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Abstract. In their seminal 1981 article, Sacks-Uhlenbeck famously proved the
existence of non-trivial harmonic 2-spheres in every closed Riemannian manifold
with non-zero second homotopy group. Their arguments heavily rely on PDE
techniques. The purpose of the present paper is to develop a conceptually simple
metric approach to the existence of harmonic spheres. This allows us to generalize
the Sacks-Uhlenbeck result to a large class of compact metric spaces.

1. Introduction

1.1. Background. The classical existence problem for harmonic maps asks whether
a given continuous map between Riemannian manifolds M and N can be deformed
by a homotopy to a harmonic map, and thus to a critical point of the Dirichlet energy
functional. This and related problems have attracted a lot of research activity at
least since the 1960s. We refer to [5] and [6] for early overviews of the topic. The
existence problem has obtained particular attention in the case when M is a closed
2-dimensional Riemannian manifold, in the sequel referred to as a closed surface.
Lemaire [17], Schoen-Yau [30], Sacks-Uhlenbeck [29] proved independently that
if N is a closed Riemannian manifold with trivial second homotopy group, then
every homotopy class of maps from a closed surface M to N contains an energy
minimizing harmonic map. As was shown in [7], [29], this fails in general without
the condition on the second homotopy group. Nevertheless, Sacks-Uhlenbeck
proved in their influential paper [29] that if N has non-trivial second homotopy
group then there exists a generating set P of π2(N) such that each element of P
contains an energy minimizing harmonic map in its free homotopy class; moreover,
every such minimizer is a conformal branched immersion. This result, whose proof
heavily relies on PDE techniques, has led to a flurry of research around the harmonic
map problem in the past four decades.

In recent years, there has been an increasing interest in studying harmonic maps
with values in a metric space. Korevaar-Schoen introduced a notion of Sobolev maps
from Riemannian manifolds to complete metric spaces and proved the existence of
harmonic maps into metric spaces of non-positive curvature (locally CAT(0) spaces)
in [15]; see also Jost [12] for related results around the same time. By now, there
exists a robust theory of Sobolev maps from Riemannian and more general domains
to complete metric spaces [15], [12], [8], [10].
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In the present paper we study the existence problem for harmonic 2-spheres in
the very general context of metric spaces admitting a local quadratic isoperimetric
inequality for curves.

Definition 1.1. A complete metric space X is said to admit a local quadratic
isoperimetric inequality if there exist C, l0 > 0 such that every Lipschitz curve
γ : S 1 → X of length ℓ(γ) ≤ l0 is the trace of a Sobolev map u ∈ W1,2(D, X) with

Area(u) ≤ C · ℓ(γ)2,

where D denotes the Euclidean unit disc.

We refer to Section 2.4 for notions related to Sobolev maps to metric spaces.
Many interesting classes of metric spaces admit a local quadratic isoperimetric in-
equality, see the examples listed after the statement of our main result, Theorem 1.3.
Metric spaces with a local quadratic isoperimetric inequality provide a suitable
context for studying area and energy minimization problems, see for example the
recent papers [21], [22], [20], [23]. This has had applications in various areas, see
for example [24], [25], [18], [26], [19].

The purpose of the present paper is to develop a metric approach to the exis-
tence problem and prove a strengthening of the Sacks-Uhlenbeck theorem and of
related results in a large class of compact metric spaces admitting a local quadratic
isoperimetric inequality. Our approach also yields a conceptually simple proof in
the setting of smooth Riemannian manifolds. Furthermore, our main theorem and
its consequences generalize and strengthen results in the smooth setting [29], [17],
[30], [11] as well as more recent results in the setting of compact locally CAT(1)
spaces [3].

1.2. Statements of main results. Let X be a complete metric space and φ : M → X
a continuous map from a closed surface M (i.e. a smooth closed 2-dimensional
Riemannian manifold) to X. Denote by e(φ) the infimal energy of continuous
Sobolev maps homotopic to φ. There are several natural notions of energy for
metric space valued Sobolev maps, see Section 3, and our results apply to all of
them. Throughout this introduction, we fix a definition of energy. Notice that the
Korevaar-Schoen energy from [15] corresponds to the Dirichlet energy when the
ambient space X is a Riemannian manifold. Under the assumptions of our main
theorem, the homotopy class of φ contains a representative of finite energy, see
Proposition 4.1, but it need not contain an energy minimizer, see Example 3.4.
However, our main theorem will show that φ has an iterated decomposition into a
finite number of continuous maps each of which admits an energy minimizer in its
homotopy class. For the following definition, recall that a continuous map is said to
be essential if it is not null-homotopic.

Definition 1.2. A pair of continuous maps φ0 : M → X and φ1 : S 2 → X is said to
decompose a continuous map φ : M → X if φ0 agrees with φ on the complement of
a disc B ⊂ M, and φ1 is essential and coincides with the map obtained from gluing
the restrictions φ|B̄ and φ0|B̄ along ∂B. If M is diffeomorphic to S 2 then we also
require that φ0 is essential.

We refer to Figure 1 for an illustration of this concept. The process of repeatedly
decomposing a map results in what we call an iterated decomposition, inductively
defined as follows. We say that φ0 : M → X is a zero-step iterated decomposition
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Figure 1. Decomposition φ0 and φ1 of a map φ : M → X.

of φ if φ0 = φ. Furthermore, for k > 0, we define a k-step iterated decomposition
of φ as a (k + 1)-tuple of maps φ0 : M → X and φi : S 2 → X, where i = 1, . . . , k,
obtained from a (k − 1)-step iterated decomposition of φ by taking a decomposition
of one of its maps and keeping the remaining k − 1 maps the same. It can be shown
that in the setting of our main result the total energy e(φ0)+ · · ·+ e(φk) of an iterated
decomposition is always at least e(φ), see Proposition 10.2.

We turn to our main result and first state the assumptions on our metric space.
These will be in place throughout the introduction. Let X be a compact and quasi-
convex metric space admitting a local quadratic isoperimetric inequality. Assume
furthermore that every continuous map from S 2 to X of sufficiently small diameter
is null-homotopic.

Theorem 1.3. Let X be as above, and let M be a closed surface, equipped with
a Riemannian metric. Then every continuous map φ : M → X has an iterated
decomposition satisfying

(1.1) e(φ0) + e(φ1) + · · · + e(φk) = e(φ)

and such that every φi contains an energy minimizer in its homotopy class.

Examples of spaces satisfying the assumptions of our theorem include closed
Riemannian manifolds, more generally, compact Lipschitz manifolds, compact
locally CAT(κ) spaces, compact Alexandrov spaces, some compact sub-Riemannian
manifolds such as those locally modeled on higher Heisenberg groups, and many
more. In particular, our theorem generalizes and strengthens results in Sacks-
Uhlenbeck [29], Jost [11], and Breiner et al. [3]. The equality (1.1) is also known
as energy identity or energy quantization.

We now state several consequences of our main theorem. Since iterated decom-
positions are related to sums in the second homotopy group π2(X) we first obtain
the following generalization to metric spaces of [29, Theorem 5.9].

Corollary 1.4. Let X be as above. Then there exists a family Γ of based continuous
maps from S 2 to X that generates π2(X) and such that every element of Γ contains
an energy minimizer in its (free) homotopy class.

When π2(X) is trivial then the only iterated decomposition of a map is the map
itself. Therefore, as a direct consequence of Theorem 1.3, we get the following
result which generalizes [29, Theorem 5.8].
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Corollary 1.5. Let X be as above, and suppose furthermore that π2(X) is trivial. Let
M be a closed surface, equipped with a Riemannian metric. Then every continuous
map from M to X contains an energy minimizer in its homotopy class.

We mention that this result can also be proved using the methods developed in
[31], see Section 7 below for a second proof along these lines.

We next discuss regularity properties of energy minimizers in homotopy classes.
As is well-known, harmonic maps from a 2-dimensional sphere into a Riemannian
manifold are weakly conformal, see for example [29]. Our theorem below shows
that in the setting of metric spaces, energy minimizers in homotopy classes satisfy a
metric variant of conformality called infinitesimal quasiconformality. This means,
roughly speaking, that infinitesimal balls get mapped to sets of bounded excentricity.
We refer to Section 3 for the precise definition of infinitesimal quasiconformality.

Theorem 1.6. Let X be as above, and let M be a closed surface, equipped with
a Riemannian metric. If u : M → X is a continuous Sobolev map minimizing the
energy in its homotopy class then u is Hölder continuous. If M is diffeomorphic to S 2

then every energy minimizer in a homotopy class is infinitesimally quasiconformal.

In order to obtain the Hölder continuity in the result above we actually prove that
energy minimizers in homotopy classes are harmonic, i.e. locally energy minimizing.
The Hölder regularity of harmonic maps in this context is known by [20]. The
second part of the theorem holds more generally when X is a complete metric space.
Combining Corollary 1.4 and Theorem 1.6 we finally obtain:

Corollary 1.7. Let X be as above. If π2(X) is non-trivial then X contains a non-
trivial infinitesimally quasiconformal harmonic sphere.

We end this subsection with some open questions. Using the techniques devel-
oped in [29], Sacks-Uhlenbeck moreover showed that every closed Riemannian
manifold with non-trivial k-th homotopy group for some k ≥ 2 receives a non-trivial
harmonic 2-sphere, see [29, Theorem 5.7]. We do not know whether a similar result
holds in our metric setting and therefore ask:

Question 1.8. Let X be a compact metric space with non-trivial k-th homotopy
group for some k ≥ 2. Under what additional conditions does X admit a non-trivial
harmonic 2-sphere?

Theorem 1.6 shows that energy minimizing spheres in homotopy classes are
infinitesimally quasiconformal. We do not know whether the same holds true in the
more general context of harmonic spheres.

Question 1.9. Let X be as in Theorem 1.3 and let u : S 2 → X be a harmonic map.
Is it true that u is infinitesimally quasiconformal?

1.3. Outline of Proofs. We give insight into the proof of our main result, Theo-
rem 1.3, by describing its two key ingredients. Let X and M be as in the statement
of the theorem and let φ : M → X be continuous. The general idea is to apply a
variational approach: consider an energy minimizing sequence (un) of continuous
Sobolev maps in the homotopy class of φ. By the Rellich-Kondrachov compact-
ness theorem we may assume, after possibly passing to a subsequence, that (un)
converges in L2 to a Sobolev map. This limit map need not have a continuous
representative and even if it does, it might be in a different homotopy class than

4



φ. Notice that this is unavoidable since, as described above, homotopy classes do
not in general contain energy minimizers. Our first main ingredient, Theorem 8.1,
provides a sufficient condition for the limit to be continuous and stay in the same
homotopy class. We state a simplified version here.

Statement 1. There exists ε0 > 0 with the following property. Let u be the L2-limit
of the energy minimizing sequence (un). If there is r0 > 0 such that for every n the
energy of un is bounded by ε0 on every r0-ball then u has a continuous representative
which is homotopic to φ.

In particular, by the lower semicontinuity of the energy, the limit is an energy
minimizer in the homotopy class of φ.

To prove Statement 1, we use methods introduced in [31] to show that we may
perturb a fine triangulation of M such that the following holds: the restriction of
u to the 1-skeleton M1 is essentially continuous, and, up to taking a subsequence,
(un|M1) has uniformly bounded length and converges uniformly to the continuous
representative of u|M1 . We want to compare u to a continuous Sobolev map v that
agrees, on M1, with the continuous representative of u|M1 and solves Dirichlet’s
problem on each 2-cell of the perturbed triangulation. Fix n large enough. For every
2-cell ∆, we use the local quadratic isoperimetric inequality of X to construct a
Sobolev annulus of small area connecting un|∂∆ and v|∂∆. As the sequence has small
energy on r0-balls, the Sobolev annulus glued to un|∆ and v|∆ results in a Sobolev
sphere of small area, which is null-homotopic by Theorem 5.1. In particular, this
induces a homotopy between un and v. Lower semicontinuity of energy and the fact
that (un) is energy minimizing eventually imply that on each 2-cell, u minimizes
energy among Sobolev maps of the same trace. Therefore, u has a continuous
representative by [20]. As above, we can construct a homotopy between un and the
continuous representative of u.

Our next goal is to find a condition on a continuous map φ : M → X ensuring
the applicability of Statement 1 to an energy minimizing sequence in the homotopy
class of φ. We say that a map φ : M → X is ε-indecomposable for some ε > 0 if all
decompositions of φ satisfy e(φ0) + e(φ1) ≥ e(φ) + ε. Our second ingredient, found
in Proposition 9.1 and Proposition 9.2, implies the following.

Statement 2. If φ : M → X is ε-indecomposable for some 0 < ε < ε0, then
there exists r0 > 0 such that the following holds: if u almost minimizes energy
among Sobolev maps in the homotopy class of φ, then, up to precomposition with a
conformal diffeomorphism, the map u has energy bounded by ε0 on every r0-ball in
M.

The precomposition with a conformal diffeomorphism is only needed when M is
diffeomorphic to S 2.

To prove Statement 2, we let r0 be well-chosen and assume that there is a ball
B ⊂ M of radius less than r0 such that the energy of u|B is more than ε0. We
then find a curve γ surrounding B of small length and energy. As a consequence
of the energy filling inequality proved in [20, Section 4.1], which depends on X
admitting a local quadratic isoperimetric inequality, we can fill the curve γ with
a continuous Sobolev map v that has sufficiently small energy. We then use v to
construct a decomposition of φ that contradicts the ε-indecomposability of φ. Note
that the definition of decomposition is more restrictive in the case of M being
diffeomorphic to S 2. This case is dealt with by using a similar construction as above
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while precomposing u with a suitable conformal diffeomorphism of the sphere to
ensure that both maps in the decomposition of φ are essential.

1.4. Structure of article. In Section 2, we introduce relevant notation and concepts.
In particular, we state the Reshetnyak definition of Sobolev spaces of metric space
valued maps. The notion of general definitions of energy is recalled in Section 3.
The main result of Section 4 shows that all homotopy classes of maps from a closed
surface to X contain a Sobolev map. In Section 5, we show that Sobolev spheres
in X of small area are null-homotopic. The purpose of Section 6 is to establish
that homotopic energy minimizers are harmonic and have Hölder continuous rep-
resentatives. This together with the results from Section 3 imply Theorem 1.6. In
Section 7, we recall relevant notions from [31] and we prove an existence result of
energy minimizers in given 1-homotopy classes, which provides an alternative proof
of Corollary 1.5. In Section 8 and Section 9, we prove our two main ingredients
described in the outline above. Finally, in Section 10, we prove our main result
Theorem 10.1 and its consequences.

Acknowledgments: Parts of this paper were finalized while the authors partici-
pated in the Trimester program Metric Analysis at the Hausdorff Research Institute
for Mathematics in Bonn. We thank the institute for the hospitality and the inspiring
atmosphere.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation. Let (X, d) be a metric space. The open ball in X centered at x ∈ X
of radius r > 0 will be denoted by

B(x, r) = {y ∈ X : d(x, y) < r}.

The open unit disc in Euclidean R2 is referred to as D, the unit circle as S 1, and
the standard 2-sphere in R3 as S 2. The length of a curve γ in X is denoted by ℓ(γ).
We say that X is called quasiconvex if there exists λ ≥ 1 such that every pair of
points x, y ∈ X can be joined by a curve γ satisfying ℓ(γ) ≤ λ · d(x, y). The space X
is geodesic if it is quasiconvex with constant 1.

For s ≥ 0, we denote the s-dimensional Hausdorff measure of a set A ⊂ X by
H s(A). The normalizing constant is chosen in such a way that if X is the Euclidean
space Rn, then the Lebesgue measure agrees withHn. If M is a smooth manifold
of dimension n equipped with a Riemannian metric g, then the n-dimensional
Hausdorff measureHn

g on M coincides with the Riemannian volume. Recall from
the introduction that, in this work, any closed, connected, smooth 2-dimensional
manifold M is called a closed surface.

2.2. Stereographic projections. Throughout the paper we will need several basic
facts about the stereographic projection based at the north pole. Let p+ and p− be
the north and south pole of S 2, respectively. The stereographic projection based at
p+ is the map ψ : S 2 \ {p+} → C defined by ψ(x, y, z) = 1

1−z · (x + iy). It satisfies

(2.1) ψ(S 2 \ B(p+, s)) = B(0, cot(s/2))

for all s ∈ (0, π) and hence

ψ(B(p−, t)) = B(0, tan(t/2))
6



whenever t ∈ (0, π). Denote by ϱ : C → S 2 \ {p+} the inverse of ψ and define
h(r) = 2 arctan(r). It follows from the above that

(2.2) ϱ(B(0, r)) = B(p−, h(r))

for every r > 0. Notice that we have r ≤ h(r) ≤ 2r for all 0 < r < 1.

2.3. Polyhedral complexes and triangulations. A finite collection K of compact
convex polytopes, called cells of K, in some Rm is a polyhedral complex if each
face of a cell is in K and the intersection of two cells of K is a face of each of them.
The j-skeleton of K, denoted K j, is the union of all cells of K of dimension at most
j. We also write K to denote the union of all cells and equip K with the induced
metric from Rm, implying that an n-cell ∆ of K is isometric to a compact convex
polytope in Rn.

Let M be a smooth closed n-manifold. A triangulation of M consists of a
polyhedral complex K and a homeomorphism h : K → M, where h restricted to any
n-cell ∆ of K is a C1-diffeomorphism onto its image.

2.4. Sobolev maps to metric spaces. There exist several equivalent definitions
of Sobolev maps from a Euclidean or Riemannian domain into a complete metric
space, see for example [1], [15], [28], [8], [10]. We will review that of Reshetnyak
[28].

Let (X, d) be a complete metric space and M a smooth compact m-dimensional
Riemannian manifold, possibly with non-empty boundary. Let g be the fixed
Riemannian metric on M and let Ω ⊂ M be an open set and p > 1.

We denote by Lp(Ω, X) the collection of measurable and essentially separably
valued maps u : Ω → X such that for some and thus every x ∈ X the function
ux : Ω→ R, defined by

ux(z) = d(x, u(z)),
belongs to the classical space Lp(Ω). A sequence (un) ⊂ Lp(Ω, X) is said to converge
to u ∈ Lp(Ω, X) in Lp(Ω, X) if∫

Ω

dp(u(z), un(z)) dHm
g (z)→ 0

as n→ ∞.

Definition 2.1. A map u ∈ Lp(Ω, X) belongs to the Sobolev space W1,p(Ω, X) if for
every x ∈ X the function ux belongs to W1,p(Ω \ ∂M) and there exists h ∈ Lp(Ω)
such that for all x ∈ X we have |∇ux|g ≤ h almost everywhere on Ω.

In the definition above, ∇ux is the weak gradient of ux. Further, | · |g denotes the
norm induced by g. The Reshetnyak p-energy of u ∈ W1,p(Ω, X) is defined by

Ep
+(u) = inf

{
∥h∥pLp(Ω) : h as in Definition 2.1

}
.

Sobolev maps u ∈ W1,p(Ω, X) have the following approximate metric differentia-
bility property. For almost every z ∈ Ω there exists a unique seminorm ap md uz on
TzM such that

ap lim
v→0

d(u(expz(v)), u(z)) − ap md uz(v)
|v|g

= 0.

Here, expz : TzM → M denotes the exponential map, and ap lim is the approximate
limit, see [14] and e.g. [13, Theorem 1.15 and Property 2.7]. If γ is a Sobolev map
defined on an interval or on S 1, we will write |γ′|(t) instead of ap md γt(1).
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As is shown in [21, Page 1145], the Reshetnyak energy satisfies

Ep
+(u) =

∫
Ω

Ip
+(ap md uz) dHm

g (z),

where for a seminorm s on Rm we define

Ip
+(s) = max{s(v)p : |v| = 1}

and extend it to seminorms on TzM by identifying (TzM, g(z)) with (Rm, | · |) via a
linear isometry. For Sobolev maps γ defined on an interval (a, b) the Reshetnyak
p-energy is denoted by Ep and is simply given by

Ep(γ) =
∫ b

a
|γ′|p(t) dt,

and the length of the continuous representative of γ, denoted again by γ, satisfies

ℓ(γ) =
∫ b

a
|γ′|(t) dt.

Next, we consider the case that M has dimension 2. We define the Jacobian J(s)
of a seminorm s on Euclidean R2 as the Hausdorff 2-measure on (R2, s) of the unit
square if s is a norm and zero otherwise. The definition extends to seminorms on
TzM after identifying (TzM, g(z)) with (R2, | · |) via a linear isometry. We can now
define a notion of area of a Sobolev map.

Definition 2.2. Let u ∈ W1,2(Ω, X). The parametrized (Hausdorff) area of u is
defined by

Area(u) =
∫
Ω

J(ap md uz) dH2
g (z).

The parametrized area of a Sobolev map is invariant under precompositions with
biLipschitz homeomorphisms, and thus independent of the Riemannian metric g.

Next we recall the concept of infinitesimal quasiconformality. This is a non-
smooth substitute for the notion of weak conformality.

Definition 2.3. A map u ∈ W1,2(Ω, X) is called infinitesimally Q-quasiconformal
(with respect to a Riemannian metric g) if for almost every z ∈ Ω the seminorm
ap md uz satisfies

ap md uz(v) ≤ Q · ap md uz(w)

for all v,w ∈ TzM with |v|g = |w|g.

For every u ∈ W1,2(Ω, X) it holds that J(ap md uz) ≤ I2
+(ap md uz), which we can

integrate to obtain

Area(u) ≤ E2
+(u).(2.3)

If u is infinitesimally Q-quasiconformal, then it follows from a short calculation
that I2

+(ap md uz) ≤ Q2 · J(ap md uz), and thus E2
+(u) ≤ Q2 · Area(u) in this case.

Finally, we recall the definition of the trace of a Sobolev map. Let Ω ⊂ M \ ∂M
be a Lipschitz domain. Then for every z in the boundary ∂Ω of Ω there exist an
open neighborhood U ⊂ M and a biLipschitz map ψ : (0, 1) × [0, 1) → M such
that ψ((0, 1) × (0, 1)) = U ∩ Ω and ψ((0, 1) × {0}) = U ∩ ∂Ω. Let u ∈ W1,2(Ω, X).
For almost every s ∈ (0, 1) the map t 7→ u ◦ ψ(s, t) belongs to W1,2((0, 1), X) by a
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Fubini-type argument and thus has an absolutely continuous representative which
we denote by the same expression. The trace of u is defined by

tr(u)(ψ(s, 0)) = lim
t↘0

(u ◦ ψ)(s, t)

for almost every s ∈ (0, 1). It can be shown that the trace is independent of the
choice of the map ψ and defines an element of L2(∂Ω, X), see [15, Section 1.12] for
further details.

3. General definitions of energy

In the setting of metric spaces there are several natural notions of energy and
our results apply to general definitions of energy. The purpose of this short section
is to recall the notion of a general definition of energy and to show that energy
minimizers in homotopy classes are infinitesimally quasiconformal.

Let S2 be the proper metric space of seminorms on R2 with the metric defined by

dS2(s, s′) = max
v∈S 1
|s(v) − s′(v)|.

The following definition appears in [22].

Definition 3.1. A definition of energy is a continuous map I : S2 → [0,∞) with the
following properties.

(i) Monotonicity: I(s) ≥ I(s′) whenever s ≥ s′.
(ii) Homogeneity: I(λ · s) = λ2 · I(s) for all λ ∈ [0,∞).

(iii) SO2-invariance: I(s ◦ T ) = I(s) for any T ∈ SO2.
(iv) Properness: The set I−1([0, 1]) is compact in S2.

In addition, throughout this article, we always assume that a definition of energy
I is quasiconvex, a condition that is defined below and ensures lower semicontinuity
of energy.

Some prominent definitions of energy are the Reshetnyak energy I2
+ as defined in

the previous section and the Korevaar-Schoen energy Iavg given by

Iavg(s) =
1
π

∫
S 1

s(v)2 dv.

The latter agrees with the Dirichlet energy when X is Riemannian, see [15]. Proper-
ness and homogeneity imply that any two definitions of energy are comparable. In
particular, for any given definition of energy I, there exists kI ≥ 1 such that

(3.1) k−1
I · I ≤ I2

+ ≤ kI · I.

Let M be a surface, equipped with a Riemannian metric g. Given an open set
Ω ⊂ M the I-energy of a Sobolev map u ∈ W1,2(Ω, X) is defined by

EI(u, g) =
∫
Ω

I(ap md uz) dH2
g (z).

Note that EI(u, g) is invariant under precompositions with conformal maps. If it
is clear from the context which Riemannian metric g we consider on M, we simply
write EI(u).

The following theorem is a consequence of (the proofs of) [22, Lemmas 3.1 and
4.1], compare with [21, Theorem 6.2] and [25, Theorem 6.6].
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Figure 2. Illustration of the space X in Example 3.4

Theorem 3.2. Let X be a complete metric space and I a definition of energy. If
u ∈ W1,2(S 2, X) satisfies

EI(u) ≤ EI(u ◦ η)

for every biLipschitz homeomorphism η of S 2 then u is infinitesimally quasiconfor-
mal.

The quasiconformality constant only depends on the definition of energy. When I
is the Reshetnyak energy I2

+, then a stronger regularity property, called infinitesimal
isotropy, holds for u, see [22, Lemma 3.2]. It implies for example that u is infinitesi-
mally

√
2-quasiconformal and when X is a Riemannian manifold, or more generally

a space with property (ET) (cf. [21, Definition 11.1]), then infinitesimal isotropy is
equivalent to weak conformality, thus u is infinitesimally 1-quasiconformal, see [21,
Theorem 11.3].

Corollary 3.3. Let X be a complete metric space and I a definition of energy. If
u ∈ W1,2(S 2, X) is continuous and minimizes energy in its homotopy class then u is
infinitesimally quasiconformal.

Proof. Let η : S 2 → S 2 be a biLipschitz homeomorphism. After possibly precom-
posing it with an orientation reversing isometry of S 2 we may assume that η is
orientation preserving. In particular, η is homotopic to the identity, see e.g. [27,
Page 51], and hence u ◦ η is homotopic to u, consequently EI(u) ≤ EI(u ◦ η). Since
η was arbitrary it follows from Theorem 3.2 that u is infinitesimally quasiconfor-
mal. □

The regularity properties of energy minimizers now allow us to show that exis-
tence of energy minimizers in a homotopy class is not guaranteed in the case when
π2(X) is non-trivial, even when X satisfies strong assumptions.

Example 3.4. Let X be the metric space obtained by gluing two copies of S 2 to the
endpoints of the interval [0, 1], and equipping it with the intrinsic length metric;
for an illustration see Figure 2. Let φ be a continuous map wrapping the sphere
S 2 around both copies of S 2 in X. It is not hard to see that for any given energy
I, the homotopy class of φ does not contain an energy minimizer. Indeed, assume
u ∈ W1,2(S 2, X) is continuous and minimizes the I-energy in the homotopy class of
φ. Then it is infinitesimally quasiconformal by Corollary 3.3. Since the approximate
metric derivative of u is degenerate for almost every z ∈ U B u−1((0, 1)) by [21,
Proposition 4.3], it then follows that ap md uz is the zero-seminorm for almost every
z ∈ U. Thus, the I-energy of u|U must be zero, implying that u|U is locally constant,
which is impossible.
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Throughout this paper we will require that all our chosen definitions of energy I
are quasiconvex in the following sense. For every finite-dimensional normed space
Y and every linear map L : R2 → Y we have

EI(L|D) ≤ EI(ν)

for every smooth immersion ν : D̄→ Y with ν|S 1 = L|S 1 . The Reshetnyak definition
of energy and the Korevaar-Schoen definition of energy are both quasiconvex, see
the proofs of [21, Corollaries 5.6 and 5.7]. Let M be a closed surface, equipped
with a Riemannian metric, and let Ω ⊂ M be an open subset. It follows from [21,
Theorem 5.4] that if I is quasiconvex then every sequence (un) ⊂ W1,2(Ω, X) of
uniformly bounded I-energy and converging in L2(Ω, X) to u ∈ W1,2(Ω, X) satisfies

EI(u) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

EI(un).

Lower semicontinuity of the I-energy is crucial for proving existence of I-energy
minimizers. Such an existence result is provided by the following theorem, which
will be repeatedly used throughout this work.

Theorem 3.5. Let X be a proper metric space admitting a local quadratic isoperi-
metric inequality and let Ω ⊂ M be a Lipschitz domain. Then for every Sobolev
map u ∈ W1,2(Ω, X) with bounded trace there exists v ∈ W1,2(Ω, X) with

EI(v) = inf{EI(w) : w ∈ W1,2(Ω, X), tr(w) = tr(u)}

and such that tr(v) = tr(u). Any such v has a locally Hölder continuous repre-
sentative v̄. Moreover, if tr(u) is continuous then v̄ extends continuously to the
boundary.

Proof. The first part is a direct consequence of the Rellich-Kondrachov compactness
theorem, see [15, Theorem 1.13], together with [21, Lemma 4.11] and the lower
semicontinuity of the I-energy. The continuity (up to the boundary) follows from
[20, Theorem 1.3]. □

4. Constructing continuous Sobolev maps in a homotopy class

Let φ : M → X be a continuous map from a closed surface M to a complete
metric space X. We define the possibly empty family

Λ(φ) B
{
u ∈ W1,2(M, X) : u continuous and homotopic to φ

}
.

The goal of the current section is to show that, in the setting of our main result, Λ(φ)
is non-empty.

Proposition 4.1. Let X be a proper, quasiconvex metric space admitting a local
quadratic isoperimetric inequality. Suppose furthermore that every continuous map
from S 2 to X of sufficiently small diameter is null-homotopic. Let M be a closed
surface. Then for every continuous map φ : M → X the family Λ(φ) is non-empty.

The proposition will be derived from the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.2. Let X be a proper, quasiconvex metric space admitting a local qua-
dratic isoperimetric inequality. Then there exists p > 2 such that for every closed sur-
face M, every continuous map φ : M → X, and every ε > 0 there is u ∈ W1,p(M, X)
continuous with d(u(z), φ(z)) ≤ ε for every z ∈ M.
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Proof. Let φ : M → X be a continuous map from a closed surface M and let
ε > 0. Assume that X satisfies a local quadratic isoperimetric inequality of constant
C > 0 and up to scale l0 > 0. Let δ > 0 be sufficiently small, to be determined
later, and fix a triangulation of M such that each 2-cell is a simplex. For every
j ∈ {0, 1, 2} we identify the j-skeleton of the triangulation with a subset of M which
we denote by M j. Choosing the triangulation sufficiently fine, we may assume that
diam(φ(∆)) ≤ δ for every 2-cell ∆ ⊂ M2. For each vertex a ∈ M0 set u(a) = φ(a). If
e ⊂ M1 is an edge with endpoints a and b then let u|e be a constant speed Lipschitz
curve of length at most λd(φ(a), φ(b)), where λ is the quasiconvexity constant of
X. Fix a 2-simplex ∆ ⊂ M2 and let η : D̄ → ∆ be a biLipschitz homeomorphism
such that the restriction to S 1 is a constant speed parametrization of ∂∆. Notice that
u ◦ η|S 1 has length at most 3λδ, which we may assume to be smaller than l0. By [20,
Theorem 3.4], there exist p > 2 and C′ only depending on C and a Sobolev map
v ∈ W1,p(D, X) with trace u ◦ η|S 1 and energy

Ep
+(v) ≤ C′Ep(u ◦ η|S 1) ≤ (2π)1−pC′ · (3λδ)p.

In particular, v has a representative (denoted by v again) that is α-Hölder on all of D̄
with α = 1 − 2

p and Hölder constant C′′λδ for some C′′ only depending on C, see
[21, Proposition 3.3]. We have diam(v(D̄)) ≤ 2C′′λδ. Now extend u to ∆ by setting
u = v ◦ η−1 and notice that for each z ∈ ∆ we have

d(φ(z), u(z)) ≤ δ + 2C′′λδ,

which we may assume to be smaller than ε by choosing δ small enough. We may
repeat this procedure for every 2-cell ∆ ⊂ M2, and thus, extend u to all of M. Then
u is continuous and by the Sobolev gluing theorem, see [15, Theorem 1.12.3], we
conclude that u ∈ W1,p(M, X). □

We will furthermore need the following result, which is a consequence of the
arguments in the proof of [26, Proposition 6.2] together with [26, Theorem 5.2 and
Proposition 2.2].

Lemma 4.3. Let X be a proper, quasiconvex metric space admitting a local qua-
dratic isoperimetric inequality. Then there exist r0 > 0 and C0 ≥ 1 such that every
closed curve with image in a ball B(x, r) for some r ∈ (0, r0) is null-homotopic in
B(x,C0r).

Proposition 4.1 is an almost direct consequence of the two lemmas above. We
provide the proof for completeness.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Let δ0 > 0 be such that every continuous map from S 2

to X of diameter at most δ0 is null-homotopic. Let M be a closed surface and let
φ : M → X be continuous. Let ε > 0 be sufficiently small, to be determined later.
By Lemma 4.2 there exists a continuous Sobolev map u ∈ W1,2(M, X) such that
d(φ(z), u(z)) ≤ ε for every z ∈ M. We now show that if ε was chosen small enough,
then u is homotopic to φ and thus Λ(φ) is non-empty.

Indeed, fix a triangulation of M such that each 2-cell is a simplex. For every
j ∈ {0, 1, 2}, we identify the j-skeleton of the triangulation with a subset of M
and write M j. By choosing the triangulation fine enough, we may assume that
φ(∆) ∪ u(∆) is contained in a ball of radius 2ε for every 2-simplex ∆ ⊂ M2. We
build a homotopy H : M × [0, 1] → X from φ to u as follows. Firstly, we set
H(z, 0) B φ(z) and H(z, 1) B u(z) for all z ∈ M. For each vertex a ∈ M0, we
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let H|{a}×[0,1] be a Lipschitz curve of length at most λε from φ(a) to u(a), where
λ is the quasiconvexity constant of X. Thus, for each edge e ⊂ M1, the curve
H|∂(e×[0,1]) is contained in a ball B(x, 2(1 + λ)ε). By choosing ε > 0 so small that
Lemma 4.3 is applicable, the map H|∂(e×[0,1]) extends to a continuous map H|e×[0,1]
with image in B(x, 2C0(1 + λ)ε), where C0 is the constant from Lemma 4.3. Then
for each 2-simplex ∆ ⊂ M2, the map H|∂(∆×[0,1]) has diameter at most 8C0(1 + λ)ε,
implying that H|∂(∆×[0,1]) is null homotopic if ε was chosen small enough such that
8C0(1+ λ)ε ≤ δ0. This means that we may extend H continuously to its full domain
M × [0, 1] and thus H is a homotopy from φ to u. □

5. Sobolev spheres of small area are null-homotopic

In this section, we aim to prove that, under the same assumptions on X as in
the previous section, the condition of continuous spheres of small diameter in X
being null-homotopic implies that continuous Sobolev spheres in X of small area
are null-homotopic. Note that in general, a Sobolev sphere of small area can have
large diameter.

Theorem 5.1. Let X be a proper, quasiconvex metric space admitting a local
quadratic isoperimetric inequality. Suppose furthermore that every continuous map
from S 2 to X of sufficiently small diameter is null-homotopic. Then there exists
α0 > 0 such that every continuous map u ∈ W1,2(S 2, X) with Area(u) < α0 is
null-homotopic.

For a metric space X we denote by ℓ∞(X) the Banach space of all bounded
real-valued functions equipped with the supremum norm. Recall that X embeds
isometrically into ℓ∞(X) by the Kuratowski embedding ι : X → ℓ∞(X) at some fixed
x0 ∈ X defined by sending x ∈ X to the function

ι(x)(·) B d(x, ·) − d(x0, ·),

see [16]. The filling radius of a continuous map η : S 2 → Y to a metric space Y is
defined by

FillradY (η) B inf
{
R > 0 : η is null-homotopic in NR(η(S 2))

}
.

Here, NR(A) denotes the open R-neighborhood of a set A ⊂ Y for R > 0. The proof
of Theorem 5.1 uses the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Let X be a complete metric space, and let ι : X → Y B ℓ∞(X) be
a Kuratowski embedding. Then for every continuous Sobolev map u ∈ W1,2(S 2, X)
we have

FillradY (ι ◦ u) ≤ L · (Area(u))
1
2 ,

where L is a universal constant.

Proof. Set v = ι ◦ u and let ε > 0. By the proof of [26, Proposition 3.1], there exists
a Lipschitz map w : S 2 → Y with Area(w) ≤ Area(u) + ε and such that

d(v(z),w(z)) ≤ ε

for all z ∈ S 2. It follows from the area formula for Lipschitz maps [14, Corollary 8]
that

H2(w(S 2)) ≤ Area(w) ≤ Area(u) + ε.
By [2, Theorem 1.5], there exists a Lipschitz map H : S 2 × [0, 1]→ Y such that

H0 = H(·, 0) agrees with w, H1 = H(·, 1) has image in a 1-dimensional simplicial
13



complex K ⊂ Y , and H(S 2 × [0, 1]) is contained in the R-neighborhood of w(S 2),
where

R = L · (H2(w(S 2)))
1
2

for some universal constant L.
As H(S 2 × {1}) is 1-dimensional, the map H1 is null-homotopic within its image

by [4, Corollary]. From this and the above it follows that v is null-homotopic in the
R′-neighborhood of v(S 2) in Y for

R′ = ε + L · (Area(u) + ε)
1
2 .

Since ε > 0 was arbitrary, the claim follows. □

With the aid of Proposition 5.2, we may now prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let δ0 > 0 be so small that every continuous map from S 2

to X of diameter less than δ0 is null-homotopic. View X as a subset of Y B ℓ∞(X)
via a Kuratowski embedding. Let α0 > 0 be small, to be determined later, and let
u : S 2 → X be a continuous Sobolev map with Area(u) < α0. By Proposition 5.2,
there exists a homotopy G : S 2 × [0, 1]→ Y from u to a constant map with

G(S 2 × [0, 1]) ⊂ NR(u(S 2)),

where R = L · (Area(u))
1
2 < L

√
α0 for some universal constant L.

Fix a triangulation of S 2 × [0, 1] such that each cell is a simplex. For every
j ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} we identify the j-skeleton of the triangulation with a subset of
S 2 × [0, 1], denoted Z j. By choosing the triangulation sufficiently fine, we may
assume that

d(G(a),G(b)) ≤
√
α0

whenever a, b ∈ Z0 are endpoints of an edge e ∈ Z1. Define a map H : S 2 × [0, 1]→
X as follows. Let H agree with G on S 2×{0}, and define H on S 2×{1} as a constant
map with image equal to a nearest point of G(S 2 × {1}) in u(S 2). For each vertex
a ∈ Z0 not contained in S 2 × {0} or S 2 × {1} let H(a) be a nearest point of G(a) in
u(S 2). In particular, if a, b ∈ Z0 are endpoints of an edge e ∈ Z1, then

d(H(a),H(b)) ≤ (2L + 1)
√
α0.

We may extend H to Z1 using the quasiconvexity of X in a way that

diam(H(e)) ≤ (2L + 1)λ
√
α0

for every edge e ⊂ Z1, where λ is the quasiconvexity constant of X. Assume that α0
was chosen small enough that Lemma 4.3 is applicable. Thus, for every 2-simplex
∆ ⊂ Z2 we can extend H|∂∆ to ∆ such that

diam(H(∆)) ≤ 2(2L + 1)λC0
√
α0,

where C0 ≥ 1 is the constant from Lemma 4.3. Finally, in case of α0 being so small
that 4(2L + 1)λC0

√
α0 ≤ δ0, the map H continuously extends to all of S 2 × [0, 1],

which finishes the proof. □

The following consequence of Theorem 5.1 will be useful later.

Corollary 5.3. Let X and α0 be as in Theorem 5.1, and let u, v : D̄ → X be
continuous and such that u|S 1 = v|S 1 . If u and v are Sobolev and satisfy

Area(u) + Area(v) < α0

then u and v are homotopic relative to S 1.
14



Proof. Let ψ− : S 2
− → D̄ be the restriction of the stereographic projection to the

lower half sphere S 2
−, and define ψ+ : S 2

+ → D̄ by ψ+ = ψ− ◦ σ, where S 2
+ is the

upper hemisphere and σ is given by σ(x, y, z) = (x, y,−z). Notice that ψ− and ψ+
are biLipschitz and agree on the common boundary. Therefore, the map w : S 2 → X
coinciding with u ◦ψ+ on S 2

+ and with v ◦ψ− on S 2
− is continuous. Moreover, by the

Sobolev gluing theorem, see [15, Theorem 1.12.3], w is in W1,2(S 2, X) and satisfies

Area(w) = Area(u ◦ ψ+) + Area(u ◦ ψ−) = Area(u) + Area(v) < α0,

since the area of a Sobolev map is invariant under precompositions with biLip-
schitz maps. It therefore follows from Theorem 5.1 that there exists a continuous
extension w̄ of w to the closed 3-dimensional unit ball. Let ρ = ψ−1

− and define
H : D̄ × [0, 1]→ X by

H(z, t) = w̄(tρ(z) + (1 − t)σ(ρ(z))).

It is straight-forward to check that H is a homotopy from u to v relative to S 1. □

6. Regularity of homotopic energy minimizing maps

The aim of this section is to determine the main regularity properties of energy
minimizers in homotopy classes. In addition, an example is given to illustrate that
these properties are generally best possible.

Let I be a definition of energy as in Section 3.

Definition 6.1. Let X be a complete metric space, and let M be a closed surface,
equipped with a Riemannian metric. A map u ∈ W1,2(M, X) is called I-harmonic if
every z ∈ M has an open neighborhood U such that for each Lipschitz domain Ω
with compact closure in U we have

EI(u|Ω) ≤ EI(v)

for all v ∈ W1,2(Ω, X) with tr(v) = tr(u|Ω).

The following proposition shows how I-harmonicity is related to Hölder continu-
ity.

Proposition 6.2. Let M be a closed surface and X a proper metric space admitting
a local quadratic isoperimetric inequality. If u ∈ W1,2(M, X) is I-harmonic then u
has a Hölder continuous representative.

The Hölder exponent only depends on I and the isoperimetric constant of X.

Proof. The definition of I-harmonic along with inequality (3.1) imply that u is
locally quasi-harmonic in the sense of [20, Definition 1.1]. It follows from [20,
Theorem 1.3] that u has a locally α-Hölder continuous representative ū for some α
only depending on I and the isoperimetric constant of X. By compactness of M, the
map ū is globally α-Hölder continuous. □

Together with Corollary 3.3 the following theorem directly implies Theorem 1.6,
the regularity result stated in the introduction.

Theorem 6.3. Let M be a closed surface and X a proper, quasiconvex metric space
admitting a local quadratic isoperimetric inequality. Suppose furthermore that
every continuous map from S 2 to X of sufficiently small diameter is null-homotopic.
If u ∈ W1,2(M, X) is continuous and minimizes energy in its homotopy class then u
is I-harmonic and, in particular, has a Hölder continuous representative.
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Proof. Let α0 > 0 be as in Theorem 5.1, and let kI ≥ 1 be the constant from (3.1).
Fix a point z ∈ M and let U ⊂ M be a disc with smooth boundary such that z ∈ U
and

(6.1) EI(u|U) <
α0

2kI
.

Let v ∈ W1,2(U, X) be an I-energy minimizer in the class of all Sobolev maps in
W1,2(U, X) having trace tr(u|U) as in Theorem 3.5. In particular, we may assume
that v is continuous and extends continuously to the boundary. By the I-energy
minimality of v, and after applying (2.3), (3.1) and (6.1), we obtain that

max{Area(u|U),Area(v)} < α0/2.

Consequently, the mappings u|Ū and v are homotopic relative to ∂U by Corollary 5.3.
In particular, the map w agreeing with v on U and with u on M \ U is homotopic to
u. Note that by the Sobolev gluing theorem, see [15, Theorem 1.12.3], we also have
w ∈ W1,2(M, X). As u minimizes the I-energy in its homotopy class, it has to hold
that EI(u) ≤ EI(w). In particular, by definition of w and the I-energy minimality of
v, we obtain EI(u|U) = EI(v). Hence, u minimizes I-energy on U and thus also on
every Lipschitz domain contained in U. This shows that u is I-harmonic. □

Hölder regularity in Proposition 6.2 and Theorem 6.3 is the best we can hope for
as illustrated by the following example.

Example 6.4. Let X be the geodesic metric space (biLipschitz homeomorphic to
S 2) obtained by gluing two copies of a 2-dimensional cone of small cone angle
along their boundaries. Let u : S 2 → X be the homeomorphism that maps each
hemisphere to one of the cones via a radial map with radial stretch function t 7→ tα

for some α ∈ (0, 1). Then u is α-Hölder (and no better), and it can be shown that if
α is chosen suitably (depending on the cone angle) then u is an energy minimizer in
its homotopy class, compare with [21, Example 8.3].

7. Minimizers in 1-homotopy classes and a proof of Corollary 1.5

In this section we review some of the constructions from [31] that will be needed
in the subsequent sections. In particular, we will recall the definitions of admissible
deformation of a triangulation on a closed surface and the notion of 1-homotopy
type of a Sobolev map. We then show the existence of energy minimizers in a given
1-homotopy class and deduce from this Corollary 1.5 from the introduction.

Let M be a closed surface. An admissible deformation on M is a smooth map
Φ : M × Rm → M, m ∈ N, whereΦξ B Φ(·, ξ) is a diffeomorphism for every ξ ∈ Rm

and Φ0 = idM, and such that the derivative of Φz B Φ(z, ·) satisfies

DΦz(0)(Rm) = TzM

for every z ∈ M. Admissible deformations exist on any compact surface, see [31,
Proposition 2.2] and also [32], [33], [9] for related results.

Let h : K → M be a triangulation of M. Fix an admissible deformation Φ : M ×
Rm → M and, for ξ ∈ Rm, denote by hξ : K → M the triangulation given by
hξ B Φξ ◦ h. Let X be a complete metric space and u ∈ W1,2(M, X). By [31,
Proposition 3.5] there exists a ball BΦ,h ⊂ Rm, centered at the origin and with radius
only depending on Φ and h, such that u ◦ hξ |K1 is essentially continuous for almost
every ξ ∈ BΦ,h. Moreover, if X is proper and admits a local quadratic isoperimetric
inequality then, by [31, Theorem 3.6], there is a negligible set N ⊂ BΦ,h such that for
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all ξ, ζ ∈ BΦ,h \ N the continuous representatives of u ◦ hξ |K1 and u ◦ hζ |K1 , denoted
by the same symbols, are homotopic as maps from K1 to X. The map u is called
1-homotopic to a given continuous map φ : M → X if u ◦ hξ |K1 is homotopic to
φ ◦ h|K1 for almost every ξ ∈ BΦ,h. Moreover, two maps u, v ∈ W1,2(M, X) are called
1-homotopic if u ◦ hξ |K1 and v ◦ hξ |K1 are homotopic for almost every ξ ∈ BΦ,h. If X
is, in addition, quasiconvex then being 1-homotopic is independent of the choice of
triangulation h and of admissible deformation Φ, see [31, Theorem 4.1].

Let I be a definition of energy as in Section 3. Using results from [31] we can
now prove the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Let X be a compact, quasiconvex metric space admitting a local
quadratic isoperimetric inequality, and let M be a closed surface, equipped with
a Riemannian metric. Then for every continuous map φ : M → X there exists an
I-energy minimizer u in the 1-homotopy class of φ; each such u is I-harmonic and
thus has a Hölder continuous representative.

We emphasize that (the continuous representative) of u need not be in the homo-
topy class of φ. However, u is an energy minimizer in its own homotopy class since
homotopic maps are in particular 1-homotopic.

Proof. Let φ : M → X be continuous and denote by Λ1(φ) the family of Sobolev
maps 1-homotopic to φ. We first show that Λ1(φ) is non-empty. For this, let
ε > 0 be sufficiently small. By Lemma 4.2, there exists a continuous Sobolev map
v ∈ W1,2(M, X) satisfying d(v(z), φ(z)) ≤ ε for all z ∈ M. Let h : K → M be a
triangulation. It follows from the quasiconvexity of X and from Lemma 4.3 that if ε
was chosen small enough, then v ◦ h|K1 is homotopic to φ ◦ h|K1 . This easily implies
that v is 1-homotopic to φ and hence v ∈ Λ1(φ).

Next, let (un) ⊂ Λ1(φ) be an I-energy minimizing sequence. After possibly
passing to a subsequence we may assume, by the Rellich-Kondrachov compactness
theorem, that (un) converges in L2(M, X) to a Sobolev map u ∈ W1,2(M, X). It
follows from [31, Theorem 4.7] that un is 1-homotopic to u for every sufficiently
large n and hence u is 1-homotopic to φ. Consequently, u ∈ Λ1(φ) and by lower
semicontinuity of the I-energy, u is an I-energy minimizer in Λ1(φ).

Finally, let u ∈ Λ1(φ) be any I-energy minimizer and let z ∈ M. Choose a
triangulation h : K → M such that z is contained in U = h(∆) for some open cell
∆ ⊂ K and let Ω ⊂ U be a Lipschitz domain compactly contained in U. Then
Ω ⊂ hξ(∆) for all sufficiently small ξ ∈ BΦ,h. In particular, if v ∈ W1,2(Ω, X) satisfies
tr(v) = tr(u|Ω) then the Sobolev map w ∈ W1,2(M, X) which agrees with v on Ω
and with u on M \ Ω is 1-homotopic to u. Consequently, EI(w) ≥ EI(u) and thus
EI(v) ≥ EI(u|Ω), which shows that u is I-harmonic. The existence of a Hölder
continuous representative of u now follows from Proposition 6.2. □

When X has trivial second homotopy group then continuous 1-homotopic maps
are homotopic, see [31, Lemma 6.2], and thus we conclude the following statement
that implies Corollary 1.5.

Corollary 7.2. Let X and M be as in Theorem 7.1. If π2(X) is trivial, then every
continuous map from M to X contains an I-energy minimizer in its homotopy class,
and any such energy minimizer is I-harmonic.

We moreover obtain the following result which generalizes [30, Theorem 2.1]
and [29, Theorem 5.2]. Note that each free homotopy class of (unbased) continuous
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maps from M to X induces a conjugacy class of homomorphisms from π1(M) to
π1(X).

Corollary 7.3. Let X and M be as in Theorem 7.1. Then every conjugacy class
of homomorphisms between π1(M) and π1(X) is induced by a continuous Sobolev
map from M to X that minimizes the I-energy among all continuous Sobolev maps
inducing the same conjugacy class.

Proof. Let f : π1(M) → π1(X) be a representative of a conjugacy class of homo-
morphisms. Note that since M is a surface, there exists a based continuous map
φ : M → X such that it induces f as a homomorphism between the fundamental
groups. Let Λ denote the space of continuous Sobolev maps inducing a conjugacy
class containing f . By the first part of the proof of Theorem 7.1 there exists a
continuous Sobolev map 1-homotopic to φ and this map induces the same conjugacy
class of homomorphisms as φ. Hence Λ is non-empty.

Let e B inf{EI(u) : u ∈ Λ} and let (un) be an I-energy minimizing sequence in Λ.
Then by passing to a subsequence we may assume, by the Rellich-Kondrachov com-
pactness theorem, that (un) converges in L2(M, X) to a Sobolev map u ∈ W1,2(M, X).
By lower semicontinuity of the I-energy we have EI(u) ≤ e. It follows from [31,
Theorem 4.7] that un is 1-homotopic to u for some sufficiently large n. By Theo-
rem 7.1 there exists an I-energy minimizer v that is 1-homotopic to un, and each
such is Hölder continuous. It follows that v ∈ Λ, and since e ≤ EI(v) ≤ EI(u) ≤ e,
we conclude that v is an I-energy minimizer in Λ. □

8. Minimizing sequences of uniformly distributed energy

The purpose of this section is to establish a convergence result for energy mini-
mizing sequences that have uniformly distributed energy.

Let M be a closed surface equipped with a Riemannian metric. Let X be a com-
pact, quasiconvex metric space admitting a local quadratic isoperimetric inequality.
Suppose furthermore that every continuous map from S 2 to X of sufficiently small
diameter is null-homotopic. Let I be a definition of energy as in Section 3. Given a
continuous map φ : M → X, we define

eI(φ) B inf
{
E2

I (u) : u ∈ Λ(φ)
}
.

Set εI B k−1
I α0, where kI is the constant from (3.1) and α0 > 0 is as in Theorem 5.1.

Under these assumptions we will establish the following theorem, which is one of
the crucial ingredients in the proof of the main result of our work.

Theorem 8.1. Let (un) be a sequence of continuous maps in W1,2(M, X) converging
in L2(M, X) to a map u ∈ W1,2(M, X). Suppose that

(8.1) EI(un) − eI(un)→ 0 as n→ ∞,

and that there exists r0 > 0 such that

(8.2) EI(un|B(p,r0)) ≤
εI

5
for every p ∈ M and all n ∈ N. Then u has a continuous representative ū satisfying
EI(ū) = eI(ū), and un is homotopic to ū for sufficiently large n.

In the proof of this theorem we will need the two lemmas below.
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Lemma 8.2. Let X be a proper, quasiconvex metric space admitting a local qua-
dratic isoperimetric inequality of constant C and up to scale l0. Denote by λ the
quasiconvexity constant of X and let 0 < ε < l0

4λ . Assume that γ0, γ1 ∈ W1,2([0, 1], X)
are continuous and such that

d(γ0(t), γ1(t)) ≤ ε

for every t ∈ [0, 1]. Let β0, β1 ∈ W1,2([0, 1], X) be continuous with ℓ(β j) < λε,
and assume that β j connects γ0( j) and γ1( j) for j ∈ {0, 1}. Then there exists a
continuous map χ ∈ W1,2([0, 1]2, X) with χ(·, j) = γ j and χ( j, ·) = β j for j ∈ {0, 1}
and such that

Area(χ) ≤ C′ε ·max{ε, ℓ(γ0), ℓ(γ1)},

where C′ only depends on C and λ.

Proof. Set ℓ1 B max{ε, ℓ(γ0), ℓ(γ1)} and let k ∈ N be the smallest integer such that
ℓ1/k ≤ ε. Choose partitions 0 = t j

0 < t j
1 < · · · < t j

k = 1 of [0, 1] satisfying

ℓ(γ j|[t j
m,t

j
m+1]) =

ℓ(γ j)
k

for j = 0, 1 and m = 0, 1, . . . , k − 1. We denote by 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tn = 1 the
joint partition, in particular, n ≤ 2k.

We set β̃0 = β0 and β̃n = β1 and, for i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}, let β̃i : [0, 1] → X be a
Lipschitz curve from γ0(ti) to γ1(ti) of length ℓ(β̃i) ≤ λ · d(γ0(ti), γ1(ti)) ≤ λ · ε. The
map χi : ∂([ti, ti+1] × [0, 1]) → X defined by setting χi(·, j) = γ j for j ∈ {0, 1} and
χi( j, ·) = β̃ j for j ∈ {ti, ti+1} is continuous and piecewise Sobolev with length

ℓ(χi) ≤
ℓ(γ0)

k
+
ℓ(γ1)

k
+ 2λε ≤

2ℓ1

k
+ 2λε ≤ 4λε < l0.

Therefore, by the local quadratic isoperimetric inequality, [20, Lemma 2.6] and [31,
Proposition 2.4], the map χi extends to a continuous map χ̄i : [ti, ti+1] × [0, 1]→ X
which is Sobolev and satisfies

Area(χ̄i) ≤ 2C · ℓ(χi)2 ≤ 32Cλ2ε2.

Gluing the χ̄i gives a continuous map χ ∈ W1,2([0, 1]2, X), by the Sobolev gluing
theorem, with χ(·, j) = γ j and χ( j, ·) = β j for j ∈ {0, 1} and which satisfies

Area(χ) ≤ n · 32Cλ2ε2 ≤ 64Cλ2kε2 ≤ 128Cλ2 · ℓ1 · ε.

This concludes the proof. □

In the next lemma, we use the notation introduced in Section 7. Let M be a
closed surface, equipped with a Riemannian metric. Fix a triangulation h : K → M
and let Φ : M × Rm → M an admissible deformation on M.

Lemma 8.3. Let X be a complete metric space and let (un) ⊂ W1,2(M, X) be
a sequence with uniformly bounded energy converging in L2(M, X) to some u ∈
W1,2(M, X). Then for almost every ξ ∈ BΦ,h the following holds:

(i) the restriction u◦hξ |K1 is essentially continuous and u◦hξ |e is in W1,2(e, X)
for every edge e ⊂ K1; moreover

tr(u ◦ hξ |∆) = u ◦ hξ |∂∆

for every 2-simplex ∆ ⊂ K2.
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(ii) there exists a subsequence (un j) such that the continuous representative
γ j of un j ◦ hξ |K1 converges uniformly to the continuous representative of
u ◦ hξ |K1; moreover, for each edge e ⊂ K1 the lengths ℓ(γ j|e) are uniformly
bounded.

The lemma can be proved by combining arguments from the proofs of [31,
Lemmas 2.6 and 3.7]. For the convenience of the reader we provide a detailed proof.
We will use the notion of Newton-Sobolev maps. For the definition we refer for
example to [31].

Proof. By [31, Lemma 3.3] there exists L > 0 such that for every Borel function
ρ : M → [0,∞] we have

(8.3)
∫

BΦ,h

∫
K1
ρ2 ◦ hξ(z) dH1(z) dξ ≤ L

∫
M
ρ2 dH2.

Let u ∈ W1,2(M, X) and let v : M → X be a Newton-Sobolev representative of u with
upper gradient ρ ∈ L2(M). In particular, for every Lipschitz curve β : [a, b] → M
we have

d(v(β(a)), v(β(b))) ≤
∫ b

a
ρ(β(s))|β′(s)| ds,

see [31, Proposition 2.5]. By [31, Corollary 3.4], for almost every ξ the maps v ◦ hξ
and u ◦ hξ agree almost everywhere on K1. This shows that it suffices to prove (i)
with u replaced by v. Since ρ ∈ L2(M) it follows from (8.3) that

(8.4)
∫

K1
ρ2 ◦ hξ(z) dH1(z) < ∞

for almost every ξ ∈ BΦ,h. Fix such ξ, let e ⊂ K1 be a closed edge, and let x, y ∈ e
be distinct points. If γ : [a, b]→ e is a Lipschitz curve connecting x and y then

d(v ◦ hξ(x), v ◦ hξ(y)) ≤
∫ b

a
ρ(hξ ◦ γ(s))|(hξ ◦ γ)′(s)| ds

≤ Lip(hξ)
∫ b

a
ρ ◦ hξ(γ(s))|γ′(s)| ds.

This together with (8.4) implies that v ◦ hξ |e is Newton-Sobolev and in particular in
W1,2(e, X). If γ is an arc-length parametrization of the segment from x to y then the
above together with Hölder’s inequality implies

d(v ◦ hξ(x), v ◦ hξ(y)) ≤
√

A Lip(hξ) · |x − y|
1
2 ,

where A =
∫

e ρ
2 ◦ hξ(z) dH1(z). In particular, v ◦ hξ |e is Hölder continuous. One

shows analogously that

ℓ(v ◦ hξ |e) ≤
√

A Lip(hξ) · ℓ(e).

Finally, it follows from [31, Proposition 2.5] that for almost every ξ ∈ BΦ,h and for
every 2-simplex ∆ ⊂ K2 we have tr(u ◦ hξ |∆) = v ◦ hξ |∂∆. This shows (i).

We turn to (ii) and let (un) ⊂ W1,2(M, X) be a sequence with uniformly bounded
energy converging in L2(M, X) to u. By passing to a subsequence we may asssume
that un converges almost everywhere to u. For each n, let vn : M → X be a Newton-
Sobolev representative of un and ρn an upper gradient of vn with

∥ρn∥
2
L2(M) ≤ 2E2

+(un).
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By the first part of the proof and by [31, Corollary 3.4] there exists a negligible set
N ⊂ BΦ,h such that for every ξ ∈ BΦ,h \ N and each n ∈ N the map vn ◦ hξ |K1 is the
continuous representative of un ◦ hξ |K1 and vn ◦ hξ(z) → u ◦ hξ(z) for H1-almost
every z ∈ K1. Combine (8.3) with Fatou’s lemma to obtain∫

BΦ,h

(
lim inf

n→∞

∫
K1
ρ2

n ◦ hξ(z) dH1(z)
)

dξ ≤ lim inf
n→∞

∫
BΦ,h

∫
K1
ρ2

n ◦ hξ(z) dH1(z) dξ

≤ L · lim inf
n→∞

∫
M
ρ2

n dH2 < ∞.

In particular, for almost every ξ ∈ BΦ,h \ N there exists a subsequence satisfying

sup
j∈N

( ∫
K1
ρ2

n j
◦ hξ(z) dH1(z)

)
< ∞.

It follows from this together with the first part of the proof that the sequence
(vn j ◦ hξ |e) is uniformly Hölder and has uniformly bounded length for each edge e ⊂
K1. Consequently, vn j ◦ hξ |K1 converges uniformly to the continuous representative
of u ◦ hξ |K1 , and this completes the proof of (ii). □

Proof of Theorem 8.1. Let Φ : M × Rm → M be an admissible deformation, and let
h : K → M be a triangulation of M where the 2-cells of K are simplices and such
that diam(h(∆)) < r0

2 for every 2-cell ∆ ⊂ K2. Recall the notation from Section 7.
Let (un) and u be as in the statement of the theorem and notice that (8.2) implies

that the energy of un is uniformly bounded. By Lemma 8.3 there exist ξ ∈ BΦ,h and
a subsequence (un j) with the following properties. Firstly, u ◦ hξ |K1 is essentially
continuous. We denote by u ◦ hξ |K1 again the continuous representative. Secondly,
u ◦ hξ |e is Sobolev for every edge e ⊂ K1 and tr(u ◦ hξ |∆) = u ◦ hξ |∂∆ for every
2-simplex ∆ ⊂ K2. Finally, for every edge e ⊂ K1 the curves un j ◦ hξ |e are Sobolev,
have uniformly bounded length, and converge uniformly to u ◦ hξ |e. We may of
course assume that ξ is so small that diam(hξ(∆)) < r0 for every 2-cell ∆ ⊂ K2.

By Theorem 3.5 there exists, for each simplex ∆ ⊂ K2, an I-energy minimizer on
hξ(∆) with trace u|hξ(∂∆) which can moreover be chosen to be continuous up to the
boundary. By gluing all these maps, we obtain a continuous map v : M → X that is
moreover Sobolev by the Sobolev gluing theorem. Notice that

EI(v|hξ(∆)) ≤ EI(u|hξ(∆)) ≤ lim inf
j→∞

EI(un j |hξ(∆)) ≤
εI

5

for every simplex ∆ ⊂ K2.
We claim that un j is homotopic to v for every sufficiently large j. Before proving

the claim we first explain how it can be used to finish the proof. Since v is homotopic
to un j , it follows from the above together with (8.1) that

eI(v) ≤ EI(v) ≤ EI(u) ≤ lim inf
j→∞

EI(un j) = eI(v),

and hence equality holds everywhere. In particular, EI(u|hξ(∆)) = EI(v|hξ(∆)) for every
simplex ∆ ⊂ K2. Hence, u|hξ(∆) is an energy minimizer and thus has a representative
which is continuous up to the boundary by Theorem 3.5. Furthermore, u|hξ(∆))
is homotopic to v|hξ(∆) relative to the boundary by Corollary 5.3. Therefore, the
continuous representative ū of u is homotopic to v, and hence to un j for all j large
enough, and EI(ū) = eI(ū). It can easily be seen that actually ū must be homotopic
to un for all n large enough. This proves the theorem assuming the claim.
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We are left to prove the claim. For this, we will construct a homotopy H : K ×
[0, 1] → X from un j ◦ hξ to v ◦ hξ for all sufficiently large j. Let l0, λ,C′ be as in
Lemma 8.2, and fix 0 < ε < l0

4λ small enough such that

C′ε ·max
{
ε, ℓ(v ◦ hξ |e), ℓ(un j ◦ hξ |e)

}
≤
α0

15

for all edges e ⊂ K1 and for all j ∈ N. Then fix j ∈ N large enough so that

d
(
v ◦ hξ(x), un j ◦ hξ(x)

)
≤ ε

for all x ∈ K1. Firstly, define H(x, 0) B un j ◦ hξ(x) and H(x, 1) B v ◦ hξ(x) for
all x ∈ K. Then, for each vertex a ∈ K0, use the quasiconvexity of X to define H
on {a} × [0, 1] such that H|{a}×[0,1] is a Lipschitz curve of length less than λε from
un j ◦ hξ(a) to v ◦ hξ(a). Since un j ◦ hξ |e and v ◦ hξ |e are Sobolev curves for each edge
e ⊂ K1, we may apply Lemma 8.2 to extend H to the interior of e × [0, 1] such that
H|e×[0,1] is a continuous Sobolev map satisfying

Area(H|e×[0,1]) ≤ C′ε ·max
{
ε, ℓ(v ◦ hξ |e), ℓ(un j ◦ hξ |e)

}
≤
α0

15
.

Further, since our triangulation was chosen fine enough, we may apply (8.2), to-
gether with (2.3) and (3.1), to find that for all 2-cells ∆ ⊂ K2

Area(un j ◦ hξ |∆) = Area(un j |hξ(∆)) ≤ kIEI(un j |hξ(∆)) ≤
kIεI

5
≤
α0

5
,

and that Area(v ◦ hξ |∆) ≤ α0/5. Note that for each 2-cell ∆ ⊂ K2 there exists a
biLipschitz map µ∆ : S 2 → ∂(∆ × [0, 1]). By the Sobolev gluing theorem, it follows
that H ◦ µ∆ ∈ W1,2(S 2, X). Note that every 2-cell ∆ ⊂ K2 is a simplex, in particular
∂∆ has three edges e1, e2, e3, and we can compute that

Area(H ◦ µ∆) = Area(un j ◦ hξ |∆) + Area(v ◦ hξ |∆) +
3∑

i=1

Area(H|ei×[0,1]) ≤
3α0

5
.

Hence by Theorem 5.1, for each 2-cell ∆ ⊂ K2, we can find a continuous extension
of H ◦ µ∆ to the closed unit ball in R3, that we then can use to define H on the
interior of ∆ × [0, 1] in a way that H|∆×[0,1] is continuous. After this last step, H is a
continuous map defined on all of K × [0, 1], and it follows that un j ◦ hξ is homotopic
to v ◦ hξ, which in particular implies that un j is homotopic to v. This proves the
claim and completes the proof of the theorem. □

9. Uniformly distributing energy

The aim of this section is to find a condition ensuring that Theorem 8.1 is
applicable. Let I be a definition of energy as in Section 3 and let M, X and εI be as
in Section 8.

Given ε > 0, we say that a continuous map φ : M → X is ε-indecomposable if

eI(φ0) + eI(φ1) ≥ eI(φ) + ε

for every decomposition φ0 and φ1 of φ.
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Proposition 9.1. Suppose that M is not diffeomorphic to a sphere. If φ : M → X is
ε-indecomposable for some 0 < ε < εI, then there exists r0 > 0 such that for every
u ∈ Λ(φ) with EI(u) ≤ eI(φ) + 10−1ε we have

EI(u|B(p,r0)) ≤
εI

5
for every p ∈ M.

In the proof of the proposition we will use the following consequence of the
energy filling inequality proved in [20, Section 4.1] together with (3.1). Let l0 > 0
be the scale up to which the local isoperimetric inequality holds in X. Then every
continuous curve γ ∈ W1,2(S 1, X) with ℓ(γ) < l0 is the trace of a map w ∈ W1,2(D, X)
satisfying

(9.1) EI(w) ≤ CI · E2(γ),

where CI is a constant only depending on I and on the isoperimetric constant of X.

Proof of Proposition 9.1. Let κ ≥ 1 be such that every p ∈ M admits a conformal
κ-biLipschitz chart ϱ : D→ M with ϱ(0) = p. Let 0 < ε < εI and let φ : M → X be
ε-indecomposable. We set

δ B min

 l20
2π
,

ε

10 CI

 , L B eδ
−1kI(eI(φ)+10−1ε), and r0 B

1
κL
,

where CI is as in (9.1) and kI is as in (3.1).
Let u ∈ Λ(φ) satisfy EI(u) ≤ eI(φ) + 10−1ε and assume by contradiction that

there exists p ∈ M such that

EI(u|B(p,r0)) >
εI

5
.

We first find a curve around p along which u has small energy. To achieve this, let ϱ
be a conformal κ-biLipschitz chart around p as at the beginning of the proof. Since
B(p, r0) ⊂ ϱ(B(0, κr0)) the Sobolev map v B u ◦ ϱ satisfies

EI(v|B(0,κr0)) = EI(u|ϱ(B(0,κr0))) ≥ EI(u|B(p,r0)) >
εI

5
.

For 0 < r < 1 define γr : S 1 → D by γr(z) = r · z. Then for almost every r ∈ (0, 1)
the map v ◦ γr is Sobolev and

|(v ◦ γr)′|(t) = ap md vγr(t)(γ′r(t))

for almost every t ∈ S 1, hence

|(v ◦ γr)′|2(t) ≤ r2 · I2
+(ap md vγr(t)) ≤ r2kI · I(ap md vγr(t)).

Integrating in polar coordinates yields

EI(v|D\B(0,κr0)) =
∫ 1

κr0

∫
S 1

r · I(ap md vγr(t)) dt dr ≥ k−1
I ·

∫ 1

κr0

r−1E2(v ◦ γr) dr.

Using this together with the definition of r0, we obtain the existence of a measurable
subset A ⊂ (κr0, 1) of positive measure such that for every r ∈ A the curve v ◦ γr is
Sobolev and satisfies

E2(v ◦ γr) ≤
kIEI(v|D\B(0,κr0))

log(L)
<

kI(eI(φ) + 10−1ε)
log(L)

= δ.
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Fix r ∈ A and notice that, by Hölder’s inequality, we have

ℓ(v ◦ γr) ≤
√

2π · E2(v ◦ γr) <
√

2πδ ≤ l0.

Let δr : D̄ → B̄(0, r) be the scaling map given by δr(z) = r · z and notice that
tr(v ◦ δr) = v ◦ γr. By Theorem 3.5 there exists w ∈ W1,2(D, X) with trace v ◦ γr and
which minimizes the I-energy among Sobolev maps with the same trace; moreover,
w is continuous and continuously extends to the boundary. The energy filling
inequality (9.1) implies that

EI(w) ≤ CI · E2(v ◦ γr) < CI · δ ≤
ε

10
.

We now use w to define a decomposition of u as follows. Let B ⊂ M be the disc
given by B = ϱ(B(0, r)). The map u0 : M → X agreeing with u on M \ B and with
ŵ B w ◦ (ϱ ◦ δr)−1 on B is continuous and Sobolev by the Sobolev gluing theorem.
Moreover, the inequalities above and the conformal invariance of the I-energy yield

EI(u0) = EI(u) − EI(u|B) + EI(w) < EI(u) −
ε

10
≤ eI(φ)

and hence u0 is not homotopic to φ. In particular, u0 is not homotopic to u and thus
ŵ is not homotopic to u|B relative to ∂B. Next, choose conformal diffeomorphisms
η± : S 2

± → B̄ agreeing on the common boundary and let u1 : S 2 → X be the
continuous map such that u1 = u ◦ η+ on S 2

+ and u1 = ŵ ◦ η− on S 2
−. Here, S 2

+

and S 2
− denote the upper and lower hemisphere, respectively. By the above, u1 is

essential and thus u0 and u1 form a decomposition of u. Since u is homotopic to
φ this decomposition is easily seen to give rise to a decomposition φ0 and φ1 of φ
such that φ0 is homotopic to u0 and φ1 is homotopic to u1. As u1 is Sobolev and

EI(u1) = EI(u|B) + EI(w)

we obtain

eI(φ0) + eI(φ1) ≤ EI(u0) + EI(u1) = EI(u) + 2EI(w) < eI(φ) +
3ε
10
,

which contradicts the ε-indecomposability of φ. □

We next prove a suitable version of the proposition above in the case that M is
homeomorphic to the sphere S 2. Since every Riemannian metric on S 2 is confor-
mally equivalent to the standard metric, we may and will assume in the following
that S 2 is equipped with the standard metric.

Proposition 9.2. If φ : S 2 → X is ε-indecomposable for some 0 < ε < εI, then
there exists r0 > 0 with the following property. For every u ∈ Λ(φ) with EI(u) ≤
eI(φ) + 10−1ε there is a conformal diffeomorphism η : S 2 → S 2 such that

EI(u ◦ η|B(p,r0)) ≤
εI

5
for every p ∈ S 2.

The general strategy of proof is similar to that of Proposition 9.1. In addition we
need the following simple fact.

Lemma 9.3. Let L ≥ 1 and 0 < r < L−1 and p0 ∈ S 2. Then there exist 0 < r0 < L−1

only depending on L and a conformal diffeomorphism η : S 2 → S 2 such that for
every p ∈ S 2 we have

η(B(p, r0)) ⊂ B(η(p), r) or η(B(p, r0)) ⊂ S 2 \ B(p0, Lr).
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As the proof will show, the value r0 decreases as the value of L increases.

Proof. Let L, r, and p0 be as in the statement of the lemma. We may assume
that p0 = p− is the south pole. Let ψ be the stereographic projection based at
the north pole p+ and let ϱ be its inverse. Set r1 B arccot(L) and let κ denote
the biLipschitz constant of the restriction of ψ to S 2 \ B(p+, r1). Finally, set r0 B
2−1 ·min{r1, L−1, κ−2}.

Let δr : C→ C be the scaling map given by δr(z) = r·z and denote by η : S 2 → S 2

the conformal diffeomorphism agreeing with ϱ ◦ δr ◦ψ on S 2 \ {p+}. It follows from
(2.1) and (2.2) that

η(B(p+, 2r1)) = S 2 \ B(p−, h(Lr)) ⊂ S 2 \ B(p−, Lr)

since h(Lr) ≥ Lr.
Now, let p ∈ S 2. We distinguish two cases. If B(p, r0) intersects B(p+, r1) non-

trivially then B(p, r0) is contained in B(p+, 2r1) and hence, by the above, we have
η(B(p, r0)) ⊂ S 2 \ B(p−, Lr). If B(p, r0) does not intersect B(p+, r1) then we have

η(B(p, r0)) ⊂ B(η(p), rκ2r0) ⊂ B(η(p), r)

since the restriction of ψ to S 2 \ B(p+, r1) is κ-biLipschitz. □

Proof of Proposition 9.2. Let 0 < ε < εI and let φ : S 2 → X be an ε-indecom-
posable map. Define, as in the proof of Proposition 9.1,

δ B min

 l20
2π
,

ε

10CI

 and L B 2eδ
−1kI(eI(φ)+10−1ε),

where l0 > 0 is the scale up to which the isoperimetric inequality holds in X, CI is
as in (9.1), and kI is as in (3.1). Let 0 < r0 < L−1 be as in Lemma 9.3.

Let u ∈ Λ(φ) be as in the statement of the proposition. For each p ∈ S 2 set

r(p) B inf
{
r > 0 : EI(u|B(p,r)) ≥ 5−1εI

}
and let r̄ > 0 be the infimum of the r(p) over all p ∈ S 2. We clearly have

EI(u|B(p,r̄)) ≤
εI

5
for every p ∈ S 2 and there exists p̄ ∈ S 2 such that equality holds for p = p̄. If
r̄ ≥ r0 then the proposition holds with η being the identity mapping, so we may
assume that r̄ < r0. We claim that

(9.2) EI(u|B( p̄,Lr̄)) > EI(u) −
εI

5
.

The proposition easily follows from this together with Lemma 9.3. Indeed, let
η : S 2 → S 2 be as in the lemma applied with p0 = p̄ and r = r̄. Then for every
p ∈ S 2 we have

η(B(p, r0)) ⊂ B(η(p), r̄) or η(B(p, r0)) ∩ B( p̄, Lr̄) = ∅.

In the first case we obtain

EI(u ◦ η|B(p,r0)) ≤ EI(u|B(η(p),r̄)) ≤
εI

5
and in the second case

EI(u ◦ η|B(p,r0)) ≤ EI(u|S 2\B( p̄,Lr̄)) ≤
εI

5
.

This establishes the proposition assuming (9.2).
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We are left to prove inequality (9.2). We argue by contradiction and assume that
this inequality is false. Let ϱ : D→ S 2 be the conformal biLipschitz chart obtained
by composing the restriction of the inverse stereographic projection to D with an
isometry of S 2 in such a way that ϱ(0) = p̄. Notice that

B( p̄, r) ⊂ ϱ(B(0, r)) ⊂ B( p̄, 2r)

for every 0 < r < 1, see Section 2.2. Set v B u◦ϱ and observe that EI(v|B(0,r̄)) ≥ εI/5
and EI(v|B(0,2−1Lr̄)) ≤ EI(u)−εI/5. Let γr : S 1 → D be the curve given by γr(z) = r·z.
By comparing to the proof of Proposition 9.1, we can find the following estimate:

EI(v|B(0,2−1Lr̄)\B(0,r̄)) ≥ k−1
I

∫ 2−1Lr̄

r̄
r−1E2(v ◦ γr) dr.

This implies the existence of a measurable subset A ⊂ (r̄, 2−1Lr̄) of positive measure
such that for every r ∈ A the curve v ◦ γr is Sobolev with

E2(v ◦ γr) <
kI(eI(φ) + 10−1ε)

log(L/2)
= δ;

in particular, we have ℓ(v ◦ γr) <
√

2πδ ≤ l0. Fix r ∈ A. Now, we have found
a good estimate on the energy of the curve v ◦ γr, in that it allows us to use the
construction from the proof of Proposition 9.1. More specifically, we construct,
exactly as in the proof of Proposition 9.1, the maps u0, u1 : S 2 → X that satisfy
EI(u0) + EI(u1) < eI(φ) + ε, and such that EI(u0) < eI(φ). Further, our assumption
that inequality (9.2) is false implies that EI(u1) < eI(φ).

In particular, u0 and u1 cannot be homotopic to u and from this we deduce that
they must both be essential and therefore form a decomposition of u. Consequently,
they induce a decomposition φ0 and φ1 of φ such that φ0 is homotopic to u0 and φ1
is homotopic to u1. This yields a contradiction to the ε-indecomposability of φ. □

Remark 9.4. The proofs of Proposition 9.1 and Proposition 9.2 show that their cor-
responding constants r0 depend only on X,M, ε and eI(φ), and that r0 is decreasing
with regard to the value of eI(φ).

10. Proofs of main theorem and its consequences

The goal of this section is to provide the proof of the main theorem and deduce
its corollaries stated in Section 1. Let I be a definition of energy as in Section 3. The
following is a reformulation of our main result, Theorem 1.3, using the terminology
established in the previous sections.

Theorem 10.1. Let M be a closed surface equipped with a Riemannian metric. Let
X be a compact quasiconvex metric space admitting a local quadratic isoperimetric
inequality and such that every continuous map from S 2 to X of sufficiently small
diameter is null-homotopic. Then every continuous map φ : M → X has an iterated
decomposition such that

eI(φ0) + eI(φ1) + · · · + eI(φk) = eI(φ)

and such that every φi contains an I-energy minimizer in its homotopy class.

We need the following proposition in the proof of the theorem.
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Proposition 10.2. Let M and X be as in Theorem 10.1. Every iterated decomposition
of a continuous map φ : M → X satisfies

eI(φ) ≤ eI(φ0) + · · · + eI(φk).

Proof. Let φ0 : M → X and φ1 : S 2 → X be a decomposition of φ. Thus, there
exists a disc B ⊂ M such that φ0 agrees with φ on M \ B and we can obtain φ1 by
gluing φ0|B with φ|B along their common boundary.

Fix ε > 0 and let u0 ∈ Λ(φ0) and u1 ∈ Λ(φ1) be such that

EI(u0) < eI(φ0) + ε and EI(u1) < eI(φ1) + ε.

By modifying u0 and u1 in a way that adds an arbitrarily small amount of energy,
we may assume that u0 is constant in an open set V ⊂ B and u1 is constant on the
homeomorphic image of V in S 2.

Fix a point p0 ∈ V and let p1 be the corresponding point in S 2. Let Hi be a
free homotopy from φi to ui for i = 0, 1. If we define γ0(t) B H0(p0, 1 − t) and
γ1(t) B H1(p1, t) we can obtain a curve γ∗ that first goes along γ0 and then γ1, from
u0(p0) to u1(p1). By quasiconvexity of X, we may find a Lipschitz curve γ that is
arbitrarily close to γ∗ and has the same endpoints. Then Lemma 4.3 implies that γ
is homotopic to γ∗ relative to its endpoints.

Now let V0 ⊂ V be a disc containing p0, and choose V1 ⊂ V0 to be a small disc
such that V0 \ V1 is conformally equivalent to an annulus whose two radii have a
large ratio. We construct a continuous Sobolev map u : M → X as follows. Firstly,
we define u to agree with u0 on M \ V0. On the annulus V0 \ V1, let u coincide with
a Lipschitz parametrization of γ. The energy of u|V0\V1 can be made to be smaller
than ε since we may choose the radius of V1 to be arbitrarily small relative to the
radius of V0. On V1, we define u to agree with the map u1 ◦ ρ, where ρ : V1 → S 2

is a conformal map onto the complement of a small ball around p1 in S 2. With
this construction u is a continuous Sobolev map freely homotopic to φ and we may
estimate its energy by

EI(u) < EI(u0) + EI(u1) + ε < eI(φ0) + eI(φ1) + 3ε.

Since ε can be chosen arbitrarily small it follows that eI(φ) ≤ eI(φ0) + eI(φ1). From
this, the statement in the proposition also holds for iterated decompositions. □

We use the proposition above together with the results established in the previous
sections to prove our main result.

Proof of Theorem 10.1. Let φ : M → X be continuous and notice that eI(φ) is finite
due to Proposition 4.1. For k ≥ 0 let ek be the infimal sum eI(φ0) + · · · + eI(φk)
over k-step iterated decompositions of φ. If φ does not have a k-step iterated
decomposition then we set ek = ∞. Notice that e0 = eI(φ) and ek+1 ≥ ek for all k
by Proposition 10.2. Furthermore, by Theorem 5.1 it holds that ek > eI(φ) for all k
large enough. Let m be the biggest integer such that em = eI(φ) and take a sequence
of m-step iterated decompositions of φ satisfying

eI(φn
0) + · · · + eI(φn

m)→ eI(φ)

as n tends to infinity. Set ε B 2−1 min{εI, em+1 − em} > 0, where εI is defined as at
the beginning of Section 8. Clearly, φn

i is ε-indecomposable for each i and every
sufficiently large n.

For all i and n choose un
i ∈ Λ(φn

i ) with EI(un
i ) ≤ eI(φn

i ) + 1/n. Then Proposi-
tion 9.1, Proposition 9.2 and Remark 9.4 imply that by possibly precomposing the
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maps with a conformal diffeomorphism we may assume that there exists an r0 > 0
such that, for sufficiently large n, the restriction of each un

i to any ball of radius r0
has I-energy less than εI/5.

After possibly passing to a subsequence we may assume, by the Rellich-Kondra-
chov compactness theorem [15, Theorem 1.13], that each sequence (un

i ) converges
in L2 to a Sobolev map ui. By Theorem 8.1, each ui is continuous, satisfies EI(ui) =
eI(ui), and ui is homotopic to un

i and thus to φn
i for all sufficiently large n. Thus, for

sufficiently large n, we have

EI(u0) + · · · + EI(um) = eI(u0) + · · · + eI(um) = eI(φn
0) + · · · + eI(φn

m),

which establishes the theorem. □

We end this section with the proofs of the corollaries to the main theorem stated
in the introduction.

Proof of Corollary 1.5 using Theorem 10.1. Let φ : M → X be a continuous map.
Since π2(X) is trivial, φ does not have a decomposition, because this in particular
would require the existence of an essential map from S 2. Then the only iterated
decomposition of φ is the zero-step iterated decomposition φ0 = φ and thus Theo-
rem 10.1 guarantees the existence of an I-energy minimizer in Λ(φ). □

Before proving Corollary 1.4, let us recall that there is a one-to-one correspon-
dence between free homotopy classes of maps from S 2 to X and orbits of the form
π1(X) · α for α ∈ π2(X), see [29, Section 5].

Proof of Corollary 1.4. Let Λ be the family of free homotopy classes of continuous
maps from S 2 to X that are ε-indecomposable for some ε > 0. Let P be the subgroup
of π2(X) generated by based representatives of elements of Λ. By Theorem 10.1,
every free homotopy class in Λ contains an I-energy minimizer, and hence it suffices
to prove that P = π2(X).

In order to prove this we argue by contradiction and assume that π2(X) \ P is
non-empty. Let e be the infimum of eI(φ) over all [φ] ∈ π2(X) \ P and notice that
e ≥ εI > 0, where εI is as at the beginning of Section 8. Fix [φ] ∈ π2(X) \ P such
that eI(φ) < e + εI/2. Since φ is not ε-indecomposable for any ε > 0 we can find a
decomposition φ0 : S 2 → X and φ1 : S 2 → X of φ such that

eI(φ0) + eI(φ1) ≤ eI(φ) + εI/2 < e + εI.

As φ0 and φ1 are essential we must have eI(φi) ≥ εI for i = 0, 1 and consequently
eI(φi) < e; in particular, we have φi ∈ Λ. Thus, if φ∗i is a based representative of the
free homotopy class of φi then we have π1(X)[φ∗i ] ⊂ P. Since

π1(X)[φ] ⊂ π1(X)[φ∗0] + π1(X)[φ∗1] ⊂ P,

compare with [29, Section 5], we conclude that [φ] ∈ P, which is a contradiction.
□
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asymptotic cones. J. Reine Angew. Math., 763:79–109, 2020.

[27] John W. Milnor. Topology from the differentiable viewpoint. University Press of Virginia, Char-
lottesville, VA, 1965. Based on notes by David W. Weaver.

[28] Yu. G. Reshetnyak. Sobolev classes of functions with values in a metric space. Sibirsk. Mat. Zh.,
38(3):657–675, iii–iv, 1997.

[29] J. Sacks and K. Uhlenbeck. The existence of minimal immersions of 2-spheres. Ann. of Math.
(2), 113(1):1–24, 1981.

[30] R. Schoen and Shing Tung Yau. Existence of incompressible minimal surfaces and the topology
of three-dimensional manifolds with nonnegative scalar curvature. Ann. of Math. (2), 110(1):127–
142, 1979.

29



[31] Elefterios Soultanis and Stefan Wenger. Area minimizing surfaces in homotopy classes in metric
spaces. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 375(7):4711–4739, 2022.

[32] Brian White. Infima of energy functionals in homotopy classes of mappings. J. Differential
Geom., 23(2):127–142, 1986.

[33] Brian White. Homotopy classes in Sobolev spaces and the existence of energy minimizing maps.
Acta Math., 160(1-2):1–17, 1988.

Department of Mathematics, University of Fribourg, Chemin du Musée 23, 1700 Fribourg,
Switzerland

Email address: damaris.meier@unifr.ch

Department of Mathematics, University of Fribourg, Chemin du Musée 23, 1700 Fribourg,
Switzerland

Email address: noa.vikman@unifr.ch

Department of Mathematics, University of Fribourg, Chemin du Musée 23, 1700 Fribourg,
Switzerland

Email address: stefan.wenger@unifr.ch

30


	1. Introduction
	1.1. Background
	1.2. Statements of main results
	1.3. Outline of Proofs
	1.4. Structure of article

	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Notation
	2.2. Stereographic projections
	2.3. Polyhedral complexes and triangulations
	2.4. Sobolev maps to metric spaces

	3. General definitions of energy
	4. Constructing continuous Sobolev maps in a homotopy class
	5. Sobolev spheres of small area are null-homotopic
	6. Regularity of homotopic energy minimizing maps
	7. Minimizers in 1-homotopy classes and a proof of Corollary 1.5
	8. Minimizing sequences of uniformly distributed energy
	9. Uniformly distributing energy
	10. Proofs of main theorem and its consequences
	References

