

4)) .

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

~Λk −→ ~Λ∞ in C0





⋃

j∈J
∂Bρj (yj), V2(R

4)
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and because of (IV.46) we have

tj := lim
k→+∞

sup
{~p , ~q ∈ ~Λk(∂Bρj

(yj))}
r~p(~q ) = sup

{~p , ~q ∈ ~Λ∞(∂Bρj
yj))}

r~p(~q )

≤ C
√

∫

B4r(yj)

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh

Because of lemma IV.1, since for every j ∈ J we have ν∞(Bρj (yj)) < cQ, using more precisely (IV.6) we
deduce

ν∞(K) ≤
∑

j∈J
ν∞(Bρj (yj)) ≤ C

∑

j∈J
t2j µ∞(V2(R

4)) ≤ C µ∞(V2(R
4))
∑

j∈J

∫

B4r(yj)

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh

≤ C µ∞(V2(R
4))

∫

Σ

∑

j∈J
1B4r(yj) |d~Λ∞|2h dvolh ≤ C µ∞(V2(R

4))

∫

V

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh

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

∫

K

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh = 0 =⇒ ν∞(K) = 0 .

and we deduce that away from the atoms the measure ν∞ is absolutely continuous with respect to dvolh.
Again from lemma IV.1 we have

lim sup
k→+∞

∫

Bρj
(yj)∩r

j
~Λk(x)

>c2 tj

|d~Λk|2h dvolh = 0 , (IV.49)

where
r
j
~p := inf

{

r~p(~q) ; ~q ∈ ~Λk(∂Bρj (yj))
}

.

Let χj(~p) := (rj~p− c2 tj)+ we have that the restriction of χj ◦ ~Λk to Bρj (yj) is strongly converging to zero

in W 1,2 and we deduce that for all j ∈ J

∀ ~p ∈ ~Λ∞(Bρj (yj)) and ∀ ~q ∈ ~Λ∞(∂Bρj (yj)) r~p(~q) < C (c2 + 1) tj

where C denotes the constant in the triangular inequality of the quasi distance r. Thus for x and y in K
such that |x − y| < r we have that x and y belong to two balls B2 r(yj) which intersect each-other and
using again the fact that r is a quasi-distance we deduce that

r~Λ∞(x)(
~Λ∞(y)) < C max

j∈J
{tj} ≤ C max

j∈J

√

∫

B4r(yj)

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh

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

max
y∈K

√

∫

B4r(y)

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh < ε

we have that
∀x, y ∈ K |x− y| < r =⇒ r~Λ∞(x)(

~Λ∞(y)) < ε .

This implies that ~Λ∞ is continuous on K.
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Finally we have

∫

K

|~Λk − ~Λ∞| dνk ≤
∑

j∈J

∫

Bρj
(yj)

|~Λk − ~Λ∞| dνk ≤ C
∑

j∈J
tj

∫

Bρj
(yj)∩r

j
~Λk(x)

≤c2 tj
|d~Λk|2h dvolh

+
∑

j∈J

∫

Bρj
(yj)∩r

j
~Λk(x)

>c2 tj

|d~Λk|2h dvolh

From (IV.49) we deduce

lim sup
k→+∞

∫

K

|~Λk − ~Λ∞| dνk ≤ C max
j∈J

tj µ∞(V2(R
4))

≤ C µ∞(V2(R
4)) max

j∈J

√

∫

B4r(yj)

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh ≤ C µ∞(V2(R
4)) max

y∈K

√

∫

B4r(y)

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh

By making r go to zero implies

lim
k→+∞

∫

K

|~Λk − ~Λ∞| dνk = 0 , (IV.50)

For any Ψ ∈ C0(V2(R
4)), because of (IV.50) and since ~Λ∞ is continuous on K, the weak convergence in

Radon measure is implying

lim
k→+∞

∫

K

Ψ(~Λk) dνk = lim
k→+∞

∫

K

Ψ(~Λ∞) dνk =

∫

K

Ψ(~Λ∞) dν∞ (IV.51)

This holds for any compact not containing the atoms of ν∞ and this is closing the proof of lemma IV.2 .
✷

Lemma IV.3. There exists N ∈ L∞(Σ,N∗) such that

ν∞ = N
|d~Λ∞ ∧̇ d~Λ∞|h

2
dvolh +

Q
∑

i=1

ci δxi .

Proof of lemma IV.3. 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 = e2λ [dx21 + dx22] .

We can assume again that ~Λ∞(0) = (~ε1, ~ε2). We assume that 0 is not one of the atoms of ν∞, we assume
moreover that 0 is a Lebesgue point for f in such a way that

lim
r→0

ν∞(Br(0))

π r2
= f(0) e2λ(0) . (IV.52)

This is satisfied H2 − a.e. on Σ. The goal in this lemma is to prove that there exists a non zero integer
N such that

f(0) = N
∣

∣

∣∂x1
~Λ∞(0) ∧ ∂x2

~Λ∞(0)
∣

∣

∣ e−2λ(0) . (IV.53)

where we recall the notation ν∞ = f dvolh +
∑Q
i=1 ci δxi . We can also assume that

lim
k→+∞

~Λk(0) = ~Λ∞(0) . (IV.54)
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We can assume without loss of generality that 0 is a Lebesgue point for d~Λ∞ and that ~Λ∞ is approximate
differentiable at 0. This holds for H2−a.e. points in Σ as well since ~Λ∞ ∈ W 1,2 (see [7] section 6.1).
Hence we have

lim
r→0

∫

Br(0)

|d~Λ∞(x)− d~Λ∞(0)|2
r2

dx2 = 0 . (IV.55)

as well as

lim
r→0

∫

Br(0)

∣

∣

∣

~Λ∞(x) − ~Λ∞(0)− d~Λ∞(0) · x
∣

∣

∣

r3
dx2 = 0 , (IV.56)

and

lim
r→0

∫

Br(0)

∣

∣

∣

~Λ∞(x)− ~Λ∞(0)− d~Λ∞(0) · x
∣

∣

∣

2

r4
dx2 = 0 . (IV.57)

Since 0 is chosen to be a point of approximate differentiability of ~Λ∞ Hence in particular for any t > 0
there exists r ∈ [t/2, t] and θr ∈ [0, 2π] such that

lim
r→0

∫ 2π

0

∣

∣

∣d~Λ∞(r, θ)− d~Λ∞(0)
∣

∣

∣ dθ = 0

and

lim
r→0

r−1

∫ 2π

0

∣

∣

∣

~Λ∞(r, θ)− ~Λ∞(0)− r cos θ ∂x1
~Λ∞(0)− r sin θ ∂x2

~Λ∞(0)
∣

∣

∣ dθ = 0 .

By the mean value theorem there exists θr ∈ [0, 2π] such that

∣

∣

∣

~Λ∞(r, θr)− ~Λ∞(0)− r cos θr ∂x1
~Λ∞(0)− r sin θr ∂x2

~Λ∞(0)
∣

∣

∣ = o(r) .

We have

∀ θ ∈ [0, 2π] ~Λ∞(r, θ)− ~Λ∞(r, θr) = r

∫ θ

θr

− sin φ ∂x1
~Λ∞(r, φ) + cos φ ∂x2

~Λ∞(r, φ) dφ

= r

∫ θ

θr

− sin φ ∂x1
~Λ∞(0) + cos φ ∂x2

~Λ∞(0) dφ+ o(r) .

Combining the previous we obtain

∥

∥

∥

~Λ∞(r, θ)− ~Λ∞(0)− r cos θ ∂x1
~Λ∞(0)− r sin θ ∂x2

~Λ∞(0)
∥

∥

∥

L∞([0,2π])
= 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

∫

∂Br(0)

|d~Λk|2 dl ≤ r−1

∫

B4 r(0)\Br/4(0)

|∇~Λk|2 dx2 (IV.59)

The radii such that (IV.58) and (IV.59) hold are called good radii.

‖~Λ∞(y)− ~Λ∞(x)‖L∞(∂Br(0))×∂Br(0)) ≤ π |d~Λ∞(0)| r + o(r)

we deduce from (IV.27) that there exists a constant C > 0 independent of r such that

µ̃∞
({

~p ; inf
{

r~q(~p) ; ~q ∈ ∂~Λ∞(∂Br(0))
}

> C|d~Λ∞(0)| r
})

= 0 . (IV.60)
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where we adopt again the notation

µ̃∞ := lim
k→+∞

(

~Λk

∣

∣

∣Br(0)
)

∗
νk .

Since 0 is a Lebesgue point for f we have

ν∞(B4−4 l(0)) =

∫

B
4−4 l (0)

f(x) e2λ dx2

=

∫

B
4−4 l (0)

f(0) e2λ dx2 + o(4−4 l)

(recall ν∞({0}) = 0) we can choose tj = 4−4 j → 0 and from the previous fact we have

ν∞
(

B4tj (0)
)

= O(t2j ) (IV.61)

Finally Taking δk → 0 given by

δ2k := (log ε−1
k )−1 ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk (IV.62)

Recall that this choice is made in such a way that

lim
k→+∞

δk log ε−1
k = 0 and lim

k→+∞
δ−1
k ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk = 0 . (IV.63)

Let Fk be the set of ~p ∈ V2(R4) with such that there exists s > 0 with

δk µk({r~p < 5C2
0 s}) ≤ ε4k

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~p<s}
(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk

Observe that for ~p 6= ~q

sup
~o∈V2(R4)

r~p(~q)

max{r~p(~o), r~q(~o)}
≤ 2C0

We can then use the Vitali type Covering Lemma in Quasi-metric spaces given by Lemma 2.7 in [3] and
cover Fk by at most countably many balls (Br

5C2
0 si

(~pi))i∈I for the quasi-distance r such that the balls

Br

5C2
0 si

(~pi) for i ∈ I are disjoint to each other. Hence we have

µk(Fk) ≤
∑

i∈I
µ̃k({r~pi < 5C2

0 si}) ≤ δ−1
k

∑

i∈I
ε4k

∫

Bρ(x0)∩{r~pi<si}
(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk

≤ δ−1
k ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2)2 dvolgk = o(1) .

We construct a sequence of “good radii” rj ∈ [tj/2, tj] a sub sequence φj(k) and an increasing sequence
index kj as follows. Assuming (rl)l<j as well as (φl(k))l<j and (kl)l<j have been constructed, we choose
rj as explained above such that

∥

∥

∥

~Λ∞(rj , θ)− ~Λ∞(0)− rj cos θ ∂x1
~Λ∞(0)− rj sin θ ∂x2

~Λ∞(0)
∥

∥

∥

L∞([0,2π])
= o(rj) . (IV.64)

and such that there exists a subsequence of φj−1(k) that we denote φj(k) such that
∫

∂Brj
(0)

|d~Λφj(k)|2 dl ≤ r−1
j

∫

B4 rj
(0)\Brj/4

(0)

|∇~Λφj(k)|2 dx2 . (IV.65)

Combining (concl-222), (IV.54), (IV.61) with (IV.65), we can “wait enough” and pick kj large enough so
that
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•

|~Λφj(kj)(0)− ~Λ∞(0)| = o(rj) , (IV.66)

•
∣

∣νφj(kj)(Brj (0))− ν∞(Brj (0))
∣

∣ = o(r2j ) , (IV.67)

•
∫

∂Brj
(0)

|d~Λφj(kj)|2 dl ≤ r−1
j O(t2j ) = O(rj) , (IV.68)

•
∫

Brj

|~Λφj(kj) − ~Λ∞|2 dx2 = o(r4j ) , (IV.69)

•
∫

Brj
(0)

|~Λφj(kj) − ~Λ∞| dνφj(kj) = o(r3j ) , (IV.70)

•
∫

Brj
(0)

|~Λφj(kj) − ~Λ∞|2 dνφj(kj) = o(r4j ) , (IV.71)

•

r−1
j
√
εφj(kj) −→ 0 , (IV.72)

•

ε4φj(kj)

r2j

∫

Brj
(0)

(1 + |d~Tφj(kj)|2gφj(kj )
)2 dvolgφj (kj )

= o

(

1

log ε−1
φj(kj)

)

, (IV.73)

•

µφj(kj)

(

Fφj(kj)

)

= o(r2j ) . (IV.74)

Denoting ṽk,r the varifold generated by the restriction to Br(0) of ~Λk we introduce the dilated varifold

v̂k,r := (Dr−1)∗ṽk,r

Where
Dr−1 : V2(R

4) −→ r−1(V2(R
4)− ~Λ∞(0))

(~ε1 + ~v, ~ε2 + ~w) −→ (r−1~v, r−1 ~w)

Let ~vr := r−1~v, ~wr := r−1 ~w and introduce ϕr := r−2 ϕ = r−2(v2 − w1). The inverse of Dr is (Dr)
−1

such that
(Dr−1)−1(~vr , ~wr) := r (~vr , ~wr) + (~ε1, ~ε2) .

we have that
(

(Dr−1)−1
)∗
α =

(

(Dr−1)−1
)∗

[(~ε1 + ~v) · d~w − (~ε2 + ~w) · d~v]

= r (dw1
r − dv2r) + r2 [~vr · d~wr − ~wr · d~vr] = r2 αr

where
αr := −dϕr + ~vr · d~wr − ~wr · d~vr

Observe that v̂k,r is Legendrian for αr. We denote moreover

rr :=
[

(
(

|~vr|2 + |~wr|2
)2

+ 4ϕ2
r

)1/4

= r−1 r
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For the above constructed subsequence φj(kj) we introduce respectively

Λ̂j(y) := r−1
j (~Λφj(kj)(rj y)− ~Λ∞(0)) , Λ̂∞,j(y) := r−1

j (~Λ∞(rj y)− ~Λ∞(0))

and

ν̂j :=
1

2
|∇yΛ̂j|2 dy2 =

1

2 r2j
|∇xΛφj(kj)|2 dx2 , v̂j := v̂φj(kj),rj and αj := αrj .

We write

~vj := ~vrj = r−1
j ~v , ~wj := ~wrj = r−1

j ~w , ϕj := ϕrj := r−2
j ϕ and rj := r−1

j r .

We see αj as a one form in R9 given by

αj := −dϕj + ~vj · d~wj − ~wj · d~vj .

We also denote
v̂j := ~v ◦ Λ̂j = r−1

j ~v ◦ ~Λj and ŵj := ~w ◦ Λ̂j = r−1
j ~w ◦ ~Λj

and naurally

v̂l,j := r−1
j vl ◦ ~Λj , ŵl,j := r−1

j wl ◦ ~Λj , ϕ̂j := r−2
j ϕ ◦ ~Λj and r̂j := r−1

j r ◦ ~Λj .

We have then in particular Λ̂j = (v̂j , ŵj). Because of (IV.55), (IV.56), (IV.64), (IV.66)...(IV.73) we have
respectively that

∫

B1(0)

|∇Λ̂∞,j(y)−∇~Λ∞(0)|2 dy2 −→ 0 ,

∫

B1(0)

|Λ̂∞,j(y)−∇~Λ∞(0) · y| dy2 −→ 0 . (IV.75)

and
∥

∥

∥Λ̂∞,j(1, θ)− cos θ ∂x1
~Λ∞(0)− sin θ ∂x2

~Λ∞(0)
∥

∥

∥

L∞([0,2π])
= o(1) (IV.76)

and

lim
j→+∞

∫

B1(0)

|Λ̂j − Λ̂j,∞|2 dy2 = 0 (IV.77)

as well as

lim
j→+∞

∫

B1(0)

|Λ̂j − Λ̂j,∞|2 dν̂j = 0 (IV.78)

Moreover the map Λ̂j is a critical point of

Êj(Λ̂) :=

∫

B1(0)

dvolgΛ̂ + ε̂ 4
j

∫

B1(0)

(r2j + |dT̂ |2gΛ̂)
2 dvolgΛ̂

for perturbations within r−1
j (V2(R

4) − ~Λ∞(0)) preserving the Legendrian condition relative to αj sup-

ported away from Λ̂j(∂B1(0)) and satisfying

lim sup
j→+∞

Êj(Λ̂j) < +∞ , ε̂ 4
j

∫

B1(0)

(r2j + |dT̂j |2gΛ̂j

)2 dvolgΛ̂ = o

(

1

log ε̂−1
j

)

(IV.79)

where

T̂j :=
∂x1Λ̂j ∧ ∂x2 Λ̂j

|∂x1Λ̂j ∧ ∂x2 Λ̂j|
and ε̂j :=

εφj(kj)√
rj

.
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Observe that r−1
j (V2(R

4) − ~Λ∞(0)) equipped with αj in the local chart given by (ϕj , v
3
j , w

3
j , v

4
j , w

4
j )

is converging in any Cl norm locally towards the Heisenberg group : R5 := {(ϕ∞, v3∞, w
3
∞, v

4
∞, w

4
∞)}

equipped with α∞ := −dϕ∞ + v3∞ dw3
∞ − w3

∞ dv3∞ + v4∞ dw4
∞ − w4

∞ dv4∞. We can extract a subsequence
that we keep denoting j such that

ν̂j ⇀ ν̂∞ weakly as Radon measure on B1(0) and v̂j ⇀ v̂∞ as varifold inM(G2(R
8))

The previous lemma apply and we can then deduce that there exists f̂ supported in B1(0) and finitely
many points yj such that

ν̂∞ B1(0) = f̂ dy2 +

Q̂
∑

j=1

cj δyj

where the masses cj are bounded from below by a universal constant cQ > 0. By possibly having

dilated a bit less in the image (i.e. instead of taking Λ̂j := r−1
j (~Λk(rj y) − ~Λ∞(0) one would have

taken Λ̂j := β r−1
j (~Λk(rj y) − ~Λ∞(0) for some β < 1 we can assume that ν̂∞(B1(0)) < cQ and assume

that there is no mass concentration. Hence ν̂∞ is absolutely continuous with respect to Legesgue. Let
Λ̂∞,∞(y) = ∇~Λ(0) · y. Because of (IV.57) and (IV.77) there holds respectively

∫

B1(0)

|Λ̂j(y)− Λ̂∞,∞(y)| dy2 = o(1) .

Hence we have
Λ̂j ⇀ Λ̂∞,∞ weakly in W 1,2(B1(0)) . (IV.80)

We can apply18 Lemma IV.2 and in particular (IV.51) for compactly supported Ψ to deduce that

lim
j→+∞

(Λ̂j)∗(ν̂j B1(0)) = (Λ̂∞,∞)∗(ν̂∞ B1(0)) (IV.81)

This implies that |v̂∞| is supported in the (possibly degenerated) ellipse E := {~p := ∇~Λ(0) · y ; |y| < 1}.
This ellipse is itself contained in the Legendrian hyperplane given by ϕ∞ = 0.

For every ~p ∈ r−1
j ([V2(R

4) \ Fk]− ~Λ∞(0)) and any s > 0 we have from (III.45)

[

c0 −
[

δk log

(

s rj
εk

)

+ δ
1/4
k + δ

3/4
k log3/4

(

s rj
εk

)]1/2
]

1

s2

∫

Σ∩{r~p<srj}
dvolgk

≤ C
∫

Σ∩{r~p<1}
dvolgk + C e−ε

−2
k ε−3

k ≤ C Eεk .
(IV.82)

where δk is given by (IV.62) (we have simply written k for φj(kj)) in the two lines above ). Because of
(IV.74) we deduce from (IV.82) that for |v̂∞| a.e. ~p and any s > 0 there holds

|v̂∞|(Br

s(~p)) ≤ C s2 .

Assume first that the rank of ∇~Λ0 is less or equal than one that is, the ellipse E is degenerated and is
either a segment or a point. We cover the support of |v̂∞| by at most s−1 balls and we deduce

|v̂∞|(R5) ≤ C s
18Lemma IV.2 is proved in a compact ambiant space V2(R4, while we are now considering an “expanding space” converging

to the Heisenberg group H2. Nevertheless the proof of Lemma IV.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

(Λ̂∞,∞)∗(ν̂∞ B1(0)) ≤ |v̂∞|(R5) = 0

Hence ν̂∞ B1(0) = 0 in that case which implies f = 0 (thanks to (IV.52) and (IV.67) ) as stated in the
lemma.

We work now under the assumption that rank(∇~Λ(0)) = 2 without loss of generality one can assume
that

P∞ := Span(∂x1
~Λ∞(0), ∂x2

~Λ∞(0)) = Span ((~ε3, 0), (~ε4, 0))

where we recall that we are using the following notations for the coordinates in R
8 in the neighbourhood

of (~ε1, ~ε2) :

~p := ((1 + v1) ~ε1 + v2 ~ε2 + v3 ~ε3 + v4 ~ε4, w
1 ~ε1 + (1 + w2) ~ε2 + w3~ε3 + w4 ~ε4)

We claim that
v̂∞ = δP∞ ⊗ |v̂∞| . (IV.83)

This is equivalent to

∫

B1(0)

|∇v̂1j |2 + |∇ŵ1
j |2 + |∇v̂2j |2 + |∇ŵ2

j |2 + |∇ŵ3
j |2 + |∇ŵ4

j |2 + |∇ϕ̂j |2 dy2 = o(1) . (IV.84)

We know from (IV.80) that Λ̂j is weakly converging towards Λ̂∞,∞ in W 1,2(B1(0)). Because of (IV.68)
we have

lim sup
j→+∞

∫

∂B1(0)

|dΛ̂j |2 dl < +∞

Hence Λ̂j is strongly pre-compact in C0,µ(∂B1(0)) for any µ < 1/2

lim
j→+∞

‖Λ̂j − Λ̂∞,∞‖L∞(∂B1(0)) = 0 . (IV.85)

We have ν̂∞(B1(0)) < cQ. Let t := diam(Λ̂∞,∞(∂B1(0))). Thanks to (IV.5), there exists c2

lim
j→+∞

∫

B1(0)

|∇Λ̂j |2 1ωj(t) dy
2 = 0 , (IV.86)

where 1ωj(t) is the characteristic function of

ωj(t) :=
{

x ∈ B1(0) ; r∗j (Λ̂j(x)) > c2 t
}

,

and where
r∗j (p̂) := inf

{

rj,p̂(q̂) ; q̂ ∈ Λ̂j(∂B1(0))
}

.

For any p̂, q̂ ∈ r−1
j (V2(R

4)− ~Λ∞(0)) we are using the notation

rj,p̂(q̂) := r−1
j r~pj (~qj) and ~pj := rj p̂+ ~Λ∞(0) and ~qj := rj q̂ + ~Λ∞(0) .

Recall that in a neighbourhood of ~Λj(0) = (~ε1, ~ε2) there holds

∇Hv1 = O(ρ) , ∇Hw2 = O(ρ) and ∇H(w1 + v2) = O(ρ)
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This implies


























|∇v̂1j | = |∇Hv1 ◦ ~Λj · ∇Λ̂j | = O(ρ ◦ ~Λj) |∇Λ̂j|

|∇ŵ2
j | = |∇Hw2 ◦ ~Λj · ∇Λ̂j | = O(ρ ◦ ~Λj) |∇Λ̂j |

|∇(ŵ1
j + v̂2j )| = |∇H(w1 + v2) ◦ ~Λj · ∇Λ̂j | = O(ρ ◦ ~Λj) |∇Λ̂j |

(IV.87)

Hence
∫

B1(0)

|∇v̂1j |2 + |∇ŵ2
j |2 + |∇(ŵ1

j + v̂2j )|2 dy2 = o(1) . (IV.88)

We consider ξ(z1, z3) to be an arbitrary smooth non negative cut-off function on P∞ such that Supp(ξ) ⊂
E∞ . We introduce the following Hamiltonian function

hj := χ(r∗j/s) ξ(v
3
j , v

4
j )
[

v3j w
3
j + v4j w

4
j − ϕj

]

= χ(r∗/rj s) r
−2
j ξ(r−1

j v3, r−1
j v4)

[

v3 w3 + v4 w4 − v2 + w1
]

,

(IV.89)

where χ is a cut-off function equal to one on [0, 1] and supported in [2,+∞). We choose s > c2 t large
enough and fixed such that χ(r∗/s) is identically equal to 1 on E∞. Because of (IV.86) there holds for
any smooth function f

lim
j→+∞

∫

B1(0)

|∇Λ̂j |2 f(|Λ̂j |) [|χ′(r∗/s)|+ |χ′′(r∗/s)|] ◦ Λ̂j dy2 = 0 . (IV.90)

For j large enough, because of (IV.85), Λ̂j(∂B1(0)) ∩ Supp(ξ) = ∅. We have

~Xhj := r−1
j s−1 JH∇Hr∗ χ

′(r∗j/s) ξ(v
3
j , v

4
j )
[

v3j w
3
j + v4j w

4
j − ϕj

]

+χ(r∗/rj s) r
−2
j JH ∇H

[

ξ(r−1
j v3, r−1

j v4)
[

v3 w3 + v4 w4 − v2 + w1
]]

+
hj
2

(~ε2 + ~w,−~ε1 − ~v) .

which gives in particular

‖∇H ~Xhj‖L∞(BRrj
(~ε1,~ε2)) ≤ C (Rrj)

−2 and ‖∇H(∇H ~Xhj )‖L∞(BRrj
(~ε1,~ε2)) ≤ C (Rrj)

−3 (IV.91)

Let
X̂hj (p̂) := rj ~Xhj (rj p̂+ ~Λ∞(0))

Recall
αj := −dϕj + ~vj · d~wj − ~wj · d~vj

and denote
Hj := Ker(αj) and JHj := (Dr−1

j
)∗ ◦ JH ◦ (Dr−1

j
)−1
∗ .

We have in particular X̂hj ◦ Λ̂j(y) = rj ~Xhj (~Λj)(rj y) and with the previously introduced notation there
holds

X̂hj (p̂) = rj JH∇Hhj(rj p̂+ ~Λ∞(0)) + rj
hj
2

(~ε2 + ~w(rj p̂+ ~Λ∞(0)),−~ε1 − ~v(rj p̂+ ~Λ∞(0)))

= JHj∇Hj (rj p̂+ ~Λ∞(0)) + rj
ĥj
2

(~ε2 + ~w(~p),−~ε1 − ~v(~p))
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where we are using the induced metric from R8 on r−1
j (V2(R

4) − ~Λ∞(0)). ĥj := hj(rj Λ̂j + ~Λ∞(0)).
Observe that

∇Hj X̂hj = r2j (∇H ~Xhj)(rj p̂+ ~Λ∞(0)) and ∇Hj (∇Hj X̂hj ) = r3j ∇H(∇H ~Xhj )(rj p̂+ ~Λ∞(0))

which gives thanks to (IV.91)

‖∇Hj X̂hj‖L∞(BR(0)) + ‖∇Hj (∇Hj X̂hj)‖L∞(BR(0)) ≤ C (IV.92)

Thanks to the entropy condition (IV.79) and the computations (II.16), the criticality of Λ̂j of Êj for the

Hamiltonian deformations generated by X̂hj is then giving

∫

B1(0)

< dΛ̂j , d(X̂hj ◦ Λ̂j) > dy2 = o(1) . (IV.93)

Observe that
〈

d(v̂j , ŵj), d
(

ĥj (~ε2 + rj ŵj ,−~ε1 + rj v̂j)
)〉

= rj ĥj 〈d(v̂j , ŵj), d(ŵj ,−v̂j)〉 − (dv̂2j − dŵ1
j + rj ŵj · dv̂j − rj v̂j · dŵj) · dĥj

(IV.94)

Recall ϕj = r−2
j ϕ = r−2

j (v2 − w1) = r−1
j (v2j − w1

j ). Since Λ̂∗
jαj = 0 there holds

r−1
j d(v̂2j − ŵ1

j ) = −ŵj · dv̂j + v̂j · dŵj . (IV.95)

Combining (IV.90), (IV.93), (IV.94) and (IV.95) we deduce

∫

B1(0)

χ

(

r∗

rj s

)

1

rj

〈

dΛ̂j , d
(

JH ∇H
[

ξ(r−1
j v3, r−1

j v4)
[

v3 w3 + v4 w4 − ϕ
]]

◦ ~Λj
)〉

dy2 = o(1) .

(IV.96)
We have
∫

B1(0)

χ

(

r∗

rj s

)

1

rj

〈

dΛ̂j , d
(

JH ∇H
[

ξ(r−1
j v3, r−1

j v4)
] [

v3 w3 + v4 w4 − ϕ
]

◦ ~Λj
)〉

dy2

=

∫

B1(0)

χ

(

r∗

rj s

)

〈

dΛ̂j , d
([

∇Hw3(~Λj) ∂v3j ξ(v̂) +∇
Hw4(~Λj) ∂v4j ξ(v̂)

]

[

v̂3j ŵ
3
j + v̂4j ŵ

4
j − ϕ̂j

]

)〉

dy2

(IV.97)
From (IV.81), since Λ̂∞,∞(B1) ⊂ Span{(~ε3, 0), (~ε4, 0)}, we deduce for q > 0

∫

B1(0)

χ

(

r∗

rj s

)

[

|v̂1j |q + |v̂2j |q + |ŵ1
j |q + |ŵ2

j |q + |ŵ3
j |q + |ŵ4

j |q + |ϕ̂j |q
]

|dΛ̂j |2 dy2 = o(1) . (IV.98)

Recall also from (III.47) and (III.48) that ∇Hwi ◦ (Λ̂j) are polynomials of v̂lj and ŵlj (of grade at most
3). Hence we deduce

∫

B1(0)

χ

(

r∗

rj s

)

1

rj

〈

dΛ̂j, d
(

JH ∇H
[

ξ(r−1
j v3, r−1

j v4)
] [

v3 w3 + v4 w4 − ϕ
]

◦ ~Λj
)〉

dy2

=

∫

B1(0)

χ

(

r∗

rj s

)

〈

dΛ̂j,
[

∇Hw3(~Λj) ∂v3j ξ(v̂) +∇
Hw4(~Λj) ∂v4j ξ(v̂)

]

[

v̂3j dŵ
3
j + v̂4j dŵ

4
j − dϕ̂j

]

〉

dy2

+ o(1) .
(IV.99)
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We write

v̂3j dŵ
3
j + v̂4j dŵ

4
j − dϕ̂j = ŵ3

j dv̂
3
j + ŵ4

j dv̂
4
j − v̂1j dŵ1

j + ŵ1
j dv̂

1
j − v̂2j dŵ2

j + ŵ2
j dv̂

2
j

Substituting this expression in (IV.99) and using (IV.98) we obtain finally

∫

B1(0)

χ

(

r∗

rj s

)

1

rj

〈

dΛ̂j , d
(

JH ∇H
[

ξ(r−1
j v3, r−1

j v4)
] [

v3 w3 + v4 w4 − ϕ
]

◦ ~Λj
)〉

dy2

= o(1) .

(IV.100)

Combining (IV.96) and (IV.100) is giving

∫

B1(0)

χ

(

r∗

rj s

)

1

rj

〈

dΛ̂j , d
(

[

ξ(r−1
j v3, r−1

j v4) JH ∇H
[

v3 w3 + v4 w4 − ϕ
]]

◦ ~Λj
)〉

dy2 = o(1) .

(IV.101)
Recall from (III.47) and (III.48)

∇Hϕ−
4
∑

i=3

vi∇Hwi − wi∇Hvi = v1∇Hw1 − w1∇Hv1 + v2∇w2 − w2∇Hv2

= (w1 ~v + (w1)2 (~ε2 + ~w) + w1 v1 (~ε1 + ~v),−v1 ~v − v1 w1 (~ε2 + ~w)− (v1)2 (~ε1 + ~v))

+(w2 ~w + w2 v2 (~ε1 + ~v) + (w2)2 (~ε2 + ~w),−v2 ~w − (v2)2 (~ε1 + ~v)− v2 w2 (~ε2 + ~w))

(IV.102)

Hence

∇H
[

v3 w3 + v4 w4 − ϕ
]

− 2w3∇Hv3 − 2w4∇Hv4

= (w1 ~v + (w1)2 (~ε2 + ~w) + w1 v1 (~ε1 + ~v),−v1 ~v − v1 w1 (~ε2 + ~w)− (v1)2 (~ε1 + ~v))

+(w2 ~w + w2 v2 (~ε1 + ~v) + (w2)2 (~ε2 + ~w),−v2 ~w − (v2)2 (~ε1 + ~v)− v2 w2 (~ε2 + ~w))

(IV.103)

Hence
∫

B1(0)

χ

(

r∗

rj s

)

1

rj

〈

dΛ̂j , d
(

[

ξ(r−1
j v3, r−1

j v4)
[

w3∇Hw3 + w4∇Hw4
]]

◦ ~Λj
)〉

dy2 = o(1) . (IV.104)

Using one more time (IV.98) we finally obtain

∫

B1(0)

χ

(

r∗

rj s

)

[

|dŵ3
j |2 + |dŵ4

j |2
]

ξ(v̂3j , v̂
4
j ) dy2 = o(1) . (IV.105)

Combining (IV.88) and (IV.105) is giving finally (IV.84) which itself is implying (IV.83).
Any infinitesimal variation φt such that supp((φt)∗|v̂∞|) ⊂ E∞ is preserving the legendrian property

of the varifold hence v̂∞ is stationary in a classical sense within the Legendrian two plane spanned by
∂x1

~Λ(0) and ∂x2
~Λ(0) relative to its boundary ∂E∞. We deduce using the constancy theorem ( see [21]

chapter 8 theorem 41.1) that there exists a constant θ0 > 0 such that

|v̂∞| = θ0 dH2 E .

It remains to prove that m is a positive integer.
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For any 0 < β < 1 we denote

Eβ :=
{

~p := ∇~Λ∞(0) · y ; |y| < β
}

Let a(v3∞, v
4
∞) ∈ C∞

0 (Eβ(0)) and b(v3∞, v
4
∞) ∈ C∞

0 (Eβ) arbitrary. Hence, because of (IV.85), for j large
enough, there holds

a ◦ Λ̂j ≡ 0 and b ◦ Λ̂j ≡ 0 on ∂B1(0) . (IV.106)

We introduce now the following Hamiltonian

hj(~vj , ~wj) := χ

(

r∗

rj s

)

[

a(v3j , v
4
j ) w

3
j + b(v3j , v

4
j ) w

4
j

]

.

Arguing exactly as for the previous Hamiltonian gives then

lim
j→0

∫

B1(0)

χ

(

r∗

rj s

)

∇
[

a(v̂3j , v̂
4
j ) ~ε3

]

∇Λ̃j +∇
[

b(v̂3j , v̂
4
j ) ~ε4

]

∇Λ̃j dx2 = 0 (IV.107)

where we have introduced the notation Λ̃j := (v̂3j , v̂
4
j ) for the projection on the two Legendrian plane L

generated by (0, ~ε3, 0) and (0, ~ε4, 0). Recall that Λ̂j is conformal on B1(0). Denote

Λ̂∗
jgR8 = e2λ̂j [dx21 + dx22] .

Because of (IV.84) we have in particular for l = 3, 4

lim
j→+∞

∫

B1(0)

|e2λ̂j (~εl, 0)− (~εl, 0) · ∇Λ̂j ∇Λ̂j| dx2 = 0 ,

which implies for l = 3, 4

lim
j→+∞

∫

B1(0)

|e2λ̂j − |∇v̂lj |2| dx2 = 0 . (IV.108)

Observe that we have also

lim
j→+∞

∫

B1(0)

∣

∣

∣eλ̂j (~εl, 0)− (~εl, 0) · ∇Λ̂j ∇Λ̂j e−λ̂j

∣

∣

∣

2

dx2 = 0 .

Using the fact that (~ε3, 0) · (~ε4, 0) = 0 we deduce from the previous line

lim
j→+∞

∫

B1(0)

|∇v̂4j · ∇v̂3j | dx2 = 0 . (IV.109)

We have

∂x1

[

a(v̂3j , v̂
4
j )
]

∂x1 v̂
3
j + ∂x1

[

b(v̂3j , v̂
4
j )
]

∂x1 v̂
4
j + ∂x2

[

a(v̂3j , v̂
4
j )
]

∂x2 v̂
3
j + ∂x2

[

b(v̂3j , v̂
4
j )
]

∂x2 v̂
4
j

= ∂v̂3j a (∂x1 v̂
3
j )

2 + ∂v̂4j a ∂x1 v̂
4
j ∂x1 v̂

3
j + ∂v̂3j a (∂x2 v̂

3
j )

2 + ∂v̂4j a ∂x2 v̂
4
j ∂x2 v̂

3
j

+∂v̂3j b ∂x1 v̂
3
j ∂x1 v̂

4
j + ∂v̂4j b (∂x1 v̂

4
j )

2 + ∂v̂3j b ∂x2 v̂
3
j ∂x2 v̂

4
j + ∂v̂4j b (∂x2 v̂

4
j )

2

= e2λ̂j

[

∂v̂3j a + ∂v̂4j b
]

+ ∂v̂3j a [|∇v̂3j |2 − e2λ̂j ] + ∂v̂4j b [|∇v̂
4
j |2 − e2λ̂j ] + [∂v̂4j a+ ∂v̂3j b]∇v̂

4
j · ∇v̂3j .
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Combining this identity with (IV.107), (IV.108) and (IV.109) gives then

lim
j→+∞

∫

B1(0)

[

∂v̂3j a + ∂v̂4j b
]

◦ Λ̂j |∂x1Λ̂j ∧ ∂x1Λ̂j | dx1 ∧ dx2 = 0 .

The area formula gives then

lim
j→+∞

∫

L
[∂y1a + ∂y2b] (y) Nj(y) dy

2 = 0 (IV.110)

where Nj(y) is the number of (x1, x2) in B1(0) such that (v̂3(x1, x2), v̂4(x1, x2)) = (y1, y2) . At this stage
we have used a uniform L∞ control of (∇lya,∇lyb) for l ≤ 3 and we have proved

lim
j→+∞

sup
∑

3
l=0 ‖∇l

y(a,b)‖∞≤1

∫

L
[∂y1a + ∂y2b] (y) Nj(y) dy

2 = 0 (IV.111)

Let’s take now a small parameter τj → 0 and consider the convolution (aj , bj) of a and b respectively
with χj(y1, y2) := τ−1

j χ((y1/τj , y2/τj)) where χ ∈ C∞
0 (R2) with

∫

R2 χ(y) dy
2 = 1. We have obviously

‖∇y[(a, b)− (aj , bj)]‖L∞(R2) = o(1) ‖∇y(a, b)‖L∞(R2)

which implies in particular

lim
j→+∞

∫

L
[∂y1(a− aj) + ∂y2(b− bj)] (y) Nj(y) dy2 = o(1) ‖∇y(a, b)‖L∞(R2) .

We have also for l ≤ 3
‖∇ly(aj , bj)‖L∞(R2) ≤ τ−l+1

j ‖∇y(a, b)‖L∞(R2)

We choose τj in such a way that τ2j goes infinitesimaly slower to zero than all the terms in the estimates
above which go to zero. In particular we require

τ−2
j ε̂ 4

j

∫

B1(0)

(r2j + |dT̂j |2gΛ̂j

)2 dvolgΛ̂ = o(1) ‖∇y(a, b)‖L∞(R2) .

In this way we deduce foor any β < 1

lim
j→+∞

sup
‖∇y(a,b)‖∞≤1 ; Supp(a,b)⊂Eβ

∫

L
[∂y1a + ∂y2b] (y) Nj(y) dy

2 = 0 . (IV.112)

Using Lemma A.7 of [15] we obtain

lim
j→+∞

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Nj − |E1/2|−1

∫

E1/2

Nj(y) dy
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

L1,∞(E1/2)

= 0 (IV.113)

The area formula gives also

Nj(y) dy
2 ⇀ |v̂∞| = θ0 dH2 E in (C0(E1/2))∗

This implies in particular

lim
j→+∞

|E1/2|−1

∫

E1/2

Nj(y) dy
2 = θ0
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and from (IV.113), we obtain

lim
j→+∞

dist

(

|E1/2|−1

∫

E1/2

Nj(y) dy
2,N

)

= 0

hence
θ0 ∈ N

∗ .

Because of (IV.67) we have

π θ0 |∂x1
~Λ∞(0) ∧ ∂x2

~Λ∞(0)| = θ0 |E| = lim
j→+∞

ν̂j(B1(0)) = lim
r→0

ν∞(Br(x))

r2
= π f(0) e2λ(0)

This implies (IV.53). Since µk = (~Λk)∗νk ⇀ (~Λ∞)∗ν∞, we have that µ∞ = (~Λ∞)∗ν∞. Thus for

|d~Λ∞|2h dvolh almost every x ∈ Σ

πNx ≤ lim sup
t→0

µ∞(Br
t (
~Λ∞(x)))

t2
≤ C µ∞(V2(R

4))

Hence N is in L∞(Σ). This concludes the proof of lemma IV.3. ✷

We now identify the limiting varifold v∞ as being the varifold associated to ~Λ∞ with the weight N .
Precisely we have.

Lemma IV.4. We denote by vη∞ the limit of the varifold induced by ~Λk on Σ \ ∪Qi=1Bη(xi) where η > 0
is arbitrary

∀ Ξ ∈ C0(GLeg2 (V2(R
4))) vη∞(Ξ) :=

∫

Σ\∪Q
i=1Bη(xi)

N Ξ((~Λ∞)∗TxΣ, ~Λ∞(x)) dvolg∞ .

Proof of lemma IV.4 For almost every x0 ∈ Σ one has

lim
r→0

∫

Br(x0)

|d~Λ∞(x) − d~Λ∞(0)|2
r2

dx2 = 0 . (IV.114)

as well as

lim
r→0

∫

Br(x0)

∣

∣

∣

~Λ∞(x) − ~Λ∞(0)− d~Λ∞(0) · x
∣

∣

∣

r3
dx2 = 0 (IV.115)

We take such a point x0 and we consider conformal coordinates for h such that x0 = (0, 0). As in the
proof of the previous lemma, we have a sequence of radii such that

∥

∥

∥

~Λ∞(rj , θ)− ~Λ∞(x0)− rj cos θ ∂x1
~Λ∞(0)− rj , sin θ ∂x2

~Λ∞(0)
∥

∥

∥

L∞([0,2π])
= o(rj) . (IV.116)

Let δ > 0. We claim first that for any Ξ ∈ C0(GLeg2 (V2(R
4))), for j large enough

lim sup
k→+∞

∫

Brj
(0)

∣

∣

∣Ξ((~Λk)∗TxΣ, ~Λk(x)) − Ξ((~Λ∞)∗TxΣ, ~Λ∞(x))
∣

∣

∣ dvolgk ≤ δ r2j

This claim is proved as in the proof of (5.10) in [14] and the lemma follows for the same reasons as the
one given in the proof of proposition 5.7 of [14]. ✷
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V Proof of theorem I.1 for N5 = V2(R
4).

Let A be an admissible family in M := E
2,4
Σ,Leg such that

β := inf
A∈A

sup
~Λ∈A

∫

Σ

dvolg~Λ > 0

We apply proposition II.1 for f(t) := e−1/t2 and we obtain a sequence εk → 0 as well as ~Λk ∈ E
2,4
Σ,Leg

satisfying
lim sup
k→+∞

Eεk(
~Λk) = β (V.117)

moreover
‖dEεk(~Λk)‖~Λk

≤ e−ε−2
k , (V.118)

and satisfying the entropy condition

ε4k

∫

Σ

(1 + |d~Tk|2gk)2 dvolgk = o

(

1

log ε−1
k

)

. (V.119)

The section III and IV apply. At the concentration points xi we proceed to a blow-up analysis exactly
as in the proof of lemma III.6 in [17], using (IV.6) of lemma IV.1 in the same way as the global energy
quantization lemma III.3 is used in [17], 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 ~Λk is degenerating is treated
as in section IV of [17] or section 6 in [14]. This is ending the proof of theorem I.1. ✷

VI The proof of theorem I.1 in the general case.

We recall the definition

Definition VI.4. A compact Riemannian manifold (N5, g) is Sasakian if its metric cone (C(S) :=
R∗

+ ×N5, g = dt2 + t2 g) is Kähler.

As a consequence of the definition C(S) is equipped with an integrable complex structure J and a
Kähler 2−form. On {1} ×N5 ≃ N5 we define the Reeb vector-field

~R :=
√
2J(∂t) ,

as well as the 1−form
α :=

√
2J dt ,

so that α(~R) = 2. In N5 we define H := ker(α) and JH to be the restriction to H of J (bearing in mind
that J realizes an isometry of H). Observe that, since g is compatible with J the explicit expression of
g gives

∀ ~X ∈ H 0 = g(∂t, J ~X) = −g(J∂t, ~X)

Hence Hker(α) coincides with the orthogonal to the Reeb vector-field ~R. The symplectic form Ω on
(C(S) := R

∗
+ ×N5, g = dt2 + t2 g) is given by

Ω := dt ∧ J dt+ t2

2
√
2
dα =

i

2
∂∂t2 .

Since Ω is non degenerate we deduce that α is contact on N5 that is

α ∧ dα ∧ dα 6= 0 .
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A 5-Sasakian manifold is then often seen as the collection of (N5, g, α, ~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 N5 a local chart (ψ, z1 = x1 + iy1, z2 = x2 + iy2) where ψ(~p) = 0, zj(~p) = 0 and a real valued function
h depending only on (x1, y1, x2, y2) such that























































~R =
√
2 ∂ψ

H0,1 = (H ⊗ C)(1,0) is generated by ∂zj −
√
2
−1
α(∂zj ) ∂ψ

JH(∂zj −
√
2
−1
α(∂zj ) ∂ψ) = i

(

∂zj −
√
2
−1
α(∂zj ) ∂ψ

)

α =
√
2 dψ + i

√
2





2
∑

j=1

∂zjh dzj − ∂zjh dzj





(VI.1)

Moreover h is a Kähler potential for the transversally Kähler foliation ψ = cte and we can also assume19

(modulo an holomorphic change of coordinates z → w on the leafs) that

∂2h

∂zj∂zk
(0) = δjk (VI.2)

so that the transverse Kähler metric on the leafs ψ = cte satisfies

gT (X,Y ) =
1

2
√
2
dα(X, JY ) = gT

jk
dzj ⊗ dzk and gT

jk
(0) = δjk

Now we introduce

ϕ := ψ + i

2
∑

j=1

∂zjh(0) zj − i
2
∑

j=1

∂zjh(0) zj +
i

2

2
∑

j,k=1

∂2zjzkh(0) zj zk −
i

2

2
∑

j,k=1

∂2zjzkh(0) zj zk .

We have
√
2
−1
α = dϕ+ i

2
∑

j=1

[

∂zjh− ∂zjh(0)−
2
∑

k=1

∂2h

∂zj∂zk
(0)zk

]

dzj

−i
2
∑

j=1

[

∂zjh− ∂zjh(0)−
2
∑

k=1

∂2zjzkh(0) zk

]

dzj

= dϕ+ i

2
∑

j=1

(zj +O(|z|2)) dzj − i
2
∑

j=1

(zj +O(|z|2)) dzj

(VI.3)

Hence by dilating at ~p we are asymptotically converging to the Heisenberg group H2 as in the special case
V2(R

4) above and the proof of theorem I.1 given for V2(R
4) 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 V2(R
4)

but only the convergence to H2 in the blow-up).

Conflict of interest The author declares no conflict of interest.

19This change of coordinate is called special foliated coordinates in [23]
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