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On the Index of Willmore spheres

Jonas Hirsch* Elena Méder-Baumdicker!

We consider unbranched Willmore surfaces in the Euclidean space
that arise as inverted complete minimal surfaces with embedded
planar ends. Several statements are proven about upper and lower
bounds on the Morse Index — the number of linearly independent
variational directions that locally decrease the Willmore energy.
We in particular compute the Index of a Willmore sphere in the
three-space. This Index is m — d, where m is the number of ends
of the corresponding complete minimal surface and d is the dimen-
sion of the span of the normals at the m-fold point. The dimension
d is either two or three. For m = 4 we prove that d = 3. In
general, we show that there is a strong connection of the Morse In-
dex to the number of logarithmically growing Jacobi fields on the
corresponding minimal surface.

1. Introduction

For a closed, 2-dimensional manifold ¥ and a smooth immersion f : ¥ — (N, h)
into a Riemannian manifold (N, h), dim(NN) > 3, we define

1 .
W) =1 [ AP,

where g := f#h is the induced metric on ¥ and H = Z?,j:lgiinj is the
mean curvature vector, which is the trace of the second fundamental form
Aij = (D;0;f)* in local coordinates (D; is the covariant derivative along f).
In Euclidean three-space (N, h) = (R?, dgs) the mean curvature vector can be

written as H = (k1 + Ko)n, where k1, ko are the principle curvatures and n is
a unit normal at the given point (with the appropriate orientation).
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In the 1920’s the school of Blaschke [2, [37] showed that for surfaces into
the Euclidean space W is invariant under scaling, rigid motions and under
inversions at spheres (such as z — #), where the center of the inversion is
not on the surface f(X).

Willmore rediscovered that functional in the 1960’s [40] and many authors
use his name for it: the Willmore functional. For more information about
topics related to the Willmore functional see for example [15] 20, 34] and the
references therein.

Using the conformal invariance of the Willmore functional we get the fol-
lowing fact: Take a complete minimal surface M? in R”, n > 3, and choose a
point 2o € M. By inverting M at the sphere 0B;(x) we get a compact surface
in R™ with one point removed. This surface satisfies the Willmore equation
(the Euler Lagrange equation for W) except at the center of the inversion. If
the immersion can be extended smoothly across that “singularity” then the
surface is a smooth Willmore immersionl). Bryant proved in [4, p. 47] that
minimal surfaces in R?® with embedded planar ends (i.e. each end looks like a
single plane) are - after inversion at a sphere - smooth Willmore surfaces, thus
the singularity can be removed in that case. Furthermore, all critical points
of the Willmore energy of the type of a sphere in R? arise as inversions of
minimal spheres and their Willmore energy is 47wm for an m € N. This result
is not true for surfaces of higher genus: Every stereographic projection of the
Clifford torus (S'(5) x §'(J5) C 8°) is a smooth Willmore surface - it is in
fact the minimizer of YW among competitors of genus g > 1 in R? [I9] - but it
is not an inverted minimal surface in R3.

Coming back to the result of Bryant [4] it is interesting that not all num-
bers m € N can be realized as W(fs2) = 4mm for a smooth closed Willmore
immersion f : 8 — R3. There are no Willmore spheres for m = 2,3,5,7 [5].
But there are Willmore spheres with W(fs2) = 8nl for all [ € N\ {1} [5]. In
the recent work [24], Michelat exludes also the case m = 9. He conjectures
that the number of ends must always be even.

It follows from Bryant’s classification that after the round sphere (which has
W = 47) the next possible energy level is 167 - which corresponds to 4 em-
bedded planar ends of the immersed minimal surface before the inversion. In
[5, Section 5], Bryant analyzes how many Willmore spheres (up to conformal
transformation of the ambient space) with 167 energy exist. It turns out that
there is a family of four real parameters of them. The moduli space of these
surfaces is also studied in the preprint [I3] by Kusner and Schmitt. Although
Bryant has studied all of the four-ends spheres in [5, Section 5|, there are at

!This is not always the case as Kuwert and Schiitzle showed in [I4]: An inverted catenoid
cannot be extended across the singularity. There is also other examples: The inverted En-
neper surface is a closed branched Willmore surfaces, i.e. the parametrization is smooth
across the point, but it has a branch point of order three.



least two examples that appear in another context: The Rosenberg-Toubiana
surface [35] and the Morin surface [29]. An explicit parametrization of the
minimal surface that gives rise to the Morin surface after inversion was found
by Kusner [12]. The Morin surface has a 4-fold orientation reversing sym-
metry. This means (after an appropriate rotation in R?) one can rotate the
surface around the xsz-axis by 7 and obtains the same surface back, but with
the opposite orientation.

In this article we study the Morse Index of closed Willmore immersions in
R™ that are inverted minimal surfaces with embedded planar ends. The Morse
Index (or Willmore Morse Index) is the number of linearly independent direc-
tions of a Willmore surface that locally produce a negative second variation
of W. Obviously, minimizers for a fixed genus (as the Clifford torus among
surfaces in R?® with positive genus [19]) or minimizers in regular homotopy
classes [39, [3] have Morse Index zero, there is no variational direction that
decreases their Willmore energy. Two immersions f,g : ¥ — R? are regulary
homotopic if there is a homotopy of immersions f : ¥ x [0, 1] — R? such that
f(-;0) = f,f(-,1) = g and which induces a homotopy of the tangent bundles.
As far as we know it is not known that one of the examples of Willmore sur-
faces that appear in the the literature has positive Morse Index. But it was
conjectured in [I0, Section 3] that the Morin surface has Morse Index one.
It is one of the results of this article to prove this conjecture. Furthermore,
as the Willmore spheres in R? get more and more complicated the more ends
the corresponding surfaces have it is natural to believe that the Morse Index
increases when the number of ends increases. This is in analogy of the the-
ory of the Morse Index of the Area functional of minimal surfaces such as in [6].

Before explaining our main results we would like to mention that the Morin
surface is an important surface for the theory of the Sphere Fversion. The
fact that a standard round sphere can be turned inside out is called Sphere
Eversion. More precisely, the round sphere in R?® with a given orientation
is regularly homotopic to the round sphere with the opposite orientation.
The remarkable statement of the existence of a Sphere Eversion was proven
by Smale [36]. Since then, many mathematicians contributed to this field
[29, 11, 1, 30], 28, 21, B3] 26, 23]. We do not want to go into details at this
point but we would like to mention that the Morin surface is used as a “half-way
model” of the Sphere Eversion. The work of [10, [9] suggests that an optimal
Sphere Fversion can be constructed by the Morin surface. It is optimal in the
sense that at every time of the deformation of the sphere the immersion has
the least possible Willmore energy (thus bending energy). Having Morse Index
at least one is a necessary condition for the Morin surface to be the half-way
model for an optimal sphere eversion.

Our main results are the following:



Theorem 1.1. Let ¥ : S — R3 be an unbranched Willmore sphere. Then
there is an m > 1 with W(V) = 4dwm [4]. If m > 1, then the Morse Index is

Indyy (V) = m — dimspan{ng(p;) : i =1, ...,m}.

For m = 1, ¥ is the round sphere which has Index zero. For arbitrary m > 1
we will show

2 < d:=dimspan{ng(p;) :i=1,...,m} <3,
see Proposition For m = 4 we will show

Proposition 1.2. Let ¥ : S? — R3 be a smooth Willmore sphere which arises
as the inversion of a complete minimal sphere with four embedded planar ends
then the mormals at the ends {ny(p;) : i = 1,...,4} span the whole R3, i.e.
d=3.

We think that this is always the case. Note that dimspan{ny(p;) : i =
1,...,m} = dimspan{nx(p;) : ¢ = 1,...,m}, where X denotes the complete
minimal surface after inverting at the m-fold point. Our conjecture is the
following;:

Conjecture 1.3. Let X : X\ {p1,....,pm} — R3 be a complete minimal sur-
face with m embedded planar ends {p1,...,pm} then the normals at the ends
{nx(ps) :i=1,...m} span R3 i.e. d=3.

Theorem [L.I] and Proposition implies

Theorem 1.4. Let ¥ : S — R3 be an unbranched Willmore sphere with 167
Willmore energy. Then the Willmore Index is one.

Another statement that follows from the results above:

Theorem 1.5. All unbranched Willmore spheres in R3 except of the round
sphere are unstable.

For other topological types of ¥ and higher codimension we will prove upper
bounds on the Index of the following kind:

Theorem 1.6. Let U : Y — R"™ n > 3, be a closed Willmore immersion such
that X = % :35\{p1, -, Pm} — R is a complete, immersed minimal surface
with m embedded planar ends, m > 1.

Then the Morse Index of W is bounded in the following way:

Indy (V) < km — k — 1,

where k :=n — 2 is the codimension of the surfaces.



In the codimension one case the upper bound in Theorem [I.1] also holds for
other topological types:

Proposition 1.7. Let ¥ : ¥ — R? be a closed Willmore immersion such that
X = % X\ {p1, -, Pm} — R? is a complete, immersed minimal surface with
m embedded planar ends, m > 1. Let ny be a unit normal vector field along
V. Denote by d := dimspan{ny(p1), ..., nw(pm)} the dimension of the normals

at the m-fold point of the Willmore surface . Then we have that
Indyy (V) < m —d.

For lower bounds on the Morse Index we study certain unbounded Jacobi
fields of a minimal surface with embedded planar ends. One result is the
following:

Theorem 1.8. Let U : ¥ — R3 be a closed Willmore immersion such that
X = % X\ A{pL, s P} — R is a complete, immersed minimal surface
with m embedded planar ends, m > 1.

Assume that there exists a logarithmically growing Jacobi field on X, i.e. a

function u € C**(X\ {p1, ..., Pm}), Lu = 0, with expansion
u = Bilog|z| +U(z) with @; € C**(B.), B; € R, ZB, # 0.
i=1

at each end p; in local conformal coordinates z.
Then we have that Indy, (V) > 1.

We gain the optimal lower bounds in the proof of Theorem [L] for spheres.
For the above mentioned Morin surface [29, [12] we study the situation more
carefully. It turns out that it is stable under variations that preserve the
4-fold orientation reversing symmetry, see Corollary And the variation
that locally decrease the Willmore energy has a two-fold symmetry, see Propo-
sition 7l Both statements about the Morin surface were conjectured in [10, [9].

We want to mention that Indyy (V) < m in the codimension one case was
already proven by Alexis Michelat [22] with different methods. Furthermore,
Michelat proposes in [25] a renormalised energy expansion to compute the
Index. Using this expansion he is able to reduce the Index question to the
determination of the eigenvalues of a finite dimensional matrix A. He is able
to give an upper bound m — 1 for the Index in codimension one. This approach
is applicable also to branched Willmore spheres.

This article is structured as follows: In Section ] we recall the main def-
initions concerning the Morse Index and prove the upper bounds. Also the
stability of the Morin surface under variations that preserve the given sym-
metry can be found here. Section [3] contains the computation of the second



variation of the Willmore functional for functions that are not smooth but
satisfy a certain expansion at the ends (after inversion). In this section we
alse re-prove the formula for second variation of VW proven by Michelat in [22]
for smooth variations. We also explain how logarithmically growing Jacobi
fields on the minimal surface with a certain condition produce positive Index
on the Willmore surface. Note that these unbounded Jacobi field were already
studied in the work of Pérez-Ros [32] about the moduli space of complete min-
imal surfaces. In Section @l we combine and generalize ideas of Pérez-Ros [32]
and Montiel-Ros [27] to prove higher positive Index for spheres. And we show
that the variation that produces Index for the Morin surface has a two-fold
symmetry.
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2. Upper bounds

In this section we prove upper bounds for closed Willmore immersions in R",
n > 3, coming from a complete minimal surface by inversion at a sphere. The
key ingredient is the Li-Yau inequality from [I§].

From now on ¥ denotes an abstract, two-dimensional closed manifold.

Definition 2.1. Let ¥ : ¥ — R" be a smooth Willmore immersion and § :=
U#5. Let T(NX) be the smooth sections of the normal bundle of ¥ : 3 — R™.
Then there is a strongly elliptic, L*-selfadjoint operator Z : T(NX) — T'(NX)
of fourth order such that

W (W) (7, 7) := / RA T
P



where Z is characterized by the property

d2
= [ 7 Z0du, 1)
for a smooth variation V; : X — R", t € (—€,€), i.e. ¥, is a smooth immer-
sion fort € (—e,€) and Vo = V. Here, ¥ := %\I't‘tzo is the variational vector
field. By composing with a tangential diffeomorphism we can always arrange
that ¢ € T(NY), i.e. v7 = 0. The object *W(V)(v,v) is called Index form
and is well-defined for sections v that have reqularity W*? with respect to the
metric g = W¥4.

By the theory of strongly elliptic operators Z can be diagonalized on I'(NX)
with eigenvalues

The eigenspaces Yy, corresponding to \; are finite dimensional.
The W-Index and the W-nullity of ¥ are defined as follows:

Indyy(¥) := dim (®,-0Y3),
nullity,, (V) := dim (Yp) .

A Willmore surface is called stable if Indy(¥) = 0. This is equivalent to
8?W(v,7) > 0 for all 7 € T(N).

Remark i) The operator Z has the form Zv = LLU + Qu, where ) :
['(NY) — I'(NY) is an operator of order two and L : '(NY) — ['(NY)
is the Jacobi operator of the area functional in R", i.e.

LT = AT+ |A)%.
The operator At is the Laplacian on the normal bundle and A is the
second fundamental form of ¥ : ¥ — R", see for example [7].

As (AL)Q is the leading part of Z and ¥ is compact, we see that Z is
strongly elliptic.

it) An explicit formula for Z for a two-sided Willmore immersion ¥ : ¥ —
N3 into a smooth 3-dimensional manifold N is computed in [16]. In
this case, the normal bundle is trivial and any normal variation is of the
form v = an, where n is a unit normal along W. The Jacobi operator
for the area functional then reads La = Aa + a|A|*> + a Ric" (n,n) for
the Laplace Beltrami operator A and the Ricci tensor of N, called Ric”.
The formula for Z can be found in [I6] (2.14)]:

1 o o
Zo = LLa — 5H?La +2H (A, V%) + 2H Ric" (n, Va)" + 2A(Va, VH)
+a <\VH\2 4 2RicN (n, VH)T + HAH + 2(V2H, A)

YoH A2 £ 2H(A,T) — HV, Ric™ (n, n)) .



Note the different sign convention for L in [16]. Here, H is the (scalar)
mean curvature, T;; = Rm" (9;, n, n, 0;) and A is the tracefree second
fundamental form.

ii1) In [22], Alexis Michelat computed the second variation for a Willmore
immersion ¥ : ¥ — N into a general n-dimensional manifold N", see
formula (2.11) in [22] and the remarks below that formula. Here, less
regularity is required for the immersions Wy, t € (—¢, €).

iv) For a minimal immersion ¥ : ¥ — S" the second variation was computed
in [38] by Weiner for n = 3 and in [31] by Ndiaye and Schétzle for general
n.

Theorem 2.2. Let ¥ : > — R"™, n > 3, be a closed Willmore immersion such
that X = % :3X\{p1, -, Pm} — R™ is a complete, immersed minimal surface
with m embedded planar ends, m > 1. Then the Willmore index is bounded

above by the number of ends times the codimension:
IHdW <\I]) < km,
where k :=n — 2.

Remark i) In [22], Alexis Michelat gave a prove of the theorem above in
codimension one using an explicit formula for the second variation. That
formula will play an important role later. But it is not needed in our
proof here.

ii) Under the condition of the Theorem it follows from [12, Lemma 1] that
U has Willmore energy 47mm and that there is a point x € W(X) with
multiplicity m. In the given setting we have that = = 0.

In fact, a Willmore surface ¥ has a point of multiplicity m and 4mm
energy if and only if U arises as the inversion of a complete minimal
surface with m embedded planar ends.

It also follows from the condition of the Theorem that ¥ does not have
another point of multiplicity m. This is proven in [12, Lemma 2| and
can be seen with different methods in [I7, p. 1191].

Proof. Note that ¥ has a point of multiplicity m with preimages pq, ..., p,, and
4mm Willmore energy, see the remark above.

Let N¥ = (J,c5 NpX be the normal bundle of the closed immmersion V.
Denote by I'(VX) the smooth sections of the normal bundle. We define

Vo={ve(NX) :v(p;) =0Vi=1,...,m}.

For v € V we define W, := U + ¢t/ for t € (—¢,¢€), € small but fixed. By the
definition of Vi we get that W,(p;) = Wy(p;) for i # j. This implies that U, still



has a point of multiplicity m. By Li and Yau [18] we know that the existence
of a point of multiplicity m implies at least 47wm amount of Willmore energy.
This means that the Willmore energy cannot decrease for a variation of the

form % oV =1v€Vy. We get that

PW)(T,5) =~ _

which implies Vo C {7 : *W(¥)(¢,7) > 0}. The set Vj is a vector space
of codimension at most km which can be seen by V; = kernel A, where A :
[(NY) = @7 N,,Y ~ R™* A(0) = (d(p1), ..., ¥(pm)) is a linear map. By
the definition of the Index we get that Indyy, (V) < km. O

Remark The property {v € C®(X) : v(p;) = 0 Vi = 1,...m} C {v :
?W(¥)(vng,vnyg) > 0} was already shown by Michelat in [22] with other
methods for the codimension one case.

The result of Theorem can be improved in the following way:

Theorem 2.3. Let ¥ : > — R"™, n > 3, be a closed Willmore immersion such
that X = % X\ {p1, -, P} = R™ is a complete, immersed minimal surface
with m embedded planar ends, m > 1.

For every point p; consider the decomposition R" = Ty, X ® Ny(p,)2 into the

tangent and normal space. We define the linear map Z Z
J:R" = @ Nypn S = R™, J(v) = (11 (0), o 1 (v)),

where m; : R"™ — Ny )2 is the projection of a vector along ¥ at p; onto the
normal space at that point. Then the Index of ¥ is bounded in the following
way:

Indyy (¥) < km — rank J,
where k :=n — 2 is the codimension of the surfaces.

Remark The assumption m > 1 is not really a restriction. Since a complete,
immersed minimal surface with a single embedded planar end is a plane, the
corresponding Willmore surface ist the absolute Willmore minimizer, the round
sphere.

Proof. As the Willmore functional is invariant under translations, each vector
a € R™ corresponds to a W-Jacobi field at € I'(NY), where (-)* : R* — NY
is the projection onto the normal bundle.

We use the notation I : @ Ny(,,)X — R™ for the isomorphism identifying
Q7 Ny(pn®E with R™*. Let d := rank J and arrange the matrix correspond-
ing to the linear map I o J in such a way that the first d lines of I o J are



linearly independent. We denote by J : R" = R? the map J=cololJ ,
where ¢ : R™ — RY is the projection onto the first d components. The
map J has full rank, which implies that o o I(¥(p1), ..., ¥(pm)) has a preim-
age under .J. We denote this vector by a and notice a = J oo oo A(v),

where A : T'(NX) — ®2,Ny(,)2 is the evaluation at the points pi, ..., pm,
A(T) = (U(p1), - T(pm))-

Define w := @ — at. Then wW(p;) = ... = @W(pg) = 0 by construction,
and a't is a W-Jacobi field. The symmetry of the second variation implies

PW(¥)(7,at) = 0 and thus
W) (7, T) = PW(U) (T — a*, ¥ — at) = W) (W, D).
Denote by A : T(NX) — {0} x R 11 Ny 2~ {0} x R¥™~4 the linear map

T3 (0, s 0, W(Patg1)s s W(Dr))-

As in the proof of Theorem [2.2] we know that kernel A € {7 : 2W()(7,0) >
0}. Since A is a linear map, the cokernel has at most dimension km — d, which
implies Indy (¥) < km — d. O

For the sake of simplicity we state the result of Theorem 2.3]for codimension
one.

Corollary 2.4. Let ¥ : ¥ — R3 be a closed Willmore immersion such that
X = BI/—‘I’Q :X\A{p1, s D} — R3 is a complete, immersed minimal surface with
m embedded planar ends, m > 1. Let ny be a unit normal vector field along
U. Denote by

d := dimspan{ng(p1), ..., nw(pm) }
the dimension of the normals at the m-fold point of the Willmore surface W.
Then we have that
Indyy (V) <m —d.

Proof. Note that dimspan{ny(p1), ..., nw(pm)} = rank J for the linear map J
from Theorem O

Proposition 2.5. Let U : 3 — R", n > 3, be a closed Willmore immersion
such that X := %‘2 X\ Ap1, o, D} = R™ is a complete, immersed minimal
surface with m embedded planar ends, m > 1.

As in Theorem [2.3 we define the linear map J(v) = (71(v), ..., T (v)), where
7 R® = Nyp,)2 is the projection of a vector along V at p; to the normal

space at that point. Then we have that
rank J >k + 1, (2)

where k = n — 2 is the codimension of the surfaces. As a consequence we get
that

Ind (V) < km —k — 1. (3)

10



Proof. Since 11 : R" — Ny(,,)E = R"? is an orthogonal projection we clearly
have
n—2 <rankJ <n.

Before we are going to show (2)) by induction on n > 3 let us note that since
i(z) = 7z : R* = R" is conformal and X =i o ¥ we deduce that the normal
space OH }( at one of the embedded planar end p; we have that

NvX(m)2 = N‘I’(m)E'

Now assume by contradiction that rankJ = n — 2 ie. Ny = Nq,(pj)E for
all 7, j. Since they all agree and dim Ny ,,)> > 1 we may fix v € Ny(p,)2 with
|v] = 1. As the coordinate functions of X are harmonic, we conclude that

u(z) =v- X(x)

is a harmonic function on ¥ \ {p1,...,pn}. But since we have chosen v €
Nx(p,2 and each end p; is planar, we deduce that u is actually bounded. This
implies that u is constant, u = wug, compare Lemma [A.Il In particular, we
have X(X) C {x € R": v -2 = ug} 2 R"'. If n = 3 we have that X is a
plane, which contradicts the assumption m > 1. For n > 3 we may translate
X if necessary to ensure that wug is 0. But since {x € R": v-x = 0} is invariant
under ¢ we deduce that ¥ : ¥ — {z € R": v-2 = 0} = R"!. This as well a
contradiction by induction. O

For a surface of codimension one, Proposition 2.5 obviously reads Indy, (V) <
m — 2. It turns out that we can improve this result for spheres of codimension
one with four embedded planar ends.

Theorem 2.6. All Willmore spheres ¥ : S? — R3 that arise as an inversion
of a complete minimal surfaces with four embedded planar ends satisfy

Indyy (V) < 1.
For the proof of this theorem we need two lemmas.

Lemma 2.7. For ps,...,p,m € C we define the anti-symmetric matric M €
Cme by

L_ fori#j andi,j > 2

pPi—Pj
1 fori=1,j>1

Mj; = fori=1,j> =1, ..m.
1 fori>1,7=1

0 fori=j.
If there are two linearly independent vectors 6,5 in the kernel of M such that

la;| = |b;| fori = 1,...,m then there is a complete minimal sphere in R3 with
m embedded planar ends where dimspan{nx(p1),...,nx(pm)} = 2.

11



Proof. Let X : S — R? be a complete minimally immersed sphere in R? with
m embedded planar ends where dimspan{nx(p1),...,nx(pm)} = 2.

Without loss of generality we may assume that the minimal immersion X is
conformally parametrized, hence we have

X(z) =R (/m&)

for some holomorphic function ¢ = (¢1, ¢a, d3) : C\ {p1,- -, pm} — C? satis-
fying ¢? = 0 and ¢(z) # 0 Vz € C\ {p1,- - ,pm}, (the last condition ensures
that X is an immersion). Precomposing ¢ with a Mobius transformation of C
we may assume that p; = +oo (later p, =0, p3 = 1).

Recall that X having a planar end in p; implies that locally we have

Opi +2) = =25 + hil2)
for some v; € C3\ {0},v? = 0 and some holomorphic h;(z) : Ds — C3. In
particular we deduce that
(a;) |(z — pi)*¢(2)| is bounded in a neighborhood of p; for all i > 1;
(b;) lim,,, 0, ((z — pi)?é(2)) =0 for all ¢ > 1.

Similarly we can state the conditions at p; = +oo. Observe that z — X(1) is
a local conformal parametrization around p;. Since in this parametrization 0
is a planar end we must have that

1 U1

;) =~ AT hi(z)

for some v; € C3\ {0},v? = 0 and some holomorphic h(z) : Ds — C3. But

since 20, X (1) = —@ we deduce

(a1) |¢(2)] is bounded in a neighborhood of 0, i.e. |¢(z)| is bounded at p; =
+00.

(by) lim, o 8,2(;5(%) =0 ie. lim, . 2%¢(z) = 0.

In the following we want to translate the condition that the dimension of the
normals at the ends is two and (a;), (b;), ¢ = 1,...,m into conditions on the
Weierstrafl data.

20X (

After a rotation we may assume that the normal n’ at the end p; is or-
thogonal to e3. This implies that in the expansions of ¢ at p; we must have
(v;)s # 0 and lim,_,,, ¢3(z) # 0 for all i. Recall that we can write

7

0= (307 - on 507 + n0n)

12



for some meromorphic g on C.
It is convenient to introduce the following polynomials:

m m

o2 =1 =p) eul2) =[G =pp), fori=1..m.
Yo

Observe that the functions

Py = — (1 +id) = ©igps
Py =3 (¢1 — i) = pig '3
Py = 80%253

have removable singularities at p; for all i > 1 by condition (a;) and grow at
most like |z|2™~Y at p; by (a;). Hence P, is a polynomial of order < 2(m — 1)
(“=” for | = 3). Furthermore note that PP, = P? hence we must have
P, = a%c, P, = b%c, Py = abc for some polynomials a, b, c. But since

1 7 1
—P—P), ¢= F(Pz + P1), ¢3=—abc

1=
2@% ¥1 ¥1

we deduce that ¢ = const. otherwise there would be a point with ¢(z) = 0.
Let us summarize that P, = a% P, = b?, P; = ab. As observed previously
we must have that P3 is a polynomial of order 2m — 2 hence a,b must be
polynomials of order m — 1. And they cannot have zeros in any p; since

otherwise (z — p;)’¢3(z) = ;—g would converge to 0 contradicting (v;)s # 0.

Now it is straight forward that the conditions (b;) and (b;) translate to
2 /
(b7) (%) (p;) = 0 which is equivalent to
a'(pi) _ a(pi) #i(pi)

eilpi)  wilpi) pi(pi) =0

/
(b7) lim, o 2° (“—2> (2) = 0 which is equivalent to
1

(A ) B
B <s01(2) w(Z)wl(Z)) v

analogously for the polynomial b.

Recall that the meromorphic function g in the Weierstrafl data coincides with
the stereographic projection of the Gaufl map. From the computation above
we get that g = ¢. Since we assume that all ends have a normal perpendicular
to e3, we have that
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() 19(ps)| = 1 or equivalently [a(p,)| = [b(p,)] for all i > 2

(1) lim, ,|g(2)] = 1 or equivalently lim, “Zg))" =1.
Note that this is the first time we use that the dimension of the span of the

normals at the ends is two-dimensional.

It is convenient to expand the polynomials a,b in the basis of p;, 1 =1,...,m
ie.

a = Zaz‘%‘ +arp1, b= Z bip; + b1py.
i=2 i=2
One checks that
#i(p;) for j #£1i

Pj—Dpi

o1 (pi) = wi(pi),  wi(pj) = o1(pi) <Zl# ﬁ) for i = j.

Using this in (b}) we obtain
/
i [0
0= T alii) =3, @

To transform condition (b7) observe that ¢; for i > 2 are polynomials of order

z <pl(z) N : 2¢1(2) zpi(z) _ _
e 2 and lim,_, o ¢11(Z) ) =M 1. Thus,

m — 2 hence lim,_,

(b%) transforms to

0— ZILIEOZGZ (Z iz Z@ﬁ(z) Z%’@)) _ _Zai' (5)

= p1(2) ¢a(2) P

Comparing this to the statement of the lemma we recognize that the matrix
M will give us the Weierstrafl representation with the desired properties. [

Lemma 2.8. Let M € C™™ be the matriz from Lemma 2.7 corresponding to
PoInts pa, ..., pm € C. Let m be even and dim kernel(M) = 2. Choose the order
of the points po, ..., Py in such a way that

A C
v-(2 )
where A € C™=2Xm=2 s invertible. Then we have the following representation
of the kernel of M :

€

kernel(M) = span { (_A_lcel) = 1,2} —{n:l=12). (6

If there are jo € {1,...,m—2} and j; € {1,...,m—2} such that 51°v® € R\ {0}
and ]'v)' € iR\ {0} then there do not emst two linearly independent vectors

@, b in the kernel such that la;| = |bj| forallj=1,..,m

14



Proof. As the kernel is nontrivial, there is a vector (Z) # 0 such that Av +
Cw = 0 and —CTv + Bw = 0. Note that w # 0 because then v = 0 would
follow from the invertibility of A. We use that A is of full rank and get
v =—A"1Cw and thus (CTA™1C + B)w = 0. The matrix CTA™!C + B is a
2 x 2 skew-symmetric matrix. Since this matrix has a nontrivial element in
its kernel and as the eigenvalues of skew-symmetric matrices come in pairs, we
get B=—-CTAIC.

We choose w; = ¢, I = 1,2. Then the following vectors form a basis of the
kernel of M:

—A_lCel
€l

fennel (M) = span { )=tz = (uii=12)

as claimed in the statement of the lemma.

We want to compare two linearly independent vectors in the kernel of M. So
let @ = a'v; + a?vy and b= Blu; + B?vy be two such vectors in the kernel.
The necessary condition in order to create a surface where the dimension of
the span of the normals of the ends are two-dimensional are |a;| = |b;| for
j =1,...,m. The form of v; in the last two components yields |a!| = |3!| for
[ = 1,2. By multiplying with constants we can assume that o', 3! € R which
implies o' = £, Let us assume o' = 8. We compute for j =1,...,m — 2

ja* = o Plof | + [o®Pug | + 2R(a' a’ o] v))
= |B' Pl + |82 [ua]* + 2R(B" B*0iwy) + 2R ((a'e” — B'67) 7{v3)
= |bj|2 + 2a'R ((oz2 — 52) @{v%) )
This implies R ((e® — 62)@{05) — 0. If for jy there in an entry v = 0 or
vy’ = 0 then this is satisfied. So we consider all j € {1,...,m — 2} such that
v] # 0 and v # 0.
Computing
0="R(( -5 17{“1}%“)
= VIR (o — 5%) and
0=R((a’- 5 17{11)%1)
=g (17{11)%1) S (a® = B7)
implies that o = 32 which contradicts the fact that @ # b taking into account
al = 8L
If o' = -, we redo the computation above and get o? = —/3%. Again, this
contradicts the assumption of @ and b beeing linearly independent. O

We use this for the proof of Theorem

15



Proof. Theorem [2.0

We already know from Proposition that the dimension of the normals at
the ends is either two or three. We show that the dimension of the normals
at the ends cannot be three. We assume that this dimension is two. As
we invert the Willmore surface at U(p;) we get that nx(p;) = ny(p;) for all
i =1,...,m. Therefore, we consider now a complete minimal immersion in R?
with m embedded planar ends where dimspan{nx(p1),...,nx(pm)} = 2 and
we will get a contradiction.

By applying a conformal transformation of S? we can assume that p, = 0 and
p3 = 1. The matrix M from the lemmas above then has the following form

0 -1 -1 -1
10 -1 -1
M* = Ll
o
e = 0

where t is a complex parameter that has to be determined. The determinant
of M* can be computed by the Pfaffian:

11 2 —t41)?
det(M*) = (Plaff(M*))? = (——— — =4 1) =+ "/
et(M7) = (Phaff(M")) = 7 2(1— 1)

So the parameter ¢ is determined by the equation t> — ¢+ 1 = 0 which has the
two solutions t; 5 = % + z@ As computed above, the kernel of M is spanned
by the following two vectors

_[(—A7Ce (0 -1 (-1 -1
vl—< . ),WhereA—(1 0) andC—(_1 _%),

which are v; = (1,—1,1,0) and v, = (§,—1,0,1) with ¢ € iR. This implies
vivd € iR\ {0} and v?v3 € R\ {0}. By Lemma 2.8l the claim follows. O

Remark e There is another way of proving Theorem 2.6 Montiel and
Ros proved in [27, Corollary 16] that if the branching values of the ram-
ification points of the meromorphic map g : ¥ — S (from the Weierstrl
representation) lie in an equator of §? then the minimal surface must have
at least one logarithmic end. We have shown in the proof of Lemma 2.7
that the meromorphic function g has degree d = m — 1 which is 3 here.
Therefore, there are 2d — 2 = 4 ramifcation points of g and 4 ends at
D1y ey Day se€ [27]. From the condition Z;(é; 'l)) - ;i((p;i)) iigz 3 = 0 (which is
condition (b})) and the corresponding equation Z;(é; ii)) — Sfi(f’;?) zig z; =0 we

see that 0 = a'(p;)b(p;) — a(p:)V' (pi). As g = § we get that every p; must
be a ramification point. Comparing the number of ends and the number
of ramification points we get for 4 ends that the set of ramification points
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and the set {p, ..., p4} are equal. Thus, the condition of Montiel and Ros
that the branching values of the ramification points lie in an equator is
equivalent that the normals at the ends lie in an equator. By their work
[27, Corollary 16] we know that this cannot be the case for a surface
without logarithmic ends.

Unfortunately, with this approach we cannot treat more than 4 ends. The
number or ramifications is in general bigger than the number of ends.
On the other hand, our approach above seems to require more knowledge
about the kernel of the skew-symmetric matrix M in order to deal with
more than 4 ends. It would be very interesting to know whether there is
a minimal sphere with m embedded planar ends such that the normals
at the ends lie in an equator of S?. We know from the work of Montiel
and Ros that in such a situation there must be ramification points that
are not ends and their values do not lie in that equator.

The authors think that it is not likely that there is an immersed minimal
sphere with embedded planar ends where the ends lie in an equator.
Conjecture: The span of the normals of the ends of an immersed com-
plete minimal surface with embedded planar ends in R? is always three-
dimensional.

e After finishing the proof of Lemma 2.7 and Lemma 2.8 the authors
learned that the method of studying the skew-symmetric matrix M was
already used in the preprint [I3, Proof of Theorem 15].

Proposition 2.9. Let U : ¥ — R3 be a closed Willmore immersion such that
X = %2 X\ A{p1, -, pm} — R™ is a complete, immersed minimal surface
with m embedded planar ends, m = 2p for a p € N. Assume furthermore that
W has an orientation reversing 2p-fold rotational symmetry around an axis of
symmetry going trough 0 = ¥(p;) = VY(p,). We assume further that the span of
the normals at the ends is not 2-dimensional (which is shown above for 3 = §?
and m = 4). Under these conditions the surface ¥ is stable under variations

that preserve the given symmetry.

Remark e There exist Willmore spheres with m = 2p for each even p > 2
which have 2p-fold orientation reversing symmetry and the m-fold point
on the axis, see [12, 10, 9]. The most famous one is the Morin surface
where p = 2.

e For the Morin surface, the statement of Proposition [2.9] was conjectured
in [9, Section 1].

Proof. We have seen in the proof of Theorem [2.3] that substracting W-Jacobi
fields from a given variational direction does not change the second variation
of W into that direction. And we know from the proof of Theorem that ¥
is stable under variations satisfying 4 |,_oW;(p;) = ¥(p;) = O for alli = 1,...,m.

17



We show now that in the given situation we can always find a Jacobi field with
j(p;) = U(p;) for all i = 1,...,m which we will then substract from the given
variation in order to see that the second variation is always non-negative.

Let S € SO(3) be the matrix correspondig to the rotation by % around an
axis in R?® which we can assume to be spanned by es. In the given situation

we have a diffeomorphism s : ¥ — ¥ such that

S(¥(p)) = ¥(s(p)) VpeX and s(p;) = pin (7)

after possibly reordering the points p;. We use the convention p,,.1 = p;.
After each rotation by %’T the normal changes sign. This means that ng(p;11) =
—Sny(p;), where ny denotes a unit normal along V.

Now let ¥ be a vector and ¥, a smooth variation with %‘t:@‘pt = ¢ that
preserves the given symmetry. Using ([{l) for ¥,, differentiating with respect to
t and projecting onto the normal part we get that

St(p)t = T(s(p)) .
We use the notation v(p) := ¥(p) - ny and compute

V(pit1) = V(piy1) - nw(piy1) = SU(pi) - nw(pis1)
= —u(p;) - nw(pi) = —v(ps).-

Since the Willmore surface W is invariant under translations we know that
J(p) == ny(p) - e3 is a W-Jacobi field, i.e. *W(V)(jny,jny) = 0. By the
same reasoning as above and since es is the axis of the symmetry we get that
—j(pi) = j(piy1) for all ¢ = 1,...,m. For an arbitrary symmetry preserv-

ing variational direction v = wny we substract the Jacobi field J(p)ngy :=

v(p1) ;
i)

(p)ng(p) from ¢ and see that
FW()(T,0) = *W(W)(T — Jng,T— Jny) >0

because v(p;) — J(p;) = 0 for all i = 1,...,m (as in the proof of Theorem 2.3)).
Note that we have used here that j(p;) # 0. Form = 4 and & = §?, this follows
from the fact that the normals cannot lie in an equator (proof of theorem
Theorem [2.6)). For m > 4 and X = §? or for X # §? we needed to assume this
property. We think that in general the normals do not lie in an equator. But
we cannot show that at the moment. O

Corollary 2.10. The Morin surface is stable under variations that preserve
the four-fold, orientation reversing rotational symmetry.

Proof. We have shown in the proof of Theorem 2.3 that for all minimal spheres
with four ends the span of the normals at the ends is three-dimensional.
We can, of course, compute that for the Morin surface explicitly with the
parametrization found in [12]. It turns out that the normals of the Morin
surface span a regular tetrahedron. O
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3. Expansion of the second variation of the Gauss
curvature

Parts of the following estimates in this section are already contained in [22],
where at least C? regularity of the normal variation on the Willmore surface
is assumed. To close our argument we need to consider vectorfields with less
regularity towards the ends. Hence we decided to present all needed estimate
in a concise form.

Let us fix local conformal coordinates in a neighbourhood D(p;) around an
end p; in ¥ such that z(p;) = 0. We may scale the coordinates such that we
have

X.dz = (—% + Y(z)) dz
with a € C3,a? = 0, |a|*> = 2 and Y (z) is holomorphic and bounded (since the
end is embedded and not logarithmic). In particular this implies that
SN = (1 - RV () a2) + V()P = |7+ b(2)
[ X (2)* = [2]7(1 + e(2))
where b, ¢ are smooth functions satisfying

sup (|27%b(2)| + |21 Db(z)| + | D?*b(z)]) < C

|z|<eo

sup (|27 e(2)] + [De(2)] + [D%e(2)]) < €

|z|<eo

(8)

Furthermore, we set D.(p;) to be the preimage of the € ball around 0 in these
coordinates, i.e. D (p;) = 27 %(B.), B C R?2. We note that the expansion for
%|XZ|2 can be used to estimate K at an end as follows. Since z are conformal
coordinates we have

K %\XZF _ —%Aln (%p(z\?) — 9ATn(|2]) — %Aln(l +(2))
_Ab(z) |Vb(2)|?

o 242b(2)  2(14b(2))

where we used that Ab(z) = tA(|z]*|Y (2)]?) = O(2?) since Y (z) - a2? is holo-

—2
morphic and Vb(z) = O(z). In summary we conclude that

K(z) = O(z"), (9)

; = 0(2%);

which was already shown in [22, Section 4.3]. The second variation of the Gau8
curvature, [22, Lemma 3.2] for a w € C*(X \ |, Dc(p;)) is given by
d2

1
ﬁth dvol, =d (Agw*dw b *d\dw\§> +d (2K, * dw)
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Applying Stokes theorem on the set X\ ;" D.(p;) we are left with estimating

m

ow 10 ow
Ajw— — == (|dw|? 2K —
Z/BD (v:) o " 200 ( w|g)+/¢9De( v

m

Z w,w) + I1;(w).

This is summarised in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let p be a planar embedded end of 3 and let w have an expansion
of the form

w(z) = v X () + R(Z) + Blnlz] +u(z) = ol X@P+wr;  (10)

in the conformal coordinates z, where v,3 € R, a € C and u € C**(B,).
Then we have that

ow 120 ow
Aw— — —— 2 2K — 11
/BDe(p) gw 8V 28V (|dw|g) + /BD 8V ( )

2
= 21}2/ X _ 8mvf 4+ Ofe) ;
on.(p) OV

where the constant in O(€) only depends on X, v, B and [|lul[co(p -

Proof. Let us write as before faDe(p) Agwde — 1.0 (|dw|?) + fape(p) 2K%L =
Iw,w) + I1(w,w).

We set wy(z) := v| X (2)]? and write w = wy + w;. Let us start with I1(w).
By the above expansion of w and (§) we see that [Dw(z)| < &, |z| =: r. This

implies that
|K(2)]| Dw(2)| = O(=°)

and so I1(w) = O(e*).

Let us continue with I. Due to the bilinearity of I we are left with estimating
I(wo, wo), I(w,wy), I(wy,w). If v =0 we only have to estimate the last term,
which we will show is of order O(€) and we can directly conclude the lemma.
In the following we will assume w.l.o.g that v = 1 i.e. v, 0, f,u — 1,2, 2 ¥

IRTRRTRIT

Recall that X is harmonic. Therefore, we have Ag|X|* = 2|VX|2 = 4. As we
use conformal coordinates we get that

X X
=)+ UX T o—
LIVX| LIVX|
= 4| X|? — 4| X2 = 4wy — 4| X

| dwoly = 4(X, )? =4/ XT)?
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where T is the projection onto the tangent space and * the projection onto the
normal space. A further consequence of the choice of conformal coordinates is
that for any C'-function f we have that

\/= VX2 - f.
/ 87/ 9B. | | 8B orf

Hence we get that

X 2
[<w07w0) :/ 28| | _QQ‘XJ_F
8De(pi) al/ 81/
| X |2 ON
:2/ ||_4/ x Nx.- ¥ (12)
8D (py v 9D (p) v

2
= 2/ o\X] + O(€?)
aDe(pi) 81/

In the second to last line we used that X - NV is bounded and denoting by a
the second fundamental form of ¥

ON
X 5| < [X]la] = X[V =K = O(2).

Now let us estimate

i 8w1 8w0 0
I(wl,wo) = /aD » 61/ A w1 8]/ 8]/ ((dwo,dw1> )

:/ 22y
dDc(p) 01/

where we used that Ajwy = 4. We want to show that

/ O _ _or 4 O(e) and 11T = O(e).
on.(p) OV

By (I0) we have that
1
Oy = ;m(g) ~Z o).

Since |, aD. J(2) = 0 we conclude the first part.
Using () we get that

1 Owy 1+c¢ re,
_ =9 =2 d
IX.2ar —1+b 1+b o7

I Odwy 4 Ogc

OX.2 00 @ 1+0b
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where due to (8) we have sup,, ., (|z7'd(2)| 4+ |Dd(2)| + |D*d(z)|) < C. Hence
we have

1 Ow 0 1 1
II]I = - — A — 0,0, —  OhwpO
/ TX.J2 or wl*@r(gx Rt PR “‘“)

24 d Duc
L Opaon = D42 + dyrdyn) + 0,5

_ /a @+ D@, row)) + Dpwr)

2+ d 0 8@0 8@0
g _ —_ d
/336 " Opowy + — o (1 n b) Opwy + T b&gwl 0, d ro.w;

Let us start with the last term. Since we have —rd,w; = R(
and 0,d = 0,d(0) 4+ O(r) we conclude —0,d rd,w; = 0,d(0)R(
implies that

)

)= B8+ 0(z)
+ O(1). This

/BB —0,dro,w, = /aB 0,d(0) %(%) + O(e) = O(e).

For the second of last term, we can proceed similarly: We have rdyw; =

R(“2) + O(z) and (iiebc) = (%i‘f) (0) + O(2). Thus, as before we get that

/aBe (fiﬁ) rOrn = /aBe (fi@i)) (0) %(Zj) +O(e) = O(e) .

It remains to estimate the first two terms. They are estimated in a similar
fashion. We recall that if f is a C® function then 19y f = (19yf) (0) + O(z)
and 20,0f = (£9,0) (0) + O(z) thus, there is a constant d; such that

%agd:dl +O(z) and 13( Suc ) =0(1).

ror \1+5b

Using dpw; = R(=2) 4+ O(r) we integrate by parts once in the first term and
conclude

2 +d 0 8@0 . 0 8@6
/836 T Toowr + 5 or (1 + b) Dpron = /aBE <_ Do + 87“ (1 + b)) Tpn

_ /aBe (—d1 %(‘7)+0(1)) ~ 04 0(e).

This concludes the mixed term.
Let us now finally estimate I(wy,w;). Note that

owy 1 ot
o IX oM T TT

Agw1

22



since |Oyw;| < % Using the fact that for a real valued function f one has

1IDfI? = |0. f|2 where 9, = 1(8, — i9,), we have that

1 1 r a f 2

~Jduwn |2 = D.wr | = )

4| w1|g %‘Xz‘2| w1| 1—|—b' Z2 + e + Uu
1

This is a C* function. We thus deduce that %|dw1|§ is bounded on D, and we
know that I(wq,w;) = O(e). O

Remark We note that we also re-proved the formula for the second variation
(4.31) first proven by Michelat in [22] for a smooth variation ¢.. If the variation
U = Yny is smooth, the coefficient [ is zero in the expansion of w and ¥ (p) =
v. Thus, it remains to show that in (II]) the term 2 fape ®) Waif agrees with
+4FW using the notation Resp(é, U) from Definition-Proposition 4.6
n [22]. Note that we have chosen our parametrization in such a way that
Resp(qg, U) = 2 (see the beginning of Section [3)).

102
ov

(I2). We use the expansion of b and ¢ (in particular ¢(0) = 0) at z = re? and
get that

8|X|2 8|X|2 2 2c¢(z) De(z)-z
2 B _
Valvxp Sl = JOol - 2 2 e

2 N 2Dc(0) - z + D?c(0)(z, 2) + O(z%) _ Dc(0) -2+ D%c(0)(z, 2) + O(2?)

In order to show 2faD6(p) = %2 + O(e) we go back to the computation

73 73 73
2 Dc(0)-z
=5t —0s O(1).
And since
Dc(0) -z 0
dB. e?
we get the form I(wo,wo) = 25 + O(e). All other terms remain the same as in
the proof of Lemma 1], therefore we have shown 2 [, ) |8§i - 5 +0(e)
and thus
ow 10 ow 8m
- Ajw— — —— (|dw| / 2K — = —v*— + O(e)
LDe(p) g 61/ 2 8 ( ) D (p) 81/ 62

if 1) is smooth.

At this point let us shortly fix the following property of functions with an
expansion as in Lemma [3.11
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Lemma 3.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma[3.1 we have that ‘X( X is an

element of W*P(D.(p;),dug) N CY(D.(p;)) for all p < oo with respect to the
metric § on the Willmore surface.

Proof. By (10) and (8) we have in the conformal coordinates z

woo_ a In|z| u(2)
xX@p U tT <z|X<z>|2) TR EE T XEP

_ az 1z]21n|z]  |2|%u(z)
_v+%<1+c(z)) JrBlJrc(z) * 1+¢(2)
2 n2]
1+c(z)’

=u(z) +

where % is a smooth function. Thus @ is clearly in element W22(D.(p;)) N
CY(D.(p;)). We write the second term as % with f(t) = *In(t). We
have f'(t) = ¢(21n(t) + 1) is a bounded continuous function in 0 and f”(t) =
2In(t) + 3 is unbounded. Therefore we conclude that the first derivative is

bounded and continuous in 0 since

fU=z0) - fid=D) = fl=) c(2)
1+cz) 14c2)]z] (1+c(2)? '

For the second derivative we have

o Sz _ f'=D)
b L+ce(z)  14c(2)

f"(1z])

D2
2+ 1+¢(2)

Dlz| ® D|z| + R(z)

where R(z) contains at most one derivative of f(|z|) and is therefore continuous

in 0. The eigenvalues of the first part are {iﬂé‘g and ‘Z‘f lﬂc‘gz)) corresponding to

the eigenvectors ﬁ and ‘Z—il Both are unbounded in 0 so the function is not

C?. But they are bounded by Tl(lr;((‘;)‘l‘ < 4|In|z||. Since In|z| € LP(Bg) for all

p < oo we conclude the argument.

O

Theorem 3.3. Let ¥ : ¥ — R? be a closed Willmore immersion such that
X = MQ Y\ Ap1, s} — R3 is a complete, immersed minimal surface
with m embedded planar ends, m > 1. Take a function w € W*2(X, dpg) with
the additional assumption that w has around an end p; of X an expansion of

the form
w(z) = vi| X (2 )|2+§R( 5) + Bilnlz] + wi(z) (13)

in the conformal coordinates z from the beginning of this section, where v;, B; €
R, o; € C and u; € C**(B,).

24



We notice that the function ¢ := & satisfies v € W?22(%, dug) by Lemmal3.2.

Then the second variation of W( ) into the direction Yny is well-defined. In
formulas, the second variation reads as follows: For every small € > 0 the
second variation s

WD) (4, ) = / L (Lw)? g,
Z\Um (pz)

—QZ / 8|X|2 +87TZUZﬁZ+R€,

O0De(ps)

where g = X#§ is the pullback metric of the minimal surface and D(p;) =
2~ Y(B,) is the preimage of the Euclidean ball B, C R? under the chart z. The
term R, is an error term with the property R. — 0 for ¢ — 0. Furthermore,
R only depends on the sum of the vy, ai, B; and ||uil|c2(p,(py))-

Proof. We choose wy, € C**(X \ {p1, ..., pm}) with the following properties:
wy, = w on De(p;) for all i = 1,...,m and wy — w in W>*(S\ U, De (ps), dpsg).
Furthermore, for 26 < § we choose a cut-off function

0on U™, Ds(p;)
ns =4 1 on X\ UL, Dos(pi) , 0<ns <1, ;e CF(X).

smooth interpolation otherwise

The function wy, coincides with w on D (p;). Thus, it has the same expansion

(I3) around each end. Define

s JIX[Poi + R(%) + Bims In | 2] + u,(2) on Dg(Pi)
wy, on X\ ULy D (pi).

By this construction we approximated only the logarithmically growing part
of w around each end. We define

§
§._ Wk
We notice that ¢¢ is a C%function on all of 3, and 1) — 1, = |2 asd — 0

in W22(3, du;) and ¢y — ¢ as k — oo in W22(X, duy).

Consider the family of C?*immersions U; = U + tyny, t € (—€,69). We
define the tracefree second fundamental form Aza = A — %ﬁ gij- The quan-
tity |121|§dug with § = ¥#§ is pointwise conformally invariant, see for exam-
ple [I5, Section 1.2]. Because of the Gaufi-Bonnet Theorem and the Gauf
equation 1|H|?> = K + L|A]? the Willmore functional W and the functional
T(V):=1 [, |fi|2dug differ only by an additive constant. Thus, we have that
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dtQW ‘ i dtQT () ‘ +—o- We mostly suppress the dependence of ¢ in the
notatlons We compute

d2
2W<\I])<wg7wli) = ﬁT<\I]t)‘t:0
d v, d? / .
= 7' . L1412 dus
<\\Il |2‘2\u2 1 De(pi) ‘t 0 g2 ‘t =0 Jum Due) 2| A[ dpg

d2 , o
T ae =01 lH I = Ky dug +/ 31 AP dpig }
2\Ug1De(pi) Uzn 1D6( i

& ) & .
=L oo (R = K g+ / o oA
i=1""€\l" 6

1
EA\U  De(ps)

2
o e
(14)

where we used several things in this computation:
e ¢ is of regularity C%“. Only for C? variations we a priori know

W), o) = oW,

e We used the conformal invariance of |fi|2dug on X\ U™, D(p;)-

e We also use that ¥ is smooth for interchanging differentiation and in-
tegration. In the first integral we have changed the metric conformally
to g which causes trouble at the ends. But we restrict ourselves to
Y\ U™, D.(p;) which is a compact part of the minimal surface X. There-
fore, differentiation and integration can be interchanged for the smooth
variation W;. On the other part U, D.(p;) we stay on the compact sur-
face with the smooth metric, therefore interchanging is not problematic.

e In the last step we used the formulas for the second derivatives of |ﬁ |*dpsy
and K,dpu, for the a compact piece of the minimal surface X computed

in [22, p.15 and Lemma 3.2]. For that, we also needed jﬂq‘jptp‘t 0 =

| X |22nx from [22, (4.6)]. And we did not write the § because we are

on the piece of the surface where w) = wy.

On the set U™, D.(p;) C 3 we notice that
d2
} dt2 ’t 0|A|2dM§’ S CleiHWQvQ(U:’;lDe(m)) (15)

1 De(p:)
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for a constant C' not depending on €, k nor §. Thus, by letting at first 6 — 0
and then k& — oo this term is of the order O(||¢|[w22um D)) Taking
the computations of Lemma into account we see that [|¢|w22wm D)
only depends on the sum of the v;, ay, 8; and |ugl|c2(p, (). And obviously,
[llw22um Do) — 0 when e — 0.

It remains to simplify the terms in (I4]) that come from the variation of K|
and are boundary terms. We use Lemma [B.T] and Stokes’ theorem to see that

1
/ d (Agwk*dwk - §*d|dwk\3) +d (2K, % dwy,) dpy =
Z\Uz 1D (2

22 / )ﬂ—&r;viﬁﬂrﬁ

with @ € O(e) only depending on the sum of the v;, oy, B; and ||uil|c2(p, (p,))-
We finally use that the Index form §*W(¥)(-,-) is continuous with respect to
the W22-norm on (X, du;) (using that X is compact). We use (I4)), (I5) and

(I6]) to get that

ZW”’)W’W:/E\UM@)%“” dug—2z /D@)

+ 87 Z Uiﬁi + RE,
=1

(16)

ODe(p;

0| X]*

where we also used fE\U;';lDe(p) (Lwg)? dpg — fz\um De(pi) 2 (Lw) for k£ —
00. The term R, contains @ € O(¢) and the quantity coming from (I3]).
As € > 0 is fixed, all remaining terms are finite. Thus, the second variation of

W is well-defined for functions v as given in the theorem.
O

Theorem 3.4. Let U : ¥ — R3 be a closed Willmore immersion such that
X = ‘PP :X\{p1, ooy D} — R3 is a complete, immersed minimal surface with
m embedded planar ends, m > 1. Consider a function w as in Theorem [3.3
but additionally having the same leading value at each end, i.e. w has around
an end p; of X an expansion of the form

w(z) = v|X (2 )\2+§R( 5+ BiInlz] + ui(z)

in conformal coordinates z as before, where v,3; € R, a; € C and u; €
C**(B,). We use the notation

w=: v| X (2)]* +wi.
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Then the second variation of W(V) into direction ny with ¢ = ﬁ can be
computed by the formula

1
W)@, 0) = 5 [ (Lo dn,
b
+2v/ Lwy(2 — Kg|X|2)d,ug+87TvZﬁi (17)
b =1
+ 22}2/ (KZIX[* — 4K | X %) dpg
b

Proof. We use the form w = v|X|> + w; and compute with the formula from
Theorem 3.3, Lemma BTl and A,/|X|* =4

1
W) (4, ) ‘hm{z/w o (a2 X L)

e—0
_ Z |X i Zm |
2v / + 8mv 2 ﬁz}

O0D(p;)

= lim { / 80 + 4v (2K, X |*v + Lwy ) dpg
E\U D (pz)

e—0
—1e
“
E\UngE(pi)
—22)2/ Ag|X|2dug+8ﬂvZ@},
E\Unge(pi) i=1

where we also used Stokes’ theorem to bring it back to ¥\ U™, D.(p;). Using
Ay X|* = 4 again we see that the integral 8v* [ du, cancels out. The terms
left over are precisely the terms in (I) but still on ¥\ U, D.(p;). In a last
step we take the limit ¢ — 0 and integrate over all of 3. O

(—2K,| X |*v + Lw1)2 ditg

N | —

Theorem 3.5. Let ¥ : ¥ — R3 be a closed Willmore immersion such that
X = MQ 2N\ Ap1, P} — R3 is a complete, immersed minimal surface
with m embedded planar ends, m > 1.

Assume that there exists a logarithmically growing Jacobi field on X, i.e. a
function u € C**(X\ {p1, ..., Pm}), Lu = 0, with expansion

u = Bilog|z| + @ (2) with @; € C**(B,), p; € R, ZB, # 0.

at each end p; in the local conformal coordinates z from the beginning of this
section.

Then we have that Indy, (V) > 1.
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Proof. For every such Jacobi field u we define w := v|X|* + u for v € R to be
chosen later. As Lu = 0 we get from formula (I7) that

w

2
PV xR [xp)

8m2@+2v /(K§|X\4—4Kg\X|2)d,ug.

The last integral is a positive constant c¢% only depending on the geometry of
X. Hence, using the notation 5 :=> ", f; we get that

2 woowo_ 2
J W(\I')(W, W) = v(875 + 2vcy).
For v = Q’Tﬁ the expression on the right hand side is —87;5 2 < 0. We
X
emphasize that Theorem B3] tells us that the W (¥)( w7 x) Is well-defined.

O

Remark The Morin surface [29, [12] is a Willmore sphere in R? with a quadru-
ple point and 167 energy. By Theorem it has Morse Index less or equal
than one. We will know explain why it actually has Morse Index equal to one.
We will prove the precise Index for all (smooth) Willmore spheres in the fol-
lowing section. But we want to note here that the above Theorem can also
be used to show that the Morin surface has Index one. This can be done as
follows:

The work of Montiel and Ros [27, Theorem 25] implies that the nullity, dim K
of the inverted Morin surface is five. By the work of Perez and Ros [32,
Lemma 5.2] it follows that the space of Jacobi fields that have at most loga-
rithmic growth at the ends is m + dim Ky, where m = #ends and K| is the
space of bounded Jacobi fields u with u(p;) = 0 for all i. Hence the number
of logarithmic growing Jacobi fields is m + dim Ky — dim K. In particular one
needs to show that dim Ky = 2 for the Morin surface.

The three coordinates of ng are bounded Jacobi fields, but they satisfy
u(p;) # 0, which implies that dim Ky < 2. There is one other Jacobi field
known, namely the support function u = X - nx, see [27]. In order to prove
u(p) = 0 for this Jacobi field we can compute that the assymptotic planes to
the four ends all meet at one point (w.l.o.g. the origin). This implies that the
support function u is a tangential variation at the ends, which implies u € K.
The last missing Jacobi field of X is the support function of the conjugated
minimal surface corresponding to X. Again, by computing that the assymp-
totic planes meet at one point we get that this Jacobi field is also in K. As it
is independent of the support function of X, we get that dim Ky = 2.

It remains to compute Z ., Bi # 0. By a computation that we will do in detail
in Proposition [£.4] we get that §; = 1 for alli = 1, ...,4 (using ZZ nx(pi)) =0
for the Morin surface). Thus, Theorem gives a posmve Index.
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4. Jacobi fields with logarithmic growth

In this section we want to proof the existence of Jacobi fields with logarithmic
growth on spheres with a least four ends. We are going to combine ideas of
[32] and [27] to establish their existence. Our general set up follows closely
[32, section 5].

As in the previous section we fix local conformal coordinates in a neighbour-
hood D(p;) around each of the ends p; of the minimal immersion X : ¥ — R3
such that z(p;) = 0.

The Jacobi operator on X is given by L = Ay + |VnX|§, where ny is the
Gauss map of the minimal immersion X and g = X*%. We note that L
is conformally invariant, hence we may “compactify” L by multiplying the
metric g by a stirctly positive conformal factor A\. We choose A in such a
way that in each D(p;) we have we have A\(z) = |2|%. We set § = A\g and
L=\ = Ay + |VnX|§. For our purpose it is convenient to choose A such

that § = W%, because for this choice L agrees with the Jacobi operator of the
Willmore immersion ¥ : ¥ — R3.

Let E = E(X) € C**(X\ {p1,---,,pm}) be the space of functions u that
have in a neighbourhood p; inside the domains D(p;) the following expansion

u(z) = R(Z) + aslnfz] + u(2) (18)

with a; € C, a; € R and u € C*%(D,). To get a better description of E; let us
fix for each p; functions on D (p;) = {z € £: |z| <€} C D(p;)

1(2) = n(l=]) (=) (19)
su(2) = n(l=])

where 7 is a smooth non-negative cut-off function with n = 1 for |z| < § and
n = 0 for |z|] > e. Consider the m-dimensional vector space V = V(X) =
0 il o = (@, ,ap,) € R™} and the (real) 2m-dimensional vector
space Vi = V1(8) = {3, R(aisi(2)): a = (a1, -+ ,am) € C"}. If we de-
note by C%*(X) the set of functions that are I-times differentiable and the /th
derivative is a-Holder continuous on the compact manifold >, we have

E=C*X)oV o W.

Furthermore, we consider the subspace E; C E of all functions in E that do
not have a logarithmic part i.e. a =0 or

B, =C%* (%) & V.

We remark that the space Ey := C%%(3) @ V had been investigated in [32].
The vector spaces F, Ey, E; are Banach space and in fact the topology is in-
dependent of the specific choice of the functions /;, s;. Since £ and In(|z|) are
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harmonic and each p; is a branch point of nx, compare ({3, L:E— CY (%)
is a bounded linear operator. The same is valid for Fy, F; in place of F.

A helpful tool will be the following integration by parts formula, which is a
generalization of [32, lemma 5.1].

Lemma 4.1. Let p be a planar embedded end of ¥ and let u,v have in the
conformal coordinates z at the end p an expansion of the form (I8)) i.e.

u(z) = afe(g) +alnfz] + u(z) (20)
o(z) = R+ Blnl] +v(:) (1)

Furthermore we may assume that the support of u, supp(u), is disjoint to all
the other ends. Then we have that

/ Luv —u Lvdpy = 2n(av(0) — u(0)5) — 27R(ad,v(0) — 0,u(0)b).  (22)
b
Proof. First we note that Luv —u Lv = Ajuv — u Agjv and

0 0
—/Luv—uLvdug:—lim Luv—uLvdpg = lim —uv—u—v
5 <=0 Js\D.(r) 0 Jop. ) O OV

where v denotes the outer normal to dD.(p). As mentioned before the op-
erators L and A, are conformally invariant. Therefore, we may perform the
calculations with respect to the metric dc of the chart. Thus we get that

/ Qu, Jov_ [ 0w, 0
aD.(p) OV ov  Jop, Or or

:/BBS (%(—3) + % +aru) (3%(2) + 8 1n(r) +V)

Tz
i)+ b —i—@rv) )

rz T

- (%(%) +aln(r) + u) (—éR(

Using |, oD, ”(Zr) = 0 for any function 7 that only depends on r we are left with

ou ov

u_
9B, 67” 87“

_ a b Q B
— /E)Be <3€E(_E)V - u%(—ﬁ)) + <;v — u;) + (0uv — ud,v)
=I. +II. +1III.

The integrand in the last term is clearly bounded which implies 171, = O(e).
Since v = v(0) + O(z),u = u(0) + O(z) we conclude that

I1. =27 (av(0) — u(0)5) + O(e).
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Finally we may expand v(z) = v(0) + 9.v(0)z + 9:v(0)z + O(2?) and therefore
using that z = %

/ a. _ / av(0) n ad,v(0) N adzv(0)r L o()
0 0B«

2
B, T'Z Tz r z

=0+ 2mad,v(0) + 0+ O(e).
Together with the equivalent expansion for u we conclude the lemma, since
I. = —=27%R (ad,v(0) — 0,u(0)b) + O(e).
O

This lemma suggests to introduce the following linear bounded operators on
E, (compare [32, section 5]): Given a function u € E with v = ). R(a;h;) +
Soiaili +u, u € C?*(X), we set

L(u) :==a e R™ S(u) :=a€C™
H(u) == (u(p1), - ,u(pm)) € R™  Z(u) := (O,u(p1),- - ,0u(py)) € C™

where we denoted by an abused of notation d,u(p;) the value 9,u(0) where 0,
is calculated with respect to the fixed conformal chart around p;. Note first
that we have By = EN{u: S(u) =0} and Ey = EN{u: L(u) = 0}.

Using a partition of unity subordinate to the open sets D(p;), i =1,...,m
and X\ {p1,...,pm} we directly conclude from the previous lemma

Corollary 4.2. Given u,v € E, we have that

/Luv—uLvd,ug = / iuv—uivdug
=27 (L(u) - H(v) — H(u) - L(v)) = 27R (S(u) - Z(v) — Z(u) - S(v)) .

We are now interested in the image of L : By, — C%*(X). For any linear
subspace F' C C%%(X) we denote with F'* its L?-orthogonal in C%%(X) with
respect to the metric g. Note that by our choice of A\ we have that F C
L*(3, 3). By classical functional analysis we have that if F C C%%(X) is
finite dimensional, there exist bounded orthogonal projections onto F' and
F*. So we have that

COL)y=F®F+.

Furthermore we have - = F. Note that if for another linear subspace W we
have F't C W then W+ is finite dimensional and we have C%*(¥) = W @ W+
and W++ = W. We define the following sets

K = ker(IA/|C2,a(Z))

Ky = L(E)*:, Ky := L(Ey)*, Ki = L(E)*



By classical elliptic regularity theory on compact manifolds we know that Lis
a Fredholm operator and so K is finite dimensional. Since L is self-adjoint we
have additionally that L(C?**(X)) = K*. But this has the consequences that
fort=0,1

L(E) D L(E;) D L(C**(%)) = K+

In particular this implies that K;,7 = 0, 1, 2 are finite dimensional, Ky C K; C
K fort=0,1 and

L(E) = Ki,L(Ey) = K&, L(E,) = K-

Compare [32], Lemma 5.2] for some results on Kjy. But unfortunately their
dimensional bounds on K are too weak for us to provide the existence of
logarithmic growing Jacobi fields in general. Hence we are particularly inter-
ested in I:(El) and therefore we would like to identify K;. Recall that the
components of ny are elements in K.

Before we are able to state our dimensional estimate on K7, we need to recall
that

nx : X —> 82

is a holomorphic map. In particular, we can associate to ny its ramification
divisor
R<nX> = T(Ql)Ql + -+ T(%“)Qr (23)

where r(g;) denotes the vanishing order of 0,nx. After an appropriate rotation
and an appropriate choice of local coordinates around ¢; that

g(2) = 27 for Pog(z) = nx(2) (24)

where P(w) = ﬁ (w+ w, —i(w — w), —1 + |w|?) is the inverse of the stere-
ographic projection from the north pole.

Proposition 4.3. Under the above assumptions we have that
Ki={ue K:Z(u)=0}. (25)
In particular we have
u(z) == a-nx(z) € Ky for each a € R>. (26)
If ¥ is a topological sphere we get that
K, ={a-nx:aecR*}. (27)
Proof. By definition of V; the map

S:Vj—-C™
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is one-to-one, in particular S : Ey — C™ is onto. As noted before, for each
v € Ey we have L(v) = 0. Since Ky = L(E))* C K = ker(L|c2a(x)) we deduce
for u € K; by Corollary 2 that

R (Z(u)-S(v)) =0 for all v € Ey;

giving precisely (25]). Since every end p;,i = 1,...,m, of ¥ must be a ramifi-
cation point of ny, see (@), we have r(p;) > 1 for i = 1,...,m. This implies

[26]) due to (25]).

Now we want to proof the precise description (27). First let us recall that if
Y : ¥ — R" is a branched minimal immersion with finite total curvature (and
therefore complete ends), we have

[ Ky =220 = ¥ C@n+ X b))

g€ ends of YV pé€ branch points of Y

where gy = Y#ps, e(q) denotes the multiplicity of an end ¢ of Y and b(p) the
order of a branch point p, compare [8, Theorem 1]. On the the other hand we
have ng/ész = —Kdpu,g, and thus

—/ K dug, = 4mdeg(ny).
s

Since ny : ¥ — S? is a holomorphic map, it is a covering map with associated
ramification devisor R(ny), ([23) and so we have by the Riemann-Hurwitz
formula that

X(%) = x(8?) deg(ny) — |Rl(ny) = 2deg(ny) — |R|(ny),

where |R|(ny) = >_,7(g;). Combining all the above equations we obtain for
any non-constant branched immersion Y

—[R|(ny) =2x(2) = ) (elg) + 1)+ B(Y) (28)

g€ ends of Y

where we used the abbreviation B(Y) = )
only important that B(Y") > 0.

b(p). For us it will

p€ branch points of Y

Now we will restrict ourselfs to the situation of ¥ = §* in which case (28]

reads
Rl(ny) = Y (e(g)+1)—B(Y) -4 (29)

q€ ends of Y

We denote by My = {p1,...,pm} the set of ends of X. By M; = {p; €
My: r(p;) > 1} the subsets where the ramification is bigger than 1 and finally
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by Ry := {q;: ¢ ¢ My} the set of ramification points of ny that are not an
end. Evaluating ([29) for X, where each end is embedded, gives

|R|(nx) = 2|My| — 4. (30)

As noted before r(p;) > 1 for each p; € My and r(p;) > 2 for each p; € M;. So
the above implies that
| Ba| + | M| < [Mo| — 4 (31)
Suppose that v € K7 which implies that u is a bounded solution of Lu = 0
on ¥\ {q,...,q}. Due to [27, formula 3.6]

Y(u) =unyx + (Ozud,nx + 0,udsnx) (32)

|0:2nx/?

defines a (possibly branched) minimal immersion with possible ends in {qi, - , ¢.}
and Gauss map ny. Suppose Y (u) is not constant. From (25) we have
0.u(p;) = 0 for all p; € My. But this implies that we have

Y (2)] < Clz|' ) +0(1)

in local conformal coordinates. In particular, p; is at most an end of multi-
plicity r(p;) — 1 and therefore Y (u) does not have ends in M, \ M;. For each
¢; € Ry we have just by the boundedness of d,u around ¢; that

Y (2)] < Cla| 7.

In other words, ¢; is at most an end of multiplicity r(g;). Denoting by My the
set of ends of Y we estimate

Y@+ ) =BY)-4< Y (el@+D)+ D (elg)+1) -4

q€Ey qE My NM; qeEMyNRy

< Y g+ DY @+ IMynRy| -4

qEMyNM; qgEMyNRy
<> r(q) — [ Mol + [My]| + [My N Ry| — 4
i=1

= |[R|(nx) — [Mo| + |My| + [My N Ry| — 4 < |R|(nx),

where we used (BI). This contradicts (29). Hence Y (u) must be constant
which implies by [27, Proposition 2] that u = a - nx for some a € R3.
U

Proposition 4.4. Let ¥ be a topological sphere. Then we have
Jiog :={u € E: L(u) #0 and Lu =0 on X\ {p1,...,pm}}
is linearly isomorphic to RN \ {0} with

N =m —dimspan{nx(p;): 1 =1,...,m}.
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Proof. Let us define the linear map A : R™ — R? given by

Aa = Z anx(pi)-

i=1

Note that ker A = RY. Hence the proposition follows if we show that L :
Jiog — ker A\ {0} is a bijection.

For the inclusion L(Ji,g) C ker(A) recall that for each a € R® we have that
Vg = a - ny is an element of K i.e. Z(v,) = 0. Since v, is bounded, we have
as well that L(v,) = 0,S(v,) = 0. Now given any element u € Jioe, we apply
Corollary to the functions v, and u and obtain

0 =27H(v,) - L(u).

If L(u) = « this is equivalent to

a- <Z nX(pi)oz,) =0 for all a € R?.
i=1

Hence the inclusion follows.
It remains to show that L : Jjog — ker (A)\ {0} is onto. Let o € ker (A)\ {0}

Le. > aynx(p;) = 0. Consider the function w = >_\" | a;l; € E where the [;’s
are the functions fixed in (I9). So we have L(w) = o and S(w) = 0. Applying
Corollary to the function w and v, we conclude for each a € R3

/ZLw v = 22(L(w) - H(0,)) = 27a - S s (pr) = 0.

i=1

Hence by [217) we conclude that Lw € Kj. But then there is v € F; with
Lv = Lw. Since L(v) = 0 by the definition of F; the function u = w — v

satisfies
Lu =0 and L(u) = L(w) = «a.

This concludes the proof. O

Lemma 4.5. Let X, Jjo, as above, then for each u € Jyo, there is a x such
that ﬁ € W22(3, dug) with the additional properties that

o |[Ax]*=16 on X;

e around each end p; it has in local conformal coordinates an expansion of
the form
X(2) = oil X (2)]* +x(2)

for some o; € {—1,4+1} and some smooth x;

o ifd=(01,...,0m) then & -L(u) #0.
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Proof. Given u € Jiog we set o« = L(u) € R™. If Y7 a; # 0 we choose o; = 1
for all 7 and choose y = | X|?.

Now suppose Y «; = 0. After relabelling the ends we may assume without
loss of generality that oy # 0. Setting 0y = —1 and o; = 1 for ¢ > 1 we have
that ", 0,0, = —2a; # 0. Fix a non-negative cut-off function n on D.(p;)
such that supp(n) C Dc(p1) and = 1 on D¢ (p1) where D.(p;) is the previously
fixed domain of the conformal chart. We define w := | X |* — 25| X |>. We have
w = |X|? outside of D (p;) and w = —|X|* inside of D¢ (p;). Furthermore, we
have for some smooth function r

4 on D.(p1)°
Agw=qr on D.(p1) \ D;(pl) )
—4  on D.(p1)

For s(z) = 4(1 —21p,_(p,)(2)) the function

f(x) = Agu(z) - s(x)

is bounded and compactly supported in the annulus A := D.(py) \ D;(pl);
and so is the function A~!f where \ is the conformal factor introduced at the
beginning of this chapter.

By classical L2-theory on compact manifolds and the Lax-Milgram theorem
the operator Ay = $A, : W?2(5,dpg) — L*(X) is onto. Let v € L*(X, dyg)
be the solution of

o

1

Since v is harmonic outside of A, we have that v is smooth outside the compact
set A. In particular v is smooth around each end. Hence

x(@) = w(z) —v(z)

has the desired properties, where we use Lemma to deduce that | )z"g €

W22(S3, dyuy). O

Recall that Bryant proved [4, 5] that all unbranched Willmore spheres in R?
come from inverted complete minimal surfaces with m embedded planar ends.
The easiest case is m = 1 for the standard round sphere. The next possible
number after that is m = 4 [5].

Corollary 4.6. Let X be a topological sphere and m > 4 then
Indy (V) = m — dimspan{nx(p;): i =1,...,m}.

Proof. Since the upper bound was already proven in Corollary 2.4l it remains
to show the lower bound. Recalling Definition 2.1 we let

Y := ®y0Y) and Y = ker(2).
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Assume by contradiction that dim(Y) < N := m—span{nx(p;): i =1,...,m}.

In this case we can find u € Jj,e such that ﬁ € Y+, the L? orthogonal of
|ul?

Y with respect to g. After scaling of u we may assume that fz X[ dpg = 1.
Let x be the associated function constructed in Lemma We may take an
L?-orthogonal decomposition of ﬁ and ﬁ with respect to Y, Y, and their
complement i.e.

X u
XP =v+ko+19 andW:kl—i-rl

with v € Y, ko, k1 € Yy and rg, 71 € (Y @ Yy)L. Now let us consider the vector
field w; := x + tu and the associated vectorfield

Y =

Wt
| X[?

=v+ (ko +thky) + (ro +tr) =1 v+ ky + 4. (33)

By construction we have that k; € Y and r, € (Y @ Yy)* for all ¢.
Let us now evaluate the index form *W(¥)(,) in two ways:

First w; satisfies the assumptions of Theorem for each t € R. Since
(v1,...,0) =0 and (B1,...,Bm) = tL(u), we deduce that

91X |2
20°W(W) (¢, 1y) = / (Lw,)? — 4/ IXE | yomi - L(u) + R,
S\UP, De(pi) U, 0. (i) OV

- /E\Um o (L0 X 1675 L) + R
i=1 PePi

- /E\Um o (L0 = |+ 1675 L) + R
i=1 Pe(Di

:/ (28x + Vi P)([Vnx 2x) + 167t & - L(u) + R..
E\UiZ1 De(pi)

Since |VnX|3 = —2K, is decaying sufficiently fast, compare (@), and A,y is
bounded on ¥, we can pass to the limit in € independent of ¢ i.e.

26°W(0) (Y, 1hr) = /Z(QAgX + |an|§X)(\VnX\zx) + 167t 7 - L(u)
=c, + 167t 7 - L(u), (34)

for some constant c,,.
On the other hand we may use the orthogonal decomposition (B3] to evaluate
W(T)(+,-) as a bilinear form on W#2(X, du,):
W) (g, 1) = W(T) (v + 14,0 + 1)
= W) (v, v) + 28°W(U) (v, 1) + W () (14, 71)
= W) (v,v) + EW(D) (ry, 1)

> )\min/|v|2dug + W) (ry, 1) = —cp + W(U) (e, 74) (35)
)
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for some constant ¢, > 0. In the estimates we used that &*W(U)(k;,-) = 0
since ky € Yy and 8*W(0) (v, 1) = [, Z(v)rydpg = 0 as Z(Y) C Y. Combining
B4) and (35) we have

52W<\I])<Tt, Tt) < Cy + Cy + 7t 7 - L(U,) .

Since ¢ L(u) # 0 for an appropriate choice of t € R we get that *W(U)(ry, 1) <
0 for r, € Y*. This is a contradiction. O

As a consequence we have for the Morin surface that Indyy, ¥ = 1. We can
use it to investigate the symmetry along the associated variation. Hence the
following proposition can be seen as an extension of Proposition

Proposition 4.7. Let U : §2 — R3 be a the Morin immersion. There is
locally a C*-family of sphere immersions ¥, : S? — R?® such that ¥y = U and
that locally decrease the Willmore energy and have a two fold symmetry.

Proof. Recall that combining Corollary with Theorem we deduce that
Indyy(¥) = 1. Hence let u € C°°(S?) be the function that realizes the negative

Index i.e.
Zu = —\u

for some A; > 0. We may normalize u such that [o,|ul>dp; = 1. Let I :
S§% — 8? be the orientation reversing isometry that is induced by the four fold
orientation reversing symmetry of the Morin surface i.e.

SoW(x)=WVol(x)and S(n(zx)) = —nol(z)

where S € SO(3) that rotation by 7.
Since [ is an isometry and Z is not sensitive on the orientation we have that

Z(uol)=(Zu)ol =—-Nuol.

Hence u o I is as well an eigenfunction to the same eigenvalue. We conclude
that u o I = ou for some o € R. Again, since [ is an isometry, we have that

o [l diy = [ oo 1P dpy = [ Ju s = [ Jul?dy
S2 S2 S2 S2

Thus we conclude that o € {+1,—1}. Consider the family U, = ¥ + t uny.
This family realizes the Index i.e. it degreases locally the Willmore energy. Due
to Proposition we know that W, can not preserve the four fold symmetry.
Nonetheless we have

S(W(2)) = S(U(x)) + tu(2)S(n(z)) = T(I(2)) - tu(e)n(I(x))
— W(1(x)) ~ tou(I(@))n(I(z)).

Hence we conclude on the one hand that o = +1 since otherwise we would have
S(Wy(x)) = Uy(I(z)). On the other hand we have nonetheless S?(¥;(z)) =
U,(I%*(x)). This shows the two fold symmetry. O
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A. Bounded harmonic functions are constant

Lemma A.1. Let X : X — R" be a complete minimal immersion with finite
total curvature K. If u is bounded harmonic function on X then u is constant.

Proof. The statement follows from a point singularity removability theorem
for harmonic functions. Recall we can choose a local complex coordinate on
a neighbourhood D(p;) around and end p; in 3 such that z(p;) = 0. With
respect to this local coordinates, we have
a;
om+1

Xa(2) = - +Y(2)

where the multiplicity of the end m > 1, because X is complete, and |z™*1Y (2)|
0 as z — 0. In particular we have

2017 = 172 (|aal* + bi(2))

with b;(z) = O(z) smooth. Without loss of generality we may even assume that
la;|> = 2. To “compactify” the Laplacian on ¥ we fix a function A\ € C*(X)
strictly positive such that A(z) = £ (]2|7™72(|a;|? + b;(2))) around each end p;.
The metric g := i g is smooth and compatible with the complex structure on
¥ determined by the pullback metric g = X#dgn. Hence we have Ay = AA,.
Furthermore (X,g) is now compact. Recall that u is harmonic hence in the
local coordinates around the end p; we have that

Au(z) =0 on B\ {0}.
Since u is bounded, u is harmonic across 0 and we have
Agu =0 on X.

But every harmonic function on a compact manifold is constant. O
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