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NON-EXISTENCE OF MINIMIZERS FOR FOURTH ORDER
WILLMORE ENERGY

NAN WU AND ZETTAN YAN

ABSTRACT. We introduce a fourth-order Willmore-type problem for
closed four-dimensional submanifolds immersed in R™ and establish a
connected sum energy reduction for the general fourth-order Willmore
energy, analogous to the seminal result of Bauer and Kuwert. Further-
more, we demonstrate the non-existence of minimizers for this Willmore-
type problem—a striking departure from the geometric behavior ob-
served in the classical Willmore setting.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Willmore energy, named after the mathematician Thomas Willmore,
is a quantitative measure of how much an immersed surface deviates from
a round sphere. For an immersed closed surface f: ¥£2 < R”, the Willmore
energy is defined by

W) = /2 HP av,,

where H and g denote the averaged mean curvature vector and the induced
metric of f, respectively. Willmore showed that round spheres have the
least possible Willmore energy among all compact surfaces in R3. More
precisely, for every immersed compact surface f : % — R”, the Willmore
energy satisfies
W(f) = 4n

with equality only for round spheres. If W(f) < 8, then f is an embedding
by a result of Li and Yau [15]. Furthermore, Bryant [4] classified all Willmore
spheres in codimension one.

An interesting question is to investigate the minimizing problem for the
Willmore energy over all closed surfaces in R™ of a given topological type.
To be precise, for fixed genus p > 0 and ambient dimension n > 3, we define

5 = W (f),

where S denotes the set of all immersions from closed orientable surfaces
of genus p in R™. It was proved independently by Kusner and Pinkall (see
[10] and [I1]) that a Lawson minimal surface of genus p, for every p, has
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area strictly smaller than 87. This implies 8 < 87. Later Kuwert, Li and
Schatzle [12] showed that (3 tends to 87 as p tends to infinity.

In [21], Simon proved the existence of a smooth minimizing Willmore torus
attaining S by geometric measure theory and proposed a criterion to verify
the existence of such minimizing Willmore surfaces with fixed topology of
genus p > 2:

Theorem 1.1 (Simon’s Criterion). For any p € N, the infimum B, is
achieved by a closed embedded surface if

(1.1) ey < Zeﬁr, where e, 1= B — 4,
T

holds for any partition p = p1+---+pr, and B corresponds to a Willmore
surface of genus py.

Later, Bauer and Kuwert[I, Theorem 1.3] verified the validity of (Il by
constructing test surfaces via connected sums:

Theorem 1.2 (Connected Sum Energy Reduction). Let fi: X2 — R",
i = 1,2, be two smoothly immersed closed surfaces. If neither fi nor fo

is a round sphere (i.e., totally umbilic), there exists an immersed surface
f: %% — R™ with topological type of ¥? = L3432 such that

(1.2) W(f) <W(f1) + W(fa2) —4r.

For further studies on the regularity of Willmore surfaces, removable sin-
gularities, and related topics, we refer readers to [2,[13[14,19] and references
therein.

In the past decade, conformal geometers and physicists were searching for
extrinsic conformal invariants on four-dimensional immersed submanifolds.
It was first discovered by Guven [9] on hypersurfaces in R®, and extended to
higher codimensions and curved ambient spaces by Graham—Reichert [20],
Zhang [22] via the renormalized area in Poincaré-Einstein metric. Main
results in aforementioned articles imply that for a closed immersion @ :
¥4 < R™, the functional

(1.3) Ear(®) = /E (|viH|2 —|L'H] + 7|H|4> av,

where L is the second fundamental form and V- is the normal connection,
is invariant under conformal transformations on R"™. Egg is a multiple of
the fourth order Willmore energy in [20,22]. In particular, Graham and
Reichert demonstrated that Eqpg is neither bounded from below nor above
for immersions of manifolds with certain topological types-such as S' x S3
and S? x S?-while proving that the round sphere remains stable; see [20]
for further details. Furthermore, a result of Martino [I7](also proved by
Graham-Reichert) states that Egg is unbounded below on any closed hyper-
surface ¥4 — RS,
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For embeddings of four-manifolds into R™ with n > 6, the space of global
conformal invariants is six-dimensional: a basis is Egp, the invariant Z de-
fined in [6] and four contractions of L (the traceless part of the second
fundamental form) which are obtained by breaking LglﬁLfé into symmetric
and antisymmetric-in-normal pieces and then taking possible contractions;
see [6], Section 6] for more details. While for embeddings into R®, the space
of global conformal invariants is four-dimensional and spanned by

Eom, / £t av, / E22av, (=Y
> >

see [I8] for precise statement.
In order to fix aforementioned unbounded issue for £gg, the modified
invariant considered now is in the form of

(1.4) EWV(D) := Eqr(P) +u/ yiy4dv+u/ |L?2dV,
Y Y

for p, v € R. In particular, by setting v = 0 and p > 1—12, we have £1:0) > &2
with equality if and only if ® parametrizes a round sphere. We refer readers
to [35L8] for further studies on algebraic properties, physical interpretations,
etc. of EmY),

Inspired by the existence of Willmore surfaces with prescribed topology in
[1] and [21], researchers have sought higher-order analogues of the Willmore
energy which can be used to define a distinguished class of conformally em-

bedded four-manifolds. More precisely, one may ask the following question:
Question 1.3. For fixed immersed four-dimensional manifold ¥4, we define

(MV) PR ( ,I/)
;= inf EWY)(P),
Ts pes: (®)
where S5 denotes the set of all immersions from closed four-dimensional
submanifolds in R™ which is homeomorphic to ¥4. Is there a pair (u,v)
such that for any fixed four-manifold ¥4 which can be immersed in R",
there exists an immersion ®: M?* — R™ in S which minimizes ’y(Z” V)9
In this paper, we give a negative answer to this question, as predicted by
Graham and Reichert in [20]. To be precise, we have the following:

Theorem 1.4. Given any fized pair (pu,v) € R?, for all four dimensional
manifold ©* which is not homeomorphic to S*, there is no such immersed
four-dimensional manifold ® : M* — R™ with ambient dimension n > 5,
® ¢ S§, which minimizes 7(2 V)

Actually, analogous to[[.2, we derive the connected sum energy reduction
inequality for general fourth order Willmore energy &),

Theorem 1.5. Let ®; : Ef — R” be two smoothly immersed, closed sub-
manifolds in R™. If either ®1 or ®o is not a round sphere, then there is an
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immersed submanifold ® : ¥* — R™ with topological type of the connected
sum Y1#39, such that for any u,v € R,

(1.5) EWV)(®) < EWV)(B)) 4+ V) (By) — 872,

The significant difference between Theorem and [I, Theorem 1.3] is
that Theorem only requires one of ®; not to be a round sphere, which
addresses the different geometric phenomenon in four dimension comparing
to the classical one. Once we have Theorem [I.5], we can obtain the Theorem
4 immediately.

Proof of Theorem [I.4t We argue by contradiction. Suppose not, then
there exists (10, ) and a closed four dimensional manifold $* which is not
homeomorphic to S%, and ® : M* — R”, where M* is homeomorphic to
¥4, such that ® achieves the infimum ’y(i” 010) " We then let ®; = & and
Py : S* — R” be the standard inclusion of the round sphere into R”. By
Theorem [[L5] we obtain a new immersed submanifold ® : My — R" with
topological type of M*#S* (which is homeomorphic to £* as well), such
that

o) () < £100) () 4 £H00) (By) — 872
Since ®5 : S* — R” be the standard inclusion of the round sphere into

R”, we know that £(#H010)(®y) = 872, Therefore, £Fo10) () < £Hov0) (),

(po,r0)

contradicts to the fact that ®; = ® achieves the minimum of Vs,

all the immersions in S¢. This ends the proof.

among

Remark 1.6. From the above proof, we know that if the four-dimensional
differentiable Poincaré conjecture holds, then Y#S* is also diffeomorphic to
Y, which implies Theorem [I.4] holds even we restrict to the diffeomorphic
class.

For proving Theorem [[LA the key ingredient is the following energy iden-
tity under the inversion, which is inspired by Theorem 2.2 in [1]:

Theorem 1.7. Let @ : ¥4 = R” be a closed immersed submanifold with
0 € ®(X). If D is given by inverting ® at the sphere of radius 1 around 0,
i.e., ®: =10 ®, then

) (®) = £1)(d) — 8% - card® ! (0)
= (@) — £1)(81) - cardd(0),

Several comments are in order. First, to compute residues of singularities
generated by the inversion, we reformulate Eqg in terms of the total extrinsic
Q4 curvature and perform the transformation law of the extrinsic Paneitz
operator Py; see [5] for more details. Next, the geometric interpretation
of (L) is a four-dimensional Huber’s theorem and the change of y(3%)
under inversions, which was implicitly demonstrated in dimension two in
[13]. Besides, it suggests that the leading term [ |VH|? in EmY) has no
contribution to the loss of energy in (I.G)), which is different from the classical
case.

(1.6)
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In the same spirit of [1], the rest proof of Theorem [[.5lis devoted to the
construction of the connected sum. To be more specific, we blow down the
inverted immersion ®;, blow up another immersion ®, and use the trihar-
monic function with prescribed boundary conditions to do the interpolation
in the neck region [, 1] x S3. Note that for a smooth immersion ® satisfying

®(0) =0, Dd(0) =0,

the asymptotic decay of each end in ® is |z|~2 as |z| — oo. Due to this fact,
the energy saving of <i>1,a = a®(a™!) is O(a?), a << 1, while the energy
saving of @y 5-1 := S71Py(B-) is O(8*), 8 << 1 in that the homogeneity of
EW¥) is equal to four. Therefore, the energy reduction (@Ta) only depends
on the energy saving of ®, and the interaction term between &, ar Py g1

An algebraic lemma in Section [§ yields the desired result.

This paper is organized as follows:

In Section [2] we review necessary backgroud material on the submanifold
geometry and extrinsic Paneitz operator. Section 3 is devoted to prove the
energy identity (LO) and demonstrate its geometric interpretation via the
Gauss—Bonnet—Chern formula (8.6). Section 4 contains two technical lem-
mas. We determine the required triharmonic function for the interpolation
in Section Bl and calculate relevant bilinear forms in Section Bl We compute
the energy reduction (LH]) in Section [7] and complete the proof of Theorem
in Section [

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Submanifold geometry. For a Riemannian manifold (M", g), we de-
note the Levi-Civita connection by V9, the curvature tensor by R;ji, the
Ricci tensor by Ric or R;; = Rkikj, and the scalar curvature by R = R'.
The Schouten tensor of (M",g) is

1 R
=03 (R“ T 2(n— 1)%)

and the Weyl tensor is defined by the decomposition
Rijrr = Wik + Pirgji — Pjrga — Pugjr + Pjigik-
The Cotton and Bach tensors are
Ciji = ViPij — VIPir,  Bij = ViCy;" — PH Wi

Latin indices ¢, 7,k run between 1 and n in local coordinates, or can be
interpreted as labels for T'M or its dual in invariant expressions such as
those above.

We will denote by ¥ an immersed submanifold of (M, g) of dimension k,
1<k<n-—1. We use a,f,v as index labels for TS and o/, 3,7 for the
normal bundle NY. A Latin index 7 thus specializes either to an « or an «'.

The restriction of the metric g;; to X can be identified with the metric g,z
induced on ¥ together with the bundle metric g,/g induced on NX.
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The second fundamental form L : S?°TY. — NY is defined by L(X,Y) =
(V%Y)J'. We typically write it as ngﬁ The mean curvature vector is
H=3tryL.

Under a conformal change of the ambient metric § = e2?g. As vector-
valued functions, extrinsic geometric quantities change as follows:

o

(21) Log =Lap — (V9¢)" gap, H=e*?(H—(V90)"), Lo = Lap.

In components, given an orthonormal basis { N/ }Z,_:kl for the normal bundle,
{Na/}g,_:kl and above quantities change as follows

Nor =€ *Now, L5 = ¢ (L85 — (V%,6) " ap)
(2.2) ,

L

Loy = tlgy, B = 0B — (V0)")

From (2.1)), it is clear that

2 2o 2 f / .
~§~Bry~ 24 3ol 3 5 —
|L|§ = LaﬁL&\/ga gﬁﬁ/galﬁl = e 2¢L36L?’yga gﬁﬂygalﬁ/ =€ 2¢|L|§,

22\ ¢ 2 2 o . . o RN
(L > = (LasLrd™) =€ (e Laslpg™) =™ (L?)
af af

2 o 22 k oy k
SO \ng dVi = \L]'; dV, and |L \g dV; = |L?|2 dV, are global conformal
invariants.
Moreover, Mondino and Nyugen’s result[I8, Theorem 4.1] confirms that
on four-dimensional submanifold 34, global conformal invariants not involv-
ing derivatives of L are spanned by

/E E[tav, /Z B2V, (5.

2.2. Extrinsic GIJMS operators and ()—curvatures. In this subsection,
we recall the extrinsic Paneitz operator and its Q4 curvature constructed in

[5].

Theorem 2.1 ([5]). Let (M™,g), n > 5 be a Riemannian manifold and
YFC M™, 4 <k <n—1 be asmoothly immersed submanifold. The extrinsic
GJMS operator Py on ¥F is given by

k—4
(2.3) Py=A24+V° (Taﬁvﬁ) + Qs
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where

/ 1
Taﬁ :4Pa5 +4H® LQBO/ — |:(k7 - Z)P,ﬂ + 5(1{72 — 2k + 4)|H|2:| 9afbs

k / 1
Qi——A (Paa + §!H!2> ~2|Pag + H Lagar = 5 1HI*gas|

(2.4) . . )
+ 2|Pao¢’ - VaHoe’ ? + 5 <Paa + EIHP)
! ! / 2
— W o HY HP — 40, H* — ——B°,.
n—4

In particular, for a four-dimensional submanifold ¥* immersed into R",
we have

(2.5) Py =A24 VO <Tagvﬁ) ,
where
Taﬁ :4Ha Laﬁa’ — 6]H!2ga5,

(2.6) 2 of Lo 2 2 4
Q4 =—2A|H|* —2|H Laga/—g‘H‘ Jap|” +2|VoHy|"+ 8HI™

Moreover, under the conformal change § = e?*g, P, satisfies
(2.7) e“15Qy = Qu + Py (w]x).

Recall that the fourth order Willmore energy introduced by Graham and
Reichert is given by

<c:GR((I)) = /2 (‘VaHa’ - ‘HO/Laﬁa’

24 7\H\4) av,

or
2 . |Ha/_iaﬁa/

Ear(®) = / (WaHa/ >4 3yHy4> v,

b
where i}agar is the trace-free part of the second fundamental form. By the
definition of Q4, on closed ¥4, we have

/Q4dV: _2/ A|H|2 dV +2&gkR.
z b

2.3. Spherical harmonics. In this subsection, we recall some basic facts
concerning spherical harmonics, which will be used in section Bl Let R
denote the space of real polynomials on R**! and # be the subspace of
harmonic polynomials. For all h € Np, let Ry, C R denote the space of
homogeneous polynomials of degree h and set H, = Ry NH. Clearly, we
have the following decomposition

R=EP Rw, H=E Ha
heNp heNg
It is well-known that

(2.8) R =Hp @ |z|*Ryu_o  for all h € Ny,
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where = (21, ,7,41) € R"". By the Stone-Weierstrass theorem, we
know that the space L?(S™) endowed with the inner product

(F,G) = / FGAv,,,

can be decomposed as

L’(sm = @ s,
heNg
where ’H}SL is the restriction of Hj to the sphere. Through this paper, the
superscript S will be used to denote the sets of restrictions to S”. The
dimension of HE is

G () Ny 1 (n:h) B <n+h—2>'

n

In particular, in the sequel, we denote {X;}',, {Y]}j\f:zl and {Wk}kNil nor-
malized basis in H5, 7-[§ and 7-[§ on S?, respectively, where Ny = 4, Ny =
9, N3 = 16.

3. ENERGY IDENTITY UNDER INVERSION

The main purpose of this section is to prove the energy identity (L6l and
demonstrate its geometric interpretation. In the sequel, we assume that %4
is a closed immersed submanifold in R” given by ® : X% < R”™.

3.1. Energy identity. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
0 € ®(X). We consider the inversion centered at the origin of radius 1:

I:x2— # Using the formula

1 X X
DI(X)= — | dprn - 2— QK — for X
&0 \X!2< s \Xr®\xr>’ or X #0,

direct calculation yields

N 1
I"gy = Wgoa

which implies that

I (R"™\{0}, I"go) — (R"\{0}, 90)
is an isometry. X
Besides, composing with ®, we obAtain an immersion of the manifold 3 =
Y\® {0} into R™ given by [ o ® : 3 < R" with induced metric § = ﬁg,

ie. w=—1In|®%

Proof of Theorem [1.7, Recall that the inversion establishes an isometry be-
tween the following two pairs

I:55 R0}, I"g0) — £ <% (R™{0}, g0).
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Therefore, from the transformation law (2.7) for @4, we know that
—2/ AlH|? AV +2Eqr(Y) = 266R(%) +/ Py (—In|®*)dV,.
by b

We assume that ® is a graph on Br(0) C R* ie. ® = (x,¢), where
z € RY ¢ € R"* and ¢(0) = 0, Dp(0) = 0. The induced metric g = (gag)
is given by Idgs +D7¢ - D¢ and the outward unit normal vector on OB,
0 < r < R, is defined by

g e T
Nr = = er,€r>%, €r = —
Integration by parts yields
(3.1)
Py (—In|®[*)dV, = /aB (-, VA (In[@?)) + T (VIn [@*,7,)) dA,.

By definitions, we know that
29_1 (m + DTgb . gb)
2% + |¢[?

1 fo"
Laﬁ = (07Diﬁ¢)J_7 H= Z(Oag ﬁDZB(Zs)J_a vln’(I)F =

Besides, by our assumptions, in B,(0),
g = Idga +O(r?).
In particular, the induced metric on OB, (= S* in topology) converges to

the canonical metric g. uniformly as r goes to 0. Therefore, we know that
on 0B,

2
(32) = % +O0(r), dAy=13dAg +o(r®), Vin|®[> = T—f +O(r).

Note that Ths = 4H® Logar — 6|H|?gas = O(1). Combining them together
yields
T (VIn|®?,n,) dA, = O(1)r*dAgs + o(r?),
which implies that | om, 1 (VIn|®[?,n,) dA, converges to 0 uniformly as r
goes to 0.
Besides, from the expansion of the metric, we know that

Aln|®> =6 DZ;In D + O(1).
Direct calculation yields
A+|Dols, +¢-Dg.¢ |l + (DI, z) + |9]|Do;,
e+l (]2 + [¢]2) '

5’ D2 51n @[ =2

It’s not hard to see that
IDg|. = O(r?), ¢-Dg.0=0(r?), (D¢, x) =0("), [6]*|Dol2, =O(°).

Therefore, similar to above, we have

[ v miepyia, = - |
OB, oB

<§ %> r3dAgs + O(r) — —8 Vol(S?)

T
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as r goes to 0. In sum, we have
/ Py (—In|®*) dV, — —8Vol(S?).
S\B,
Similarly, integration by parts yields
[ APV, = [ (0 ViR
S\B 9B,
By conformal transformation law, we know that
2 4 oL \?
H|Z=|?]" | H+8—
= ot (455 )

where ® is the normal part of ®. Note that

<I>J_

Therefore, we have
(0, VIH*)3dAg = n(|[H[*)|®| - |@]~%dA,
ol \?
=n(H+8— | dA
(174 55m) 44
oL\’
+ (45 ) vief e,
Since
(n. Ve[~ = O(r),
we conclude that
AJH?dV, — 0
S\B,
as 7 goes to 0.
Note that Vol(S?*) = 272 and Vol(S*) = 72, Finally, we have
Ear(®) = Eqr(Z) — 3Vol(S?) - cardd~(0)
= Eqr(®) — Eqr(SY) - card®~1(0).
Since |L|*, |L2|? are two pointwise conformal invariants, we can conclude

that the loss of the energy under the inversion is independent of [ |L|* and
[1L?|%. Hence,

g1)(@) = £0)(®) — £1)(S") - card®™(0).



NON-EXISTENCE OF MINIMIZERS FOR FOURTH ORDER WILLMORE ENERGY 11

3.2. Geometric interpretation of ([I.6]). In this subsection, we explain
a little bit about the geometric picture behind the identity Recall that
on (¥4, g), the Branson’s Q4 curvature of g is defined as

1 1 §
Qui=¢ {—ARQ + ZRg — 3|R1c|§} :

where Ric is the traceless part of Ric. It is well known that the Q4 curvature
is an integral conformal invariant associated to the fourth order intrinsic
Paneitz operator Py

2
Py = A? + Ve <<§Rga5 — 2Ricaﬁ> Vﬁ> .
Moreover, under the conformal change § = ¢*¥g, P, satisfies
e4wQ4 =094+ Py (w).
By Gauss—Codazzi equations, we have

Ricag = —L& L}y +4HY Lope = — L2 LY, + 2H* Lagar + 3|H|*gag,

R=16|H|? — |L|* = 12|H|* — |L|?.

Therefore,
2
3
Note that the extrinsic Paneitz operator P, and the intrinsic Paneitz oper-

ator P4 have the same leading term A2. By [5, Theorem 5.3], the difference
Py — Py is given by

ay~Ba’

! / 2
Rgop — 2Ricep = 208 L7, — 8H® Logar + 3 (16| H|* = |L|*) gap-

Py =Py = V° (SasV"),
where

2 .
Sag = Tag — gRgag + 2 RICQB

= 12H% Logor — 2L L)

2
ayHBal T g (25|H|2 - |L|2) 9ap,

and Q4 — Q4 satisfies
el <Q4 - Q4> = (Q4— Q) +V* <SQ5VBW) .

Direct calculation shows that

%/2(624_ Q4)dV, :/2 <|VaHa’

1 . 1 .
—— [ |LI*ad = [ tr, L*dV,.
12/2’ ‘ Vg+4/2 Iy Vg

From the proof of Theorem [[.7] and above discussion, we can conclude
that the functional

(3.3) /Z (\VQHO,F n %|H|2|E|2 — HY tr, (Li)) v,

1 o / o
P SIHPLE - H b, (Lip)) dv,
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is invariant under translations, rotations, dilations and inversions on R".
Moreover, recall that by the Gauss—Bonnet—Chern formula on closed four
dimensional manifolds, we have

2 s W3
/Q4dVg=87T X(E)—/ dVy.
> s 4
Combining
/ Q4dV = —2/ A|1T{|2 dV +2&qr = 28aR,
b b
yields
2 iy, L LidF
<c:GR =4 X(E ) +5 (Q4 - Q4) dvg - N dvg .
2 Js s 8

We already know that

W2
%/ (Q4—Q4)dVg—/ %d\/g
b b

is invariant under inversions. It implies that the loss of the energy illustrated
in Theorem [[7]is totally due to the change of the Euler characteristic. More
precisely, we consider the long exact sequence of the relative homology for
the pair (X4, 24\®1(0)). By the excision theorem, we know that

7Zn k=4,

Hk(z:4,z4\<1>‘1(0))%(Hk_l(S‘"’))W:{ 0  otherwise,

where m = card®~1(0). Therefore,

X(BN27H0))) = x(B*) —m.

The Gauss-Bonnet-Chern formula (3.6) in Lemma [3.2] yields the desired.
In conclusion, we have

1

1 1

:_/ (Qi— Q1) dV+—/ Q. dV
2 SI\G-1(0) 2 SH\G-1(0)
1 W2

25/ (Q4—Q4)dV—/ &d\/

»4 4 8

+47% (x (%) — 2m)
1 1

=5 / (Qa — Q4)dV +2 Q,dV —8mm
2 »4 2 y4

=Eqr(Xt) — 8n2m.
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Remark 3.1. In the hypersurface case, there is an alternative way to verify
the invariance of (3.3]) under inversions. Note that for £* < R®, we have

1 o 1 0 .
detL = H' = ZHYLP+ H (trg L3> +det L,
where we use the relation
o 1 4 1 oy
det L = Z|L|j - 7 (0 L)
Therefore,

5GR:3/ det LdV, —3/ det LdV,
% %

+/ (\VHF P - n (trg E3)> dv,.
» 2
Besides, on closed manifolds, we have

472

(3.5) < X(D) = /Z det LdV,.

Next, we consider the conformal Gauss map Y3 of ® which induces a new
metric g on X given by

(3.4)

gij ‘= Lz kij.
Here we need to emphasize that LZ] in above is given by (Eij, N) for a given
unit normal vector N with respect to g (see [17, (26) and Lemma 3.1] for
precise definition). In particular, under the conformal change § = €2?g, g is
invariant because by conformal transformation laws,
Gij = LiuLijg™ = e”e®e™"g;; = gyj.

Furthermore, if we assume that Lw # 0 on X and det L > 0, by [17, Prop
Theorem II}, we know that

1 o o o
/ (\VHF +5|HPILP - H (i, L3>> dv, —3/ det L.dV,
by by
1
—3Voly(5) — < / Ry dV,,
2 /s
where we use the relation fE deti}dVg = Volg(E). The desired invariance

follows easily.

The following GBC formula is a special case of the main result in [10]
Theorem 1.5]. For self-completeness, we sketch the proof in the same spirit

of [7].

Lemma 3.2 (GBC formula on ¥). For the manifold ¥ = S\® {0} im-
mersed in R™ given by I o ® : ¥ — R™ with induced metric § = @g, we
have

(3.6) /E QudV, = 872 (x() ~ m) - /E migd\/g.
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Proof. The proof follows from [7, Section 2]. We assume that ® is a graph
on Br(0) C R ie. ® = (z,¢), where z € R, ¢ € R"* and ¢(0) = 0,
D¢(0) = 0. By our assumptions, in B,(0), the metric is

g = Idgs +O(r?).

Therefore, around each point p; € ®~!(0), we can find a neighborhood

U; C 3 corresponding to B, (0)\{0} with the metric ﬁ. We define v = w+s,

where w = —In|®|? and s = Inr for r = |z|, € B,(0). Hence, v is a radial
function asymptotically. Moreover, non-radial part in the metric ﬁ has
higher order, which has no contribution on the isoperimetric constant. For
convenience, we ignore these higher order terms and consider the radial
contribution from v merely. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
v is a radial function in B, (0).

We set t = —s so that as s — 01, ¢ — 0~. Similar to [7, (2.16)], we can
obtain
(3.7)
) 2 |W 3 3 " ’
81 X(E)—/ dv, — Q4dVy = m-Vol(S”) (—v (t) +4v (t)) )
s 4 S\&—1(B,(0))

where ’ = %.

First, from above discussion, it is easy to see that Q4 is absolutely inte-
grable on 3. One crucial step in [7, Section 2] is to show that the globally
defined radial function v on R* there has the form of

v(t) = co + cit + coe” 2 4 33t + £(2),

for some constants ¢y, ¢z, 3, ¢4 and a function f(t) depending on fz Q4| dV.
On other hand, the absolute integrability of Q4 ensures that c; = 0 (see
[7, Lemma 2.3] for more details) and the additional assumption on the non-
negative scalar curvature ensures that ¢3 = 0 (see [7, Lemma 2.5]), i.e we
can conclude that

tliglov () = tllglov (t)=0.

In our setting, since v = ct asymptotically, we can immediately conclude

that co = c3 =0 and
lim ,(t)— 1 872 (f])—/ lwde —/ Q4dV
t—)oov - 87‘(‘2 -m X 5 4 g XA] 4 g |-

By the completeness of the metric ﬁ, we conclude that limy_,.o v’ (t) > 0.

As g converges to the standard metric uniformly as r goes to zero, the desired
Gauss—Bonnet—Chern formula (3.0) follows immediately. O

4. EXPANSION AT INFINITY

In this section, we are going to establish the expansion of such inverted
hypersurface near infinity. We first prove an approximation estimates for
Willmore energy by the triharmonic energy.
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Lemma 4.1. Let ® : B(0) — R™ be a four dimensional graph on Br(0) C
R*, d.e. ® = (x,¢), where x € R*, ¢ € R*™ with induced metric G =
(9ap)i<a,p<a and the averaged mean curvature vector H. If |Dul,|D?*¢| < 1

on Bpg, then for a universal constant C' < oo, such that
(4.1)

1
[VEHVdet G — o[ VAu?| < C (1D D" + | Dg*|D*¢[* + [D*¢[)
Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ® satisfies ¢(0) = 0,
D@(0) = 0. In the graphical situation, {D,®}] forms a base of the tangent

bundle and the induced metric G is given by Idgs +D7¢ - D¢. By Gram—
Schmidt orthogonalization, there exists a matrix ) formally defined by

Q= G¥ = (Idgs +DT¢- Dg)*

so that {Q~!- D,®} becomes an orthonormal base, i.e., {Q~!- D, ®}} =
{ea}}. Consequently, {n.}7"* = {Q-en}}* becomes a base of the normal
bundle.

By the standard calculation, the averaged mean curvature vector are given
by

1
(4.2) H =7 trg (m,D*®) ,
where 7, = Idgn —D®G~'D®T is the projection onto the normal bundle.
Forany 1 <a<4and 1<d,8 <n—4,
(4.3) (VEH) =V HY —17 HY,

where Christoffel symbol Fg o 18 given by (Vanas,ng). From the definition
of ), we know that
(4.4) 5| < CID*| D).

Besides, we can decompose H = H™" + H' ¢ R* @ R * and obtain
from the equations

(4.5) H" = —giG~'D¢" 9% ¢,
(4.6) H' = g(1d—D¢G ™' D¢") - 0};0.
On one hand, by [4.5] we know that

(4.7) IVH""| < C(|Dg||D?¢| + |D?¢|?),

On the other hand, by 4.6l we have

1
(48)  [VH™ — VoA6] < |9 ~ 8ap) - 0as V6| + CIDY| - | D]
(4.9) < C(IDgP|D*9| +|Del| D) .

Combining above estimates with the fact that vdet G < 1 + |Dg¢|? yields
desired result. O
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The following lemma gives the precise description of the inverted hyper-
surface near infinity.

Lemma 4.2. Let ® : B, (0) — R", ®(2) = (2,¢(z)), be a four-dimensional
graph where ¢ € C7(B,.(0), R"~%) satisfies

6(0) =0, De(0) = 0.
Denote by P = D?¢(0) : R* x R* — R"™* the second fundamental form of ®

at the origin. After possibly restricting to a smaller ball again called B,.(0),
the inverted submanifold

R A P
®=To®:B(O\{0} 2R, &=,

has a graph representation over some open neighborhood U c R* of infinity.
The corresponding graph function ¢ : U — R"™* has an expansion

v A ( €GN 1 (C € N,
(L10) el =3Pk <r<r’ rcr) 59 (rcr’ e m) I+ ()

where

3
S I*ADipQ) < €, Ve U
1=0

Proof. Since the proof is totally similar to that in two-dimensional case, we
only sketch it here. We can define diffeomorphisms ® : B,(0) — U and
U:U — B,(0) by

©:=(omol)(29(z), ¥T=0,

where U is an open neighborhood of the origin and 7 is the projection onto
the first factor so that for all w € U\{0}

|72 ¥ (w) — w| + [w| 2D (w) —1d | + w| ™" (|D*¥(w)| + | D*¥(w)]) < C.
Hence, if we define ¢ : U = I(U) — R*, (¢) = (I(¢)) — I(¢), we have
ISP+ KDY+ ICPID*) () + [CIPID*)(¢) < €, V¢ e U.

(Here we replace [¢|7| D3 (¢)| by [¢|%|D3(¢)| because || is sufficiently
large.) Therefore, 4 is defined by

3= [¢IPu(P(I(0)))
14 ((6),¢)

The denominator satisfies

(PR + ICPIDR(O] + ICH D (O] + [CPID* () < C, ¥¢ e U,
where 1(¢) = (1+ (1(¢),¢)) " — 1. By our assumptions, we have

8(2) = 5P (5:2) + 5Q(,2,2) + 9(2),

V¢ eU.

where
2|70 (2)[+12 | Do(2)|+]2| 2| D?(2)|+|2| " [D?0(2)| < C,  Vz € B,(0)\{0}.
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It follows that the nominator satisfies

: ¢ ¢ CC N
CPo(u () = PQQKO* Qqurm>m FICPAQ),

where

M) = 5 2PU(Q), 9(0)) + PO, w(<)}

+ % {3QU(C), ¥(€), ¥(€)) +3QUI(C), I(C), %(C)) + Q(C), %(C), »(0))}
+(T((C)))-

From above discussion, we conclude that

E]W”W’ Ol <™

The error term ¢ is given by

s = (Lp(S S\ 1lno( S € SN
w“”‘gp<mrm> 6Q<mrqu>m >”O
+ICPAQ) (1 + @ (), N~

which satisfies the desired estimate. O

5. CONSTRUCTION OF THE CONNECTED SUM

Let &, : 3, — R", i = 1,2, be 4—dimensional closed immersed submani-
folds of class C7, and suppose that

®; 10} = {p;}, for some p; € %;, im DP;(p;) = R* x {0}, for i =1,2.

Without lose of generality, we assume that ®; is not the immersion of round
sphere. Note that for any pair of multiplicity one points X; € ®;(%;),i =
1,2, the above situation can be arranged by appropriate translations and
rotations. For some r > 0, there are local graph representations (z,u(z)) for
®; and (z,v(z)) for @y of the form on B,(0)

(5.1) u(z) = p(2) +¢(2), v(z) =q(2) +9¥(z),
where p(z) and ¢(z) are polynomials of the form
1 1 1 1
(52) p(Z) = §P(Z7Z) +EQ(27272)7 Q(Z) = §R(272) +ES(27272)'

Here P,R : R* x R* — R"* denote the associated second fundamental
forms at the origin for ®; and ¥, respectively. The error terms satisfy for

any z € B,.(0)\{0}

3 3
(5-3) Dol ID <0 Y| IDY < C.

=0 i=0
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We decompose the quadratic form P in its pure trace part and its tracefree
part,

P(z,2) = %(tr P)(z,2) + I5(z,z),

and consider the immersion ®; : $1\{p1} — R", &1 (p) = 1 (p)— $tr P. Us-
ing the expansion at infinity, we infer that for some R < co the submanifold
®; has a graph representation (¢, u(¢)) at infinity of the form

W(¢) = p(¢) + B(¢) on RN\BR(0),

3
S TKIHDB(O) < €, ¢ € R\BR(0).
1=0

where

oy _ 1€ CN 1yl C € C\
p“)‘2p<|<|’|<|>+6Q<|<|’|<|’|<|>'<' |

For the construction of the pasted submanifold we will blow down &31 and
blow up ®,. In general, the scaling of the graph of a function w : Q ¢ R* —
R"~* with a factor A > 0 corresponds to the scaling of the function w given
by

wy: W ={zeR*: A2 Q} >R, wy(z) = w(A12).

Now for «, 5 > 0 small enough, consider the scaled submanifolds (IOJLOC and
®, g1 which have graph representations

o (2) = pal2) + Palz) on R4\BaR(0)’

(5:4) vg-1(2) = qg-1(2) +Yg-1(2) on B,5-1(0).

From above discussion, we obtain the bounds on error terms

3
> 2D ¢a(2)] < Ca® on R\Bag(0),
(5.5) Z:O
> 2T D1 (2)] < CB° on B,g-1(0)\{0}.
=0

Choose a third small parameter v where 0 < «a,8 < ~. HEssentially,
the construction of the pasted submanifold then is as follows: from the
submanifold <i>17a we remove the end given by the graph 1, over R*\B,(0),
and from the submanifold ®, 31 we remove the disk given by the graph of
vg-1 on B1(0). Then we connect the two submanifolds by the graph of a
function w : B1(0)\B,(0) — R"~4, which suitably interpolates between g
and vg-1.
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Actually, a slight modification of this is more convenient. For given o > 0,
we fix a function n € C*°(R) with the properties

n(s) = 0 fors< @,
1 for s> %,
In| + valn'| + a|n”| < C with C independent of a.

We cut off the higher-order terms in the expansions of i, and vg-1 by
defining, for r = |z|,

w(z) = Da(z) +n(y —1r)Pa(2) for aR < r <7,
qs-1(2) +n(r — Dpg-1(z) for 1 <r < B 1r
On the remaining annulus B; (0)\B, (0), we define the interpolation w as the
unique solution of the equation

(5.6) Adw = 0 on B1(0)\B,(0)
subject to boundary conditions

W= Pa, OrwW=0rPa, Aow = Agp, on |Z| =7
(5.7)
W = gg-1, arw = 8,«(]671, Ao’w = AOC]ﬁ—l on |Z| = 1,

2 . . .
where 0, = % and Ag = Z?:l %. The main purpose of this section is

devoted to the explicit computation of the solution to the problem (5.6]) and

G.1).
5.1. Formal solution. First, we find formal solutions of (5.0]).

Lemma 5.1. If e(r) is a radial function satisfying Ad(e(r)) =0, e(r) must
be in the form of

6
(5.8) e(r) = ZAiei(r), A; e RV,
i=1

where

er(r) =772, ey(r)=1, e3(r)=Inr,
es(r) =712, es(r)=r’Inr, eg(r) =rh
If we define E(r) = |

e
encodes values of {e;(r)

1(r),ea(r), es3(r), ea(r),es(r), es(r)], the matric M®
S | up to the second derivative onr =~y andr = 1:

[ E(y) (72 1 Iny 42 A2lny ]

OE(v) —2y7% 0 7l 2y 2ylny+y 4P

e |OPE(y) | |6yt 0 —? 2 2Iny+3 1242

(59 M= 1"py" |=| 1 1 0 1 0 1
o, E(1) 2 0 1 2 1 4

2E(1) | | 6 0 -1 2 3 12
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Moreover, the Laplace operator Ao acts on the siz-dimensional space E(r)
as the matriz:

[0 0 2 00 0]
000 8 6 0
0 00O0U¢ 8 O
(5.10) Ao(E(r)) = E(r) 00000 24
000 0O O
00000 O]
Proof. Note that
2 3 0 1
Acting on ¥, we have

Ao(rF) = k(k + 2)rF2.
Therefore, from
0=A3") = (k+2)-k* (k—2)% (k—4)r*",

we know that

k=-2 e(r)=r"2
=0, er)=1, e3(r)=Inr,
=2, es(r)=71% es(r)=r?Inr,
=4, eg(r)=1r%

O

Lemma 5.2. If f(r) is a radial function satisfying A(f(r)X;) = 0, for
some X; € HY, f(r) must be in the form of

6
(5.11) fr)=>_BiF(r), BieR"™
i=1
where
Fl(r) :T_37 FQ(T) :T_17 F3(T) =T,
Fy(r)=rlnr, Fs5(r)= 7‘3, Fys(r) = ro.

Moreover, the matriz M/ encodes values of {Fi(r)}$_; onr =~ and r = 1:

[y 47 yiny APy

—3y 4 472 1+Iny 342 592

o 3 5 ]
1

129 2973 0 471 6y 2093
1
1
0

fo_
(5.12) e | 0 L

-3 -1 1 3 5
12 2 1 6 20 |
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Proof. Note that
Ags(X;) = —3X;.
Acting on r*X;, we have
Ao(r*X;) = (k — 1)(k + 3)r* 2 X,
Therefore, from
0=A}r"X)=(k=5)-(k—3) - (k—1)* (k+1) (k+3)r* 5,

we know that

= 1, Fg(’r'
=9 F5(T = 7"3,
=5, Fs(r) =75

O
Lemma 5.3. If g(r) is a radial function satisfying A3(g(r)Y;) = 0, for some
Y; € HS, g(r) must be in the form of

6
(5.13) g(r) = Z CiGy(r), C; e R™,
i=1

where
Gi(r) = r4, Go(r) = r2, Gs(r) =1,
G4(T) = 727 G5(T) = T47 GG(T) = TG‘

Moreover, the matriz MY encodes values of {G;(r)}S_; onr =+ andr = 1:

B ,Y—4 -2 1 ,Y2 ,.Y4 ,.Y6 T
4y =273 0 2y 43 69°
20y 6yt 0 2 1292 30¢*
g .
(5.14) M= 111 1 1
—4 —2 0 2 4 6
|20 6 0 2 12 30 |

Proof. Note that
Ags (Vi) = —8Yi.
Acting on r*Y;, we have
Ao(r*Y;) = (k — 2)(k + 4)r*2Y;.
Therefore, from

0=A3rFY) = (k—6)- (k—4) - (k—2) - k- (k+2)- (k+4)r*°Y;,
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we know that

=—4, Gi(r)=r"14
=2, Go(r)=r"2
0, Gs(r)=1,
=2, Gyu(r) =12
=4, Gs(r)=r",
=6, Gg(r)=r".

O

Lemma 5.4. If h(r) is a radial function satisfying A3(h(r)W;) = 0, for
some W; € HS, h(r) must be in the form of

6
(5.15) h(r) = ZDiHi(T)a D; e R"4,
i—1

where
Hi(r)=r"" Hy(r)=r"" Hs(r)=r"",
H4(T) = Ts) H5(T) = 7"5, H6(r) = T7'

Moreover, the matriz M" encodes values of {H;(r)}$_, onr =~ andr = 1:

I A A L T

_5,},—6 _3,},—4 _,.Y—2 3,Y2 5,Y4 7’76
3077 1297 2973 6y 2077 424°

h._
(5.16) M= | ! o T
-5 -3 -1 3 5 71
30 12 2 6 20 42

Proof. Note that
Ags(W;) = —15W.
Acting on r*W;, we have
Ao(r* W) = (k — 3)(k + 5)rF 2 W,
Therefore, from
0=A3r*"W) =k =7)-(k=5)-(k—=3)-(k+1)-(k+3) - (k+5)r* W,

we know that
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O

Combining Lemma .11 (5.2 5.3l and 5.4, we may assume that w is in the
form of

where

(5.17)

5.2. Solving coefficients. Next, to determine coefficients in the expansion
(E17), we evaluate boundary values of w.
Before that, we write down the expansion of (5.1)) in terms of spherical

harmonics.
2
ae 2z =z ac o [z z oz
w:—P T +_Q <_7_7_>’Y_17
2 <\Z! M) 6 " \ 2| [2]" |2]

2
(5.18) dw = — 20 (i’ Z i) v2,

6\ |z [2]" [l
3
3 7 \lal" [zl 2]
and
B 2
w= ER(z,z)—FFS(z,z,z),
(5.19) 32

Orw = BR(z,2) + 75 (2,2,2),
O*w = BR(z,2) + 25 (2,2, 2), for |z| = 1.
Moreover, by our assumptions, we may expand ]5, CQQ, R, S as follows:

(5.20)
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Therefore, on |z| =+, the boundary condition is

2Ns

sz Y+_ZQZ' i

(5.21) Ow = 22(]2- i

i=1 i=1
S B (> A @)
(5.22) 8rw:/8<740+;74i’yi>+7<'_13i 'Xi+;si 'Wz'),
No 1 N3
afw =0 <7‘0 —|—ZT‘Z"Yi) + 52 <ZS§-1) - X; "'231(3) . WZ> .
i1 i1 i1

Note that in the above expansion, coefficients are vector valued. In the
sequel, for simplicity, we will abuse notation and identify a vector with its
components.

Lemma 5.5. Coefficients {A;}%_, satisfy

Aq [ O(vh)
A O(y*In7)
Az| 0(v?)
I R e
As O(7*In~y)
_AG_ O(’y In )_

Proof. Comparing constant terms, we know that coefficients {Al}?zl satisfy
the equation

4, 0]
Ay 0
e AS o 0
(5.23) M M gro
As Bro
| A6 | | Bro
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The determinant of M€ and corresponding cofactors are given by

det M® = — 3277 Iny + 4077 — 128+° + 25673 (Inv)?
— 2567 Iny + 328+® 4 320y Iny — 640y

(5.24)
288Iny 632 256(In+)?  320lny 256 24
NS T T et
8 4 _ 4 2
(5.25)  det M = — 4pp, S0 Y 2;7 +8 1
. 2910 — 3+% — 1675 Iny + 1075 + 1292 1In
det M5 =86 Y Y Y ’Y;y Y 7 Iny
(5.26) PR
3 —20v* 4+ 127* +4lnvy -1
Bro 3 ;
Y
A8 6  pad 2
(5.27) det M —328ry— 4 fj th -1
. —16712 Iny + 8y12 — 32919 + 12878 (In~)?
det M¢ = frp 10707 + 87 757 7°(Invy)
(5.28) 8 —327%Invy + 607% 4 6470 Iny — 12875 + 1447* In~
. 0 5
5
+1769* — 12892 (In~)? — 16072 Iny — 9672 + 12
Bro " ;
10 6 6 _ 4 _ 2
(5.29) det M zlﬁﬂr(ﬂ 8v° Invy + 2v ,Y;lfy 3y +81n’y+47
8 6 4 o qAA 2 _ _
(5.30) det M = 881 7 4+ 29° + 4y ln77347 + 67 —4Ilny 3'
Asymptotically, we know that
det M
A = 1 — 4
1T det Me o),
det M5
A2 = det./\/li = 0(72 lan)a
det M§
Aa = 3 — 2
s e
0
A= G = 2 O
det ME
A = 5 = 00 ),
det M
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Lemma 5.6. Coefficients {Bf ?:1 satisfy

B} [ 0(%
B} O(v*)

B\ _ g2, | O02(Iny)™)
By i O(*(Iny)7Y)
By §+0((Inv)?)
| BY | | O(y*(lny) ™) |

- 0
B2 0
B} 0

(5.32) M = 8 )
B |20
_BZ-G_ 528(-1)

The determinant of M and corresponding cofactors are given by

dot M/ _128(—2712 Invy + 3712 — 12919 + 1848 Iny + 15+%)
= 6
(5.33) ] ! ) ,
128(—327 Iny + 18y*Iny — 157* + 127 — 2lny — 3)
6 )
5

4 4
(5.34)  det MJ =325%sV (-576 Iny+~% —4* =42+ o7+ 1> ,

298Iny — 48 4+ 294 —2Iny — 1

(5.35) det M =6452sV = :

(5.36)
— 470y + 3410 — 348 — 8y Iny + 1292 Iny — 372 + 3
74

det M = 32525V

710 —378 —1—276 +274 — 372 +1
1
Y

(5.37) det Mf = 128525V

(5.38)
—67"0 + 18y Iny + 99 — 16y Iny — 67* + 67> — 2Iny — 3

det M{ = 64525V 30

6 —4ytIny — 414+ 492Iny —+? + 1

(5.39) det M{ = 3252507 -
v
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Asymptotically, we know that

det M{ 6
BZ = detM'f :O(’}/ )7
det M}
2 2 4
BZ - detM'f —O(’}/ )7
f
B} = S~ 0(22(lny) ),
b det MJ
(5.40) dot M/
et
B = qouf = 00 my) ™,
det M{ ﬁ28(~1)
5 _ 5 _ i 2
B = S = o+ 0((n) ),
det MJ
D= s = 00 my)Th
O
Lemma 5.7. Coefficients C = {C!}%_, satisfy
o T 0(+%) ‘
C2 4 (- Bapi + Bri) + 0(76)
c3l : [ozpl(l + 18v*) + Bri(—=3v*)] + 0(7")
CH |, 2 lapi(=3) + Bri(1 + 18y )] RGO
cy %[apz(l—ﬁv ) + Bri(=37" +8v")] + 0
CP] L5 [api (=14 99" + Bri(37* — )] +
Proof. Comparing each Y;, coefficients {C! }1:1 satisfy the equation
[cll [P
C? 0
c3 0
(5.41) M7l = g,
Oz5 57‘@
_Ci6_ _57%_

The determinant of M and corresponding cofactors are given by
(5.42)

32256
det M9 = — 2567° + 230477 — 92167 + 21504~3 — 322567 + —
_ 21504 9216 _ 2304 n @
73 ,Y5 ,-Y7 ,-YQ ’
10 3 8 2 6 2 4 3 2 1
det MY :384049@-7 il 77;— 7 Tt

5.43
( ) _712 + 9,},8 _ 16’}/6 4 9,},4 -1

1280r; -
gl
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—3712 + 8710 — 578 — 574 + 872 -3
5

det M§ =384ap;

5
(5.44)
38451, 1 =690 + 598 + 595 — 691 + 1
i 5
5
(5.45)

910 — 18yM + 107" — 367" +907° — 7440 + 187! 41
9
5
—7"® +169"? — 307" 4+ 16+° —4?
9
g

det M =128ap;

(5.46)
—y16 4+ 16~10 — 3048 + 1695 — 1
,-YQ
+9710 — 189 + 107'2 — 3670 4 907® — 749° 4 18y* + 1
9
5

det MY =384ap;

1280r;

det M? =384ap;

~9
5.47
( ) _3,Y14 + 8’}’12 _ 5,},10 _ 5’76 + 8,Y4 _ 3,Y2
38457‘2 9
Y
_A12 8 _ 16~ 4_9q
det M? =128ap; vy 7967 9
(5.48) 12
-3 10 9 8 2 6 -3 4 2
384/87’1'—1_7 v+ 7794‘ g vt
Asymptotically, we know that
det MY
Cl = L — O
P = g = 200
det MJ 3
C’l detMg 2’7 ( 3apl + ﬁrl) + O(/y )7
det M 1
O = S = 5 [omi(L+18") + Bri(=39)] + 005,
' det M 1
4 4 4 6
;= = - |api(— i(1+1 ;
Gl = ot = 3 [oPi(=3) + Bri(l+1879)] + 0(7")
det M7 3
5 5 4 2 4 6
i — - 3 7 1- A ;
OV = ot e = 3 [Pl =67 +Bri(=37" +87)] + 0(1")
det M7 1
6 6 4 2 4 6
OV = qot e = 3 [Pi(=1H97Y) £ 8ri(37" =991 +0(7°)
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Lemma 5.8. Cocefficients {Dﬁ}lﬁ:1 satisfy

o1 [ O(+%) ]
D!}
I O(’YG)

) 1.2 2
D? La2q; (1+367") — 25791 + O(+9)
D}| = (a2 +%52S§3>(1+36’7)+O( 6)
< 402q; (14 3671) — 8825744 + 0(1)
il | “la 2ql(1+367)+352 Dyt + 0015,

Proof. Comparing each W;, coefficients ~{Dl-}l6_1 satisfy the equation

(5.50)

[ D1 6vql
D:i’ 2%
h Di _ 30{?(]2'
M pi| = %23(3)
1
Dy 2 (3
D6 2 7
L7 528(-3)
L b8

The determinant of M" and corresponding cofactors are given by

(5.51)

det MM =

(5.52)

(5.53)

(5.54)

det M% =1280¢;

(5.55)

det M} =76802¢;

256(—~* + 369 — 1607'® + 315716 — 288y 4 288!

— 3157% + 16075 — 36~4* + 1)

12

5
_312 810_58_54 82_3
det M = — 25602 ¢; vy :YY4 v Sy
16 10 8 6
3+ — 16910 +30+4% — 1645 + 1
gl
291 =592 +3910 £ 37! —59° 2
det ME = — 30720%¢; 2 éfy T
1024520 ) =78 + 10712 — 9910 — 998 + 1070 — 1
36
36720 — 8078 + 45710 — 100712 4 288410 — 270+® 4 8075 + 1
3712
768/828(3) _,724 + 25,716 _ 48’714 + 25,712 _ ,74
i 3,712
—720 4 25412 — 48~10 4 25~8 —

3712

(3) 36770 — 80718 + 45416 — 100712 + 288~10 —

+ 128325

2707 + 8070 + 1

3,},12

9
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,718 _ 10,712 + 9,710 + 9,78 _ 10,76 +1

det M? =102402¢;

(5.56) 37"
' - 5 (3) _2,},18 4 5,}/16 _ 3,},14 _ 3,},8 4 5,},6 _ 2,Y4
3072/3%s; 312
16 10 8 6
—y° + 169" — 307° + 167° — 1
det MP =12802¢; 2
(5.57) 16 14 12 8 6 4
256623(3) +37° =8y + 57+ 577 =8y + 3y
i 412
Asymptotically, we know that
det M7
D = = = 00",
det M5
Df = o = 00,
det ME 1 3
D} = = = 5070 (14367") = %577 +0(+°),
(5.58) g _ det MZ 2 2. (3)1 4 6
Di = det MP = (—Oé %‘1’5 S; 6) (1+367 ) +O(7 )7
det M2 4
D} = = = 307 (1+360) = 88%5(77" +0(+°),
det M 1 3
Df = =k = —Saq (14:36") + 362544 + 0(1°).

6. BILINEAR FORMS

For functions u,v : B,(0)\B,(0) — R"™% we consider the bilinear form
Byr(u,v) := / (VAgu, VAgu)dV .
B, (0)\B-(0)

We start by computing B, -(-,-) with respect to the bases in Lemma [B.1],
6.2 and [5.41

Lemma 6.1. Let E(r) be the vector defined in Lemmal2dl. Then

/ (V20(E(r)), VAg(E(r)) dV
B (0)\B~(0)

00 0 0 0 0
©1 00— 0 2 —o| [
=16 Vol(S? B - -
GVl 10 0 00 0 o o ||
0 0 —2lnr 0 202 6% |7
0 0 —6r2 0 6rt 2476 ]
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Proof. From Lemma 5.1} we already know that the Laplace operator Ag acts
on the six-dimensional space E(r) as the matrix:

002000
000 86 0
000038 0
000 0O0 O
00000 O]
Note that acting on radial functions, we have V = %%, and
[—2 0 0 0 0 O]
0O 01 00O
. 10 00000
OrE(r)=r""E(r) 0 00 2 1 0
0 000 20
|0 0 0 0 0 4
Consequently, we have
[0 0 -4 0 0 0]
00 0 08 O
o1 |00 0 00 0
(6.3) Or o Ag(E(r)) =r""+ E(r) 00 0 0 0 48
00 0 0O O
00 0 00 0]
Therefore,
/ (VA0(E (), VA(E(r) dV
Bs(0)\B-(0)
00 0o 0 0 0 |
00 0 0 0 0
_ 5 (710 0 7t 0 —2r72 —12
=16 Vol (S )/T 0 0 0 0 0 0 rdr
00 —2r72 0 4 2472
(64) 00 —12 0 242 14401]
[0 0 0 0 0 0 ]
00 0 0 0 0 o
72 -
B 3]0 0 == 0 —2Inr —6r2
=16 Vol(S°) 0 0 0 0 0 0 )
00 —2lnr 0 202 6t |7
0 0 —6r2 0 6rt 2406
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To compute B, ;(+,-) with respect to F(r)- X;, G(r)-Y; and H(r) - W;
we apply the integration by parts to obtain

Bosr(u,v) = — / (Agu, AZv) dV
(65) B (0)\ B+ (0)

+ / <A0’u,, arA()’U>dA — <A0’u,, aTAQU>dA.
0Bs OB~

Lemma 6.2. Let F(r) be the vector defined in Lemma[5.2. Then for each
X; € HY, we have

/ (VA (r) - Xi), VAg(F(r) - ;) dV
B (0)\B~ (0)

0 0 0 0 0 0 ]
(6.6) 0 =3r* 0 372 0 247 __
- 510 0 0 0 0 0
=I6VOIST) 1y 32 g umy 32 0
0 0 0 32 9t 246|777
0 2472 0 0 2475 9617

Proof. From Lemma[5.2] we already know that the Laplace operator Ag acts
on the six-dimensional space F(r) - X; as the matrix:

0 -4 00 0 0
0 0 04 0 0
0 0 00 12 0
(6.7) Bo(F(r) - Xi)=F(r)-Xi-1g o ¢ ¢ 0 ol
0 0 00 0 32
0 0 00 0 0]
and
-3 0 0 0 0 O]
0 -1 00 0 0
N v |0 0 1100
O (F(r)- X;) =r"F(r)- X; 0 0 0100
0 0 0030
[0 0 0 0 0 5]

The bi-Laplace operator A3 acts on the six-dimensional space F(r) as the
matrix:

|
—_
D

—~~

o

oo

S—

P

on

—~

>

—~~

~

s

S~—

I

!

—

=

S—

s
O OO O oo
SO O O oo
oSO O O oo

OO O oo
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Therefore, we have

- / (Mo(F(r) - Xi), A}(F(r) - X)) dV
B, (0)\B~ (0)

000 0 0 0 ]
000 % 0 —24r2
- ) 71000 0 0 0 3
= — 64 SSXZ' dVgc/T 000 —1 o 924 |7
00 0 =32 0 7212
(6.9) 000 -8 0 1924
0 00 0 0 0 ]
000 -2 0 —122| .,
- 30000 0 0 0
= — 64 Vol(S?) 000 —nr 0 64 )
000 =32 0 1276 |77
000 —2r* 0 24°
Besides,
0 12 0 0 0 0]
0 0 0 -4 0 0
e v 000 0 0 12 0
(6.10)  BroNo(F(r)- Xi) =r F(r)-Xi- |0 0 0 0 0 o
00 0 0 0 9
0 0 0 0 0 0]
We have
/ (Do(F(r) - Xi),0, 0 Ag(F(r) - X;))dA
9B, (0)\OB; (0)
0 0 0 0 0 0 ]
(6.11) 0 —=3r* 0 r2 -3 —242
B 5[0 0 0 0 0 0 1=
_16V01(S) 0 32 0 -1 32 2454 r—r
0 9 0 =32 9t 76
0 247 0 —8r* 240 1928 |

Combining them together yields

/ (VA(F(r) - X;), VA(F(r) - X;))dV
Bo (0)\B~ (0)

0 0 0 0 0 0 ]

(612) 0 —37’_4 O 37’_2 0 24T2
B 3. |0 0 0 0 0 0 | |m=°
=16Vol(S) 10 502 0 4mmr 32 0 |l

0 0 0 3r2 9rt 2446

0 2472 0 0 2470 9618
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Here we have replaced constant functions —3 and 9 by zeros which will not
affect our results. O

Lemma 6.3. Let G(r) be the vector defined in Lemma[5.3. Then for each

Y; € HS, we have

/ (VAW(G(r) - Vi), VAg(G(r) - Yi)) AV
Bo (0)\B~(0)

0 0 0 0 0 0
—6 —4 2
o1 0 -t a0 a0 |7
o 3 —4ar —or —ar
=128 Vol(S) |, 7, 0 0 0 0
0 0 =2 0 4% 10|77
0 107 0 0 10r% 30r1°]

Proof. From Lemmal[5.3] we already know that the Laplace operator Ag acts
on the six-dimensional space G(r) - Y; as the matrix:

(0 -8 0 0 0 O]
0 0 =80 0 0
00 0 0 0 0
(6.14) Ro(G(r) - Yi)=G(r)-Yi- g o o 0 16 o]"
0 0 0 0 0 40
0 0 0 0 0 O]
and
[—4 0 0 0 0 0]
0 -2 00 0 0
N 0O 0 0000
Or (G(r) - Y)) =r—Gr)-Yi- | 0 0 0 2 0 0
0 0 0040
(0 0 0 0 0 6]

The bi-Laplace operator A% acts on the six-dimensional space G(r) as the
matrix:

o O O

(6.15) AJ(G(r)-Yi) = G(r) - Y; - 64

OO OO OO
OO OO OO
OO OO o
OO OO oo
OO OO OO
=
o

o O
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Therefore, we have

- / (Bo(G(r) - Y:), A (G(r) - Vo)) AV
B (0)\B~(0)

(0 0 0 00 0 |
00 8 00 1002
B 9 100 % 00 10 3
—512/SSYZ- dVgc/T 0 0 0 0 0 0 rodr
00 —2r=2 0 0 —200r*
(6.16) 00 -5 00 —50r9]
0 0 0 00 0 T
00 —~ 00 52| _
r—2 5..4
=512Vol(s?) [0 0 =5 0 0 57
00 0O 00 0 B
00 —2 00 =387
0 0 =2t 0 0 —5r19
Besides,
0 2 0 00 0]
00100 0
o a1 v 00000 O
(6.17) Or 0o Ag(G(r) - Y;) =16r""G(r) - Y; 0000 2 0
00000 10
00000 0
We have
/ Ao(G(r) - Vi), 0 0 Ao(G(r) - Y;))dA
OB, (0)\OB- (0)
[0 0 0 0 0 0
=6 =1 2 1072
(6.18) 0
L 5|0 2r7t 7200 22 100t | e
=—128Vol(8%) 15 7 0 0 0 0 et
0 -4 =22 0 —45 —20r8
_0 —10r2 =5 0 —10r8 —507‘10_
Combining them together yields
/B o (TBC) 0. FA(Gr) 3}V
[0 0 0 0 0 0
—2r=6 _—2p=%t 0 0 1072
(6.19) 0 r=o
B 3 |0 —2r% —3r=2 0 —2r2 0
=128 Vol (S?) 0 0 0 00 0
0 0 —2r2 0 4% 1078 |7
0 1072 0 0 10r% 30710
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O

Lemma 6.4. Let H(r) be the vector defined in Lemma[5.4 Then for each
W; € H%, we have

/ (VAQ(H(r) - Wi), VAg(H(r) - Wi)) dV
Bo (0)\B~(0)

0 0 0 0 0 0
-8 -6 2
(6:20) P - R R
_ 3 - - -
=48 Vol(8%) | 0 0 0 0 0 N
0 0 —20r2 0 258 6010
0 60r? 0 0 60r% 240r'2

Proof. From Lemma[G5.4] we already know that the Laplace operator Ag acts
on the six-dimensional space H(r) - W; as the matrix:

0 -3 0 00 0
0 0 -4 00 0
0 0 0 00 O
(6.21) Ro(H(r) - W) =4H(r) - Wi |0 g o o 5 o]
00 0 00 12
0 0 0 00 0]
and
5 0 0 0 0 0]
0 -3 0 000
N 0 0 -1 00 0
Oy (H(r) -W;)=r""H(r) - W; 0O 0 0 300
0 0 0 050
0 0 0 00 7]

The bi-Laplace operator A2 acts on the six-dimensional space H(r) as
the matrix:

(6.22) A2(H(r) - W) = 192H (1) - W -

OO OO OO
OO OO OO
OO OO oo
OO OO oo
O O o OO

OO OO O
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Therefore, we have

- / (Bo(H(r) - W), AZ(H(r) - W) dV
Bo(0)\B~(0)

[0 0 0 0 0 0
00 =37 00 —1572
o 9 7100 =48 00 —20 | 5
= — 768 SSWi dVgC/T 0 0 0 0 0 0 rodr
00 572 00 25°
(6.23) 00 12 00 60
0 0 00 0 ]
00 2 00 —8B2
_ 3 (0 0 77 0 0 -5t
= — 768 Vol(S~) 00 0 00 0 .
00 52 00 310777
0 0 3r* 0 0 5ri2
Besides,
[0 5 0 00 0]
004000
o1 . [000 000 0
(6.24) Op o Nog(H(r) - W) =12r—"H(r) - W; 00005 0O
0000 0 20
00000 0
We have
/alB (0)\oB (o)<A0(H(T) W00 Aol ) WaydA
[0 0 0 0 0 0
(6.25) 0 —15r7% —12r7%¢ 0 —15 —60r?
43 Vol(S?) 0 —20r=% —16r=* 0 —20r2 —80r*| |=c
N 0 0 0 0 0 0 —
0 25 2002 0 250 100710
0 60r%  48% 0 60r'0 24072 ]
Combining them together yields
/ oy (TR0 W), T80 (r) W) 0V
[0 0 0 0 0 0
(626) 0 —15T_8 —20T_6 0 0 60T2
_ 3, |0 —20r=¢ —32r=%1 0 —20r% O r=o
=48Vl 1y 0 0 0 0 | l=r’
0 0 —20r2 0 258 60r'0
0 60r? 0 0 60r'% 24072
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7. ENERGY ESTIMATE

We continue the construction of the connected sum. Following the no-
tation in Section Bl For formally defining the pasted submanifold, we re-
move from ¥; the neighborhood of the point p; corresponding to {z € R* :
v —+Va < |z| < oo} under the map m o ®;,. Analogously, we remove
from Y5 the set corresponding to {z € R* : |z| < 1 + y/a} under the map
mo ®y5-1. We denote the remaining open submanifolds by ¢/ C ¥; and
V C Xy, and put W = B, 3-1(0)\B,z(0). Then the new submanifold is de-
fined as ¥ := (U|JVUW) / ~, where ~ means the obvious identifications

pwz:ﬂotfl,a, forpeld,zeW,
q~z=mo®yg, forgeV,zeW.
3} is just the connected sum of Y1 #3.9 and the new immersion is well defined
piecewisely by setting
<i>1,a, on U,
®:N R, P={dy51, onV,
(z,w(z)), on W.
The rest of this section is devoted to estimate the energy of the immersion
3.

As usual, we denote by O(aF) a quantity that is bounded in absolute value

by a constant times . If the constant depends on the other parameters,

say on <, this will be indicated by writing O«,(ak). Eventually, all three
parameters will be chosen small.

Lemma 7.1 (Triharmonic energy savings). As « tends to zero, we have

Booy(Pas Par) = 96 Vol S3 o’ Z Ips)? + O-( o),
Beoryyaliia, iia) = B ,y(pa,pa)JrO (a3);
Bio(as-1,45-1) = 4 Vol(5°)* Z s,
i=1
Byt aolvg-1,v8-1) = Bio(gs-1,95-1) + 0, (a7 5?).
Proof. Recall that

where

(67K A ya 0420 ya A ya
palz) = 2P (—,—)+ Q( >|z|—1.
o) =5 Fe G T AERERFE
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For v — y/a < |z] < 00, pa(z) and ¢ (2) satisty

(7.1) Z!Z\ |D*a(2)| < Z\ZI’”!D’%( )| < Ca.

=0

It follows that

o0 3
o . a o
‘BOOfY(pO!aQOa)’ S C/ ﬁ . F . ngr — O,Y(O/l)’
Y
72 o o o
( ) ‘Boofy((pomgoa)’ < C/ <T_5> T3d7‘ _ O»Y(O(6)7
v
1B, - yaliia; )| = Oy(a?).

Besides, by Lemma (5.3 5.4 and (5.20]), we have

2N3

N2
—%Zpi'Gza(T)' Zqz Hy(r
i=1

Therefore, by Lemma [6.3] and Lemma [6.4] we obtain

(7.3) Boo y(Pas Par) = 384 Vol( S3< QZM% ZW)

Similarly, we have

(7.4) vg-1(2) = qp-1(2) + ¢p-1(2),
where

2
qp-1(2) = ER(Z z) + P S(z 2,2).

For 0 < |2| <14 Vo, gg-1(2) and 95-1(2) satisfy

3

3
(7.5) Y IDig(2)] <CB, Y| HD g () < COF°

=0 i=0

It follows that

1
Bro(qs1,5-1)| < CB* /0 rdr = 0,(8"),

1
(7.6) Boo (W51, 051)] < CB° /0 Pdr = 0,(8%),

1
‘Bl-l—\/&,l(UB*l ) ’Ugfl)’ = Ov(a2ﬁ2).
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Besides, by Lemma [5.1] 5.2] |5:{L (.4l and (520, we have

qs-1(2) = é (7’064 —i—Zn Gy(r )
(Z s(l - X+ Zs > .

Therefore, by Lemma [6.1] 6.2 [6.3] and [6.4] we obtain

Ny
(7.7) Bio(gs1,a5-1) = 4Vol(§%)8* S [st]?
=1

O

Lemma 7.2. The triharmonic energy of the interpolation is given by as
follows

By (w, w) =96 Vol(S*)a? (y~2 — 15) Zyp,ﬁ

— 192 Vol(Sg)aﬁ Z(pz‘, ri) + 0(04272)
i=1

VoI35 (4 §0n7)?) + (34 () ),

5
|B«,,«,—\/a(w,w)| + |Bl+\/a,1(wvw)| = O’Y,t(az)'
Proof. Recall that on By(0)\B,(0)

w=-e(r)+ Z filr)X; + Zgi(r)Yi + Z hi(r)W;.

i=1 i=1 i=1
Therefore, by Lemma [6.1] [6.2] and [6.4], we have

817-\/(11),10) Bl,’y( ( +ZBL'\/ fz Xzafz( ) z)
i=1
N2

+> By (gi(r)Yi, gi(r +ZBM (r)Wi, hi(r)W5).
i=1

By Lemma and Lemma [6.1], we have

By (e(r), e(r)) = 1? Vol(S3)82r292 + O(827(In7)?).

By Lemma and Lemma[6.2] we have

By (Fi(r) X, £ X) = Vol 8412 (4 - 2(ny)2) + 0(84 () 4).
2
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By Lemma [5.7] and Lemma [6.3] we have
Bi~(gi(r)Y;, gi(r)Y;) =96 Vol(S?’)a2 (’y_z — 15) \pilz
— 192 Vol(S*)aB{ps, m3) + Or(a®4?).
By Lemma 5.8 and Lemma [6.4] we have

128 goat 4
BL-\/(}‘LZ'(T)Wi,hi(T)Wi) = TVOl(S )alp,\ + O(Oé )

For v — /a < |z| <1+ y/a, w satisfies

3
(7.8) > [D'w| < O(a, B).
=0

Therefore, we obtain that

5
2

’8777—\/a(w’w)’ + ‘Bl-i—\/a,l(wvw)‘ = O'y,t(a )

For clarity, the fourth order Willmore energy considered is
EWY) .= Eqp + u/ |L|*av +u/ |L*2dV, p,veR.
by by

In slight abuse of notation, we denote by aﬁ” T’V)(<I>) the energy EHY) of the

graph of the immersion ® restricted to B,(0)\B-(0).
Lemma 7.3. Let f = «. As « tends to 0, we have the expansion

£) (@) — <5(W)(q>1) V) (@) — 87r2>

1 o o é
:E <Bl,v(w, ’LU) - Boo;y—\/a(uou Ua) - Bl,o(qL;—l,q571)) -+ O,y(az)

No No
= — 1440 Vol (S?)a? Z Ips]? — 192 Vol(S*)aB Z(pi, i) + O(a®+?)
i=1 i=1

Proof. By the construction in Section B we know that
1) (@) — (£1)(@1) + £0) (@) - 872)

_ ¢guy) (mv) ()

= & Van—ya(W) = ESLT alla) = 75 4 (v5-1)
Using apriori estimates (7.1)), (7.5) and (7.8]), we have

o 4
(7.10) / ILI*dV < C (%) rddr = 0, (%),
|2|>7—Ve r

Y=V

(7.9)

1
(7.11) |L|tdV < C’ﬁ4/ rdr = 0,(6Y),
0

/og|z|s1+¢a
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and

(7.12) ILI*dV < O, (a*, 8Y).

/Y—x/ESZSH\/a
Besides, apriori estimates (7.8]) verifies the assumptions of Lemmal[ZIl Com-
bining with above estimates yields

1) (@) — (£10)(@1) + £0) (@) — 872)

— ( 7V) ( 7V) Y ( 7V)
= € a—yaW) = €Ll alita) = € g o(vs1)

1 o o 5
T 16 (Bl’”(w’w) = Boo s valtia, tia) = 5170(%*1,%*1)) +0,(az)

Na
= 1440 VoI(§%)a* Y Ipif* — gvol(s3)54|s§”|2(m)—2
=1
N2
—192Vol(S*)aB > (pi,1i) + O(a®y?) + O(B*(Iny) ™)

i=1

8. PROOF OoF MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we will finish the proof of Theorem It should be
noted that if the origin has more than one preimage under ¢, we can carry
out the whole construction on one end of (IO>1 and compactify other ends
via inversions as Bauer and Kuwert did in [I]. Therefore, we know that
Theorem will follow provided that

Na
(8.1) > {pi,ri) = (P°,R°) > 0.
i=1

The following key lemma allows us to choose a suitable rotation for the
hypersurfaces so that [R1] holds.

Lemma 8.1. Let P, R : R*xR* — R be bilinear forms which are symmetric
tracefree. Then, there exists orthogonal transformations S € QO(4) and T €
O(k) such that the form Psr(¢,¢) = TP(S™1¢,S71C) satisfies (Psr, R) >
0. Furthermore, if P, R : R* x R* — R¥ both nonzero, then (Psr, R) > 0.

Proof. Since P maps to R¥, we can express P as P = (P}, P, ..., P;), where
each P; : R*x R* — R is a symmetric bilinear form. Each P; corresponds to a
symmetric 4 x 4 matrix (also denoted P; ) via P;(u,v) = u' P. Tr (P;) = 0,
ensuring no component has a bias toward the identity matrix. Analogous for
R, we have R = (R, Ra, ..., Ry), with each R; symmetric and traceless. For
S € O(4), the transformation S~!¢ changes the basis of R*. The transformed
bilinear form becomes:

(8.2) PS(,¢)=P(S7'¢,87'¢) = (SplsT, . ,SPkST) .
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Here, SP,;S"T rotates each matrix component P;. For T' € Q(k), the trans-
formation mixes the k-components of P :

k k
(83)  Psr(¢,Q)=TP%(¢.¢)= | _Ty;SPST,....> TiySPS'

Jj=1 J=1

Then the inner product between Psr and R is:

k k
(8.4) (Psr,R) =) Tr( (> 7,;5P8T | R,
i=1 j=1
Simplifying, this becomes:
k
(8.5) (Ps7,R)= Y TyTr (SP]-STRZ-) .
ij=1

For fixed S € O(4), define the matrix A(S) € R¥** with entries A4;;(S) =
Tr (SPjSTRZ-). The inner product becomes (Ps 7, R) = Tr (TTA(S)).

We now claim that, The maximum of Tr (7T A(S)) over T' € O(k) is the
trace norm of A(S), defined as ||A(S)|[« = >_, 0a(S), where 0,(S) are the
singular values of A(S).

To prove this, we first recall Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) for the
matrix A(S): We can write A(S) = UXV " be the SVD of A(S), where,

(i) U,V € O(k) are orthogonal matrices.
(ii) ¥ is a diagonal matrix with non-negative entries o1 > o9 > -+ >
or = 0 (the singular values).

Substitute A(S) = ULV T into the trace, we obtain

(8.6) Tv (TTA(S)) - <TTUEVT) .

Using the cyclic property of the trace (Tr(ABC) = Tr(BCA)) and let W =
VITTU, this give us that

(8.7) Tr <TTA(S)> = TH(SW).

The trace Tr(WX) is the sum of the diagonal entries of W :

k
(8.8) Te(SW) =Y Wio;
=1

The diagonal entries W;; of an orthogonal matrix W satisfy |W;| < 1 (by
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, since columns of W are orthonormal). Hence
the maximum occurs when W;; = 1 for all 4, which is achieved if W = Id
(the identity matrix). Therefore,

k

8.9 Tr(XW) = i
(8.9) s, TEW) =3 o
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Thus, the maximum of Tr (7T A(S)) over T € O(k) is:

k
(8.10) s T (TTA(S)) - ; i = | A(S)]..

Such maximal point 7' € O(k) can be realized by the compactness of O(k).
The claim then follows.

Since all o, > 0, the trace norm ||A(S)||« is always non-negative. This
proves the first claim.

Suppose now P,R : R* x R* — R* are both nonzero, the trace norm
is zero only if all singular values are zero, which happens if and only if
A(S) = 0 for any S € O(4). Recall the orthogonal group O(4) acts on the
space of traceless symmetric 4 x 4 matrices via conjugation: P; — SP;S T
for S € O(4) and any 1 < j < k and the space of traceless symmetric
4 x 4 matrices is an irreducible representation of Q(4). Therefore, the set
{SP;ST | S € O(4)} spans the entire space of traceless symmetric 4 x 4
matrices for any non zero P;.

If A(S) = 0 for any S € O(4). Write in the component form, we
obtain that Tr (SP;STR;) = 0 for all S € O(4) and all i,5. Since P
and R are nonzero, then there exists P, # 0 and Rj, # 0, such that
Tr (SP;,STR;,) = 0 for all S € O(4). Since {SP;,S" | S € O(4)} spans
the entire space of traceless symmetric 4 x 4 matrices, we then get that
Tr(PRj,) = 0 for all traceless symmetric 4 x 4 matrices P, which implies
that Rj, = 0, contradiction! Hence, A(S) # 0 for some S € O(4). This
implies that ||A(S)||« > 0 for some S € O(4). The lemma then follows. O
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