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MORE WEAKLY BIHARMONIC MAPS FROM THE BALL TO THE
SPHERE

VOLKER BRANDING

ABSTRACT. In this note we prove the existence of two proper biharmonic maps between the
Euclidean ball of dimension bigger than five and a Euclidean sphere of appropriate dimensions.
We will also show that, in low dimensions, both maps are unstable critical points of the bienergy.

1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

In the geometric calculus of variations one is interested in the construction of non-trivial maps
between two Riemannian manifolds (M, g) and (IV, h) which are critical points of a given energy
functional. In this regard, much attention has been paid to the case of the energy of a map
given by

B() =3 [ 146 av (L)

where ¢: M — N is a map which we assume to be smooth for the moment. The critical points
of ([LI) are characterized by the vanishing of the so-called tension field, i.e.

0 = 7(¢) := Tr, Vdo, 7(¢) € T'(¢*TN).

Here, V represents the connection on the pull-back bundle ¢*T'N. The famous result of Eells -
Sampson [8] guarantees the existence of a harmonic map in each homotopy class of maps if both
M, N are closed and if N has non-positive sectional curvature. Note that these harmonic maps
are stable in the sense that the second variation of the energy (L)) will always be positive. For
more details and references on the stability of harmonic maps we refer to [6].

In the case of a spherical target the existence problem for harmonic maps is substantially more
complicated. In this setup it is convenient to consider S* ¢ R™®*! and the map u: M — S™ C
R"™*1 Then, a map to the sphere is harmonic if and only if it satisfies

Au + |du*u = 0, (1.2)

where A represents the Laplace-Beltrami operator on M. In general, harmonic maps to a
spherical target are unstable, see [6] and references therein for the precise details. For an
overview on harmonic maps we refer to the book [2].

In many nonlinear problems in geometric analysis it is favorable to not only consider the class
of smooth maps but to also allow for maps of lower regularity and to consider a weak version of
the problem at hand. In order to approach the notion of weak solutions of the harmonic map
equation let us recall the definition of the Sobolev space for maps to the sphere

WPUM,S") = {u € WPIUM,R"™) |u(z) € S" a.e.}.
In the case that OM # 0 we let ug € WP4(M,S™) and define
WEa(M,S") := {u € WPI(M,S") | V*(u — ug)|,,, =0,0 <k <p—1}.

Here, the boundary condition is to be understood in the sense of traces.
For 2 C M open we say that a map u € W12(Q,S") is a weak harmonic map if it solves (L2)
in the sense of distributions. A celebrated result of Hélein [13] shows that such weak harmonic
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maps are actually smooth which led to the general regularity theory of Riviere [25] for two-
dimensional conformally invariant variational problems. In [26] Riviere and Struwe generalized
this analysis to higher dimensions.

A fourth order generalization of harmonic maps, that receives growing attention both in analysis
and geometry, is given by the theory of biharmonic maps. Here, the starting point is the bienergy
of a map which is given by

1
E0)i= [ Ir(o)f v (13)
M
The critical points of (3] are characterized by the vanishing of the bitension field
0 =75(¢) 1= A7(9) — Try R (7(¢), d("))do(-). (1.4)

In the above formula A represents the connection Laplacian on the pull-back bundle ¢*TN. A
direct inspection of the biharmonic map equation reveals that every harmonic map automatically
provides a solution. Hence, one is very much interested in finding the non-harmonic solutions
of (I4) which are called proper biharmonic. However, in the case that M is closed and N
has non-positive sectional curvature the maximum principle implies that every biharmonic map
must be harmonic [I5]. Further classification results for biharmonic maps can be found in [4].
Due to the reasons outlined above most research on biharmonic maps considers the case of a
spherical target. In this setup the bienergy can be expressed as

1
Bo(u) = —/ (1Auf2 = [Vul*) do (1.5)
2 Jm
and its critical points satisfy
Ay + 2div (|Vu*Vau) + (|Aul? + A|Vul? + 2(Vu, VAu) + 2|Vu|*)u = 0, (1.6)

where again u: M — S™ C R"*!. Concerning the regularity of biharmonic maps to spheres we
refer to the articles [7, [16] 28], see also the more general result of Lamm and Riviere [26] on
the regularity of fourth order problems in dimension four which was later extended by Struwe
to higher dimensions [27].

Unique continuation theorems for biharmonic maps, in particular for biharmonic maps to
spheres, have been established in [5]. Rotationally symmetric biharmonic maps between model
spaces, which include flat Euclidean space and the Euclidean sphere, have been investigated
in [20]. For a detailed study of the stability of biharmonic maps to spheres we refer to [18],
biharmonic homogeneous polynomial maps between spheres have recently been constructed in
.

The current status of research on biharmonic maps can be found in the recent book [24], for
more details on the general structure of higher order variational problems one can consult [3]
and references therein.

Before we state the main results of this article let us present a number of explicit solutions to
the harmonic and biharmonic map equations (I.2]) and (L6l for the case of a spherical target.
One prominent solution to (2] is given by the equator map

u: B™ — S§™ c R™*!
x
where B™ is the unit ball in R™. Note that the equator map is a weak solution of the harmonic

map equation ([2]). Throughout this note we will use the notation

ri=a/r2 4.+ a2,

where x € R™ throughout the whole manuscript.

This particular solution of the harmonic map equation was first mentioned by Hildebrandt in
[14, p. 13]. Subsequently, Jager and Kaul proved that this map is energy minimizing for m > 7.
Later, Lin [17] realized that this map is energy minimizing if interpreted as u: B™ — S™~! for
all m > 3.
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Now, we recall the following definition as it is central within this manuscript.

Definition 1.1. A map u € W22(B™, S") is called a weak biharmonic map if it solves (L8] in
the sense of distributions.

Recently, Fardoun, Montaldo and Ratto showed in [9, Theorem 1.1] how to manufacture a weak
proper biharmonic map out of the equator map (L7). Their approach relies on ”rotating” the
harmonic map (7)) to a proper biharmonic one. More precisely, they proved that the map

u: B - S" CR™ xR
z — (sin az,cos a) (1.8)
r

is a weak proper biharmonic map if and only if

(1) m=5anda=7%

(2) m =6 and a = £ arccos(—3).
They also proved that both of these proper biharmonic maps are unstable, see [9, Theorem 1.2].
In another recent paper [19] Misawa and Nakauchi found two generalizations of the equatorial

harmonic map (L7)). In particular, they proved that the maps

2 2
ul'jIBm—>Sm _1CRm,

1 TiT;
T ———(— 0 +m J , 1.9
L (—ay ) (19
Vijk Bm—)Sm?)il CRmS,
1 T xT; Zj TiT L
x> 0ij— + 0jp— + 0jp— — (M + 2 1.10
\/(m—l)(m+2)( i =) (1.10)

are both harmonic, that is they solve the equation for harmonic to spheres (I.2]). There is also
a systematic, recursively defined, generalization of such harmonic maps to spheres, see [10, 2]
and their stability was recently investigated in [22].

We would like to point out that the initial motivation to study maps of the form (L3]), (LI0)
in the 1980’s by Giaquinta and Necas was to find counterexamples to the regularity of weak
solutions of elliptic systems that were investigated at that time, see for example [11], 12} 23].
As both u;; and v;;;, are harmonic maps to the sphere it seems very natural to ask if the same
kind of "rotation” that turned the equatorial harmonic map (7)) into a proper biharmonic map
can also be applied in the cases of the maps u;; and v;j.

Our first result is to show that the answer is affirmative for w;;:

Theorem 1.2. Let m > 5. The map
G;: B - S™T cR™ T xR
defined by
x — (sina g5, cos @) (1.11)

s a proper weak biharmonic map if and only if

2
2a=1-—.
m

sin

A direct calculation shows that the proper biharmonic map provided by Theorem has bi-
energy

m — 2

EQ(’&Z’]’) =4 VOl(Sm_l)

m—4
suggesting that these maps cannot be a stable critical point of the bienergy (L6]). Indeed,
regarding the stability of the proper biharmonic maps provided by Theorem we establish
the following statement

Theorem 1.3. The proper biharmonic map provided by Theorem[1.2 is unstable if 5 < m < 12.
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In addition, we will also show how the map v;j; defined in (ILI0) can be transformed into a
proper biharmonic map.
Theorem 1.4. Let m > 5. The map
Bijk: B™ = ™ R™ IR (1.12)
defined by
x — (sin B vjjk, cos B)

is proper biharmonic if and only if

sin? 8 = . (1.13)

Again, we also investigate the stability of the proper biharmonic map constructed in the previous
Theorem. If we calculate its bienergy we find
. 5(m—1)(11lm+1 _
B (Vijk) = g( TT)L(— 1 )Vol(Sm h
again indicating that it cannot be a stable critical point of (I3]). Indeed, we will prove the
following

Theorem 1.5. The proper biharmonic map provided by Theorem[I.4] is unstable if 5 < m < 18.

Remark 1.6. (1) If we compare Theorems and [[.4] with the corresponding results on
the proper biharmonic map that was obtained by rotating the equator map (7)) then
we find that we always need to require m > 5. However, rotating the equator map only
gives rise to a proper biharmonic map if m = 5,6 while rotating the maps u;; and v;;,
provides proper biharmonic maps in all dimension bigger than five.

(2) One should expect that the biharmonic maps provided by Theorems [[.2] and [[.4] will be
unstable in all dimensions. However, the method of proof that we employ in this paper
only seems to be feasible in lower dimensions.

Throughout this article we will use the following sign conventions: For the Riemannian curvature
tensor field we use
R(X,Y)Z =[Vx,Vy|Z -V xy]Z,
where X,Y, Z are vector fields. For the rough Laplacian on the pull-back bundle ¢*T'N we
employ the analysts sign convention
A =Tr,(VV - Vy).

We will use Latin letters to represent indices on the domain M. Moreover, we will always
employ the summation convention and tacitly sum over repeated indices.

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS
In this section we provide the proofs of the main theorems. First, we establish the following

Lemma 2.1. Let u;j: B™ — S™*~1 be the map defined in (LI). Then, the following identities
hold

2m
Vsl =7 (2.1)
2m 0; T;T
A — YA J
Uij m(m—1) (r2 A )
2m
= - P} uij?
8m(m —2) 1 Tix 8m(m — 2)
Ay =— 0 2 (5. J) — iy
Ui m(m = 1) T4( ij T M5 ) 4 Wigs

where 0;; represents the Kronecker delta.
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Proof. A direct calculation shows the following identity

m (52161.] midjk _

ximjmk)
2 2 ’

Vkuij = 2

r r rd

m(m — 1)

taking the square then gives the first while taking the trace gives the second formula of the
Lemma.
Now, we differentiate the second formula again and find

dmaxy, 2m
VkAuij = —411,2‘]‘ — —QVkuZ]
r r
Differentiating once more we obtain
4moy, 16maxrx; dmay, dmay 2m
ViV Aug; =—1 Wi~ 5 Wi T — 3 Vit + 5= Vit — — 5 ViV,

Now, a direct calculation shows that x - Vu;; = 0 and the last formula follows by taking the
trace again and using the second formula of the Lemma. O

Proof of Theorem[L.2. First of all, we recall that we can rewrite the equation for biharmonic
maps to spheres in the following form

A%y + 2div (|Vu|2Vu) — (A%, u) = 2|Vu[*)u =0 (2.2)
which is equivalent to (L.6). This can easily be seen by applying A2 to |u|? = 1 giving
0 = A|Vul? + |Aul? + 2(VAu, Vu) + (u, A%u).

Now, we inspect the precise structure of the map ;; defined in (ILII]). Since the m?-th compo-
nent of the map @;; is constant, (Z2]) yields the following constraint

(A0, ;) — 2|Vig|* = 0. (2.3)
Applying the identities provided by Lemma [2.1] we find that this constraint is equivalent to
sin? o . 9
8m (2—m+msin®a) =0

rd
yielding

2

2—m+msin“a =0.

Now, assuming that the above constraint is satisfied, for the first m? — 1 components of Uz, We
are left with

A22~Lij + 2div (’Vﬁij‘QVﬂij) =0.

Finally, a direct calculation using the identities given in () shows that the first m? — 1
components of ;; satisfy

2

. _ _ dm= . _
div (|Vi|* Vi) = — (7 sin® &) @y,
N &m(m —2) _
AQUZ']' :¥um
r
In conclusion, we get that for the first m? — 1 components
8m 9

Azﬁij + 2div (‘Vﬂij‘ZVﬁzj) = 7“_4(m — 2 —msin a)aij

2

leading to the same condition 2 — m + m sin“ a = 0 such that the existence part of the proof is

now complete.
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In order to show that w;;: B™ — S™*~1 is a weak biharmonic map we have to check if 4;; €

W22(B™m, S™*~1). We find that

1
/ Vi dv =2(m — 2)V01(Sm1)/ 3 dr,
m 0

1
/ |Aﬂzj|2 dv =4m(m — 2)vol(Sm1)/ 5 g
" 0

We realize that we need to require m > 5 in order for the second integral to be finite, hence ;;
belongs to W22(B™, Sm2*1) whenever m > 5. (]

As a second step we will investigate the stability of the proper biharmonic map provided by
Theorem

Proof of Theorem[L.3. We follow the ideas used in the proof of Theorem 1.2 of [9]. In order
to prove the claim we will explicitly construct a variational vector field for which the second
variation of the bienergy, evaluated on this particular vector field, will be negative.

To this end, we consider a variation of #;; defined as follows

5,5 = (sin(a + sV (r))ug;, cos(a + sV (1)),

where s € R and V (r): [0,1] — [0, 1] is a smooth function that will be specified during the proof.
We need to require that V(1) = V’(1) = 0 in order to keep track of the boundary conditions.
Recall the following identities

4m?

| Augj|* = i

2m

|Vuz‘j|2 = 2

Then, a direct calculation shows that

1 2
Visgal! = s'VA) + 4m?sind (o + sV ()5 + dms?sin(a + sV (r) L.
r r

Moreover, we find
Aty :< — sin(a + sV (r))s?V"(s)uij + cos(a + sV (r))sAV (r)u;;
+ sin(a + sV (r))Au;,
— cos(a + sV (r))s*V"%(r) — sin(a + SV(T))SAV(T)),

where we used that x;V;u;; = 0 which follows from a direct calculation.
Thus, we can infer

V2(r)

)

\Aams\z :s4V’4(r) + SQ\AV(T)\Q + sin2(a + sV(r))4m(% + 52 .

—sin(a + sV (r)) cos(a + sV(r))4sr—Tr2LAV(r)
such that we find

]Aﬁij,SIQ — ]Vﬁij,sld‘ :SZ\AV(T)\Q —sin(a + sV (r)) cos(a + sV(r))4sr—Tr2LAV(r)

m2

+sin’(a + sV/(r)) cos*(a + sV (r)d—r
~(sAV(r) — sin(2a + 25V(r)) 3"

Hence, we obtain

d2

r 2(r
E‘s:OEQ(ﬂij,s) :/m (AV(T) — 2m cos(2a) Vr(2 ))2 dv — 4m? sin2(2a)/ Vi)

4

dv.

m T
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Also, by a direct calculation we get

V'(r)

AV(r)y=V"(r)+ (m —1) "

2

and together with the condition for being proper biharmonic, which is sin“a =1— %, we arrive

at

2 "(r r
%L:oEz(am) :/m (V"(r) + (m — 1)v7§ )} 2(m — 4) VT(Q ))2 dv (2.4)
+32(2 — m) /m Viff) dv.

Now, we set V(r) := (1 —r?)P,p > 2, which satisfies V(1) = V’(1) = 0 as requested. Using this
choice in (24]) we arrive, after some direct calculations, at the following expression

1 d?

1
- - E. Uiis) =16 200 _ 1 2/ 1— 2\2p—4 m+3d
VOl(Sm_l)dSQ‘s:O 2(Uij,s) P~ (p ) A ( ) r T

— 16mp2(p -1) /01(1 — r2)2p73rm+1dr

+4p(m?p + 4(p — 1)(m — 4)) /01(1 — r?)?P 3 Ny
— 8mp(m — 4) /0 1(1 — )2 lpm=3 gy

+ 4(m® — 16m + 32) /01(1 — 72)2Ppm =y,

For a,b > 0 we recall the following integral formula

T(a+ )T
2T(a+ 5 +3)

)

1
/ (1 — x2)%bds =
0

where I'(z) represents the Gamma function, which leads us to

I2p—1+%2) d?

e A N R G ) =dp?(p — 1)2T(2 _
8V01(Sm71) d82‘520E2(uZ]73) 4p (p 1) F( 9 +2)F(2p 3)

— 4mp*(p — 1)r(% +1)T(2p — 2)
+p(m?p+4(p — 1)(m — 49))0(5)0(2p — 1)
— 2mp(m — 4)0'(5 — 1) (2p)

+ (m? — 16m + 32)1“(% — 2T (2p +1).

Now, our strategy is as follows: For m € N given we need to find a p such that the right hand
side of the above equation is negative. Using a computer algebra system one can directly check
that for 5 < m < 12 one can take p = m to obtain the claim completing the proof. O

Now, we turn to the proof of Theorem [[L4l First, we establish the following technical Lemma.
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Lemma 2.2. Let vij;,: B™ — S™* =1 e the map defined in (ILI0). Then, the following identities
hold

m—+1
[Voijrl* =3 T (2.5)
3(m+1) 1
Avijp, = m(m+2)(__Vk ij + Mg i)
m+1
= =3 3 Vijk:

where w;j is the map defined in (L3).
Proof. First of all, we note that we can express v;; in terms of u;j;, as follows

1 x

k
Viik = ——— (rV Ui — m—u;;
ik m(m—|—2)( W r i)

such that we can make use of the identities obtained in Lemma 211
Again, a direct calculation shows that

1 Tq Oak TETq Tk
VaVijk =———=(—Viui; +rV Viu;; — m—u;; + m———u;j — m—V,u;j
@ik \/m(m—|—2)( P VRt TV a Vet p T ro i)

and we can deduce

1 m2(m — 1)
2 2 2, 2102, |2
[Vvijil? = m(m+2)((1+m) Vi [* + 75V oy |* + —
4m
- — |2 Vu P+ (1 —m)z - V|Vul*).
T N — N———
=0 =—4m/r?

Using the identity
1
|V2uij|2 = §A|VUU|2 — (VAUZ']', Vuzj>

we find |VZu;;]? = %—T(él + m) and by combining the equations we obtain the first claim of the
Lemma.

Differentiating again we find
1 1) Lo x
“ T iy — %bvkuij + =~V Vi

\/m(m+2)( r

x
+ Tbvavkulj + 1V Vo Vi

ViVavijr =

Mxp0ak Mgk v
Wis — Wis
703 i r bUij
5kbx mké b TTqly Lqll
T—gauij + mT;uij — 3nguij + m(;—gvbuij
0 T x
— mﬁvauij + m%Vauij — m—kvbvauzj).
r r r
Taking the trace then gives
1 m—+ 1 Tp T
Avij = — Viui; + 2—VViui + m(m — 1) — u,;
ik m(m+2)( r k'Wij r bV EkUWij ( )7“3 iJ
Tk
+ Tvauij — m7AuZ])
Employing the identity x,V;Vyu;; = —Viu,; and using the formula for Awu;; derived in Lemma

211 we obtain the expression for Avjy.
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Finally, using the product rule for the Laplace operator, we obtain

m+1)(m —4) m+1 m+1

AQ’Uijk = 6( ’Uijk + 127xava’0@'jk — 3TAUZ‘7]€

1
r
A direct calculation shows that z,V,vij;, = 0, together with the formula for Awv;;, derived
previously the proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem [I.4] We use similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem Again, we
employ the following version of the equation for biharmonic maps to spheres

A%y +2div (|Vu*Vu) — ((A%u,u) — 2|Vul*)u = 0.
Since the m3-th component of the map ;5% is constant, we find the following constraint
(A1, Diji) — 2|V i|* = 0.
Inserting the identities obtained in Lemma we find that this constraint is equivalent to

.9
3(m+1)SH;45(5m—5— (6m + 6)sin? B) = 0

yielding
5m — 5 — (6m + 6)sin® § = 0.

Now, assuming that the above constraint is satisfied, for the first m3 — 1 components of Vi
we get

A27~)ijk + 2div (‘V@ijk‘QVf)l'jk) =0.

Finally, a direct calculation using (2I]) shows that the first m® — 1 components of ¥;;;, satisfy
the following identities

(m+ 1)
7“4

div (|Vik|* Vi) = [V *Avge = (=9 sin? 8) Tiji-

In conclusion, we get that

- . . . m+1 . -
A2vijk + 2div (|Vv,~jk|2Vv,~jk) = 37 (5m —5— (6m + 6) sin* ﬁ)vijk

leading to the same condition 5m—>5—(6m+6) sin? = 0 showing that ;51 solves the biharmonic
map equation except at the origin. To complete the proof we need to show that v;;,: B™ —
S™’~1 i a weak biharmonic map, that is we have to check when v;;;, € w22(Bm, Smgfl). We

find that
m—1

1
/ |Vo5|* dv =5 VOl(Sml)/ ™3 dr,
Bm 0

1
/ ‘A@z‘jk\Q dv =15 Vol(gml)/ P15 g
B™ 0

We realize that, again, we need to require m > 5 in order for the second integral to be finite
completing the proof. O

m2 —1

Proof of Theorem [ We use a similar strategy as in the proof of Theorem[I.3l Again, consider
a variation of ¥;;;, defined as follows

Vijk,s = (sin(B8 4 sV (r))vij, cos(8 + sV (r))),

where s € R and V(r): R — R is a function that will be fixed later.
Then, a direct calculation shows that

Vain,slt = s'V"4(r) +sin' (8 + sV (1) [Vl + 25 sin® (8 + sV (1) V2 (r)[Voie|”
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and also

Ay s :< —sin(8 + SV(’I“))SZVIZ(S)Uijk + cos(B + sV (r))sAV (r)vjj
+sin(B + sV (r))Avijp,

— cos(B + sV (r))s*V"™%(r) — sin(8 + sV(r))sAV(r)) ,

where we used that x;V;v;j;, = 0 which follows from a direct calculation.
Hence, we can deduce that

1 2
Al = Vg =(AV(r) = 5sin(28 -+ 267 () V)

where we used that [Av;x[* = |[Vu;jx|* which holds as v;;;, is a harmonic map with values in
the sphere. Hence, we obtain

d? . 2 .
@{SZOEQ('UZ']']{;’S) = /m (AV(T) — cos(2ﬁ)V(r)|Vvijk|2) dv — sm2(2ﬁ) /Bm |Vvijk|4V2(r) dv.
Recall the following identity

m+1
rz

‘V?)ijk‘z =3

which was derived in Lemma 2.2] and, also

VI
AW@:VWM%m—Dq@.
Note that the condition for v;;; being proper biharmonic is sin 25 = +6’ leading to

24 5
COS25—§m—+Tr1L sin? 2ﬁ—§

(m —1)(m +11)
(m+1)?

Using this data in the formula for the second variation we get

++2(m — 4) V(T))2 dv (2.6)

Again, we now employ V() = (1 — r?)?,p > 2, which satisfies V(1) = V'(1) = 0 as requested.
Using this choice in (2.6]) we get

1 d?

1
- Eol(D:: =1 2 _12 1— 2\2p—4 m+3d
vol(Sm-1) 73 | s B2 (Bigh,s) =16p°(p — 1) /0 (1= 7)™ dr

1

- 16mp2(p — 1)/ (1— 7’2)2p_37“m+1d7‘

0

1
+ 4p(m2p +4(p—1)(m — 4)) / (1— T2)2p_27’m_1d7‘
0

1

— 8mp(m — 4)/ (1-— T2)2p_17'm_3d7”
0

1
— (m?* 4 82m — 119)/ (1 — 7r2)2Pr™m =3y,
0
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Carrying out the integrals as in the proof of Theorem [L3] we find

I2p—1+%) d?

e A N R b0 ) =16p2(p — 1)2T (2 _
2V01(Sm71) d82‘S:0E2(vZ]k’s) 16p (p 1) P( 2 +2)F(2p 3)

— 16mp*(p — 1)1“(% F1)T(2p — 2)
+ 4p(m’p+ 4(p — 1)(m — 4) I(F)T(2p — 1)
— 8mp(m — 4)T (5 — 1)1(2p)

— (m® 4 82m — 119)r(% — 2T (2p+1).

Now, for 5 < m < 18 we can choose p = m to show the instability of the biharmonic map v;;,
using a computer algebra system. O

(1]

(13]

(14]

(15]

(16]
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