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NON-EXISTENCE OF MINIMIZERS FOR FOURTH ORDER

WILLMORE ENERGY

NAN WU AND ZETIAN YAN

Abstract. We introduce a fourth-order Willmore-type problem for
closed four-dimensional submanifolds immersed in R

n 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 : Σ2 →֒ R

n, the Willmore
energy is defined by

W(f) :=

∫

Σ
|H|2 dVg,

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 R

3. More
precisely, for every immersed compact surface f : Σ → R

n, the Willmore
energy satisfies

W (f) ≥ 4π

with equality only for round spheres. If W(f) < 8π, 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

n of a given topological type.
To be precise, for fixed genus p ≥ 0 and ambient dimension n ≥ 3, we define

βnp := inf
Sn
p

W(f),

where Sn
p denotes the set of all immersions from closed orientable surfaces

of genus p in R
n. It was proved independently by Kusner and Pinkall (see

[10] and [11]) that a Lawson minimal surface of genus p, for every p, has
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area strictly smaller than 8π. This implies βnp < 8π. Later Kuwert, Li and
Schatzle [12] showed that βnp tends to 8π as p tends to infinity.

In [21], Simon proved the existence of a smooth minimizing Willmore torus
attaining βn1 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 βnp is
achieved by a closed embedded surface if

(1.1) enp <
∑

r

enpr , where enp := βnp − 4π,

holds for any partition p = p1+ · · ·+ pr, and β
n
pr corresponds to a Willmore

surface of genus pr.

Later, Bauer and Kuwert[1, Theorem 1.3] verified the validity of (1.1) by
constructing test surfaces via connected sums:

Theorem 1.2 (Connected Sum Energy Reduction). Let fi : Σ
2
i →֒ R

n,
i = 1, 2, be two smoothly immersed closed surfaces. If neither f1 nor f2
is a round sphere (i.e., totally umbilic), there exists an immersed surface
f : Σ2 →֒ R

n with topological type of Σ2 = Σ2
1#Σ2

2 such that

(1.2) W(f) <W(f1) +W(f2)− 4π.

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

5, 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 Φ :
Σ4 →֒ R

n, the functional

(1.3) EGR(Φ) :=

∫

Σ

(∣∣∇⊥H
∣∣2 −

∣∣LtH
∣∣2 + 7|H|4

)
dV,

where L is the second fundamental form and ∇⊥ is the normal connection,
is invariant under conformal transformations on R

n. EGR is a multiple of
the fourth order Willmore energy in [20, 22]. In particular, Graham and
Reichert demonstrated that EGR is neither bounded from below nor above
for immersions of manifolds with certain topological types-such as S

1 × S
3

and S
2 × S

2-while proving that the round sphere remains stable; see [20]
for further details. Furthermore, a result of Martino [17](also proved by
Graham-Reichert) states that EGR is unbounded below on any closed hyper-
surface Σ4 →֒ R

5.
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For embeddings of four-manifolds into R
n with n ≥ 6, the space of global

conformal invariants is six-dimensional: a basis is EGR, the invariant I de-
fined in [6] and four contractions of L̊ (the traceless part of the second

fundamental form) which are obtained by breaking L̊α′

αβL̊
β′

γδ into symmetric

and antisymmetric-in-normal pieces and then taking possible contractions;
see [6, Section 6] for more details. While for embeddings into R

5, the space
of global conformal invariants is four-dimensional and spanned by

EGR,

∫

Σ
|L̊|4 dV,

∫

Σ
|L̊2|2 dV, χ(Σ4);

see [18] for precise statement.
In order to fix aforementioned unbounded issue for EGR, the modified

invariant considered now is in the form of

(1.4) E(µ,ν)(Φ) := EGR(Φ) + µ

∫

Σ
|L̊|4 dV+ν

∫

Σ
|L̊2|2 dV,

for µ, ν ∈ R. In particular, by setting ν = 0 and µ ≥ 1
12 , we have E(µ,0) ≥ 8π2

with equality if and only if Φ parametrizes a round sphere. We refer readers
to [3,5,8] for further studies on algebraic properties, physical interpretations,
etc. of E(µ,ν).

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 Σ4, we define

γ
(µ,ν)
Σ := inf

Φ∈Sn
Σ

E(µ,ν)(Φ),

where Sn
Σ denotes the set of all immersions from closed four-dimensional

submanifolds in R
n which is homeomorphic to Σ4. Is there a pair (µ, ν)

such that for any fixed four-manifold Σ4 which can be immersed in R
n,

there exists an immersion Φ: M4 → R
n in Sn

Σ which minimizes γ
(µ,ν)
Σ ?

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 fixed pair (µ, ν) ∈ R
2, for all four dimensional

manifold Σ4 which is not homeomorphic to S
4, there is no such immersed

four-dimensional manifold Φ : M4 → R
n with ambient dimension n ≥ 5,

Φ ∈ Sn
Σ, which minimizes γ

(µ,ν)
Σ .

Actually, analogous to 1.2, we derive the connected sum energy reduction
inequality for general fourth order Willmore energy E(µ,ν).

Theorem 1.5. Let Φi : Σ
4
i → R

n be two smoothly immersed, closed sub-
manifolds in R

n. If either Φ1 or Φ2 is not a round sphere, then there is an
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immersed submanifold Φ : Σ4 → R
n with topological type of the connected

sum Σ1#Σ2, such that for any µ, ν ∈ R,

(1.5) E(µ,ν)(Φ) < E(µ,ν)(Φ1) + E(µ,ν)(Φ2)− 8π2.

The significant difference between Theorem 1.5 and [1, Theorem 1.3] is
that Theorem 1.5 only requires one of Φi not to be a round sphere, which
addresses the different geometric phenomenon in four dimension comparing
to the classical one. Once we have Theorem 1.5, we can obtain the Theorem
1.4 immediately.

Proof of Theorem 1.4: We argue by contradiction. Suppose not, then
there exists (µ0, ν0) and a closed four dimensional manifold Σ̄4 which is not
homeomorphic to S

4, and Φ̄ : M̄4 → R
n, where M̄4 is homeomorphic to

Σ̄4, such that Φ̄ achieves the infimum γ
(µ0,ν0)

Σ̄
. We then let Φ1 = Φ̄ and

Φ2 : S4 → R
n be the standard inclusion of the round sphere into R

n. By
Theorem 1.5, we obtain a new immersed submanifold Φ : M0 → R

n with
topological type of M̄4#S

4 (which is homeomorphic to Σ̄4 as well), such
that

E(µ0,ν0)(Φ) < E(µ0,ν0)(Φ1) + E(µ0,ν0)(Φ2)− 8π2.

Since Φ2 : S
4 → R

n be the standard inclusion of the round sphere into
R
n, we know that E(µ0,ν0)(Φ2) = 8π2. Therefore, E(µ0,ν0)(Φ) < E(µ0,ν0)(Φ1),

contradicts to the fact that Φ1 = Φ̄ achieves the minimum of γ
(µ0,ν0)

Σ̄
among

all the immersions in Sn
Σ̄
. This ends the proof.

Remark 1.6. From the above proof, we know that if the four-dimensional
differentiable Poincaré conjecture holds, then Σ#S

4 is also diffeomorphic to
Σ, which implies Theorem 1.4 holds even we restrict to the diffeomorphic
class.

For proving Theorem 1.5, 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 Φ : Σ4 → R
n be a closed immersed submanifold with

0 ∈ Φ(Σ). If Φ̂ is given by inverting Φ at the sphere of radius 1 around 0,

i.e., Φ̂ := I ◦ Φ, then
E(µ,ν)(Φ̂) = E(µ,ν)(Φ)− 8π2 · cardΦ−1(0)

= E(µ,ν)(Φ)− E(µ,ν)(S4) · cardΦ−1(0).
(1.6)

Several comments are in order. First, to compute residues of singularities
generated by the inversion, we reformulate EGR in terms of the total extrinsic
Q4 curvature and perform the transformation law of the extrinsic Paneitz
operator P4; see [5] for more details. Next, the geometric interpretation
of (1.6) is a four-dimensional Huber’s theorem and the change of χ(Σ4)
under inversions, which was implicitly demonstrated in dimension two in
[13]. Besides, it suggests that the leading term

∫
|∇H|2 in E(µ,ν) has no

contribution to the loss of energy in (1.6), which is different from the classical
case.
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In the same spirit of [1], the rest proof of Theorem 1.5 is devoted to the
construction of the connected sum. To be more specific, we blow down the
inverted immersion Φ̂1, blow up another immersion Φ2 and use the trihar-
monic function with prescribed boundary conditions to do the interpolation
in the neck region [γ, 1]×S

3. Note that for a smooth immersion Φ satisfying

Φ(0) = 0, DΦ(0) = 0,

the asymptotic decay of each end in Φ̂ is |x|−2 as |x| → ∞. Due to this fact,

the energy saving of Φ̂1,α := αΦ1(α
−1·) is O(α2), α << 1, while the energy

saving of Φ2,β−1 := β−1Φ2(β·) is O(β4), β << 1 in that the homogeneity of

E(µ,ν) is equal to four. Therefore, the energy reduction (1.5) only depends

on the energy saving of Φ̂α and the interaction term between Φ̂1,α, Φ2,β−1 .
An algebraic lemma in Section 8 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 (1.6) and demonstrate its geometric interpretation via the
Gauss–Bonnet–Chern formula (3.6). Section 4 contains two technical lem-
mas. We determine the required triharmonic function for the interpolation
in Section 5 and calculate relevant bilinear forms in Section 6. We compute
the energy reduction (1.5) in Section 7 and complete the proof of Theorem
1.5 in Section 8.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Submanifold geometry. For a Riemannian manifold (Mn, g), we de-
note the Levi–Civita connection by ∇g, the curvature tensor by Rijkl, the

Ricci tensor by Ric or Rij = Rk
ikj , and the scalar curvature by R = Ri

i.

The Schouten tensor of (Mn, g) is

Pij =
1

n− 2

(
Rij −

R

2(n− 1)
gij

)

and the Weyl tensor is defined by the decomposition

Rijkl =Wijkl + Pikgjl − Pjkgil − Pilgjk + Pjlgik.

The Cotton and Bach tensors are

Cijk = ∇g
kPij −∇g

jPik, Bij = ∇g
kC

k
ij − P

klWkijl.

Latin indices i, j, k run between 1 and n in local coordinates, or can be
interpreted as labels for TM or its dual in invariant expressions such as
those above.

We will denote by Σ an immersed submanifold of (M,g) of dimension k,
1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1. We use α, β, γ as index labels for TΣ and α′, β′, γ′ for the
normal bundle NΣ. A Latin index i thus specializes either to an α or an α′.
The restriction of the metric gij to Σ can be identified with the metric gαβ
induced on Σ together with the bundle metric gα′β′ induced on NΣ.
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The second fundamental form L : S2TΣ → NΣ is defined by L(X,Y ) =(
∇g

XY
)⊥

. We typically write it as Lα′

αβ . The mean curvature vector is

H = 1
k
trg L.

Under a conformal change of the ambient metric g̃ = e2φg. As vector-
valued functions, extrinsic geometric quantities change as follows:

(2.1) L̃αβ = Lαβ − (∇gφ)⊥ gαβ , H̃ = e−2φ(H − (∇gφ)⊥),
˚̃
Lαβ = L̊αβ .

In components, given an orthonormal basis {Nα′}n−k
α′=1 for the normal bundle,

{Nα′}n−k
α′=1 and above quantities change as follows

Ñα′ = e−φNα′ , L̃α′

αβ = eφ
(
Lα′

αβ −
(
∇g

α′φ
)⊥
gαβ

)
,

˚̃
L
α′

αβ = eφL̊α′

αβ , H̃α′

= e−φ(Hα′ −
(
∇g

α′φ
)⊥

).

(2.2)

From (2.1), it is clear that

|˚̃L|2g̃ =
˚̃
L
α′

αβ
˚̃
L
β′

δγ g̃
αδ g̃βγ g̃α′β′ = e−2φL̊α′

αβL̊
β′

δγg
αδgβγgα′β′ = e−2φ|L̊|2g,

(
˚̃
L
2
)α′

αβ

=
(
˚̃
Lαδ

˚̃
Lβγ g̃

δγ
)α′

= eφ
(
e−2φL̊αδL̊βγg

δγ
)α′

= e−φ
(
L̊2
)α′

αβ

so |˚̃L|kg̃ dVg̃ = |L̊|kg dVg and |˚̃L
2

|
k
2

g̃
dVg̃ = |L̊2|

k
2
g dVg are global conformal

invariants.
Moreover, Mondino and Nyugen’s result[18, Theorem 4.1] confirms that

on four-dimensional submanifold Σ4, global conformal invariants not involv-
ing derivatives of L are spanned by

∫

Σ
|L̊|4 dV,

∫

Σ
|L̊2|2 dV, χ(Σ4).

2.2. Extrinsic GJMS operators and Q−curvatures. In this subsection,
we recall the extrinsic Paneitz operator and its Q4 curvature constructed in
[5].

Theorem 2.1 ([5]). Let (Mn, g), n ≥ 5 be a Riemannian manifold and
Σk ⊂Mn, 4 ≤ k ≤ n−1 be a smoothly immersed submanifold. The extrinsic
GJMS operator P4 on Σk is given by

(2.3) P4 = ∆2 +∇α
(
Tαβ∇β

)
+
k − 4

2
Q4,
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where

Tαβ =4Pαβ + 4Hα′

Lαβα′ −
[
(k − 2)P γ

γ +
1

2
(k2 − 2k + 4)|H|2

]
gαβ,

Q4 =−∆

(
P

α
α +

k

2
|H|2

)
− 2
∣∣Pαβ +Hα′

Lαβα′ − 1

2
|H|2gαβ

∣∣2

+ 2
∣∣Pαα′ −∇αHα′

∣∣2 + k

2

(
P

α
α +

k

2
|H|2

)2

−Wα
α′αβ′Hα′

Hβ′ − 4Cα
αα′Hα′ − 2

n− 4
Bα

α.

(2.4)

In particular, for a four-dimensional submanifold Σ4 immersed into R
n,

we have

(2.5) P4 = ∆2 +∇α
(
Tαβ∇β

)
,

where

Tαβ =4Hα′

Lαβα′ − 6|H|2gαβ ,

Q4 =− 2∆|H|2 − 2
∣∣Hα′

Lαβα′ − 1

2
|H|2gαβ

∣∣2 + 2
∣∣∇αHα′

∣∣2 + 8|H|4.
(2.6)

Moreover, under the conformal change ĝ = e2ωg, P4 satisfies

(2.7) e4ω|ΣQ̂4 = Q4 + P4 (ω|Σ) .
Recall that the fourth order Willmore energy introduced by Graham and
Reichert is given by

EGR(Φ) :=

∫

Σ

(∣∣∇αHα′

∣∣2 −
∣∣Hα′

Lαβα′

∣∣2 + 7|H|4
)
dV,

or

EGR(Φ) =

∫

Σ

(∣∣∇αHα′

∣∣2 −
∣∣Hα′

L̊αβα′

∣∣2 + 3|H|4
)
dV,

where L̊αβα′ is the trace-free part of the second fundamental form. By the
definition of Q4, on closed Σ4, we have∫

Σ
Q4 dV = −2

∫

Σ
∆|H|2 dV+2EGR.

2.3. Spherical harmonics. In this subsection, we recall some basic facts
concerning spherical harmonics, which will be used in section 5. Let R
denote the space of real polynomials on R

n+1 and H be the subspace of
harmonic polynomials. For all h ∈ N0, let Rh ⊂ R denote the space of
homogeneous polynomials of degree h and set Hh = Rh ∩ H. Clearly, we
have the following decomposition

R =
⊕

h∈N0

Rh, H =
⊕

h∈N0

Hh.

It is well-known that

(2.8) Rh = Hh ⊕ |x|2Rh−2 for all h ∈ N0,
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where x = (x1, · · · , xn+1) ∈ R
n+1. By the Stone–Weierstrass theorem, we

know that the space L2(Sn) endowed with the inner product

(F,G) =

∫

Sn

FGdVgc ,

can be decomposed as

L2(Sn) =
⊕

h∈N0

HS
h,

where HS

h is the restriction of Hh to the sphere. Through this paper, the
superscript S will be used to denote the sets of restrictions to S

n. The
dimension of HS

h is

dim(HS

h) = Nh :=

(
n+ h

n

)
−
(
n+ h− 2

n

)
.

In particular, in the sequel, we denote {Xi}N1

i=1, {Yj}N2

j=1 and {Wk}N3

k=1 nor-

malized basis in HS
1, HS

2 and HS
3 on S

3, respectively, where N1 = 4, N2 =
9, N3 = 16.

3. Energy identity under inversion

The main purpose of this section is to prove the energy identity (1.6) and
demonstrate its geometric interpretation. In the sequel, we assume that Σ4

is a closed immersed submanifold in R
n given by Φ : Σ4 →֒ R

n.

3.1. Energy identity. Without loss of generality, we may assume that
0 ∈ Φ(Σ). We consider the inversion centered at the origin of radius 1:
I : x→ x

|x|2 . Using the formula

DI(X) =
1

|X|2
(
IdRn −2

X

|X| ⊗
X

|X|

)
, for X 6= 0,

direct calculation yields

I∗g0 =
1

|X|4 g0,

which implies that

I : (Rn\{0}, I∗g0) → (Rn\{0}, g0)
is an isometry.

Besides, composing with Φ, we obtain an immersion of the manifold Σ̂ =
Σ\Φ−1{0} into R

n given by I ◦ Φ : Σ̂ →֒ R
n with induced metric ĝ = 1

|Φ|4 g,

i.e. ω = − ln |Φ|2.

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

I : Σ̂
Φ−֒→ (Rn\{0}, I∗g0) → Σ̂

I◦Φ−֒−→ (Rn\{0}, g0).
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Therefore, from the transformation law (2.7) for Q4, we know that

−2

∫

Σ̂
∆̂|Ĥ|2 dVĝ +2EGR(Σ̂) = 2EGR(Σ) +

∫

Σ
P4

(
− ln |Φ|2

)
dVg .

We assume that Φ is a graph on BR(0) ⊂ R
4, i.e. Φ = (x, φ), where

x ∈ R
4, φ ∈ R

n−4 and φ(0) = 0, Dφ(0) = 0. The induced metric g = (gαβ)

is given by IdR4 +DTφ · Dφ and the outward unit normal vector on ∂Br,
0 < r < R, is defined by

ηr =
g−1er

〈g−1er, er〉
1

2

, er =
x

r
.

Integration by parts yields
(3.1)∫

Σ\Br

P4

(
− ln |Φ|2

)
dVg =

∫

∂Br

(
〈ηr,∇∆

(
ln |Φ|2

)
〉+ T

(
∇ ln |Φ|2, ηr

))
dAg.

By definitions, we know that

Lαβ = (0,D2
αβφ)

⊥, H =
1

4
(0, gαβD2

αβφ)
⊥, ∇ ln |Φ|2 = 2g−1

(
x+DTφ · φ

)

|x|2 + |φ|2 .

Besides, by our assumptions, in Br(0),

g = IdR4 +O(r2).

In particular, the induced metric on ∂Br (= S
3 in topology) converges to

the canonical metric gc uniformly as r goes to 0. Therefore, we know that
on ∂Br,

(3.2) ηr =
x

r
+O(r), dAg = r3dAS3 + o(r3), ∇ ln |Φ|2 = 2x

r2
+O(r).

Note that Tαβ = 4Hα′

Lαβα′ − 6|H|2gαβ = O(1). Combining them together
yields

T
(
∇ ln |Φ|2, ηr

)
dAg = O(1)r2dAS3 + o(r2),

which implies that
∫
∂Br

T
(
∇ ln |Φ|2, ηr

)
dAg converges to 0 uniformly as r

goes to 0.
Besides, from the expansion of the metric, we know that

∆ ln |Φ|2 = δαβD2
αβ ln |Φ|2 +O(1).

Direct calculation yields

δαβD2
αβ ln |Φ|2 = 2

4 + |Dφ|2ge + φ ·∆geφ

|x|2 + |φ|2 − 4
|x|2 + 〈D|φ|2, x〉+ |φ|2|Dφ|2ge

(|x|2 + |φ|2)2
.

It’s not hard to see that

|Dφ|2ge = O(r2), φ·∆geφ = O(r2), 〈D|φ|2, x〉 = O(r4), |φ|2|Dφ|2ge = O(r6).

Therefore, similar to above, we have∫

∂Br

〈ηr,∇∆
(
ln |Φ|2

)
〉dAg = −8

∫

∂Br

〈x
r
,
x

r4

〉
r3dAS3 +O(r) → −8Vol(S3)
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as r goes to 0. In sum, we have
∫

Σ\Br

P4

(
− ln |Φ|2

)
dVg → −8Vol(S3).

Similarly, integration by parts yields

−
∫

Σ\Br

∆̂|Ĥ|2 dVĝ =

∫

∂Br

〈η̂, ∇̂|Ĥ|2〉ĝdAĝ.

By conformal transformation law, we know that

|Ĥ|2ĝ = |Φ|4
(
H + 8

Φ⊥

|Φ|2
)2

,

where Φ⊥ is the normal part of Φ. Note that

H + 8
Φ⊥

|Φ|2 = O(1).

Therefore, we have

〈η̂, ∇̂|Ĥ|2〉ĝdAĝ = η(|Ĥ |2)|Φ|2 · |Φ|−6dAg

= η

(
H + 8

Φ⊥

|Φ|2
)2

dAg

+

(
H + 8

Φ⊥

|Φ|2
)2

〈η,∇|Φ|4〉g|Φ|−4dAg

Since

〈η,∇|Φ|4〉g|Φ|−4r3 = O(r),

we conclude that ∫

Σ\Br

∆̂|Ĥ|2 dVĝ → 0

as r goes to 0.
Note that Vol(S3) = 2π2 and Vol(S4) = 8

3π
2. Finally, we have

EGR(Σ̂) = EGR(Σ)− 3Vol(S4) · cardΦ−1(0)

= EGR(Σ)− EGR(S
4) · cardΦ−1(0).

Since |L̊|4, |L̊2|2 are two pointwise conformal invariants, we can conclude

that the loss of the energy under the inversion is independent of
∫
|L̊|4 and∫

|L̊2|2. Hence,

E(µ,ν)(Φ̂) = E(µ,ν)(Φ)− E(µ,ν)(S4) · cardΦ−1(0).

�
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3.2. Geometric interpretation of (1.6). In this subsection, we explain
a little bit about the geometric picture behind the identity 1.6. Recall that
on (Σ4, g), the Branson’s Q4 curvature of g is defined as

Q4 :=
1

6

{
−∆Rg +

1

4
R2

g − 3|R̊ic|2g
}
,

where R̊ic 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 P4

P4 := ∆2 +∇α

((
2

3
Rgαβ − 2Ricαβ

)
∇β

)
.

Moreover, under the conformal change ĝ = e2ωg, P4 satisfies

e4ωQ̂4 = Q4 + P4 (ω) .

By Gauss–Codazzi equations, we have

Ricαβ = −Lα′

αγL
γ
βα′ + 4Hα′

Lαβα′ = −L̊α′

αγL̊
γ
βα′ + 2Hα′

L̊αβα′ + 3|H|2gαβ ,
R = 16|H|2 − |L|2 = 12|H|2 − |L̊|2.

Therefore,

2

3
Rgαβ − 2Ricαβ = 2Lα′

αγL
γ
βα′ − 8Hα′

Lαβα′ +
2

3

(
16|H|2 − |L|2

)
gαβ .

Note that the extrinsic Paneitz operator P4 and the intrinsic Paneitz oper-
ator P4 have the same leading term ∆2. By [5, Theorem 5.3], the difference
P4 − P4 is given by

P4 − P4 = ∇α
(
Sαβ∇β

)
,

where

Sαβ = Tαβ − 2

3
Rgαβ + 2Ricαβ

= 12Hα′

Lαβα′ − 2Lα′

αγL
γ
βα′ −

2

3

(
25|H|2 − |L|2

)
gαβ ,

and Q4 −Q4 satisfies

e4ω
(
Q̂4 − Q̂4

)
= (Q4 −Q4) +∇α

(
Sαβ∇βω

)
.

Direct calculation shows that

1

2

∫

Σ
(Q4 −Q4) dVg =

∫

Σ

(∣∣∇αHα′

∣∣2 + 1

2
|H|2|L̊|2 −Hα′

trg

(
L̊3
α′

))
dVg

− 1

12

∫

Σ
|L̊|4 dVg +

1

4

∫

Σ
trg L̊

4 dVg .

From the proof of Theorem 1.7 and above discussion, we can conclude
that the functional

(3.3)

∫

Σ

(∣∣∇αHα′

∣∣2 + 1

2
|H|2|L̊|2 −Hα′

trg

(
L̊3
α′

))
dVg
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is invariant under translations, rotations, dilations and inversions on R
n.

Moreover, recall that by the Gauss–Bonnet–Chern formula on closed four
dimensional manifolds, we have

∫

Σ
Q4 dVg = 8π2χ(Σ4)−

∫

Σ

|W |2g
4

dVg .

Combining
∫

Σ
Q4 dV = −2

∫

Σ
∆|H|2 dV+2EGR = 2EGR,

yields

EGR = 4π2χ(Σ4) +
1

2

∫

Σ
(Q4 −Q4) dVg −

∫

Σ

|W |2g
8

dVg .

We already know that

1

2

∫

Σ
(Q4 −Q4) dVg −

∫

Σ

|W |2g
8

dVg

is invariant under inversions. It implies that the loss of the energy illustrated
in Theorem 1.7 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 (Σ4,Σ4\Φ−1(0)). By the excision theorem, we know that

Hk(Σ
4,Σ4\Φ−1(0)) ∼=

(
Hk−1(S

3)
)⊗m

=

{
Z
m k = 4,
0 otherwise,

where m = cardΦ−1(0). Therefore,

χ(Σ4\Φ−1(0))) = χ(Σ4)−m.

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

EGR(Σ
4\G−1(0)) =

1

2

∫

Σ4\G−1(0)
Q4 dV

=
1

2

∫

Σ4\G−1(0)
(Q4 −Q4) dV+

1

2

∫

Σ4\G−1(0)
Q4 dV

=
1

2

∫

Σ4

(Q4 −Q4) dV−
∫

Σ4

|W |2h
8

dV

+ 4π2
(
χ(Σ4)− 2m

)

=
1

2

∫

Σ4

(Q4 −Q4) dV+
1

2

∫

Σ4

Q4 dV−8π2m

=EGR(Σ
4)− 8π2m.
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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 Σ4 →֒ R

5, we have

detL = H4 − 1

2
H2|L̊|2g +

1

3
H
(
trg L̊

3
)
+ det L̊,

where we use the relation

det L̊ =
1

8
|L̊|4g −

1

4

(
trg L̊

4
)
.

Therefore,

EGR = 3

∫

Σ
detL dVg −3

∫

Σ
det L̊ dVg

+

∫

Σ

(∣∣∇H
∣∣2 + 1

2

∣∣H|2|L̊
∣∣2 −H

(
trg L̊

3
))

dVg .

(3.4)

Besides, on closed manifolds, we have

(3.5)
4π2

3
χ(Σ) =

∫

Σ
detL dVg .

Next, we consider the conformal Gauss map YΦ of Φ which induces a new
metric g on Σ given by

gij := L̊ k
i L̊kj.

Here we need to emphasize that L̊ij in above is given by 〈L̊ij, 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 ĝ = e2φg, g is
invariant because by conformal transformation laws,

ĝij =
ˆ̊
Lik

ˆ̊
Llj ĝ

kl = ewewe−2w
gij = gij.

Furthermore, if we assume that L̊ij 6= 0 on Σ and det L̊ > 0, by [17, Prop
Theorem II], we know that

∫

Σ

(∣∣∇H
∣∣2 + 1

2

∣∣H|2|L̊
∣∣2 −H

(
trg L̊

3
))

dVg −3

∫

Σ
det L̊ dVg

=3Volg(Σ)−
1

2

∫

Σ
Rg dVg,

where we use the relation
∫
Σ det L̊ dVg = Volg(Σ). The desired invariance

follows easily.

The following GBC formula is a special case of the main result in [16,
Theorem 1.5]. For self-completeness, we sketch the proof in the same spirit
of [7].

Lemma 3.2 (GBC formula on Σ̂). For the manifold Σ̂ = Σ\Φ−1{0} im-

mersed in R
n given by I ◦ Φ : Σ̂ →֒ R

n with induced metric ĝ = 1
|Φ|4 g, we

have

(3.6)

∫

Σ
Q4 dVg = 8π2

(
χ(Σ̂)−m

)
−
∫

Σ

|W |2g
4

dVg .
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Proof. The proof follows from [7, Section 2]. We assume that Φ is a graph
on BR(0) ⊂ R

4, i.e. Φ = (x, φ), where x ∈ R
4, φ ∈ R

n−4 and φ(0) = 0,
Dφ(0) = 0. By our assumptions, in Br(0), the metric is

g = IdR4 +O(r2).

Therefore, around each point pi ∈ Φ−1(0), we can find a neighborhood

Ui ⊂ Σ̂ corresponding to Br(0)\{0} with the metric g
|Φ|4 . We define v = ω+s,

where ω = − ln |Φ|2 and s = ln r for r = |x|, x ∈ Br(0). Hence, v is a radial
function asymptotically. Moreover, non-radial part in the metric g

|Φ|4 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 Br(0).

We set t = −s so that as s → 0+, t → 0−. Similar to [7, (2.16)], we can
obtain
(3.7)

8π2χ(Σ̂)−
∫

Σ

|W |2g
4

dVg −
∫

Σ\Φ−1(Br(0))
Q4 dVg = m·Vol(S3)

(
−v′′′

(t) + 4v
′

(t)
)
,

where ′ = d
dt
.

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

4 there has the form of

v(t) = c0 + c1t+ c2e
−2t + c3e

3t + f(t),

for some constants c1, c2, c3, c4 and a function f(t) depending on
∫
Σ̂ |Q4|dV.

On other hand, the absolute integrability of Q4 ensures that c2 = 0 (see
[7, Lemma 2.3] for more details) and the additional assumption on the non-
negative scalar curvature ensures that c3 = 0 (see [7, Lemma 2.5]), i.e we
can conclude that

lim
t→∞

v
′′

(t) = lim
t→∞

v
′′′

(t) = 0.

In our setting, since v = ct asymptotically, we can immediately conclude
that c2 = c3 = 0 and

lim
t→∞

v
′

(t) =
1

8π2 ·m

(
8π2χ(Σ̂)−

∫

Σ

|W |2g
4

dVg −
∫

Σ̂
Q4 dVg

)
.

By the completeness of the metric g
|Φ|4 , we conclude that limt→∞ v

′

(t) ≥ 0.

As g converges to the standard metric uniformly as r goes to zero, the desired
Gauss–Bonnet–Chern formula (3.6) follows immediately. �

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.



NON-EXISTENCE OF MINIMIZERS FOR FOURTH ORDER WILLMORE ENERGY 15

Lemma 4.1. Let Φ : BR(0) → R
n be a four dimensional graph on BR(0) ⊂

R
4, i.e. Φ = (x, φ), where x ∈ R

4, φ ∈ R
n−4 with induced metric G =

(gαβ)16α,β64 and the averaged mean curvature vector H. If |Du|, |D2φ| 6 1
on BR, then for a universal constant C <∞, such that
(4.1)∣∣∣∣|∇

⊥H|2
√
detG− 1

16
|∇∆u|2

∣∣∣∣ 6 C
(
|Dφ|4|D3φ|2 + |Dφ|2|D2φ|4 + |D2φ|4

)
.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that Φ satisfies φ(0) = 0,
Dφ(0) = 0. In the graphical situation, {DαΦ}41 forms a base of the tangent
bundle and the induced metric G is given by IdR4 +DTφ · Dφ. By Gram–
Schmidt orthogonalization, there exists a matrix Q formally defined by

Q := G
1

2 =
(
IdR4 +DTφ ·Dφ

) 1

2

so that {Q−1 · DαΦ} becomes an orthonormal base, i.e., {Q−1 · DαΦ}41 =
{eα}41. Consequently, {nα′}n−4

1 = {Q ·eα′}n−4
1 becomes a base of the normal

bundle.
By the standard calculation, the averaged mean curvature vector are given

by

(4.2) H =
1

4
trG

(
πnD

2Φ
)
,

where πn = IdRn −DΦG−1DΦT is the projection onto the normal bundle.
For any 1 6 α 6 4 and 1 6 α′, β′ 6 n− 4,

(4.3) (∇⊥
αH)β

′

= ∇αH
β′ − Γβ′

αα′H
α′

,

where Christoffel symbol Γβ
αα′ is given by 〈∇αnα′ , nβ′〉. From the definition

of Q, we know that

(4.4) |Γβ
αα′ | ≤ C|D2φ||Dφ|.

Besides, we can decompose H = Hhor + Hver ∈ R
4 ⊕ R

n−4 and obtain
from 4.2 the equations

(4.5) Hhor = −gijG−1DφT∂2ijφ,

(4.6) Hver = gij(Id−DφG−1DφT ) · ∂2ijφ.
On one hand, by 4.5, we know that

(4.7) |∇Hhor| 6 C(|Dφ||D3φ|+ |D2φ|2),
On the other hand, by 4.6, we have

|∇Hver −∇1

4
∆φ| 6

∣∣∣(gαβ − δαβ) · ∂αβ∇φ
∣∣∣+ C|Dφ| ·

∣∣D2φ
∣∣2(4.8)

6 C
(
|Dφ|2|D3φ|+ |Dφ||D2φ|2

)
.(4.9)

Combining above estimates with the fact that
√
detG ≤ 1 + |Dφ|2 yields

desired result. �
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The following lemma gives the precise description of the inverted hyper-
surface near infinity.

Lemma 4.2. Let Φ : Br(0) → R
n, Φ(z) = (z, φ(z)), be a four-dimensional

graph where φ ∈ C7(Br(0),R
n−4) satisfies

φ(0) = 0, Dφ(0) = 0.

Denote by P = D2φ(0) : R4×R
4 → R

n−4 the second fundamental form of Φ
at the origin. After possibly restricting to a smaller ball again called Br(0),
the inverted submanifold

Φ̂ = I ◦Φ : Br(0)\{0} → R
n, Φ̂ =

Φ

|Φ|2 ,

has a graph representation over some open neighborhood Û ⊂ R
4 of infinity.

The corresponding graph function φ̂ : Û → R
n−4 has an expansion

(4.10) φ̂(ζ) =
1

2
P

(
ζ

|ζ| ,
ζ

|ζ|

)
+

1

6
Q

(
ζ

|ζ| ,
ζ

|ζ| ,
ζ

|ζ|

)
|ζ|−1 + ϕ̂(ζ)

where
3∑

i=0

|ζ|i+2|Diϕ(ζ)| ≤ C, ∀ζ ∈ Û .

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

Φ := (I ◦ π ◦ I) (z, φ(z)), Ψ = Φ−1,

where U is an open neighborhood of the origin and π is the projection onto
the first factor so that for all w ∈ U\{0}
|w|−3|Ψ(w)−w|+ |w|−2|DΨ(w)− Id |+ |w|−1

(
|D2Ψ(w)|+ |D3Ψ(w)|

)
≤ C.

Hence, if we define ψ : Û = I(U) → R
4, ψ(ζ) = Ψ(I(ζ))− I(ζ), we have

|ζ|3|ψ(ζ)| + |ζ|4|Dψ(ζ)|+ |ζ|5|D2ψ(ζ)|+ |ζ|6|D3ψ(ζ)| ≤ C, ∀ζ ∈ Û .

(Here we replace |ζ|7|D3ψ(ζ)| by |ζ|6|D3ψ(ζ)| because |ζ| is sufficiently
large.) Therefore, û is defined by

φ̂ =
|ζ|2u(Ψ(I(ζ)))

1 + 〈ψ(ζ), ζ〉 , ∀ζ ∈ Û .

The denominator satisfies

|ζ|2|µ(ζ)|+ |ζ|3|Dµ(ζ)|+ |ζ|4|D2µ(ζ)|+ |ζ|5|D3µ(ζ)| ≤ C, ∀ζ ∈ Û ,
where µ(ζ) = (1 + 〈ψ(ζ), ζ〉)−1 − 1. By our assumptions, we have

φ(z) =
1

2
P (z, z) +

1

6
Q(z, z, z) + ϕ(z),

where

|z|−4|ϕ(z)|+|z|−3|Dϕ(z)|+|z|−2|D2ϕ(z)|+|z|−1|D3ϕ(z)| ≤ C, ∀z ∈ Br(0)\{0}.
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It follows that the nominator satisfies

|ζ|2φ(Ψ(I(ζ))) =
1

2
P

(
ζ

|ζ| ,
ζ

|ζ|

)
+

1

6
Q

(
ζ

|ζ| ,
ζ

|ζ| ,
ζ

|ζ|

)
|ζ|−1 + |ζ|2λ(ζ),

where

λ(ζ) =
1

2
{2P (I(ζ), ψ(ζ)) + P (ψ(ζ), ψ(ζ))}

+
1

6
{3Q(I(ζ), ψ(ζ), ψ(ζ)) + 3Q(I(ζ), I(ζ), ψ(ζ)) +Q(ψ(ζ), ψ(ζ), ψ(ζ))}

+ ϕ(Ψ(I(ζ))).

From above discussion, we conclude that

3∑

i=0

|ζ|i+2|Diλ(ζ)| ≤ C|ζ|−2.

The error term ϕ̂ is given by

ϕ̂(ζ) =

(
1

2
P

(
ζ

|ζ| ,
ζ

|ζ|

)
+

1

6
Q

(
ζ

|ζ| ,
ζ

|ζ| ,
ζ

|ζ|

)
|ζ|−1

)
µ(ζ)

+ |ζ|2λ(ζ) (1 + 〈ψ(ζ), ζ〉)−1

which satisfies the desired estimate. �

5. Construction of the connected sum

Let Φi : Σi → R
n, i = 1, 2, be 4−dimensional closed immersed submani-

folds of class C7, and suppose that

Φ−1
i {0} = {pi}, for some pi ∈ Σi, imDΦi(pi) = R

4 × {0}, for i = 1, 2.

Without lose of generality, we assume that Φ1 is not the immersion of round
sphere. Note that for any pair of multiplicity one points Xi ∈ Φi(Σi), 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
Φ1 and (z, v(z)) for Φ2 of the form on Br(0)

(5.1) u(z) = p(z) + ϕ(z), v(z) = q(z) + ψ(z),

where p(z) and q(z) are polynomials of the form

(5.2) p(z) =
1

2
P (z, z) +

1

6
Q(z, z, z), q(z) =

1

2
R(z, z) +

1

6
S(z, z, z).

Here P,R : R
4 × R

4 → R
n−4 denote the associated second fundamental

forms at the origin for Φ1 and Φ2, respectively. The error terms satisfy for
any z ∈ Br(0)\{0}

(5.3)

3∑

i=0

|z|−4+i|Diϕ| ≤ C,

3∑

i=0

|z|−4+i|Diψ| ≤ C.
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We decompose the quadratic form P in its pure trace part and its tracefree
part,

P (z, z) =
1

2
(trP )(z, z) + P̊ (z, z),

and consider the immersion Φ̊1 : Σ1\{p1} → R
n, Φ̊1(p) = Φ̂1(p)− 1

2 trP . Us-
ing the expansion at infinity, we infer that for some R <∞ the submanifold
Φ̊1 has a graph representation (ζ, ů(ζ)) at infinity of the form

ů(ζ) = p̊(ζ) + ϕ̊(ζ) on R
4\BR(0),

3∑

i=0

|ζ|i+2|Diϕ̊(ζ)| ≤ C, ∀ζ ∈ R
4\BR(0).

where

p̊(ζ) =
1

2
P̊

(
ζ

|ζ| ,
ζ

|ζ|

)
+

1

6
Q̊

(
ζ

|ζ| ,
ζ

|ζ| ,
ζ

|ζ|

)
|ζ|−1.

For the construction of the pasted submanifold we will blow down Φ̊1 and
blow up Φ2. In general, the scaling of the graph of a function w : Ω ⊂ R

4 →
R
n−4 with a factor λ > 0 corresponds to the scaling of the function w given

by

wλ : Ωλ = {z ∈ R
4 : λ−1z ∈ Ω} → R

n−4, wλ(z) = λw(λ−1z).

Now for α, β > 0 small enough, consider the scaled submanifolds Φ̊1,α and
Φ2,β−1 which have graph representations

ůα(z) = p̊α(z) + ϕ̊α(z) on R
4\BαR(0),

vβ−1(z) = qβ−1(z) + ψβ−1(z) on Brβ−1(0).
(5.4)

From above discussion, we obtain the bounds on error terms

3∑

i=0

|z|i+2|Diϕ̊α(z)| ≤ Cα3 on R
4\BαR(0),

3∑

i=0

|z|−4+i|Diψβ−1(z)| ≤ Cβ3 on Brβ−1(0)\{0}.
(5.5)

Choose a third small parameter γ where 0 < α, β ≪ γ. Essentially,
the construction of the pasted submanifold then is as follows: from the
submanifold Φ̊1,α we remove the end given by the graph ůα over R4\Bγ(0),
and from the submanifold Φ2,β−1 we remove the disk given by the graph of
vβ−1 on B1(0). Then we connect the two submanifolds by the graph of a

function w : B1(0)\Bγ(0) → R
n−4, which suitably interpolates between ůα

and vβ−1 .
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Actually, a slight modification of this is more convenient. For given α > 0,
we fix a function η ∈ C∞(R) with the properties

η(s) =

{
0 for s ≤

√
α
4 ,

1 for s ≥ 3
√
α

4 ,

|η|+
√
α|η′|+ α|η′′| ≤ C with C independent of α.

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

w(z) =

{
p̊α(z) + η(γ − r)ϕ̊α(z) for αR < r < γ,

qβ−1(z) + η(r − 1)ψβ−1(z) for 1 ≤ r ≤ β−1r.

On the remaining annulus B1(0)\Bγ(0), we define the interpolation w as the
unique solution of the equation

(5.6) ∆3
0w = 0 on B1(0)\Bγ(0)

subject to boundary conditions

w = p̊α, ∂rw = ∂r p̊α, ∆0w = ∆0p̊α on |z| = γ,

w = qβ−1 , ∂rw = ∂rqβ−1 , ∆0w = ∆0qβ−1 on |z| = 1,
(5.7)

where ∂r = ∂
∂r

and ∆0 =
∑4

i=1
∂2

∂x2

i

. The main purpose of this section is

devoted to the explicit computation of the solution to the problem (5.6) and
(5.7).

5.1. Formal solution. First, we find formal solutions of (5.6).

Lemma 5.1. If e(r) is a radial function satisfying ∆3
0(e(r)) = 0, e(r) must

be in the form of

(5.8) e(r) =

6∑

i=1

Aiei(r), Ai ∈ R
n−4,

where

e1(r) = r−2, e2(r) = 1, e3(r) = ln r,

e4(r) = r2, e5(r) = r2 ln r, e6(r) = r4.

If we define E(r) = [e1(r), e2(r), e3(r), e4(r), e5(r), e6(r)], the matrix Me

encodes values of {ei(r)}6i=1 up to the second derivative on r = γ and r = 1:

(5.9) Me :=




E(γ)
∂rE(γ)
∂2rE(γ)
E(1)
∂rE(1)
∂2rE(1)



=




γ−2 1 ln γ γ2 γ2 ln γ γ4

−2γ−3 0 γ−1 2γ 2γ ln γ + γ 4γ3

6γ−4 0 −γ2 2 2 ln γ + 3 12γ2

1 1 0 1 0 1
−2 0 1 2 1 4
6 0 −1 2 3 12



.
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Moreover, the Laplace operator ∆0 acts on the six-dimensional space E(r)
as the matrix:

(5.10) ∆0(E(r)) = E(r) ·




0 0 2 0 0 0
0 0 0 8 6 0
0 0 0 0 8 0
0 0 0 0 0 24
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0



.

Proof. Note that

∆0 =
∂2

∂r2
+

3

r
· ∂
∂r

+
1

r2
·∆S3 .

Acting on rk, we have

∆0(r
k) = k(k + 2)rk−2.

Therefore, from

0 = ∆3
0(r

k) = (k + 2) · k2 · (k − 2)2 · (k − 4)rk−6,

we know that

k = −2, e1(r) = r−2,

k = 0, e2(r) = 1, e3(r) = ln r,

k = 2, e4(r) = r2, e5(r) = r2 ln r,

k = 4, e6(r) = r4.

�

Lemma 5.2. If f(r) is a radial function satisfying ∆3
0(f(r)Xi) = 0, for

some Xi ∈ HS
1, f(r) must be in the form of

(5.11) f(r) =
6∑

i=1

BiFi(r), Bi ∈ R
n−4,

where

F1(r) = r−3, F2(r) = r−1, F3(r) = r,

F4(r) = r ln r, F5(r) = r3, F6(r) = r5.

Moreover, the matrix Mf encodes values of {Fi(r)}6i=1 on r = γ and r = 1:

(5.12) Mf :=




γ−3 γ−1 γ γ ln γ γ3 γ5

−3γ−4 −γ−2 1 1 + ln γ 3γ2 5γ4

12γ−5 2γ−3 0 γ−1 6γ 20γ3

1 1 1 0 1 1
−3 −1 1 1 3 5
12 2 0 1 6 20



.
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Proof. Note that

∆S3(Xi) = −3Xi.

Acting on rkXi, we have

∆0(r
kXi) = (k − 1)(k + 3)rk−2Xi.

Therefore, from

0 = ∆3
0(r

kXi) = (k − 5) · (k − 3) · (k − 1)2 · (k + 1) · (k + 3)rk−6Xi,

we know that

k = −3, F1(r) = r−3,

k = −1, F2(r) = r−1,

k = 1, F3(r) = r, F4(r) = r ln r,

k = 3, F5(r) = r3,

k = 5, F6(r) = r5.

�

Lemma 5.3. If g(r) is a radial function satisfying ∆3
0(g(r)Yi) = 0, for some

Yi ∈ HS
2, g(r) must be in the form of

(5.13) g(r) =

6∑

i=1

CiGi(r), Ci ∈ R
n−4,

where

G1(r) = r−4, G2(r) = r−2, G3(r) = 1,

G4(r) = r2, G5(r) = r4, G6(r) = r6.

Moreover, the matrix Mg encodes values of {Gi(r)}6i=1 on r = γ and r = 1:

(5.14) Mg :=




γ−4 γ−2 1 γ2 γ4 γ6

−4γ−5 −2γ−3 0 2γ 4γ3 6γ5

20γ−6 6γ−4 0 2 12γ2 30γ4

1 1 1 1 1 1
−4 −2 0 2 4 6
20 6 0 2 12 30



.

Proof. Note that

∆S3(Yi) = −8Yi.

Acting on rkYi, we have

∆0(r
kYi) = (k − 2)(k + 4)rk−2Yi.

Therefore, from

0 = ∆3
0(r

kYi) = (k − 6) · (k − 4) · (k − 2) · k · (k + 2) · (k + 4)rk−6Yi,
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we know that

k = −4, G1(r) = r−4,

k = −2, G2(r) = r−2,

k = 0, G3(r) = 1,

k = 2, G4(r) = r2,

k = 4, G5(r) = r4,

k = 6, G6(r) = r6.

�

Lemma 5.4. If h(r) is a radial function satisfying ∆3
0(h(r)Wi) = 0, for

some Wi ∈ HS
3, h(r) must be in the form of

(5.15) h(r) =
6∑

i=1

DiHi(r), Di ∈ R
n−4,

where

H1(r) = r−5, H2(r) = r−3, H3(r) = r−1,

H4(r) = r3, H5(r) = r5, H6(r) = r7.

Moreover, the matrix Mh encodes values of {Hi(r)}6i=1 on r = γ and r = 1:

(5.16) Mh :=




γ−5 γ−3 γ−1 γ3 γ5 γ7

−5γ−6 −3γ−4 −γ−2 3γ2 5γ4 7γ6

30γ−7 12γ−5 2γ−3 6γ 20γ3 42γ5

1 1 1 1 1 1
−5 −3 −1 3 5 7
30 12 2 6 20 42



.

Proof. Note that
∆S3(Wi) = −15Wi.

Acting on rkWi, we have

∆0(r
kWi) = (k − 3)(k + 5)rk−2Wi.

Therefore, from

0 = ∆3
0(r

kWi) = (k − 7) · (k − 5) · (k − 3) · (k + 1) · (k + 3) · (k + 5)rk−6Wi,

we know that

k = −5, H1(r) = r−5,

k = −3, H2(r) = r−3,

k = −1, H3(r) = r−1,

k = 3, H4(r) = r3,

k = 5, H5(r) = r5,

k = 7, H6(r) = r7.
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�

Combining Lemma 5.1, 5.2, 5.3 and 5.4, we may assume that w is in the
form of

w = e(r) +

N1∑

i=1

fi(r)Xi +

N2∑

i=1

gi(r)Yi +

N3∑

i=1

hi(r)Wi,

where

e(r) =

6∑

l=1

Alel(r), fi(r) =

6∑

l=1

Bl
iFl(r),

gi(r) =

6∑

l=1

C l
iGl(r), hi(r) =

6∑

l=1

Dl
iHl(r).

(5.17)

5.2. Solving coefficients. Next, to determine coefficients in the expansion
(5.17), we evaluate boundary values of w.

Before that, we write down the expansion of (5.7) in terms of spherical
harmonics.

w =
α

2
P̊

(
z

|z| ,
z

|z|

)
+
α2

6
Q̊

(
z

|z| ,
z

|z| ,
z

|z|

)
γ−1,

∂rw = −α
2

6
Q̊

(
z

|z| ,
z

|z| ,
z

|z|

)
γ−2,

∂2rw =
α3

3
Q̊

(
z

|z| ,
z

|z| ,
z

|z|

)
γ−3, for |z| = γ,

(5.18)

and

w =
β

2
R (z, z) +

β2

6
S (z, z, z) ,

∂rw = βR (z, z) +
β2

2
S (z, z, z) ,

∂2rw = βR (z, z) + β2S (z, z, z) , for |z| = 1.

(5.19)

Moreover, by our assumptions, we may expand P̊ , Q̊, R, S as follows:

P̊

(
z

|z| ,
z

|z|

)
=

N2∑

i=1

pi · Yi, Q̊

(
z

|z| ,
z

|z| ,
z

|z|

)
=

N3∑

i=1

qi ·Wi;

R

(
z

|z| ,
z

|z|

)
= r0 +

N2∑

i=1

ri · Yi, S

(
z

|z| ,
z

|z| ,
z

|z|

)
=

N1∑

i=1

s
(1)
i ·Xi +

N3∑

i=1

s
(3)
i ·Wi.

(5.20)



24 N. WU AND Z. YAN

Therefore, on |z| = γ, the boundary condition is

w =
α

2

N2∑

i=1

pi · Yi +
α2

6γ

N3∑

i=1

qi ·Wi,

∂rw = − α2

6γ2

N3∑

i=1

qi ·Wi,

∂2rw =
α3

3γ3

N3∑

i=1

qi ·Wi,

(5.21)

and on |z| = 1, the boundary condition is

w =
β

2

(
r0 +

N2∑

i=1

ri · Yi
)

+
β2

6

(
N1∑

i=1

s
(1)
i ·Xi +

N3∑

i=1

s
(3)
i ·Wi

)
,

∂rw = β

(
r0 +

N2∑

i=1

ri · Yi
)

+
β2

2

(
N1∑

i=1

s
(1)
i ·Xi +

N3∑

i=1

s
(3)
i ·Wi

)
,

∂2rw = β

(
r0 +

N2∑

i=1

ri · Yi
)

+ β2

(
N1∑

i=1

s
(1)
i ·Xi +

N3∑

i=1

s
(3)
i ·Wi

)
.

(5.22)

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 {Al}6l=1 satisfy




A1

A2

A3

A4

A5

A6



= βr0




O(γ4)
O(γ2 ln γ)
O(γ2)

1
2 +O(γ2)
O(γ2 ln γ)
O(γ2 ln γ)



.

Proof. Comparing constant terms, we know that coefficients {Al}6l=1 satisfy
the equation

(5.23) Me ·




A1

A2

A3

A4

A5

A6



=




0
0
0

β
2 r0
βr0
βr0



.
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The determinant of M e and corresponding cofactors are given by

detMe =− 32γ7 ln γ + 40γ7 − 128γ5 + 256γ3(ln γ)2

− 256γ3 ln γ + 328γ3 + 320γ ln γ − 640γ

+
288 ln γ

γ
+

632

γ
− 256(ln γ)2

γ3
− 320 ln γ

γ3
− 256

γ3
+

24

γ5
,

(5.24)

detMe
1 =− 4βr0

γ8 − 8γ4 ln γ − 2γ4 + 8γ2 ln γ + 1

γ
,(5.25)

detMe
2 =8βr0

2γ10 − 3γ8 − 16γ6 ln γ + 10γ6 + 12γ4 ln γ

γ3

8βr0
−20γ4 + 12γ2 + 4 ln γ − 1

γ3
,

(5.26)

detMe
3 =32βr0

−γ8 + 4γ6 − 6γ4 + 4γ2 − 1

γ3
,(5.27)

detMe
4 =βr0

−16γ12 ln γ + 8γ12 − 32γ10 + 128γ8(ln γ)2

γ5

βr0
−32γ8 ln γ + 60γ8 + 64γ6 ln γ − 128γ6 + 144γ4 ln γ

γ5

βr0
+176γ4 − 128γ2(ln γ)2 − 160γ2 ln γ − 96γ2 + 12

γ5
,

(5.28)

detMe
5 =16βr0

γ10 − 8γ6 ln γ + 2γ6 − 4γ4 − 3γ2 + 8 ln γ + 4

γ3
,(5.29)

detMe
6 = 8βr0

−γ8 + 2γ6 + 4γ4 ln γ − 4γ4 + 6γ2 − 4 ln γ − 3

γ3
.(5.30)

Asymptotically, we know that

A1 =
detMe

1

detMe
= O(γ4),

A2 =
detMe

2

detMe
= O(γ2 ln γ),

A3 =
detMe

3

detMe
= O(γ2),

A4 =
detMe

4

detMe
=
βr0
2

+O(γ2),

A5 =
detMe

5

detMe
= O(γ2 ln γ),

A6 =
detMe

6

detMe
= O(γ2 ln γ).

(5.31)

�
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Lemma 5.6. Coefficients {Bl
i}6l=1 satisfy




B1
i

B2
i

B3
i

B4
i

B5
i

B6
i



= β2s

(1)
i




O(γ6)
O(γ4)

O(γ2(ln γ)−1)
O(γ2(ln γ)−1)
1
6 +O((ln γ)−2)
O(γ2(ln γ)−1)



.

Proof. Comparing each Xi, coefficients {Bl
i}6l=1 satisfy

(5.32) Mf ·




B1
i

B2
i

B3
i

B4
i

B5
i

B6
i



=




0
0
0

β2

6 s
(1)
i

β2

2 s
(1)
i

β2s
(1)
i




.

The determinant of Mf and corresponding cofactors are given by

detMf =128
(−2γ12 ln γ + 3γ12 − 12γ10 + 18γ8 ln γ + 15γ8)

γ6

128
(−32γ6 ln γ + 18γ4 ln γ − 15γ4 + 12γ2 − 2 ln γ − 3)

γ6
,

(5.33)

detMf
1 =32β2s

(1)
i

(
−4

3
γ6 ln γ + γ6 − γ4 − γ2 +

4

3
ln γ + 1

)
,(5.34)

detMf
2 =64β2s

(1)
i

2γ8 ln γ − γ8 + 2γ4 − 2 ln γ − 1

γ2
,(5.35)

detMf
3 = 32β2s

(1)
i

−4γ10 ln γ + 3γ10 − 3γ8 − 8γ4 ln γ + 12γ2 ln γ − 3γ2 + 3

γ4

(5.36)

detMf
4 = 128β2s

(1)
i

γ10 − 3γ8 + 2γ6 + 2γ4 − 3γ2 + 1

γ4
(5.37)

detMf
5 = 64β2s

(1)
i

−6γ10 + 18γ8 ln γ + 9γ8 − 16γ6 ln γ − 6γ4 + 6γ2 − 2 ln γ − 3

3γ6

(5.38)

detMf
6 = 32β2s

(1)
i

γ6 − 4γ4 ln γ − γ4 + 4γ2 ln γ − γ2 + 1

γ4
(5.39)
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Asymptotically, we know that

B1
i =

detMf
1

detMf
= O(γ6),

B2
i =

detMf
2

detMf
= O(γ4),

B3
i =

detMf
3

detMf
= O(γ2(ln γ)−1),

B4
i =

detMf
4

detMf
= O(γ2(ln γ)−1),

B5
i =

detMf
5

detMf
=
β2s

(1)
i

6
+O((ln γ)−2),

B6
i =

detMf
6

detMf
= O(γ2(ln γ)−1).

(5.40)

�

Lemma 5.7. Coefficients C = {C l
i}6l=1 satisfy




C1
i

C2
i

C3
i

C4
i

C5
i

C6
i



=




O(γ6)
3
2γ

4 (−3αpi + βri) +O(γ6)
1
2

[
αpi(1 + 18γ4) + βri(−3γ2)

]
+O(γ6)

1
2

[
αpi(−3) + βri(1 + 18γ4)

]
+O(γ6)

3
2

[
αpi(1− 6γ4) + βri(−3γ2 + 8γ4)

]
+O(γ6)

1
2

[
αpi(−1 + 9γ4) + βri(3γ

2 − 9γ4)
]
+O(γ6)



.

Proof. Comparing each Yi, coefficients {C l
i}6l=1 satisfy the equation

(5.41) Mg ·




C1
i

C2
i

C3
i

C4
i

C5
i

C6
i



=




α
2 pi
0
0
β
2 ri
βri
βri



.

The determinant of Mf and corresponding cofactors are given by

detMg = − 256γ9 + 2304γ7 − 9216γ5 + 21504γ3 − 32256γ +
32256

γ

− 21504

γ3
+

9216

γ5
− 2304

γ7
+

256

γ9
,

(5.42)

detMg
1 =384αpi

γ10 − 3γ8 + 2γ6 + 2γ4 − 3γ2 + 1

γ3

128βri
−γ12 + 9γ8 − 16γ6 + 9γ4 − 1

γ3

(5.43)
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detMg
2 =384αpi

−3γ12 + 8γ10 − 5γ8 − 5γ4 + 8γ2 − 3

γ5

384βri
+γ14 − 6γ10 + 5γ8 + 5γ6 − 6γ4 + 1

γ5

(5.44)

detMg
3 =128αpi

9γ16 − 18γ14 + 10γ12 − 36γ10 + 90γ8 − 74γ6 + 18γ4 + 1

γ9

384βri
−γ18 + 16γ12 − 30γ10 + 16γ8 − γ2

γ9

(5.45)

detMg
4 =384αpi

−γ16 + 16γ10 − 30γ8 + 16γ6 − 1

γ9

128βri
+9γ16 − 18γ14 + 10γ12 − 36γ10 + 90γ8 − 74γ6 + 18γ4 + 1

γ9

(5.46)

detMg
5 =384αpi

γ14 − 6γ10 + 5γ8 + 5γ6 − 6γ4 + 1

γ9

384βri
−3γ14 + 8γ12 − 5γ10 − 5γ6 + 8γ4 − 3γ2

γ9

(5.47)

detMg
6 =128αpi

−γ12 + 9γ8 − 16γ6 + 9γ4 − 1

γ9

384βri
+γ12 − 3γ10 + 2γ8 + 2γ6 − 3γ4 + γ2

γ9

(5.48)

Asymptotically, we know that

C1
i =

detMg
1

detMg
= O(γ6),

C2
i =

detMg
2

detMg
=

3

2
γ4 (−3αpi + βri) +O(γ6),

C3
i =

detMg
3

detMg
=

1

2

[
αpi(1 + 18γ4) + βri(−3γ2)

]
+O(γ6),

C4
i =

detMg
4

detMg
=

1

2

[
αpi(−3) + βri(1 + 18γ4)

]
+O(γ6),

C5
i =

detMg
5

detMg
=

3

2

[
αpi(1− 6γ4) + βri(−3γ2 + 8γ4)

]
+O(γ6),

C6
i =

detMg
6

detMg
=

1

2

[
αpi(−1 + 9γ4) + βri(3γ

2 − 9γ4)
]
+O(γ6).

(5.49)

�
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Lemma 5.8. Coefficients {Dl
i}6l=1 satisfy




D1
i

D2
i

D3
i

D4
i

D5
i

D6
i



=




O(γ8)
O(γ6)

1
6α

2qi
(
1 + 36γ4

)
− β2s

(3)
i γ4 +O(γ6)(

−α2qi +
1
6β

2s
(3)
i

) (
1 + 36γ4

)
+O(γ6)

4
3α

2qi
(
1 + 36γ4

)
− 8β2s

(3)
i γ4 +O(γ6)

−1
2α

2qi
(
1 + 36γ4

)
+ 3β2s

(3)
i γ4 +O(γ6)




.

Proof. Comparing each Wi, coefficients {Dl
i}6l=1 satisfy the equation

(5.50) Mh ·




D1
i

D2
i

D3
i

D4
i

D5
i

D6
i



=




α2

6γ qi

− α2

6γ2 qi
α2

3γ3 qi
β2

6 s
(3)
i

β2

2 s
(3)
i

β2s
(3)
i




.

The determinant of Mh and corresponding cofactors are given by

detMh =
256(−γ24 + 36γ20 − 160γ18 + 315γ16 − 288γ14 + 288γ10 − 315γ8 + 160γ6 − 36γ4 + 1)

γ12
,

(5.51)

detMh
1 =− 256α2qi

−3γ12 + 8γ10 − 5γ8 − 5γ4 + 8γ2 − 3

γ4

− 128β2s
(3)
i

+γ16 − 16γ10 + 30γ8 − 16γ6 + 1

γ4

(5.52)

detMh
2 =− 3072α2qi

2γ14 − 5γ12 + 3γ10 + 3γ4 − 5γ2 + 2

3γ6

− 1024β2s
(3)
i

−γ18 + 10γ12 − 9γ10 − 9γ8 + 10γ6 − 1

3γ6

(5.53)

detMh
3 =128α2qi

36γ20 − 80γ18 + 45γ16 − 100γ12 + 288γ10 − 270γ8 + 80γ6 + 1

3γ12

768β2s
(3)
i

−γ24 + 25γ16 − 48γ14 + 25γ12 − γ4

3γ12

(5.54)

detMh
4 =768α2qi

−γ20 + 25γ12 − 48γ10 + 25γ8 − 1

3γ12

+ 128β2s
(3)
i

36γ20 − 80γ18 + 45γ16 − 100γ12 + 288γ10 − 270γ8 + 80γ6 + 1

3γ12

(5.55)
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detMh
5 =1024α2qi

γ18 − 10γ12 + 9γ10 + 9γ8 − 10γ6 + 1

3γ12

3072β2s
(3)
i

−2γ18 + 5γ16 − 3γ14 − 3γ8 + 5γ6 − 2γ4

3γ12

(5.56)

detMh
6 =128α2qi

−γ16 + 16γ10 − 30γ8 + 16γ6 − 1

γ12

256β2s
(3)
i

+3γ16 − 8γ14 + 5γ12 + 5γ8 − 8γ6 + 3γ4

γ12

(5.57)

Asymptotically, we know that

D1
i =

detMh
1

detMh
= O(γ8),

D2
i =

detMh
2

detMh
= O(γ6),

D3
i =

detMh
3

detMh
=

1

6
α2qi

(
1 + 36γ4

)
− β2s

(3)
i γ4 +O(γ6),

D4
i =

detMh
4

detMh
=

(
−α2qi + β2s

(3)
i

1

6

)(
1 + 36γ4

)
+O(γ6),

D5
i =

detMh
5

detMh
=

4

3
α2qi

(
1 + 36γ4

)
− 8β2s

(3)
i γ4 +O(γ6),

D6
i =

detMh
6

detMh
= −1

2
α2qi

(
1 + 36γ4

)
+ 3β2s

(3)
i γ4 +O(γ6).

(5.58)

�

6. Bilinear forms

For functions u, v : Bσ(0)\Bτ (0) → R
n−4, we consider the bilinear form

Bσ,τ (u, v) :=

∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∇∆0u,∇∆0v〉dV .

We start by computing Bσ,τ (·, ·) with respect to the bases in Lemma 5.1,
5.2, 5.3 and 5.4.

Lemma 6.1. Let E(r) be the vector defined in Lemma 5.1. Then
∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∇∆0(E(r)),∇∆0(E(r))〉dV

=16Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 − r−2

2 0 −2 ln r −6r2

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −2 ln r 0 2r2 6r4

0 0 −6r2 0 6r4 24r6




∣∣∣∣∣

r=σ

r=τ

.

(6.1)
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Proof. From Lemma 5.1, we already know that the Laplace operator ∆0 acts
on the six-dimensional space E(r) as the matrix:

(6.2) ∆0(E(r)) = E(r) ·




0 0 2 0 0 0
0 0 0 8 6 0
0 0 0 0 8 0
0 0 0 0 0 24
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0



.

Note that acting on radial functions, we have ∇ = x
r

∂
∂r
, and

∂rE(r) = r−1E(r) ·




−2 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 2 1 0
0 0 0 0 2 0
0 0 0 0 0 4



.

Consequently, we have

(6.3) ∂r ◦∆0(E(r)) = r−1 · E(r) ·




0 0 −4 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 8 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 48
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0



.

Therefore,
∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∇∆0(E(r)),∇∆0(E(r))〉dV

=16Vol(S3)

∫ σ

τ




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 r−4 0 −2r−2 −12
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −2r−2 0 4 24r2

0 0 −12 0 24r2 144r4



rdr

=16Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 − r−2

2 0 −2 ln r −6r2

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −2 ln r 0 2r2 6r4

0 0 −6r2 0 6r4 24r6




∣∣∣∣∣

r=σ

r=τ

.

(6.4)

�
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To compute Bσ,τ (·, ·) with respect to F (r) · Xi, G(r) · Yi and H(r) ·Wi,
we apply the integration by parts to obtain

Bσ,τ (u, v) =−
∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∆0u,∆

2
0v〉dV

+

∫

∂Bσ

〈∆0u, ∂r∆0v〉dA−
∫

∂Bτ

〈∆0u, ∂r∆0v〉dA.
(6.5)

Lemma 6.2. Let F (r) be the vector defined in Lemma 5.2. Then for each
Xi ∈ HS

1, we have
∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∇∆0(F (r) ·Xi),∇∆0(F (r) ·Xi)〉dV

=16Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −3r−4 0 3r−2 0 24r2

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 3r−2 0 4 ln r 3r2 0
0 0 0 3r2 9r4 24r6

0 24r2 0 0 24r6 96r8




∣∣∣∣∣

r=σ

r=τ

.

(6.6)

Proof. From Lemma 5.2, we already know that the Laplace operator ∆0 acts
on the six-dimensional space F (r) ·Xi as the matrix:

(6.7) ∆0(F (r) ·Xi) = F (r) ·Xi ·




0 −4 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 4 0 0
0 0 0 0 12 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 32
0 0 0 0 0 0



,

and

∂r (F (r) ·Xi) = r−1F (r) ·Xi ·




−3 0 0 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 3 0
0 0 0 0 0 5



.

The bi-Laplace operator ∆2
0 acts on the six-dimensional space F (r) as the

matrix:

(6.8) ∆2
0(F (r) ·Xi) = F (r) ·Xi ·




0 0 0 −16 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 384
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0



.
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Therefore, we have

−
∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∆0(F (r) ·Xi),∆

2
0(F (r) ·Xi)〉dV

=− 64

∫

S3

X2
i dVgc

∫ σ

τ




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 r−6 0 −24r−2

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −r−4 0 24
0 0 0 −3r−2 0 72r2

0 0 0 −8 0 192r4



r3dr

=− 64Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 − r−2

2 0 −12r2

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 − ln r 0 6r4

0 0 0 −3
2r

2 0 12r6

0 0 0 −2r4 0 24r8




∣∣∣∣∣

r=σ

r=τ

.

(6.9)

Besides,

(6.10) ∂r ◦∆0(F (r) ·Xi) = r−1F (r) ·Xi ·




0 12 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −4 0 0
0 0 0 0 12 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 96
0 0 0 0 0 0



.

We have
∫

∂Bσ(0)\∂Bτ (0)
〈∆0(F (r) ·Xi), ∂r ◦∆0(F (r) ·Xi)〉dA

=16Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −3r−4 0 r−2 −3 −24r2

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 3r−2 0 −1 3r2 24r4

0 9 0 −3r2 9r4 72r6

0 24r2 0 −8r4 24r6 192r8




∣∣∣
r=σ

r=τ
.

(6.11)

Combining them together yields
∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∇∆0(F (r) ·Xi),∇∆0(F (r) ·Xi)〉dV

=16Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −3r−4 0 3r−2 0 24r2

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 3r−2 0 4 ln r 3r2 0
0 0 0 3r2 9r4 24r6

0 24r2 0 0 24r6 96r8




∣∣∣
r=σ

r=τ
,

(6.12)
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Here we have replaced constant functions −3 and 9 by zeros which will not
affect our results. �

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

2, we have

∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∇∆0(G(r) · Yi),∇∆0(G(r) · Yi)〉dV

=128Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −2r−6 −2r−4 0 0 10r2

0 −2r−4 −3r−2 0 −2r2 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −2r2 0 4r6 10r8

0 10r2 0 0 10r8 30r10




∣∣∣∣∣

r=σ

r=τ

.

(6.13)

Proof. From Lemma 5.3, we already know that the Laplace operator ∆0 acts
on the six-dimensional space G(r) · Yi as the matrix:

(6.14) ∆0(G(r) · Yi) = G(r) · Yi ·




0 −8 0 0 0 0
0 0 −8 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 16 0
0 0 0 0 0 40
0 0 0 0 0 0



,

and

∂r (G(r) · Yi) = r−1G(r) · Yi ·




−4 0 0 0 0 0
0 −2 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 2 0 0
0 0 0 0 4 0
0 0 0 0 0 6



.

The bi-Laplace operator ∆2
0 acts on the six-dimensional space G(r) as the

matrix:

(6.15) ∆2
0(G(r) · Yi) = G(r) · Yi · 64




0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 10
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0



.
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Therefore, we have

−
∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∆0(G(r) · Yi),∆2

0(G(r) · Yi)〉dV

=512

∫

S3

Y 2
i dVgc

∫ σ

τ




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 r−8 0 0 10r−2

0 0 r−6 0 0 10
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −2r−2 0 0 −20r4

0 0 −5 0 0 −50r6



r3dr

=512Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 − r−4

4 0 0 5r2

0 0 − r−2

2 0 0 5
2r

4

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −r2 0 0 −5

2r
8

0 0 −5
4r

4 0 0 −5r10




∣∣∣∣∣

r=σ

r=τ

.

(6.16)

Besides,

(6.17) ∂r ◦∆0(G(r) · Yi) = 16r−1G(r) · Yi ·




0 2 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 2 0
0 0 0 0 0 10
0 0 0 0 0 0



.

We have ∫

∂Bσ(0)\∂Bτ (0)
〈∆0(G(r) · Yi), ∂r ◦∆0(G(r) · Yi)〉dA

=− 128Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2r−6 r−4 0 2 10r2

0 2r−4 r−2 0 2r2 10r4

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −4 −2r2 0 −4r6 −20r8

0 −10r2 −5r4 0 −10r8 −50r10




∣∣∣
r=σ

r=τ
.

(6.18)

Combining them together yields
∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∇∆0(G(r) · Yi),∇∆0(G(r) · Yi)〉dV

=128Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −2r−6 −2r−4 0 0 10r2

0 −2r−4 −3r−2 0 −2r2 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −2r2 0 4r6 10r8

0 10r2 0 0 10r8 30r10




∣∣∣∣∣

r=σ

r=τ

.

(6.19)
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�

Lemma 6.4. Let H(r) be the vector defined in Lemma 5.4. Then for each
Wi ∈ HS

3, we have

∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∇∆0(H(r) ·Wi),∇∆0(H(r) ·Wi)〉dV

=48Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −15r−8 −20r−6 0 0 60r2

0 −20r−6 −32r−4 0 −20r2 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −20r2 0 25r8 60r10

0 60r2 0 0 60r10 240r12




∣∣∣
r=σ

r=τ
.

(6.20)

Proof. From Lemma 5.4, we already know that the Laplace operator ∆0 acts
on the six-dimensional space H(r) ·Wi as the matrix:

(6.21) ∆0(H(r) ·Wi) = 4H(r) ·Wi ·




0 −3 0 0 0 0
0 0 −4 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 5 0
0 0 0 0 0 12
0 0 0 0 0 0



,

and

∂r (H(r) ·Wi) = r−1H(r) ·Wi ·




−5 0 0 0 0 0
0 −3 0 0 0 0
0 0 −1 0 0 0
0 0 0 3 0 0
0 0 0 0 5 0
0 0 0 0 0 7



.

The bi-Laplace operator ∆2
0 acts on the six-dimensional space H(r) as

the matrix:

(6.22) ∆2
0(H(r) ·Wi) = 192H(r) ·Wi ·




0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 5
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0



.
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Therefore, we have

−
∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∆0(H(r) ·Wi),∆

2
0(H(r) ·Wi)〉dV

=− 768

∫

S3

W 2
i dVgc

∫ σ

τ




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −3r−10 0 0 −15r−2

0 0 −4r−8 0 0 −20
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 5r−2 0 0 25r6

0 0 12 0 0 60r8



r3dr

=− 768Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 r−6

2 0 0 −15
2 r

2

0 0 r−4 0 0 −5r4

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 5

2r
2 0 0 5

2r
10

0 0 3r4 0 0 5r12




∣∣∣∣∣

r=σ

r=τ

.

(6.23)

Besides,

(6.24) ∂r ◦∆0(H(r) ·Wi) = 12r−1H(r) ·Wi ·




0 5 0 0 0 0
0 0 4 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 5 0
0 0 0 0 0 20
0 0 0 0 0 0



.

We have
∫

∂Bσ(0)\∂Bτ (0)
〈∆0(H(r) ·Wi), ∂r ◦∆0(H(r) ·Wi)〉dA

=48Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −15r−8 −12r−6 0 −15 −60r2

0 −20r−6 −16r−4 0 −20r2 −80r4

0 0 0 0 0 0
0 25 20r2 0 25r8 100r10

0 60r2 48r4 0 60r10 240r12




∣∣∣
r=σ

r=τ
.

(6.25)

Combining them together yields
∫

Bσ(0)\Bτ (0)
〈∇∆0(H(r) ·Wi),∇∆0(H(r) ·Wi)〉dV

=48Vol(S3)




0 0 0 0 0 0
0 −15r−8 −20r−6 0 0 60r2

0 −20r−6 −32r−4 0 −20r2 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −20r2 0 25r8 60r10

0 60r2 0 0 60r10 240r12




∣∣∣
r=σ

r=τ
.

(6.26)
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�

7. Energy estimate

We continue the construction of the connected sum. Following the no-
tation in Section 5. For formally defining the pasted submanifold, we re-
move from Σ1 the neighborhood of the point p1 corresponding to {z ∈ R

4 :

γ − √
α ≤ |z| < ∞} under the map π ◦ Φ̊1,α. Analogously, we remove

from Σ2 the set corresponding to {z ∈ R
4 : |z| ≤ 1 +

√
α} under the map

π ◦ Φ2,β−1 . We denote the remaining open submanifolds by U ⊂ Σ1 and
V ⊂ Σ2, and put W = Brβ−1(0)\BαR(0). Then the new submanifold is de-
fined as Σ := (U ⋃V⋃W) / ∼, where ∼ means the obvious identifications

p ∼ z = π ◦ Φ̊1,α, for p ∈ U , z ∈ W,

q ∼ z = π ◦Φ2,β−1 , for q ∈ V, z ∈ W.

Σ is just the connected sum of Σ1#Σ2 and the new immersion is well defined
piecewisely by setting

Φ : Σ → R
n, Φ =





Φ̊1,α, on U ,
Φ̊2,β−1 , on V,
(z, w(z)), on W.

The rest of this section is devoted to estimate the energy of the immersion
Σ.

As usual, we denote by O(αk) a quantity that is bounded in absolute value
by a constant times αk. If the constant depends on the other parameters,
say on γ, this will be indicated by writing Oγ(α

k). Eventually, all three
parameters will be chosen small.

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

B∞,γ(p̊α, p̊α) = 96Vol(S3)
α2

γ2

N2∑

i=1

|pi|2 +Oγ(α
4),

B∞,γ−√
α(̊uα, ůα) = B∞,γ(p̊α, p̊α) +Oγ(α

5

2 );

B1,0(qβ−1 , qβ−1) = 4Vol(S3)β4
N1∑

i=1

|s(1)i |2,

B1+
√
α,0(vβ−1 , vβ−1) = B1,0(qβ−1 , qβ−1) +Oγ(α

1

2β2).

Proof. Recall that

ůα(z) = p̊α(z) + ϕ̊α(z),

where

p̊α(z) =
α

2
P̊α

(
z

|z| ,
z

|z|

)
+
α2

6
Q̊α

(
z

|z| ,
z

|z| ,
z

|z|

)
|z|−1.
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For γ −√
α ≤ |z| <∞, p̊α(z) and ϕ̊α(z) satisfy

3∑

i=0

|z|i|Dip̊α(z)| ≤ Cα,

3∑

i=0

|z|i+2|Diϕ̊α(z)| ≤ Cα3.(7.1)

It follows that

|B∞,γ(p̊α, ϕ̊α)| ≤ C

∫ ∞

γ

α

r3
· α

3

r5
· r3dr = Oγ(α

4),

|B∞,γ(ϕ̊α, ϕ̊α)| ≤ C

∫ ∞

γ

(
α3

r5

)2

r3dr = Oγ(α
6),

|Bγ,γ−√
α(̊uα, ůα)| = Oγ(α

5

2 ).

(7.2)

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

p̊α(z) =
α

2

N2∑

i=1

pi ·G3(r) · Yi +
α2

6

N3∑

i=1

qi ·H3(r) ·Wi.

Therefore, by Lemma 6.3 and Lemma 6.4, we obtain

(7.3) B∞,γ(p̊α, p̊α) = 384Vol(S3)

(
α2

4γ2

N2∑

i=1

|pi|2 +
α4

9γ4

N3∑

i=1

|qi|2
)
.

Similarly, we have

(7.4) vβ−1(z) = qβ−1(z) + ψβ−1(z),

where

qβ−1(z) =
β

2
R(z, z) +

β2

6
S(z, z, z).

For 0 ≤ |z| ≤ 1 +
√
α, qβ−1(z) and ψβ−1(z) satisfy

(7.5)

3∑

i=0

|Diq̊β−1(z)| ≤ Cβ,

3∑

i=0

|z|−4+i|Diψβ−1(z)| ≤ Cβ3

It follows that

|B1,0(qβ−1 , ψβ−1)| ≤ Cβ4
∫ 1

0
r4dr = Oγ(β

4),

|B∞,γ(ψβ−1 , ψβ−1)| ≤ Cβ6
∫ 1

0
r5dr = Oγ(β

6),

|B1+
√
α,1(vβ−1 , vβ−1)| = Oγ(α

1

2β2).

(7.6)
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Besides, by Lemma 5.1, 5.2, 5.3, 5.4 and (5.20), we have

qβ−1(z) =
β

2

(
r0e4(r) +

N2∑

i=1

ri ·G4(r) · Yi
)

+
β2

6

(
N1∑

i=1

s
(1)
i · F5(r) ·Xi +

N3∑

i=1

s
(3)
i ·H4(r) ·Wi

)
.

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

B1,0(qβ−1 , qβ−1) = 4Vol(S3)β4
N1∑

i=1

|s(1)i |2.(7.7)

�

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

B1,γ(w,w) =96Vol(S3)α2
(
γ−2 − 15

) N2∑

i=1

|pi|2

− 192Vol(S3)αβ

N2∑

i=1

〈pi, ri〉+O(α2γ2)

+ Vol(S3)β4|s(1)i |2
(
4− 9

2
(ln γ)−2

)
+O(β4(ln γ)−4),

|Bγ,γ−√
α(w,w)| + |B1+

√
α,1(w,w)| = Oγ,t(α

5

2 ).

Proof. Recall that on B1(0)\Bγ(0)

w = e(r) +

N1∑

i=1

fi(r)Xi +

N2∑

i=1

gi(r)Yi +

N3∑

i=1

hi(r)Wi.

Therefore, by Lemma 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.4, we have

B1,γ(w,w) = B1,γ(e(r), e(r)) +

N1∑

i=1

B1,γ(fi(r)Xi, fi(r)Xi)

+

N2∑

i=1

B1,γ(gi(r)Yi, gi(r)Yi) +

N3∑

i=1

B1,γ(hi(r)Wi, hi(r)Wi).

By Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 6.1, we have

B1,γ(e(r), e(r)) =
128

9
Vol(S3)β2r20γ

2 +O(β2γ4(ln γ)2).

By Lemma 5.6 and Lemma 6.2, we have

B1,γ(fi(r)Xi, fi(r)Xi) = Vol(S3)β4|s(1)i |2
(
4− 9

2
(ln γ)−2

)
+O(β4(ln γ)−4).
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By Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 6.3, we have

B1,γ(gi(r)Yi, gi(r)Yi) =96Vol(S3)α2
(
γ−2 − 15

)
|pi|2

− 192Vol(S3)αβ〈pi, ri〉+Ot(α
2γ2).

By Lemma 5.8 and Lemma 6.4, we have

B1,γ(hi(r)Wi, hi(r)Wi) =
128

3
Vol(S3)

α4

γ4
|pi|2 +O(α4).

For γ −√
α ≤ |z| ≤ 1 +

√
α, w satisfies

(7.8)

3∑

i=0

|Diw| ≤ O(α, β).

Therefore, we obtain that

|Bγ,γ−√
α(w,w)| + |B1+

√
α,1(w,w)| = Oγ,t(α

5

2 ).

�

For clarity, the fourth order Willmore energy considered is

E(µ,ν) := EGR + µ

∫

Σ
|L̊|4 dV+ν

∫

Σ
|L̊2|2 dV, µ, ν ∈ R.

In slight abuse of notation, we denote by E(µ,ν)
σ,τ (Φ) the energy E(µ,ν) of the

graph of the immersion Φ restricted to Bσ(0)\Bτ (0).

Lemma 7.3. Let β = α. As α tends to 0, we have the expansion

E(µ,ν)(Φ)−
(
E(µ,ν)(Φ1) + E(µ,ν)(Φ2)− 8π2

)

=
1

16

(
B1,γ(w,w) − B∞,γ−√

α(̊uα, ůα)− B1,0(qβ−1 , qβ−1)
)
+Oγ(α

5

2 )

=− 1440Vol(S3)α2
N2∑

i=1

|pi|2 − 192Vol(S3)αβ

N2∑

i=1

〈pi, ri〉+O(α2γ2)

Proof. By the construction in Section 5, we know that

E(µ,ν)(Φ)−
(
E(µ,ν)(Φ1) + E(µ,ν)(Φ2)− 8π2

)

= E(µ,ν)

1+
√
α,γ−√

α
(w)− E(µ,ν)

∞,γ−√
α
(̊uα)− E(µ,ν)

1+
√
α,0

(vβ−1)
(7.9)

Using apriori estimates (7.1), (7.5) and (7.8), we have

(7.10)

∫

|z|≥γ−√
α

|L|4 dV ≤ C

∫ ∞

γ−√
α

( α
r2

)4
r3dr = Oγ(α

4),

(7.11)

∫

0≤|z|≤1+
√
α

|L|4 dV ≤ Cβ4
∫ 1

0
r3dr = Oγ(β

4),
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and

(7.12)

∫

γ−√
α≤|z|≤1+

√
α

|L|4 dV ≤ Oγ(α
4, β4).

Besides, apriori estimates (7.8) verifies the assumptions of Lemma 4.1. Com-
bining with above estimates yields

E(µ,ν)(Φ)−
(
E(µ,ν)(Φ1) + E(µ,ν)(Φ2)− 8π2

)

= E(µ,ν)

1+
√
α,γ−√

α
(w)− E(µ,ν)

∞,γ−√
α
(̊uα)− E(µ,ν)

1+
√
α,0

(vβ−1)

=
1

16

(
B1,γ(w,w) − B∞,γ−√

α(̊uα, ůα)− B1,0(qβ−1 , qβ−1)
)
+Oγ(α

5

2 )

= −1440Vol(S3)α2
N2∑

i=1

|pi|2 −
9

2
Vol(S3)β4|s(1)i |2(ln γ)−2

− 192Vol(S3)αβ

N2∑

i=1

〈pi, ri〉+O(α2γ2) +O(β4(ln γ)−4)

�

8. Proof of Main Results

In this section, we will finish the proof of Theorem 1.5. It should be
noted that if the origin has more than one preimage under Φ1, we can carry
out the whole construction on one end of Φ̊1 and compactify other ends
via inversions as Bauer and Kuwert did in [1]. Therefore, we know that
Theorem 1.5 will follow provided that

(8.1)

N2∑

i=1

〈pi, ri〉 = 〈P ◦, R◦〉 ≥ 0.

The following key lemma allows us to choose a suitable rotation for the
hypersurfaces so that 8.1 holds.

Lemma 8.1. Let P,R : R4×R
4 → R

k be bilinear forms which are symmetric
tracefree. Then, there exists orthogonal transformations S ∈ O(4) and T ∈
O(k) such that the form PS,T (ζ, ζ) = TP (S−1ζ, S−1ζ) satisfies 〈PS,T , R〉 ≥
0. Furthermore, if P,R : R4 × R

4 → R
k both nonzero, then 〈PS,T , R〉 > 0.

Proof. Since P maps to R
k, we can express P as P = (P1, P2, . . . , Pk), where

each Pi : R
4×R

4 → R is a symmetric bilinear form. Each Pi corresponds to a
symmetric 4×4 matrix (also denoted Pi ) via Pi(u, v) = u⊤Piv. Tr (Pi) = 0,
ensuring no component has a bias toward the identity matrix. Analogous for
R, we have R = (R1, R2, . . . , Rk), with each Ri symmetric and traceless. For
S ∈ O(4), the transformation S−1ζ changes the basis of R4. The transformed
bilinear form becomes:

(8.2) PS(ζ, ζ) = P
(
S−1ζ, S−1ζ

)
=
(
SP1S

⊤, . . . , SPkS
⊤
)
.
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Here, SPiS
⊤ rotates each matrix component Pi. For T ∈ O(k), the trans-

formation mixes the k-components of PS :

(8.3) PS,T (ζ, ζ) = TPS(ζ, ζ) =




k∑

j=1

T1jSPjS
⊤, . . . ,

k∑

j=1

TkjSPjS
⊤


 .

Then the inner product between PS,T and R is:

(8.4) 〈PS,T , R〉 =
k∑

i=1

Tr






k∑

j=1

TijSPjS
⊤


Ri


 .

Simplifying, this becomes:

(8.5) 〈PS,T , R〉 =
k∑

i,j=1

Tij Tr
(
SPjS

⊤Ri

)
.

For fixed S ∈ O(4), define the matrix A(S) ∈ R
k×k with entries Aij(S) =

Tr
(
SPjS

⊤Ri

)
. The inner product becomes 〈PS,T , R〉 = Tr

(
T⊤A(S)

)
.

We now claim that, The maximum of Tr
(
T⊤A(S)

)
over T ∈ O(k) is the

trace norm of A(S), defined as ‖A(S)‖∗ =
∑

α σα(S), where σα(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) = UΣV ⊤ be the SVD of A(S), where,

(i) U, V ∈ O(k) are orthogonal matrices.
(ii) Σ is a diagonal matrix with non-negative entries σ1 > σ2 > · · · >

σk > 0 (the singular values).

Substitute A(S) = UΣV ⊤ into the trace, we obtain

(8.6) Tr
(
T⊤A(S)

)
= Tr

(
T⊤UΣV ⊤

)
.

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

(8.7) Tr
(
T⊤A(S)

)
= Tr(ΣW ).

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

(8.8) Tr(ΣW ) =

k∑

i=1

Wiiσi

The diagonal entries Wii of an orthogonal matrix W satisfy |Wii| 6 1 (by
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, since columns ofW are orthonormal). Hence
the maximum occurs when Wii = 1 for all i, which is achieved if W = Id
(the identity matrix). Therefore,

(8.9) max
W∈O(k)

Tr(ΣW ) =

k∑

i=1

σi.
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Thus, the maximum of Tr
(
T⊤A(S)

)
over T ∈ O(k) is:

(8.10) max
T∈O(k)

Tr
(
T⊤A(S)

)
=

k∑

i=1

σi = ‖A(S)‖∗.

Such maximal point T ∈ O(k) can be realized by the compactness of O(k).
The claim then follows.

Since all σα > 0, the trace norm ‖A(S)‖∗ is always non-negative. This
proves the first claim.

Suppose now P,R : R4 × R
4 → R

k 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 × 4 matrices via conjugation: Pj 7→ SPjS

⊤

for S ∈ O(4) and any 1 6 j 6 k and the space of traceless symmetric
4 × 4 matrices is an irreducible representation of O(4). Therefore, the set{
SPjS

⊤ | S ∈ O(4)
}

spans the entire space of traceless symmetric 4 × 4
matrices for any non zero Pj .

If A(S) = 0 for any S ∈ O(4). Write in the component form, we
obtain that Tr

(
SPjS

⊤Ri

)
= 0 for all S ∈ O(4) and all i, j. Since P

and R are nonzero, then there exists Pi0 6= 0 and Rj0 6= 0, such that

Tr
(
SPj0S

⊤Ri0

)
= 0 for all S ∈ O(4). Since

{
SPj0S

⊤ | S ∈ O(4)
}

spans
the entire space of traceless symmetric 4 × 4 matrices, we then get that
Tr(PRj0) = 0 for all traceless symmetric 4 × 4 matrices P , which implies
that Rj0 = 0, contradiction! Hence, A(S) 6= 0 for some S ∈ O(4). This
implies that ‖A(S)‖∗ > 0 for some S ∈ O(4). The lemma then follows. �
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