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Asymptotic behaviors of Landau-Lifshitz flows from R? to Kéhler

manifolds

Ze Li Lifeng Zhao

Abstract In this paper, we study the asymptotic behaviors of finite energy solutions to the
Landau-Lifshitz flows from R? into Kéhler manifolds. First, we prove that the solution with
initial data below the critical energy converges to a constant map in the energy space as t — oo
for the compact Riemannian surface targets. In particular, when the target is a two dimensional
sphere, we prove that the solution to the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation with initial data
having an energy below 47 converges to some constant map in the energy space. Second, for
general compact Ké&hler manifolds and initial data of an arbitrary finite energy, we obtain a
bubbling theorem analogous to the Struwe’s results on the heat flows.

Keywords: Landau-Lifshitz; asymptotic behavior

MR Subject Classification: XXXx.

1 Introduction

In this article, we consider the two dimensional Landau-Lifshitz (LL) equation:

2
u =y, aVy,0p,u— J(Vy,0p,u)
i=1 (1.1)

u(0) = uo,

where u(z,t) : R? x [0,00) = N, (N, J,h) is a Kihler manifold, V, is the induced connection
by u, Oy,u = u*(a%_), Ou = u*(a%). a > 0 is called the Gilbert constant. When o = 0, (LI is
called the Schrédinlger flow. When 8 =0, a > 0, it reduces to the heat flows of harmonic maps.
The energy of u is given by

1
E(u) = 3 /R2 |Vul?.,dz.

If the starting manifold of u is a general Riemannian manifold M, the term ¥2_, V., d;,u in (L)
should be replaced by 7(u) £ tr,(Vdu), where g is the metric in M. If A is the two dimensional
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sphere S2, (1)) can be written as the following system

w = aAu + o Vul?u — fu x Au,
¢ [Vul*u —p (1.2)

u(0) = uo,

where u : [0, 7] x R? — R? satisfies |u| = 1. ([2) is called the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation
when o > 0 and the Heisenberg equation when a = 0.

For the different choices of the target A/, (L)) is related to various theories in mechanics
and physics. For targets of Riemannian surfaces such as S? or H?, (L)) is related to the gauge
theories. For the target of two-dimensional sphere, (ILI]) describes the evolution of static as well
as dynamic properties of magnetization ([20]). Moreover, the LL flow with a sphere target arises
in the classical continuous isotropic Heisenberg spin model, or the long wave length limit of the
isotropic Heisenberg ferromagnet.

There exist plenty of results on the well-posedness and dynamic behaviors of the Landau-
Lifshitz equations. We recall the following non-exhaustive list of works. First we consider the
well-posedness theories. The first mathematical work on the Heisenberg equation is done by
Sulem, Sulem and Bardos [35] who proved the local well-posedness on R? (d > 1). Zhou, Guo,
Tan [39] studied the global well-posedness problem by the viscosity method. Ding and Wang
[10] and McGahagan [23] proved the local existence and uniqueness of solutions from closed
Riemannian manifolds or R? into compact Kihler targets in some Sobolev spaces. Chang,
Shatah and Uhlenbeck [9] proved the global well-posedness of smooth solutions from R or R?
into compact Riemannian surfaces under additional small assumptions on the data. Rodnianski,
Rubinstein and Staffilani [29] obtained the global well-posedness of Schrédinger flows from R
into Kihler manifolds and flows from S! to Riemannian surfaces. For maps from R? (d > 4)
into S? with initial data of small critical Sobolev norms, Bejenaru, Ionescu and Kenig [2] proved
the global well-posedness. Later the d = 2,3 cases were proved in Bejenaru, Ionescu, Kenig
and Tataru [3]. For the dissipative (o > 0) and the S? target case, there are a lot of works on
the global existence of weak solutions and partial regularity theory for Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert
equations, for instance [211, 12 [7, [I].

The dynamic behavior of the LL flow is known in the equivariant case and the small data
case. Finite time blow up solutions near the harmonic maps were constructed by Chang, Ding,
Ye [§] for the 2D heat flows, Merle, Raphael, Rodnianski [22] and Perelman [27] for 1-equivariant
Schrédinger maps from R? to S2. The asymptotic stability of harmonic maps under the LL flow
in the equivariant case was proved by Gustafson, Kang, Tsai [13] [14] and Gustafson, Nakanishi,
Tsai [15]. For equivariant initial data with energy below the ground state, Bejenaru, Ionescu,
Kenig and Tataru [4] [5] proved the well-posedness and the scattering in the gauge sense when

the target is S? or H2.



The dynamic behavior for general initial data has been studied for the heat flow to some
extent. For the LL flow even for the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation, merely some partial
results were obtained. One of the typical results on the dynamic behaviors of the heat flow is
the bubble tree convergence which has been intensively studied for instance Jost [17], Parker
[27], Qing [28]. The bubble tree convergence means the solution will evolve as a superposition of
a harmonic map and some rescaled and translated bubbles along some time sequence as t — oo.
The corresponding result for the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation was proved by Harpe [16].
Notice that whether the bubbles and the harmonic map are the same for different time sequences
is still largely open even in the heat flow case. Thus more efforts should be paid to understand
the whole picture of the dynamic behaviors. In this paper, we consider initial data of energy
below the critical energy. In our sequel papers, we will continue our works on the dynamic
behaviors of (I.TJ).

The global well-posedness in our case can be obtained by the Struwe’s bubbling arguments
on the heat flow, see Theorem [[Il The new difficulty is the non-compactness of R? and the
second derivative term with the complex structure. The non-compactness will be overcome by
an outer ball energy estimate. In order to avoid the obstacle to the energy arguments caused
by the second derivative term with the complex structure, we fully use the skew-symmetry
of the symplectic form to obtain some cancellation of the high derivative terms. We remark
that Theorem [L.1] below also yields a rough description of the dynamic behavior as t — oo for
initial data below the threshold. In fact, Theorem [[.Tlimplies the LL flow converges locally to a
constant map up to some subsequence, some scaling and some translation. The convergence for
all time in the energy topology requires additional efforts. This is then solved by Theorem

After proving the global well-posedness, in order to get the complete dynamic picture below
the threshold, we apply the techniques developed in the semilinear and geometric dispersive
PDEs, especially the method of induction on energy and geometric renormalizations, see for
instance Bourgain [6] and Chapter 6 of Tao [36]. The proof involves three essential ingredients.
First, because of the dissipative nature of (II]), we can gain a prior L%x space-time bound for
the field 7(u). Meanwhile, the induction on energy argument gives an Lf‘,x space-time bound
for Vu. Thus we obtain the L%@, norm of |V2u|. Second, rewriting (ILT)) in the Coulomb gauge
yields a Ginzburg-Landau type system coupled with a Poisson system for the differential fields
and the connection coefficients. The Poisson system gives a useful bound for the connection
coefficients by the prior L%x norm of |V2u/|. Finally, the decay of the energy follows by applying
the Strichartz estimates to the Ginzburg-Landau equation for the differential fields.

The main results of this paper are the following two. For general compact Kahler targets and

general data, we obtain the almost regularity and bubbling theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let (N,h,J) be a compact Kihler manifold, o > 0, f € R. For any data
ug € WH2(R%N), there exists a weak solution in L>([0,00); W12(R2;N)) to (1), which is



regular on R? x (0, 00) with the exception of finitely many points (x;,T}), 1 <1 < L, characterized

by
lim sup/ \Vu(t,y)|>dy > &1, for all R € (0,1],
B(xlvR)

t—T;

where €1 is some positive constant depending only on N'. Furthermore, for any fived pair (z;,T;)
there exist sequences t,, — 1;, Tm — x1, Ry — 0 and a harmonic map vy € COO(Rz;N) such
that

Wty Rn® + Tim) — Use  locally in W22(R%;N).

To state Theorem 1.2, we define the critical energy as follows
E.=inf{E: E = E(Q(x)), where Q(z) : R? = N is a harmonic map with F(Q) > 0}. (1.3)

We make the convention that F, = oo if there is no non-trivial harmonic map from R? to N

with finite energy. For compact Riemannian surfaces, we have

Theorem 1.2. Let (N, h,J) be a compact Riemannian surface, « > 0, 8 € R. The LL flow with
ug € WHA(R; N) satisfying E(ug) < Ex admits a global solution u € L>®([0,00); WL2(R; N)).
Moreover, u(t,x) converges to a constant map as t — oo in the energy space, namely
tllglo E(u(t)) = 0.

Remark 1.1 It is known that (Schoen and Yau [30]) E. = oo if the sectional curvature of N is
non-positive. Therefore, Theorem shows all the solutions of (I.I]) with finite energy decay to
zero if N has a non-positive sectional curvature. Typical examples for compact Riemannian sur-
faces with non-positive curvature are Bolza surface, Klein quartic, Bring’s surface and Macbeath
surface. For general compact targets, F, is always strictly positive and we have an explicit low
bound for E, by using the upper bound of the Riemannian curvature of A/ (see Lemma [2.3]).
And it is known that E, = 47 when A is a two-dimensional sphere. Considering that the S?
target is of special physical importance, we state the corresponding result of the S? target as a

corollary below.

Corollary 1.1. Let « > 0, 8 € R. The Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation (I.2) with uy €
WL2(R; N) satisfying E(ug) < 4 admits a global solution and

lim E(u(t)) = 0.

t—o0
In what follows we give a brief overview of the paper. In Section 2, we prove Theorem
under the assumption that Theorem [I.1] has been proved. In Section 3, we prove Theorem [I.1l

Function Spaces and Notations The covariant derivative in T\ is denoted by V, the covari-

ant derivative induced by w in u*(TN) is denoted by V, the usual derivative for scalar functions



is denoted by D. The Riemannian curvature tension of N is denoted by R. We use both the
extrinsic and intrinsic Sobolev norms for maps from R? to A/. In general, the two norms are
not equivalent. The extrinsic Sobolev spaces are defined as follows. Let N be a closed subman-
ifold of the Euclidean space R™. For a map v from R? to A/, we use the extrinsic expression
u = (u',...,u™), where u’ is defined as a function from R? to R, and (u!,...,u™) € N, a.e..
We say u € WFP(R%; N) if there is a point Q € A such that [ju? — Qi‘|Wk,p(R2;R) < 00, for all
i€{l,..,m}, and u(z) € N for a.e. z € R%. The norm of W*? is defined by

m
l[ullwrr = Z [u' — QZHWk,p(RZ;R)-
i=1

We also introduce the intrinsic semi-norm for maps belonging to W*?(R2; N):

||u||Wk7p(R2;_/\/') = Z H‘v‘rjl'”ijkflaxku

. £ I
{71,-dkyC{1,2}

u*h

2
) )1/2. We will usually use Kato’s

For convenience, we denote ‘Vzu‘ = ( > Ve i Oy U
{j1.523C{1,2} uth
inequality, which says in the distribution sense,

0. | V|| < [VZul.

2 The proof of Theorem

Theorem [[LT] will be proved in Section 3. In this section, we prove Theorem by postulating
Theorem [[.J1 We emphasize that the proof of Theorem [I.1]is independent of the results in this
section. For convenience, we first summarize the well-posedness theory obtained in Section 3.
We recall the following notations:

(1) (Local energy)
E(u(t); Br(x)) = = /B vt )y

(2) (weak solution class)
Y (0,77 x R?)

= {u: [0, 7] x R? — R™ u(t,z) € N, a.e.

u € C([0,T); L?(R?)), Vu € L*([0, T]; L?(R?))
V2u € L3([0,T] x R?),0u € L*([0,T] x R?)

Proposition 2.1. Define the solution class H(I x R?) as the set of all weak solutions to (I.1)



which satisfy for all R >0, (s1,s2) C I,

(i) u € Y(I x R?);

S2 S$2

(ii) a / |sulF2ds + a / 52 Vidiul|7ads < (IIVuls0)7: — IVu(s2)l3z ) (2.1)
S 1

s

1
T T
T
/ / IVl dydt < |E(u(t): Br() g 1z / / VRulPdydt + 5 E(u));  (2:2)
0 R2 ’ 0 R2 R

(i6) Blu(s2); Ba(@) < Blu(s1); Bon(a)) + 22 pay), 23)
B(u(s2); Ban(a)) > Eu(s1); Ba(a) — (Bu(sa)) ~ Bu(sn)) ~ 222 piug); (2.0
(iv) E(u(t)) is continuous and decreasing with respect to t; (2.5)

(v) 3 classical soltuion u,, with ||u,(0,2) — ug(x)||jy12 = 0, O, — Opu weakly in L?’x(I x R?)

and ”Un - u”c(I;LQ(RQ)) — 0, HDun — DUHL2(1;L2(R2)) — 0.

Then for any initial data ug € W2, there exists a T > 0 such that (1) admits a weak solution
u(t,z) € H([0,T] x R?). And the weak solution is unique in H([0,T] x R?).

In the following, we prove Theorem[I.2l First, by the method of induction on energy we obtain
the boundedness of the space-time norm ||Vul| i, This global L;{x norm has been explicitly
used in Smith [33] and the local version was initially used by Struwe [34] in the heat flow case.
Second, we rewrite (I.I) under the Coulomb gauge. Furthermore, we give the estimates of the
connection matrix A; by the intrinsic norm ||V2u||s and ||Vu||2. Finally, the decay of the energy

follows by applying the Strichartz estimates to the gauged equation.

2.1 Rewrite the equation under the Gauge

In this section, we present the gauged equation of (LI)). Assume that u : [0,7] x R? — N
is a solution of (LLI). Choose an orthonormal frame {ey,...,eq} for u*TN with respect to h,
and e;y1 = J(e1),...,eap = J(e;). Let the Latin indices take values in {1,2,...,2l}, the Roman
indices in {1, 2}, and the Greek indices in {1,2, ...,/}. We make the convention that f7 = f7+!,
fm = f7 for vector-valued functions (f%,..., f)!, and es = Eytls €547 = —€y. Expand Vgu
in the frame {e;} as follows:
2l 2l

Op,u = Z h(Oy,u,eq)eq = Uieq, O = Z h(Opu, eq)eq = be,q.
a=1

a=1

Since J commutes with V ;, rewriting (L)) by ¢¢, b* gives
2
be, = Z a(@mﬂﬁea + ¢“Vmiea) — ﬁ(@miwf,](ea) - ¢§”VmiJ(ea)). (2.6)
i=1

6



Denote the space of Cl-valued field defined in [0,7] x R? by X, then V induces a covariant
derivative on X defined by

D;i(v)Y = 05,07 + ([A] + V-1[A]]
Dy(v)" = 9" + ([Ad] +V—1[A])

where the corresponding connection coefficients matrices are given by
[AZ]Z = <V$iea7 eb> .
Considering the complexification of v; ;, A;; defined by

[Aly = [Ad] + V=1IAG, [A) = [A) + V=1[A].
= (0 + V=10, .0+ /T
= (W} + V=T, B VT,

then by h(JX,JY) = h(X,Y), for X,Y € TN, we can rewrite (2.0) as
2
¢ =Y aDip; —V=1B8Dig;. (2.7)
i=1

The following covariant curl-free identity and commutator identity are useful later

D;¢; = D;¢i, Dip; = Didy, [Di, Djlv = R(u)(¢i, ¢5)v, [Dy, Djlv = R(u) (¢, 5)v, (2.8)

where R(,) is a tensor with the pointwise estimate

IR (u)(¢t, ¢j)vlcn S |delenldjlen|vlcn. (2.9)

We use |.|cn here to emphasize that it is not the metric in A/. Applying (28] to (2.71]), we obtain

the equation for ¢;

2
Di¢j = Dj¢r = Y aD;Dig; — V=1B8D; Di¢y

i=1

_ZQDD,@ V=1BD;D;b; + aR(¢yi, ¢;)bi — NV —1BR(¢y, d;)bi

=1

—ZaDD@J V=1BD;Dig; + aR($i, ¢5)bi — V—=18R(di, ¢;) -

=1



This can be written as a Ginzburg-Landau type equation as follows

2
Orpj — 20 = Adj + > 24005 + 20, A1 + 2 A Ai; + 2R(i, 65) i, (2.10)
i=1
where z = a — /—18.

If AV is a Riemannian surface, we can choose the frame {e1,es} to be a Coulomb gauge,
namely 0 A; = 0, see for instance Nahmod, Shatah, Vega, Zeng [26]. In this case, for i € {1,2},
[A;] = ai, [Ay] = a; where ait is some pure-imaginary valued function defined on [0,7] x R?.
Moreover, (Z1I0) simplifies to

2
Op; — 2Ap; = ar; + ; (Zai8i¢j + 20;a;9; + za;0;¢0; + 2R (¢, ¢j)¢i)
Aaj = O (ik(u) (k. i¢5)) (2.11)
Ay = 0 (in(u) (9 (65, 65) — S0kl51*))
orar =0

where z = a — /=18, i=+v—1, (z,w) = Re(zw), k is the Gauss curvature.
The following lemma gives the bounds of the connection coefficient matrices by the covariant

derivatives of w.

Lemma 2.1. If ¢, a;j solves (Z11)), then for any p € (2,00), we have

E

lajlle <

|6k ®5ll L2~ (2.12)
1

B
Sl

laellzz £ 3 NIVZullVul + [Vul|ag]] gz, (2.13)
k=1

1 1 _
where -+ 5 =1+

D=

Proof. Since a; = —9(—A)7! (ik(u) ¢k, i¢;)), where (—A)~! is expressed by the Newton po-
tential, then ([2I2]) follows from weak Hausdorff-Young inequality. By the definition of ¢y, we

have

9o = 0j({Oku, e1) + vV —1(Iku, e1))
= <Vjaku, €1> + <aku, Vj€1> +v—1 <Vjaku, €1> ++v-1 (8ku, Vjeﬂ .

Therefore, by the identities (Vjer,e1) = (Vjeq,er) =0, (Vjer,er) = —(V,eq, e1), we obtain

1050k| S 1Vl + [Vul|ay]. (2.14)



Since a; = Op(—A)~! <i/~i(u)(8j (G, j) — %8k|¢j|2)>, [214) implies ([2.13). O

The proof of the following Strichartz estimates is almost the same as the heat semigroup,

thus we state it without proof.

Lemma 2.2. Let z be a complex number with Rez > 0. Then for an admissible pair (p,q)
satisfying %4—% = %, 2<p,q <00, p#2, and any pair (r,s) satisfying %+§ = %, 1<rs<2,
r # 2, we have

A
|e*! fHLng S flzes Sl Lr s (1to,0) xR2) -

Lng([to,tﬂ XR2)

t
/ ez(t_T)Ag(T, x)dr
to

In the rest of this section, we prove Theorem by assuming Theorem [T The proof of
Theorem [[.1lis postponed to Section 3. We first remark that critical energy F., is always strictly

positive for any compact target.

Lemma 2.3. For any compact Kdhler manifold N, the critical energy E, defined by (I.3) is

strictly positive, furthermore we have

E, >

where Ryr is the upper bound for the sectional curvature of N, Ci o is the sharp constant for
1 1
Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality ||f|la < Ci2|lflI3 IV f]5-

Remark 2.1. We remark that Weinstein [38] has proved C1 2 is exactly achieved by the ground
state of
Af—f+ =0,

1/4
and C1,2 = (7r(1.861225....)) :

The lower bound for E, given in Lemma 23] is not optimal. For instance, it is known that
E, = 4m if N is S?, and the bound obtained in Lemma P3]is 7 x 0.93112.....

Proof. If there is no harmonic map with finite energy, we have made the convention that F, = oo,
thus it suffices to prove Lemma 23 when E, < co. Suppose that u is a harmonic map from R?

to N satisfying

2
> Vidu =0, (2.15)
=1

0 < |[Vul 2 < oo (2.16)



Integration by parts gives

2
/ \V2uldz gRN/ yvu\4da;+/ 1> Vidgul*da, (2.17)
R2 R2 R2
which combined with (2.15]) yields that
1922, < Rl Wl (2.18)

By Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have

IVull s < Crall V2ull2,(Vul 2, (2.19)
Then ([2.19), [2I8)) yield
IVullzs < CraRY IVulls [ Vulf,. (2:20)
Since ||Vu|z2 > 0, we obtain
1
IVullLz > m-
U

Theorem is proved by the method of energy induction due to Bourgain [6]. The classical
line for the induction on energy argument involves three main ingredients: the scattering for
small data; the existence of the critical elements; ruling out the critical elements. The small
data scattering lemma is given below. In the proof of the following lemma, we need to use some
exponents, for the simplicity of the presentation, we introduce some notations. For 2 < p < oo,

we define px by 1% = % + % For m,n € [1,00), we define (m,n) by —— = L1 — % The dual

1
(m,n) m
3 1

Strichartz exponent 7 for 7 € (1,2) is define by £ = 2 — 1.

Lemma 2.4. Let ¢ > 0 be sufficiently small. For any initial data ug € W2 satisfying
IVuoll 2 < e, (L) has a unique global solution in H(RY x R?), furthermore we have

/0 /Rz Vu(t,z)['dedt < C, (2.21)
for some C > 0.

Proof. Let €2 < 2E,, the global well-posedness is a corollary of Proposition 3.4. In fact, if u

blows up at some finite time 7" > 0, then by Proposition 3.4, there exists a non-trivial harmonic

10



map U(z) which is a weak limit of the rescaling and translation of u(t,,z). Then we have
E(U) < E(ug) < E..

This contradicts with the definition of E,. Hence, ug evolves to a unique global solution in H

defined in Proposition 2.1. Then we prove (2.21]) by a bootstrap argument. Define
A=AT > 0,[[Vu(t,2)lrs (or)xr2) < Ce},

where C* > 0 will be determined later. The non-empty and closed-ness of A follows from (2.2])
which implies

HVu(t, LZ') ”L4([8,S’} xR?) 5 E('LLO) Hv2u(t7 x) HLZ([S,S’} xR2)»

and the fact that u € H. It remains to prove the openness of A. Assume that T' € A, it suffices

to show

1 *
[Vu(t, z)[ 1o, xr2) < WC E. (2.22)

2I7), 1) and the bootstrap assumption 7' € A imply
HV2UH%§JC([O,T}XRZ) < (C*e)t + €2 (2.23)

Consider (ZI1), Strichartz estimates in Lemma [2.2] yield for some n = 2~

2
Iillzazs S 1650 e + lacdillprg + 3 laididillipry + lasaidyll o + il 1z,
i=1
(2.24)

where the integration domains of the norms LY L% are [0,7] x R2. First, we bound [la;¢;|| LiLn

Holder inequality, Lemma 2.1 show for p € (2, c0)

latill pn < Nlaell Lol ®sll gnr
x L.’L‘

< [[[V2ul [Vull| -

Vull o + [Vl oy |

e IVull Lo
2
<[Vl o IVl e [Vl o + IVl 74 sl g V2]l o
< ||V2UHL§||VU||L<;*,2)||VU||L;W) + [|Vull74 1050kl @2+ IV ull o

L1411

11



By Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have

_ 2 1——2
1< |[V2ul| IVul 2 [ Vull 5" 1Vl 57 (V2] ™7 (2.25)
where 6, = 1% — 1. Since we have (p*}Q)* = % + %, then Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality implies
2 s o2, 11E o (o2, || T
LT < [ Vull g |V2ul g [1Vullzy [[V2ull ™ 196l g™ (V5] ™ (2.26)

Therefore ([2.25]), ([2.26]) give the bound

LE

R AN
“at¢j|’Lng([0,T]><R2)§</0 HV2“| S ds) )

Since <3 - % - (n—2m> n = 2, ([2.23)) yields the acceptable bound for a;¢;
Hat¢jHLng([o,T]><R2) S [52 + (0*52)4]5' (2:27)

Second, we bound a;0;¢;. Holder inequality, Lemma [2.I] and Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality

give
lasdidsll < Nasay [Vl + [las |92l ., (2.28)
2
S lalzee 1Vl o + llaill oo [Vl 2
2 1—2_
2 n, n, 2

S 1650kl @ IVl 57 [V2ull 12 ™7 + 105001 e |V .-

Since we have %ﬁ = A%p + i, %(n’é)* = %, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality gives

2 < 2"’% 2 2_%
650kl F e SIVullye” V20l

2 _2
165012 e < IVl [ V20l 757

Hence we obtain )
T 2\~ n
3—=)n
1ai0iill Lo 1n 011 x R2) S </0 HV2“H(Lg ) ds)

Then we deduce the acceptable bound for a;0;¢; from (3 — 2) 7 = 2 and ([223)
* L
‘|aiai¢j||LfL;([o,T]><R2) S [52 +(C 52)4] n. (2.29)

Third, we notice that the term a;a,¢; has appeared in ([2.28]), thus we have the following bound

12



for a;ar;
laiaxdill s o.rprey S €2 + (Ce2)]5. (2:30)
Finally, we bound O(¢2). Again by Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have
162 l3s < 19l [[92ulf3, -
Thus (2.23) implies

|0(62)°[| 12 S €%+ (Ce)". (2.31)

We conclude from (2:24)), (2.27)), (2:29), (2.30), [2:31) that

Bl

6l reerz Se+e”+ (Che)* + (2 + (C*e)).

Then first choosing C* sufficiently large, then taking e sufficiently small, we obtain (2.22]). Thus
Lemma [2.4] follows. O

Now, we can prove the “scattering norm” ||Vul| L4 ([0,00)xR2) 18 finite for all up with the energy
below E..

Lemma 2.5. For any initial data ug € W2 satisfying E(ug) < E., (1)) has a global unique

solution in H(RT x R2), furthermore we have

|7 [t otasar < c (232)
for some C > 0.

Proof. We assume F, < oo below, the case F, = oo can be proved with some modifications.

Define the threshold energy E# for the scattering by

E# =sup{E :if E(ug) < F,then IVu(t, 2)l| L2 ((0,00)xr2) < C(E)

for some C'(E) depending only on E}.

It is clear that E# < E, because any non-trivial harmonic map U(z) solves (1)) but we have
||U(x)||L§x([O7OO)XR2) = 00. Moreover, Lemma 24 shows E# > 0. We prove this lemma by a
contradiction argument. Suppose that E# < E, —§, for some ¢ > 0, then we obtain a sequence
of solutions of (I.I) which satisfy

1 1

E#__<_
n 2

[Vun (0, 2)|[72 < EF, (2.33)

13



T [V (£,2) 130,002 = 00 (2.34)

Let p be a fixed positive constant. By (2Z34), there exists a time sequence {¢,} such that

IVun(t; @)l 13 (0,60 xm2) = K- (2.35)

We claim that there exists a subsequence of {¢,} such that

1 1
E* — = <5 [IVun, (tnys 2)l[72 < E¥. (2.36)

Indeed, if the claim fails, then there exits some constant o > 0 such that F(u,(t,)) < E¥ — o.
Thus the solution to (LI) with initial data wy (t,, ) has a finite L}, norm, then (Z.35) yields

IVun(t, 2)ll s (10,00 xR2) < C(E* — ) + .

This contradicts with (2:34). By the scaling invariance, we can assume ¢, = 1, then we conclude

that for some solution sequence {uy} of (L1

1 1

E* — ~ <5 IVun (0, 2) 72 < E# (2.37)
1 1

E* — ~ <3 [Vun(1,2)||72 < E# (2.38)

IVun(L @)l aps 0,1 xr2) = H- (2.39)

From the energy identity (2.1I), we have
1
B(un(1,2)) — Eun(0,1)) < —a/ 152, V0502, ds.
0 xr
Then ([2.17)) implies
1 1
E(un(L.0) ~ E(u(0,2)) +a [ [Vulfyds 5 [ [9ulfyds
0 ‘ 0 ‘
Hence by (2.37) and (238)), for n sufficiently large
1
| I92ulpds < . (2.40)

0 x

On the other hand, (2.2)) yields for any R > 0,

1
it = llunlls oz S 1B (un; Br(@)) o (0,1)xk2) <||v2un||ig,x@,mz> + @Ewnw))) :
(2.41)

14



Hence we have from ([2.40) and ([2.41]) that

E,

=) (2.42)

1t SN E(un; Br(@))||ge, 0.2 (1 +

1
2
Assume R > (4 —2—5 for some sufficiently large universal constant C1, (242]) yields

ey < ||[E(un; Br(z))l1ge (j0,1xR2)5 (2.43)
where ¢y is some small universal constant. Thus we can choose x, € R?, s,, € [0, 1] such that
deg < E(un(sn); Br(zy)). (2.44)
We claim that s, can be chosen such that s, > %, for some m sufficiently large, and
co < E(up(sn); Bar(xy,)). (2.45)
In order to prove (2.45]), consider two subcases:

(a)limsup s, < 1,

n—o0

(b) limsup s, = 1.

n—oo

For the case (a) , without loss of generality, we can assume s, < 1—o¢ for some o > 0. Meanwhile
(24) implies for all AR? < o

E(up(sn + AR?); Bag(n)) > E(un(sn); Br(zn)) — C(E(un(sn)) — E(un(sy + AR?))) — CAE,.

(2.46)
By the decreasing of energy (Z5]) and ([2:37)), ([2:38]), we obtain
nh_)ngo E(un(sn)) — E(un (s, + AR?)) = 0.
Therefore (2.46]) implies that for sufficiently large n and A € (ygmeg, [go-to jom ), we have
co < E(up(sp + )\R2); Bog(xy)). (2.47)

. o 2 .
Thus without loss of generality, in the case (a) we can assume s, > %, where m € Z* is

sufficiently large to guarantee m}fiéﬁ < 1. In the case (b) , it is obvious that we can also assume

15



Sp > %. Applying (2.3)), for s € [0, s,,], we get

E(un(sp); Br(x2)) < E(un(s); Bar(an)) + 03(3:2_ S)E(un(s)). (2.48)
Let 72 = max(ci—f*, R?), then (2.45) gives
Blun(s); Bor () > 50, (2.49)

forall s € [0, 5,]. Let (s, 2) = un(sr%, zp+27), then {u,} defined on I xR? with I = [0, STasom

satisfy

1
E('dn(s), Bl(O)) > 502. (250)
E(u,) < E*. (2.51)
nh_{lolo szzzlviaiﬂn(s)”Lf’x([O,I]XRz) =0. (2.52)

Notice that (2.52]) follows from the energy identity (2.I) and E(u,(0)) — E(u,(1)) as n — oo.
Following the arguments in Theorem 4.3 of Struwe [34], we have from (2.50), [2.51]) and (2.52))
that there exists a non-trivial harmonic map U : R? — N such that E(U) < E# < E, — 6. This
contradicts with the definition of E,. Therefore, E# = E, thus the E, < co case in Lemma 25
has been verified. For the case F, = oo, if Lemma fails, then we have E# < co. Then all
the arguments above work with the upper bound F, in the estimates replaced by E#. Hence in

the case E, = oo, Lemma [2.5] follows as well. O
Now we are ready to prove Theorem

Proposition 2.2. Let (N, h,J) be a compact Riemannian surface, « > 0, 3 € R. The LL flow
with ug € WH2(R; N) satisfying E(ug) < Ex admits a global unique solution u € H([0,00) x R?).

Moreover, u(t,x) converges to a constant map as t — oo in the energy space, namely

lim E(u(t)) = 0.

t—o0

Proof. The global existence of u and (Z1]) imply

o 2
/ IS Viduul2ds < oo.
0 xT

=1

Therefore we infer from Lemma and (2I7) that

/ / |V2u|?dzdt < 1.
0 R2

16



For any € > 0, let T" > 0 be a sufficiently large constant such that

/ |V2u|*dzdt < 2. (2.53)
T R2

Consider (ZI1), Strichartz estimates in Lemma [2.2] yield for some n = 2~
2

A(t—=T
lésOlizz S 12D ST iz + lardsll oy + S Naididill gy + laiaidsll e + l6idsdill iz,
=1

(2.54)

where the integration domains of the norms L¥ L% are [T,t) x R2. Then the same arguments as
Lemma [2.4] show

latill Lo pn < rey + 10i0i0ill La pn (g r2y + @ik Dill Lo pn gy m2y T 19i0kDi | L1 L2 (17070 R2)

< / 19202, ds. (2.55)
T x
We conclude from (2.54), (2.55), ([2.53]) that
16;(®)llz2 S & + €2y (T)] 2. (2.56)

For this fixed T', let t — oo, by a standard density argument, we have tlim Hez(t_T)A(bj (T)H 2 =
—00 x
0. Therefore for sufficiently large ¢ we have from (2.56) that

g5 ()22 < 2€.

Then Theorem follows immediately. O

3 Well-posedness and bubbling theorem

In this section, we will prove the global existence of weak solutions to (II) and establish a
bubbling theorem. Although the method is an analogy to the case of the heat flow, we need
to develop some cancelation of the high derivative terms due to the appearance of the complex
structure term to close the energy estimates. The other difference is that w is defined on a
non-compact manifold, more efforts should be paid to apply compactness arguments.

First, we give the extrinsic formulation of (II). Suppose that ¢ : N — R™ is a fixed
isometric embedding. Let 4 > 0 be a chosen sufficiently small constant so that on the J-tubular

neighborhood ((N) C R™, the nearest point projection map
IT: o(N)s = t(N)

17



is a smooth map. Note that P(y) = dll(y) : R™ — T,N, y € NV, is an orthogonal projection
map, and

Aly) =VP(y) : TN TN — (T,N)*, yeN,
is the second fundamental form of N' C R™.

Definition 3.1. If v = towu, then the ambient form of the Schrédinger vector field J(u)7(u), is
given by the vector field F, with

Fy £ di1 (r1u(e)yd (¢ T(0())) (d0) ™ iao(e) (@) (Av). (3.1)

Notice that F, is defined for maps v : R™ — w(N)s whose image do not necessarily lie on

N. Moreover we remark that F, defined by (B.I]) can be written in the following explicit form
F, = B1(v)(Av) + Ba(v)Vv x Vo, (3.2)

where B, By are smooth bounded matrix-valued functions, Vv * Vv denotes the quadratic terms

of Vu. Thus the extrinsic form of (L)) is given by

v = M(v)[dI], ) (Av)], (3.3)

1
where M(v) = (71 — 72 (db|rl(n(u(z))J(le(U(fﬂ))) (dL)_1|H(v(:v))dH|H(v(m))>> M= =i

Yo = ﬁ%z The existence of the inverse in M (v) will be verified in Lemma [B1] below. When
a > 0, (L)) is essentially a quasilinear parabolic system, which can be explained by the following

lemma. In the S? target case, M (v) can be explicitly written down for instance [16], [39].

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that u : R? x [0,T] = N, v=1o0u. Let a >0, V :R? x [0,T] — R™ be

a vector field, viewing V(x,t) as an element of Ty, »R™, then we have
1
alV(z,t)? < V(x, )" M)V (z,t) < ,Y—IV(w,t)IQ- (3.4)
1

Proof. Since u(t,r) € N, we have Ilv(x,t) = v(z,t), and dI|,(, ) is an orthogonal projection.
Define ® £ duf,—1(y(p)J (7 (v(2))) (de) ]y (mydy(). First we show 41 — 7@ is invertible. It
suffices to prove all the eigenvalues of ® do not vanish. Fixed (z,t) € R? x [0, T], suppose that

&(x,t) is an eigenfunction of ®, namely for some A\(z,t) € C
€ — Y2 (del,~1 oy ] (7 0(@, 1)) (de) ™ g ) Ay 0§ = AL (3.5)
Define the orthogonal decomposition of £ by

&= dH|v(z,t)£7 §2=¢&— dH|v(x,t)£

18



Taking the inner product with &; on both sides of ([B.5]) yields

&l =7 <db|wl(v(;p,t)=] (v o(w,1)) (db)_1|v(x,t)dn|v(x,t)£7dH|v(x,t)£> = MN& (3.6)

Since ¢ is an isometric embedding, (JX, X) = 0 for X € TN, we have

<dL’L*1v(x,t) J (L_l’l)(x, t)) (db)_l ‘U(m,t) dH’v(w,t)§7 dH‘v(m,t)§>
= <J (7 0(@)) (d) (e AL oz p) &, (db)_1|v(m,t)dﬂ|v(;p,t)£> =0.

Thus if & # 0, then A =, > 0. If & = 0, then taking the inner product with £ on both sides

of (B.3) yields
&l = Mél.

Since in this case £ = & # 0, again we have A = «; > 0. Hence ® is invertible. We use the
following matrix norm induced by the Euclidean metric in R™:

|Al| = max {p: p? is an eigenvalue of A*A}

Since dIl],(4) is an orthogonal projection to Tv(m)/\/ and ¢ is an isometry embedding, (JX,Y) =
—(X,JY), we have

<db|wl(v(x,t)=] (v Mo(a, ) (dL)_1|v(m,t)dH|v(gc,t)£777>

= <dL’L*1(v(x,t)J (o, ) (dL)_l‘v(x,t)dH’v(x,t)gvdH‘v(:c,t)n>

= <J (o, 1)) (de) ™ oty Ay (wn &, (db)_1|v(m,t)dﬂ|v(m,t)77>
=— <(db)_1!v(x,t)dﬂ\v(m)fa J (1 o(x,)) (dL)_llv(x,t)dH‘v(x,t)n>
=- <§= (d)],~1 (I (M 0(, 1)) (db)_llv(x,t)dﬂ\v(m,tm>-

Thus ®* = —®, and consequently (v; — 72®)* (y1 — 72®) = 72 — v3®2. Suppose that \ is an

eigenvalue of v? — v2®2, ¢ is the corresponding eigenfunction, then the formula
HE — P = A,

with ®* = —® gives
VEIEP + 73 (BE, BE) = A¢[*.

Therefore, we conclude

<A< +1 (3.7)
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Particularly, we have

H(% - 72<I>)‘1‘ < % (3.8)

Meanwhile, let n = (y1 — 72@)_15 , the skew-symmetry of ® and ([B.7) yield

(0 = 228)76.6) = 1, (1 —122)m) = ol = 7 | (0 — 22) ]|

2 il 2 2
> €l pmin > 5 I€II7 = all€]l%, (3.9)
Y2+ 1

where ppp, is the minimal eigenvalue of (713 — 2 ®)* (71 — 72 ®). Lemma [3] follows by ([B.8]) and
B.9). O

Remark 3.1. Lemma [31] is of limited use in the study of dynamic behaviors, since (3.3) is
highly nonlinear and loses the nice geometric structures of (I.1). However, Lemma [31] reveals
the parabolic nature of (L1)) and is useful for local theorems, especially the local well-posedenss

and local reqularity with respect to x, for instance the smoothness.

Lemma 3.2. There exists a universal constant ¢ > 0, such that for any given u € W22(R%,N),

R >0,z €R? ¢c L>®(Bgr(z)) satisfying ¢(y) = ¢(|x — y|) for arbitrary y € R?, we have

T T T
/ / |Vul*odrdt < c- (esssup/ ]Vu\2dy)(/ / |V2u|*dxdt + R_2/ / |Vul?pdzdt).
0 R2 0<t<T J Bg(zx) 0 R2 0 R2

(3.10)

Proof. The proof is standard, for the completeness, we restate the proof. By the density of step
functions in L>(Bg(x)), it suffices to prove Lemma B.2] for ¢ = 1. Let K (R, z,u) be the mean

value of |Vu

w+h in Br(z), then Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality for scalar functions yields

T T T
/ / \Vul*dydt < / / 1Vl — K| dydt + / / K*dydt
0 JBg@) 0 JBg() 0 JBr()

T
<c- (esssup/ |[Vu| — K|2dy) / / ‘ax\Vqudydt
0<t<T JBpr(z) 0 JBg(z)

T
+(V01(BR(ZE)))_3/O |/B ()IVu|dy|4dt.

It is easily seen that

/ Uvu\—fqzdyg/ Vul?dy
Bp(z) Br(z)

T T
/ |/ |Vu|dy‘4dt < (Vol(BR(:z:)))z(esssup/ |Vu|2dy)/ / \Vu|2dydt,
0 Bg(z) 0<t<T JBg(z) 0 JBg(z)
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which combined with Kato type inequality gives Lemma O
A simple covering argument yields the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. There exists a universal constant ¢ such that for any u € W22(R%,N), R > 0, we

have

T T T
/ / |Vul'dydt < c- ( esssup / |Vu|2dy)(/ / |V2u|*dzdt + R_2/ / \Vul*dzdt).
0o Jr2 0<t<T,z€R? J By(x) 0o Jr2 0 Jr?

Direct calculations and the identity (JX, X) = 0, for any X € T imply the following energy
identity.

Lemma 3.4. For any regular solution to (I1l), for all t > 0, we have

a// |Opul*dydt = (E(uo) — E(u(t))),
0 JR2

and consequently

¢ 2
a/o /R? \ Zvi&-u\zdydt < (E(uo) — E(u(t))).

i=1

Remark 3.2. Lemma and Lemma give the estimate

T T
T
/ / Vuldydt S (| ECut); Br(@)ll s (o) ( / / V2udydt + =5 E(uo)). (3.11)
0 R2 ! 0 R2 R

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢ be a smooth function in R? which satisfies the estimate |VFp| < C(k;)%

for some R > 0. Then there exists a universal constant ¢ depending only on N such that for

arbitrary reqular solution u to ({I1]),

/ |Vu(8,:n)|2<,02d:17§/ |Vu(0,x)|2¢2d$+c—zE(uo).
R2 R2 R

Proof. Applying (LL1]), using the zero-tension property and comparable property, integration by

parts and the skew-symmetry of the symplectic form, we have

PR 2 2
dat ;/R? <axju7axju>902dx = 2;/% <Vt0xju,3xju><,02dm = 2;/% <ij8tu,8xju>g02dx

2 2
= 2a Z /]R2 (Va; Vi, 01, axju>(p2dy — 283 Z /R2 (JV 2,V 01, axju>(p2da:

j=1,l=1 j=1,I=1
2 2
=2« Z /R2 4,0281,3. <Vx18xlu,8xju> dr — 2« Z /R2 <p2 <Vxlaxlu, ij(‘)xju> dx
j=1l=1 j=1,l=1
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Ly [, 700, (9000, 00,0) o +25 5 [ I90000.9,00,) G

j=1l=1 j=1l=1

2 2 2
—2a2/ <Z Vxlaxlu,(‘)xju>8xjcp2dx — 2a/ cp2 <Z Vi, 00,0, Z ij(‘)xju> dx
=178\ R I=1 j=1
2 2 2 2
+ 252 /]R? <JZ V0,1, al‘ju> a:cjcp2dx +28 /RQ 902 <JZ Va2, 0z, u, Z V:cja:cju> dzx
j=1 =1 =1 j=1

(3.12)

< £/ |0yul| |Vu| pdx — a/ |Oyu|?p2da. (3.13)
R R2 R2

Integrating (313 with respect to t in [0,s], by Young’s inequality, we obtain

/R2 \Vu(s, z)[2p>dz < /R2 IVu(0, 2)|*p?da + —/ / |Vu|*dzdt. (3.14)

Lemma follows from the non-increasing of the energy. O

Using the extrinsic formulation (3:3]), we have an outer ball bound for |Ju’ — Q¢|2. Without

loss of generality, we can assume () is the origin of R™.

Lemma 3.6. Let ¢ be a smooth function in R? which satisfies the estimate |VFp| < C’(k:)ﬁ
for some R > 0. Then there exists a universal constant ¢ depending only on N such that for

arbitrary reqular solution u to ({I.1), in the extrinsic sense,

Ct

e
[ elutofds< [ o (luo@f + 1Vuol) do+ S (B wo) + uols)
R2 R2

Proof. For a smooth non-negative function ¢, by ([33]), Lemma Bl and integration by parts, we

have

O /R2 olul?de =2 /R2 oul M(u) (Au — A(u) (Vu, Vu)) dz

= —2/ @dju’ M (u)d;udz + O <l/ Vel |Vul ]u\dx) +0 (/ ") ]uHVuFdx) .
R2 R R2 R2

(3.15)

Particularly, if ¢ = 1, we obtain

E?t/ uf?dx < —2a/ \Vu|*dz + O </ \uHVuFdx) SJ/ | Dul?dz,
R? R2 R2 R2

where we use the bound ||ul[re S 1 due to the compactness of A'. Then [lul[z> has at most a
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linear growth with respect to ¢:
/ lu(t, 2)|%dz g/ 10(0, 2)|2dz + CLE (uo)
R2 R2

Coming back to ([B.13]), for any ¢ given in Lemma [3.6] we have

1
8t/ oluldx < —2a/ o|Vul*dz + O <—/ |Vul \u!dm) +0 </ cp\uHVuFda;)
R2 R2 R [ R2

<0 (l/ \Vu\zdx> +0 <l/ \u!2daz> +/ o|Vul*dz,
R R2 R R2 R2

where again we use the bound [|u[|z < 1. Thus (3.16) and Lemma [3.5 imply

(3.16)

1 1 t
o [ elude < 2B (wo) + . ([ Ju0.0)Pde+ CtE(w0)) + ( [ ol Vuolde + 15E (uo)).
2 R R\ - R

Integrating this formula with respect to ¢ gives Lemma

O

Lemma and Lemma [3.6] have several useful corollaries by choosing different ¢. We collect

them below.
Corollary 3.1. For any regular solution u(t,z) to (I11]), 0 < s1 < s9 < 00, we have

C3(s2 — s1)
R2

[ P+ [FuP < [ P+ [TuOF + O 5B wn) + o).

l2|>2R

|z|>R
Cs(s2 — s1)
R2

E(u(s2); Br(z)) < E(u(s1); Ber(7)) + E(up),

Blu(s2): Banle)) = Elu(s): Ba@) — C [ oy - B(u),

where E(u; Br(z)) is the local energy defined by

E(u(t); Br(x)) = / Vult, y)dy.

ly—z|<R

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)

Proof. Take ¢ be a cutoff function which equals one in Bgr(z) and vanishes outside of Bag(x),
then ([B.I7) follows from Lemma Let ¢ be a cutoff function which equals one outside of
Byr(0) and vanishes inside of Bgr(0), then we have (8.I8) from Lemma and Lemma B.5]

(BI9) needs additional efforts. By ([B.12), we have

— V dr| < d — Vul“dz.
pn /R2\ ul” p?dz| < - |0yu| @ x+R2 R2\ u|“dx

Then (B.19) follows by integrating (3.20]) respect to ¢ in (s1, $2).
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Recall the definition of the function space Y ([0, 7] x R?)
Y (0,77 x R?)

= {u: 0,7] x R? = R™, u(t,z) € N, a.e.

u € C([0,T); L?(R?)), Vu € L*([0, T]; L?(R?))
V2u € L3([0,T] x R?),0u € L%([0,T] x R?)

We need a compactness lemma, namely Lemma B.8]in the proof of the local well-posedness.

Lemma 3.7. If {f,,} is bounded in C([0,T]; L2(R?)) (N C ([0, T); H (R?)), {0, fm} is bounded in

L2([0,T); L?*(R?)), and for any € > 0, there exists R(g) such that

sup/ | frn2dz < e,
m J|z|>R(e)

then {fu} is precompact in C([0,T]; L*(R?)).

(3.21)

Proof. By the Arzela-Ascoli lemma, it suffices to prove fy,(t) is compact in L? for any fixed
t € [0,T] and f,,(t) is equi-continuous in C([0,T]; L?). The equi-continuity of f,(t) follows

from

[NIES

1 t2
(1) = (el < (2 =00} ([ 10uSml33)

t1

Since we have ([B.21)), it suffices to prove

lim Sup/ | (@ + ) — fru(2)|?dz = 0.
R2

h—0 m

Then by Parseval identity, it suffices to show

<ei5h - 1) fm(g)fdg —0.

I
fime |
Indeed, by Parseval identity and the mean-value theorem, we have
ich n 2
LI =) Fateo] ae
R2
. ~ 2 . ~
— [ (e ) o) e+ [ (e 1) Fato)] e
l§I<R IR

SR [ |Fule)] de+ 5 [ [Tt e

1
< (10 R+ ) W

(3.22)

Hence for any £ > 0, choose R sufficiently large, then for an acceptable R, let h go to 0, (3.22))

follows.
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Lemma 3.8. Assume that {u;,(t,z)} is bounded in Y ([0, T] x R?), for each m € Nt , u,, (¢, z) is
a reqular solution to (1) with the initial data umo(x). If {umo} converges in WH2(R?), then
there exists some u € Y ([0,T] x R?) such that in the extrinsic sense, up to a subsequence, we

have
U, — u, in C([0,T); L*(R?)), Du,, — Du, in L*([0,T]; L*(R?)),

and
D*up, — D?*u,in L*([0,T); L*(R?)), Opum — Opu,in L*([0,T]; L*(R?)).

Proof. The following pointwise estimate is known, for instance [10],

|Du| = |Vul, (3.23)
|DPu| < |V2u| + |[Vul?, for any |p| = 2. (3.24)

Therefore, by (3:23)), (3:24]), Lemma B3] we have
[t || oo (o, 73012 < C, 1D umll 20,7722 2)) < Cs |08um |l 20 77 12(R2)) < C-

Thus up to a subsequence, there exists a map u from R? x [0, T] to R™, for which u(t,z) € N
for almost all (t,z) € [0,T] x R?, such that

Uy, — u,in L2([0,T]; H*(R?)), Oty — dyu,in L2([0, T]; L*(R?)); (3.25)
U — u,in L([0, T); L2(R?)), Duy, — Du,in L®([0, T]; L*(R?)). (3.26)

It suffices to prove u,, — u in L2([0,T]; H'(R?)) N C([0,T]; L*(R?)). Since u,, o converges in
WH2(R?), then for any £ > 0 there exists R sufficiently large depending only on ¢ such that

sup/ | Dty 0]? + im0 *dz < €. (3.27)
lz[>R

m

Corollary Bl yields for ¢ € [0,T7,

c(r
/ | Dty (8)[2 + [ty () 2dz < / Vo2 da +/ umol2dz + CE) a0,
le|>2R le[>R o[> R R
which combined with ([3.27) gives
sup/ | Dt ()% =+ |t (8) | d < 2¢, (3.28)
m Jiz|>2R

uniformly on ¢ € [0, 7] for R sufficiently large. By Aubin-Loins lemma, we infer from (3.25]) that

hm ||Dum — Du||L2([O’T]7L2(B3R)) =0. (329)

m—0o0
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The weak convergence of Du,, to Du in L*([0,T] x R?) and ([B:28) yield

[ Dull 2 ((m2\ By ) x[0,17) < 2€- (3.30)

Thus (3:29) and 330) imply for m > mg, we have
[Dum — Dul|g2(j0,7)xr2) < 3¢

Hence Du,, — Du in L?([0, T] x R?). It remains to prove u,, — u in C ([0, T]; L2(R?)). However,
this follows from Lemma 3.7 and (3.28]). O

For a solution u(t,z) to (L) and R € (0, 1], define

e(R)=¢e(R;u,T) = sup  E(u(t); Br(z)).
z€R2,t€[0,T]

Lemma 3.9. There exists a universal constant €1 > 0 such that for any regular solution to
(1), any R € (0,1], we have

T
/ |V2u|?dzdt < cE(ug)(1 + TR™?),
0 R2

provided e(R) < g1, for some R, €.

Proof. 1t is obvious that there exists a decomposition R? = (J2, B(z;, R/2), such that for
any x € R? there exist at most N balls in the family of {B(z;, R)} which has a non-empty
intersection with {z}. Fixed i € N*, let ¢ be a smooth function supported in B(z;, R), which
equals one in B(z;, R/2) and satisfies the estimate |Vi| < £. BI3) shows

2 2
d 2 2 9 c/
< — oy No — . .
o /11%2 |Vul“p?de < a/]R2 <j§:1 V0,1, g Vx38x3u><p dr + R Jss |O0¢u| |Vul pdz.  (3.31)

j=1

Integration by parts and the bounded geometric assumptions of N imply
2 2
2
/2 <Z Vi, 0,1, Zv%ﬁ%u> pedx
R \j=1 Jj=1
2 2 2 2
_ 2 9
= /1%2 Z‘P 8$j <amju7 Z leamlu> dx — /R2 Z Y2 <8xju, Z ijV$la-'Elu> dx
=t =1 j=1 =1
2 2 2
2 2
= — /[R2 Zamj(p <aij,Zleaml’LL> dr — /R2 Z () <8xju, levmjamlu> dx
Jj=1 =1

j=1,l=1
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/ Z (O, u, R (0,1, Ogyu) (O u) ) da

j=1l=1

2 2
1 49 / 2
- ey d d - T x; U,y z; Yz d
O<R/Rz]8tuHVu]cp a:)—kO(/Rz]Vu\gp a:) szzgl::lcp(‘)l Oz, u ;Vﬁlu x
/ Z (Vi 01, Vi, O u) da

j=1l=1

=0 —/ |Ovu| |Vu| pdx ) + O / \Vul*p?dz ) + O l/ |V2u| |Vl pdx
R R2 R2 R R2

+ /]Rz |V2u|2<p2dm. (3.32)

Thus, by Young’s inequality,

1
> 2% 2 -
/]RZ <Zv%aw3u Zv%a u><,0 dx C/2 |V u! g dr + O (R /]RZ |0yl |VU|90d33>

7j=1
1
+0 —/ Vul’dzx +O/ Vultp?dz).
<R2 . ) ([, 1vultsa)

(3.33)

Integrating (3:31]) with respect to ¢ in [0, s], we obtain from (3.33)) that
/ |Vu(s) 2ala:</ \Vuo\zgpzdx—c/ |V2u‘ gpzdxdt—F/ / \Vu|*p?dxdt
R2

te / / Ouldudt + / / V|2 dadt. (3.34)
R2Nsuppy R2Nsuppy

Using the definition of ¢(R) and Lemma 3.2, for Br(z;), we get

/ / |V2u\2¢2d:cdt§c/ / ]E?tu\2dmdt+ / / |Vul da:dt+/ |Vuo|*p%d
0 JRZ2 0 JR2Nsuppy R2Nsuppy

(3.35)
Summing up (B.35]) over the ball in the family of {Bg/s(x;)}, by Lemma B4, we have
s 2 cs
/ |V2u|"@?dzdt < cE(ug) + ﬁE(uo).
0o Jr2
U

The uniform estimate of [|[Vul[p1 (;xge) is useful to establish the estimates of H ¥ norms of u.

Lemma 3.10. For any € > 0, Ry € (0,1], Ey > 0, any solution sequence {u,(t,x)} bounded
in Y ([0,T] x R?) to (I1) with u,(0) converging in WH2(R?), there exists a constant § > 0
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independent of m such that if I is a time interval with |I| < 0, then we have

Sup// Vi, [*dzdt < e,
m JI JR2

provided €(Ry;um,T) < €1, E(umo) < Ep.

Proof. From Lemma 39, ([B.16]), the decreasing of the energy, we have

sup. [ftm(0)]r2 + /T/ Oyt + [V2ul2dwdt < c(Ey, By, T).
t€[0,T] 0 JR2

Hence by Lemma 3.8 up to a subsequence, for some map u from R? to N, we have u,, — u, a.e.,
Oy, — Opu, D?up, — D?u, weakly in L?([0,7); L?(R?)). And Duw,, — Du strongly in
L?([0,T); L?(R?)). This shows u(t,z) € L?([0,T]; W?2(R?)) is a weak solution to (II)). More-
over, Du € C([0,T]; L*(R?)) by 0yu, D?*u € L?([0, T]; L?(R?)). Hence because of the compactness
of [0,T], Du € C([0,T]; L?(R?)) implies for each € > 0, there exits a R > 0 such that

e(2R;u,T) < e.

Since Du,, — Du in L?(R?) for a.e. t € [0,7], we can choose 0 < t; < ... < t;, < T such that
fort e {1,...,L}
eR?
t -t < —
ltir — ] < By

and some mg > 0 such that when m > mg,

T
/ / Vi (- 1) — V(- 1) 2dz < 2,
0 JBr(y)

uniformly for y € R2. By Corollary B.I] for any m > mq, t € ({;,t;,1), we have

t—1;
R2

< Er(u(-,t;),x;) + 3e < 4de.

Era(um (- t); i) < Er(um(-, 1), z:) + ¢

Ey

Take the covering of R? as in Lemma [3.9] for any Bp(x;) in this decomposition, let ¢ be a
smooth function which is supported in Bg(x;) and equals one in Bg/s(x;). Then Lemma .10

implies

1
// \Vum]4<p2da:dt§c&?(// \V2um]2cp2da:dt+—// \Vul|*p?dxdt). (3.36)
1 JR2 1 JR2 R? Ji Jre
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Summing ([B.36]) over all Bg(z;), for |I| < R?, we conclude

1
/ |Vu|*dzdt < ce(// \V2u|2dzdt + —|I|Ey) < cie,
1 Jre 1 Jre R?
where ¢; depends only on N, Eg, R1, T, thus Lemma [3.10 follows. O

Lemma 3.11. Let {u,,} be a sequence of reqular solutions to (1.1]) which is bounded in Y ([0, T] x
R?) with um(0,2) converging in WH2(R?), E(un,(0,7)) < Ey. Then for any 0 < 7 < T, there
exits some constant C(Ey, T, T, R) such that fort € [1,T)

sup |]V2um(t)HL2(Rz) < C(Ey,T,7,R).

provided (U, R) < €1 for some R > 0.

Proof. In the following proof, we use u instead of u,,, but all the constants are independent of
m. Applying (II]), comparable property, integration by parts, bounded geometric assumptions
of N, skew-symmetry of sympletic form, we obtain

1d
o /R2 (Opu, Opu) dx

2
=a)_ / (ViVa, 0,1, Quda — B / (JViV 4, 0p,u, Opu) da
j=1’R? j=17R?
2 2
= aZ/ (Va; ViOyu, Qpu)de + aZ/ (R (Oyu, Op;u) (O, u), Opu)da
j=1’R? j=17R?
2 2
_ 52/ <JijVt8xju,8tu>d:E — BZ/ <JR (atu, amju) (8wju),8tu>d:n
j=17R? j=1/R
2 2
— —aZ/ (Vi0z,u,Vy,0u)de + O (/ |Vu|2|8tu|2dx> + 52/ (JV 0, u, Vo, Opu)da
j:l R2 R2 j:l R2

2
= —az <Vt8mju, V%@tu>dx + 0 (/ |Vu|2|8tu|2dx> .
j=17R? R?

Integrating the above inequality with respect to t in (s,7) C [1,T], we get

/ |Byu)? (r, z)dx + a/ / |Vou|*dedt < / |8yl (s, z)dx + O </ / |Vu|2|8tu|2dxdt> .
R2 s JR2 R2 s JR2
(3.37)

For |s —r| <1, similar arguments as Lemma [3.2] yield

T r 1/2 r 1/2
/ / |Vu|2|8tu|2dxdt§< / / |Vu|4dxdt> ( / / |8tu|4dxdt>
s JR2 s JR2 s JR2
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r 1/2 r
< </ / |Vu|4dxdt> <ess sup [ |0yu(, z)|*dx —l—/ / |V8tu|2d:ndt) .
s JR2 s<0<r JR2 s JR2

(3.38)

Lemma [3.10/implies that for n < 1, there exists 6 > 0 independent of m, such that for |s—r| < ¢,
we have [|ull p4((s ), z42)) < 7. Thus @.38) and B.37) give

Oul*(t,x)dr < inf dul?(s, z)dz.
Lol taaes ot [ ol e
Thus estimating the infimum by the mean value yields

/R2 \8tu]2(t,x)dx < C(1,T)E(up),

for all ¢ € (27,T). Then by (L), we deduce

J.

For a fixed s € [, T], let v(x,t) = u(s,x) for (t,x) € [0,T] x R?, then applying Lemma 3.3 to v

2
(t,x)dz < C(1,T)E(uo). (3.39)

2

Ve On,u
1

1=

gives

\Vu|'dz < ¢ (ess sup/ |Vu(t,y)|2dy) (/ ‘Vzu(t,:n)fdx + R_2/ |Vu(t,x)|2dx>
R2 z€R? JBg(z) R2 R2

<c ess sup / \Vu(t,y)|>dy </ |V2u(t, x)‘zdzn +R%E (u0)> .
(tx)€(r,T]xR? J Br(x) R2
(3.40)

Integrating by parts yields

2 2
4
Z /R2 (Va0 u, Ve, 0p,u)de S Z /R2 (V2,00,u, ij(‘)xju>da:+/R2 |Vul| dx. (3.41)

i,j=1 4j=1
Since €(um, R) < €1, for €1 sufficiently small, by B.40), (3:41]), (3:39), we obtain
|V2u(t)‘da; < C(7, T, Ey).
R2

Thus Lemma B.17] follows. ]

Lemma 3.12. Let {u,(t,z)} which is bounded in Y ([0,T] x R?) be solutions to (L)) with
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um (0, x) converging in WH2(R?), then for 7 > 0 and any t € (1,T), we have
sup || D% (t)] 2 2) < C(7,T, Ey).
m

e(um, R) < ey for some R > 0.

Proof. By [10], [|[Vu|lye.2 is equivalent to ||Dul|y2.2, thus it suffices to bound ||V3um(t)||L2(Rz).
We use u instead of u,, as before, and the constants are independent of m. Integration by parts

gives

2
/R2 <Vmivmj8mju, invxlﬁxl@dx

i7j7l:1

2
=3 / (Va,Va,00,u, Va,Va,0puhdz + O (/ |Vu|6d:17> +0 </ |V’ ‘V?’u‘da:)
i7j,l:1 R2 R2 R2

2
=— Z / (Va, 00,1, V; Vi, Ve, 0pu)dz 4+ O ( |Vu|6d:17> +0 </ |Vau|? ‘V?’u‘daﬁ)
R2 R2 R2

i,5,0=1
2
igi=1"R? R2 -

+0 </ |Vu|? ‘Vgu‘das)
R2

2
= Z / <Vxlvxi8xju, ijvxi(‘)xl@dx +0 (/ ]Vu\%a:) + 0 </ \Vu]2|V2u|2da:>
R2 R2 R2

i7j7l:1

+0 </ |Vaul? ‘V?’u‘d@")
R2

2
— Z / (Ve Vi, 00,4, Vi, Vo, 0, u)da 4+ O (/ ]Vu\%a:) +0 </ \Vu]2|V2u|2da:>
R2 R2 R2

ij,l=1

+0 </ |Vul® ‘V?’u‘da:> .
R2

Then we have from Young’s inequality that

a2/ |V3u‘2d:ﬂ < / |Voul>dz + O </ |Vu|6dx> +0 (/ |Vu|2‘v2u‘2d:£> . (3.42)
R2 R2 R2 R2

Similar arguments imply

2
> 2 / (Va, Ve, 0111, Vo, Vo, Opuydar
R2

Jl=1
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Vxlatu Vxlvxj ij 8tu>

2

2 /R AV 0et, Vi, Vi, Vo ) — Z / (V2 00, R (9,1, O 1) Vo, Oyu)da
Jil=1 gl=1

=y 2/ (Va,Va, 00, Vi, Vo, Opu)da + O </ V20| |Vul? \8tu]da:> +0 </ \V@tul2\Vu]2dx> .
R2 R2 R2

Jl=1

Therefore, we conclude

Z (Va,Va,00u, Vo, Vo, Opu)ydae > ‘V28tu‘2d:n +0 (/ |Vu|4|8tu|2d:n> +0 </ |V8tu|2|Vu|2dx> .
oo Jre ’ R2 R? R?
(3.43)
By careful calculations, we deduce
2. d

> = / (V,0111, Vg, yu)da:
— dt Jgr2

2
= Z 2 (Vtvmiatu, Vmﬁtu>d:p

R2

= Z / (Ve, Vibhu, Vo, Opu) da:—i—z / (O, Optt) Oy, Vo, D) dac
=a Z 2 / AV Vi Va0, Vo Opu)d — 5 Z 2 /R ATV ViVa, 00, Vi, Oy da

i i=1
+Z / (O, Oput) Bytt, Vg, Oy e

2

= Z 2 /2 <vmivrjvmjatua vmzatu>d$ + 5 Z 2 /2 <Jvtv1jamju7 V%V%@tu>dx+
+ Z / (O, u, Opu) Oy, V5, Opu)dex +az / (R (8yu, 0y ju) Oy ju] , Vo, Opu)dx

= —a Z (Vi Vi, 0110, Vi, Vi i) + 3 Z / (IV 4, V48, V0, Vo, Opu

i,7=1 i,7=1

—l—Z / (O, u, Opu) Opu, V 5, 0pur) x—az / 8tu Oy u) Oz u, Vxlvxﬁt@

i,7=1

+ﬁz / (JR (Byu, Oy ju) Oy ju, Vo, Vo, Opu)da

2,7=1
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7j=1

— —a/Rz <ZV%V%@U > Va,Va atu>da:+0 (/ |Byul? \VuHV@m[dx) +0 (/ Byl ]Vuﬁda:).

Integrating the above inequality with respect to ¢ in [7, s| gives

/]V@tu\z(s)dx—i—g// \vzatufdxdtg/ ]V@tu\2(7)daz+c// Oyl |Vu| |V Oyl dadt
R? 2 Jr Jre R? r JR?

—I—C/ / |8tu|2|Vu|4dxdt—|—c/ / |Voul|?|Vul*dadt,
T JR2 T JR?2

(3.44)
For |7 — s| < d, by Lemma B10, Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, Lemma BIT] we obtain
/ / |Byul? |Vu| | VEu| dudt
T JR2
1/4 1/4
< ( sup \Voul*(0, x)d > </ |Vul da:dt) </ / |Opu da:dt)
T<0<s JR? R?
1/4 3/4
Sn( sup \Voul?(0, z) ) </ / |Opu da:dt) </ / |V Ol da:dt)
T7<0<s JR2
< C(u, T, Eo) + n? < sup / ]V@tu\z(e,x)dx> . (3.45)
7<0<s JR2

Similarly, we have

/ / Opul?| V| dadt
1/2 1/2
(/ |Vul da:dt) (/ / |0y dxdt)
R2

< (/T (/ V2] da:>2dt> - </ / |Vul da:dt) v ( sup . \8tu]2(0,x)dx+/j /R2 \V@tu‘dedt>

T7<0<s
< C(u,T,Ey), (3.46)

and

/ / VOl |Vl dudt
T JR2
s 1/2 s 1/2
< < / \vuy4dxdt> ( / / \V@tul4dwdt>
T T JR2
<n (// |V28tu| dxdt 4+ sup/ \V@tuIQ(H,w)dw>
R2 R2

T7<0<s
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Sn/ / |V2atu|2dxdt+77 sup \Vowul*(0, x)dx + C(u, T, Ey). (3.47)
T JR2 7<0<s JR?

Therefore, (323), Gd), (G45), (846), (A7) imply

sup \Vowu|*(0,z)de < inf \Voul*(0, x)dx + C(u, T, Ey).
7<6<s JR?2 5—0<7<0<s JR2

From Lemma [B.11] we deduce

s—0<1<0<s

T
inf / Voul?(0, 2)dw < 1/ / Voul? (0, 2)dz < 2O T, By).
R2 5 1 R2 5
Hence, we conclude

sup Vo> (0, x)dx < C(u, T, Ey),
7<0<s JR2

which combined with ([3.42) yields
/R2 ‘V3u|2(t,a:)da: < C(u, T, Ep) + C/R2 \Vul®(t, x)dax + C/R2 \Vu]2|V2u|2(t,x)dx.
Using Lemma [3.10] and similar arguments as before, we have
/R2 ‘Vguf(t,x)dx < C(u,T, Ep).

O

Corollary 3.2. Let {u;,} be regular solutions to (I1]) bounded in Y ([0, T] x R?) with w,,(0,z)
converging in WH2(R2), then for any p € (0,T], there exists some constant C(k, u, Eg, T) such
that

sup || Dug [lyre < C(k, 1, T, Eo),

m

provided &(upy, R1) < €1.

Proof. Following the proof of Lemma and iteration arguments, we can prove uniform
bounds ||[Vul[yyr2 in m. We omit the long but standard arguments. Then the desired result
sup || Dy, |lyye2 < C(k, 1, T, Ep) is a consequence of the equivalence of ||Vul|yyr2 and || Du||yy s,
anlen k> 2. O

Remark 3.3. It is easily seen from the above Lemmas that if u is a regular solution to (1.1l
defined on [0, T] x R? with ¢(R,T) < €1, then u can be extended to a reqular solution on [0,Ty] x
R?, for some Ty > T.
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The following proposition is a corollary of the lemmas above whose proof is almost the same
as heat flows of harmonic maps. Thus we will sketch the proof. The difference is that we need
the outer ball energy estimate to ensure the compactness of approximate solutions because of

the non-compactness of R?.

Proposition 3.1. For any initial data ug € WH2(R%; N), there exists a time T(ug) > 0 and a
solution in Y ([0,T] x R?) to (Il). Moreover, T(ug) is characterized by

limsupe(R,T") > &1, for all R € (0,1].
T'=T

The solution is regular on R? x (0,00) with the exception of finitely many points (x;,T}), 1 <

I < L, characterized by

limsup/ |Vu(T',y)|?dy < e, for all R € (0,1].
T'—=T, JBg(z1)

Proof. Let {u, 0} be a sequence of regular initial data which approximate ug in W12(R?), this
is possible by [31], [32]. By the local theorem of [18], (I.I]) admits a regular solution wu,, (¢, x)

with data u,, . Since u,, o converges to ug, there exists R > 0 sufficiently small such that
E(um, Bar(x)) < e1/2.

Lemma implies for T} of order e R?, we have for t € [0,T}],
E(upm(t), Br(x)) < ;.

Applying Remark[3.3] Corollary[3.2] we have uniform bounds with respect to m for |[um ||y (jo,71x®2)-
We get from the compactness Lemma [3.8 that there exists u € Y ([0, T] x R?) which is regular
in [p,Ty] for any p > 0, satisfying (I.I]) in the weak sense. The characterization of the singular
time follows from corollary The finiteness of singular points is due to the non-increasing of

energy. ]

The proof of Proposition [B.I] given above yields more results than stated in Proposition [3.11

We summarize some useful results in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Define the solution class H(I x R?) as the set of all weak solutions to (I.1)
which satisfy for all R >0, (s1,s2) C I

(i) u € Y(I x R?);

g 52 52 2
(i) o [ 0wy + o [ =R Vidlly,ds < (IVatsn) I ~ Va2l )

S1 S1
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T T
/ \Vu|*dydt < ( esssup E(u(t), Br(z))) (/ |V2u|?dydt + %E(uo));
0o Jr? 0

0<t<T,zcR?2 R2
(i) E(u(s2): Br(x)) < B(u(s1): Ban(e)) + S22 (),
E(u(s2): Bon(@)) > Elu(s): Bi(z)  (B(u(sn) ~ E(u(s2))) ~ 2250 i,

(iv) E(u(t)) is continuous and decreasing with respect to t
(v) 3 classical soltuion u,, with ||u,(0,2) — ug(x)|| 12 = 0, Opun, — Jpu weakly in L?’x(l x R?),

and || Du,, — Du||L§@(IxR2) =0, [lun — ullo(r,2m2)) — 0

Then for any initial data ug € W2, there exists a T > 0 such that (1) admits a weak solution
u(t,z) € H([0,T) x R?). And the weak solution is unique as the limit of classical solutions in
the following sense: If ui(t,x),ua(t,z) € Y([0,T] x R?) are weak solutions to (I1l) with initial
data ug € W2 and there exist classical solutions {ul}, {u2} to (1) which approzimate ui and
ug respectively in the sense of (v). Particularly, for any initial data there exits a unique solution

to (I2) in H([0,T] x R2).

Proof. The existence of a solution which satisfies (), (v) is a direct corollary of the construction
of the approximate solutions presented in Proposition B.Il From the proof of Proposition [31]
we have Du,, — Du in L?([0,T]; L?>(R?)), thus we can assume Du,(t) — Du(t) for almost all
t € [0,T] in L*(R?). Furthermore, since Y ([0,7] x R?) ¢ C([0,T); H'), un(0,2) — ug in W2,
we can prove (i), (iii)(iv) by first verifying them for a dense subset of [0, 7] then passing to all
t by the continuity of u with respect to t in H'(R?).

It remains to prove the uniqueness. Suppose that u;(t, ), u2(t,x) are two weak solutions
to (LI) with initial data ug and there exit {ul}, {u2} which are classical solutions to (L))
and approximate uj, ug in the sense of (v). By the extrinsic formulation (3.3), if we define

A .
v =1oul,v2 =1ou2, then w, = v} —v?2 satisfies

Own = M (v,) (dll|r,3 (Awn)) + (M (vy) (d]ry ) = M (v7) (dlT]m,2)) (Avy). (3.48)

Taking the inner product with w, on both sides of (B.4]]), integration by parts, Lemma 3.1,

Young’s inequality and the compactness of N give

d 2
it Hwn”Lg

IN

—a ||V, |12 +/ |wp | |V, | ‘Vv,ﬂ dx —|—/ lwn |* [Vwn| ‘Vv,ﬂ dx (3.49)
* RR2 IR2

IN

— 2 Vw2 + O/ || (\wgf + \vu}f) dz. (3.50)
2 z R2
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By similar arguments as Lemma [3.3] we have

T 1/2 T
</ / |wn|4dxdt> < sup / |wn|2dx—|—/ / |Vw,,|2dadt. (3.51)
0o Jr2 te[0,T] JR? 0o Jr2

Then from Cauchy-Schwartz, (3.50), (3.51), we obtain

T T

«Q

||wn(t)H2L%—|—§/ ||an\|%%ds§<sup/ |wn|2d:17—|—/ / |an|2dxdt> IVWala + [wn (0, 2)]12
0 te[0,7] JR2 0 JRr2 o

where [VW,,| = |[Vol| + |Vv2|. Lemma [B.I0 implies for any 7 > 0 there exists § > 0 such that
HVU%H%%(I,X]RQ + HVU}APL;AI,XRQ < n for |I'l < 4. Let n be sufficiently small, T = §, t = t}
where ¢} achieves

2
sup | |wn|"dz,
t€(0,8] JR2

then S
Jeom (€122 + /0 Vw2 ds < flwn(0, )2

Letting n — oo, we infer from (v) that

5
sup w|dz +/ |Vur — Vug |3, dt = 0.
t€[0,8] JR? 0 v

Hence we obtain uy(t) = ua(t) in L2(R?) for all ¢ € [0,8]. Then the uniqueness in [0, 7] can be
proved by the iteration due to Y ([0, T] xR?) C C([0,T]; L?) and the decreasing of the energy. [

By an iteration argument and the non-increasing of energy, we have the global existence of

weak solution.

Proposition 3.3. For any initial data ug € W12(R%;,N), there exists a global weak solution
in Y ([0,00) x R?) to (1), which is regular on R? x (0,00) with the exception of finitely many
points (x;,17), 1 <1 < L, characterized by

limsup/ |Vu(t,y)|?dy > &1, for all R € (0,1].
t=T, JBg(w)

The proof of the following bubbling theorem is standard, we omit the details.

Proposition 3.4. Let u be the solution to (I1]) constructed in Proposition [3.3, and suppose
that (zo,T), T < 00, is a point where

limsup E(u(t); Br(zo)) >e1 VR € (0,1].
s
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Then there exist sequences t,, — T, xy — o, Ry € (0,1], Ry — 0 and a regular harmonic

mapping w : R? — N with E(w) > 1 such that as m — oo,

W(Rm + T, t) = w,  locally in W*(R%:N),
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