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ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS OF HARMONIC MAPS WITH PRESCRIBED
SINGULARITIES

QING HAN, MARCUS KHURI, GILBERT WEINSTEIN, AND JINGANG XIONG

ABSTRACT. This is the first in a series of two papers to establish the mass-angular momentum
inequality for multiple black holes. We study singular harmonic maps from domains of 3-
dimensional Euclidean space to the hyperbolic plane having bounded hyperbolic distance to
extreme Kerr harmonic maps. We prove that every such harmonic map admits a unique tangent
harmonic map at the extreme black hole horizon. The possible tangent maps are classified
and shown to be shifted ‘extreme Kerr’ geodesics in the hyperbolic plane that depend on two
parameters, one determined by angular momentum and another by conical singularities. In
addition, rates of convergence to the tangent map are established. Similarly, expansions in the
asymptotically flat end are presented. These results, together with those of Li-Tian [24] 25] and
Weinstein [35] [36], provide a complete regularity theory for harmonic maps from R3 \ z-axis to
H? with these prescribed singularities. The analysis is additionally utilized to prove existence
of the so called near horizon limit, and to compute the associated near horizon geometries of
extreme black holes.

1. INTRODUCTION

Stationary vacuum black hole solutions play a fundamental role in general relativity. In
particular, they are expected to serve as the final state of gravitational collapse for isolated sys-
tems. They also saturate fundamental geometric inequalities involving the ADM mass, such as
the Penrose inequality and the mass-angular momentum inequality. It is therefore of paramount
importance to classify these solutions and understand their properties. In this regard, the classi-
cal black hole uniqueness ‘no hair’ conjecture asserts that the only 4-dimensional asymptotically
flat solution of this type is the Kerr black hole. An important milestone in this context is the
Hawking rigidity theorem [19], which guarantees that a stationary vacuum spacetime possesses
a rotational Killing field making it axisymmetric, under the assumption of analyticity. More
recent work by Alexakis, Ionescu, and Klainerman [3] [4, [5] has made significant progress towards
removing the analyticity hypothesis. It is with the axisymmetry condition that the harmonic
maps of interest make an entrance to this topic. In particular, the original uniqueness result
of Robinson [29] for a connected nondegenerate horizon relied on a divergence identity, which
through the observations of Bunting [9] and Mazur [26] could be explained from the point of
view of a harmonic map structure. In fact, it was earlier shown by Ernst [16] and Carter [10]
that the axisymmetric stationary vacuum Einstein equations reduce to an axisymmetric singular
harmonic map system from Euclidean 3-space R? to the hyperbolic plane H?. See the article
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of Chrusciel-Costa [12] (as well as [13]) for further details on the uniqueness result for a single
black hole.

The purpose of the present work is to establish precise regularity estimates and asymptotics
for singular harmonic maps arising from stationary vacuum spacetimes with degenerate horizons.
The primary aim is to use these estimates to prove in a companion paper the conjectured mass-
angular momentum inequality for multiple black holes. We shall analyze solutions in all relevant
regimes, namely in neighborhoods of the punctures, and in the asymptotically flat end. Since
the analysis in neighborhoods of axis points and poles have been previously treated by Li-Tian
[24] 25] and Weinstein [36], this fills-in the last gap in the study of the regularity of this type
of harmonic map. The notion of a puncture refers to the regime associated with a degenerate
horizon (extreme black hole), while a pole represents the intersection of an axis rod with a
nondegenerate horizon. In particular, we classify tangent maps at the punctures and establish
rates of convergence, while precise asymptotic expansions are obtained in the asymptotically
flat end. As mentioned, the analysis at punctures is primarily motivated by the mass-angular
momentum inequality studied by Chrusciel-Li-Weinstein [14], Dain [15], and Schoen-Zhou [31];
see [21] for the charged case. This Penrose-type inequality is tied to the grand cosmic censorship
conjecture [28], and is open for the case of multiple horizons. In connection with this problem,
Chrusciel-Li-Weinstein [14, Remark 2.2] stated that it is of interest to investigate and determine
the regularity of solutions in the neighborhood of punctures. As further consequences of our
results, we establish existence of the so called near horizon limit and classify the associated near
horizon geometries of extreme horizon punctures, proving that they depend on two parameters.
One parameter represents the angular momentum of the black hole, while the other is shown to
be given explicitly in terms of the change in angle defects between adjacent axis rods.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank the American Institute of Mathematics
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2. BACKGROUND AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Any solution of the asymptotically flat axisymmetric stationary vacuum Einstein equations
may be obtained by specifying a harmonic map from R3\ I' to H? with prescribed singularities
along I', where I" denotes the z-axis in R? and H? represents the hyperbolic plane of curvature
—2. The Dirichlet energy density of the map in question takes the form

e(u,v) = |Vul? + ™|V,
and the corresponding harmonic map equations are given by
Au — 2eM|Vo|? =0,

(2.1)
Av +4Vu - Vo =0.

The Laplacian A is with respect to the flat metric on R? parameterized in cylindrical coordinates
(p, z, $), while the hyperbolic metric is parameterized in horospherical coordinates

grs = dp® + d2% + p2de?,  gge = du® + e dv.

Due to the nature of the singularities on I', the total Dirichlet energy of these harmonic maps
is always infinite.
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A special role in our analysis will be played by the extreme Kerr harmonic map. This map
may be expressed in polar coordinates (r,8), with 6 € [0, 7] and such that p = rsinf, z = rcos ¥,
by

2m3(r + m) sin? 6)

1
uK:—lnsin9—§1n<(r+m)2+m2+ >

22) m*sin* 0 cos 0

s

where m > 0 is a parameter representing mass (or equivalently angular momentum divided by
mass) and ¥ = (r +m)? +m? cos? §. Notice that since sin@ = 0 on I' the function ug is singular
there, however

v = m?cos (3 — cos? 0) +

ui +Insinf  is smooth on R3.

Moreover, vk has a jump discontinuity at the origin, and in fact

(2.3) UK|F+ = 2m?, UK‘L = —2m?,

where 'y =T'N{z >0} and I'_ =T'N{z < 0}. Although the Dirichlet energy of the extreme
Kerr harmonic map is infinite, it has a finite renormalized energy where the renormalized energy
density of a map (u,v) is defined as

¢ (U,v) = |[VU|? + *|Vo]?,

where U = u + In(rsin @). This type of behavior exhibited by the extreme Kerr map will serve
as a model for general solutions. Furthermore, the multi-extreme black hole family of axially
symmetric harmonic maps constructed by Chruéciel-Li-Weinstein [14] have bounded H?-distance
to extreme Kerr harmonic maps near each puncture, the point on I' where the v-component has
a jump discontinuity.

The first result concerns the asymptotics of harmonic maps, possessing prescribed singularities
modeled on extreme Kerr, near punctures. Without assuming axisymmetry, it is shown that a
tangent map exists and rates of convergence to the tangent map are provided. In what follows,
By will denote the ball of unit radius centered at the origin in R®, while S? denotes the unit
sphere parameterized by the angles (0, ¢) with N and S representing the north and south poles,
Vs indicates covariant differentiation on the sphere, and H! will be the Sobolev space of square
integrable functions with square integrable derivatives.

Theorem 2.1. Let (u,v) € HL (B \T) be a harmonic map from By \ T to H2. Suppose that
|lu+Insinf| <A in B;\T,
¢/ (u+ In(rsinf),v) € LL (B \ {0}),
with
(2.4) v=aonB NIy and v=—aon B NT_ in the trace sense,

for some positive constants A and a. Then (u+ Insinf,v) € C3%(By \ {0}) for any o € (0,1),
and there exists a harmonic map (4,v) from S? \ {N, S} — H? satisfying

(@ +Insinf,7) € C3*S?),  T(N)=a, o(5)=—a,



4 HAN, KHURI, WEINSTEIN, AND XIONG

such that
(2.5) max (](r(‘),,)lv’gz (u(r) —a)| + e(3+°‘_k)ﬂ](7"8r)lvl§2 (v(r) — 17)’) < COrP,

for 1+ k <3, where C and (B are positive constants and u(r) = u(r,-), v(r) =v(r,-).

Observe that the weight e**(®) ~ dist(z,T')~% in ¢’ is sufficiently singular to guarantee that
the trace of v on I'y makes sense. We note that the asserted C%“-regularity in the punctured
ball follows from Li-Tian [24] and Weinstein [35], 36]. The primary contribution of Theorem [Z1]
is the existence and uniqueness of the limit (u,v), along with the rate of convergence as stated
in ([Z3). It is an interesting point that although axisymmetry is not assumed a priori for (u,v),
the tangent map must always admit the axial symmetry as is shown below. It should also be
noted that we do not assume that the renormalized energy is bounded up to the origin in this
theorem, that is €/ (u + In(rsin@),v) € L'(B,) for some 7 > 0 is not a hypothesis, however the
conclusions imply that this is so. The next result classifies all the tangent harmonic maps in the
above theorem, and proves their integrability in the sense of Allard-Almgren [6].

Theorem 2.2. Let (4,9) € H. (S*\ {N,S}) be a harmonic map from S*\ {N,S} — H?
satisfying

|G+ 1Insinf| <A on S
(2.6) Vg2 (i + Insin §)* + e'¥|Vgo|? € L1(S?),
9(N)=a and ©(S)=—a in the trace sense,

for some positive constants A and a. Then there exists a constant b € (—1,1) such that

1 1
2.7 u(s) = = In | — cosh(—2s + tanh ™1 b) | , 9(s) = atanh(—2s + tanh ™! b),
2 2
a
where s = %ln %;gg:z is arclength parameterization in H?. Moreover, the kernel of the linearized

harmonic map at (u,v) is 1-dimensional, and is generated by (Opt, Opv).

Interpretations may be given for the parameters defining the tangent map. Namely, a = 2.7 is
twice the angular momentum of the black hole, and as is described in detail below, the parameter
b encodes the difference of angle defects associated with I'; and I'_. Additionally, the problem is
invariant under v — £v+c for any constant c¢. Thus, the boundary conditions a and —a in ([2.6])
can be replaced with any two numbers whose difference is +2a. For any choice of parameters a
and b, the tangent map expression (2.7]) represents a geodesic in hyperbolic space parameterized
by arclength, which is a translation of the tangent map of an extreme Kerr, and agrees with the
extreme Kerr geodesic when b = 0.

The proof of Theorem 2.1l may be described as follows. Once regularity is established for the
renormalization (u+Insin @, v), the theorem consists of studying an isolated singularity problem
for the renormalized map, which shares some common features with the tangent map problem
for harmonic maps, see for instance Adams-Simon [I], Gulliver-White [17], Hardt [I8], Schoen-
Uhlenbeck [30], Simon [32, 33, B34], White [40]. In these works, a monotonicity formula with
respect to the energy density integrated on balls centered at singular points is crucial. However,
such a monotonicity formula is absent for the renormalized energy density in our setting. Never-
theless, due to the negative curvature of the target space H?, we instead can adapt the method
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of Schoen-Uhlenbeck [30] and Li-Tian [24] to establish uniform bounds for derivatives of the
renormalized map, away from the isolated singular points. Then, after developing some impor-
tant weighted estimates, we adapt the method of Simon [32, 33| 34] for establishing asymptotics
of solutions to elliptic equations with gradient type structure. Due to the last conclusion of
Theorem [2.2] the integrability hypothesis of Allard-Almgren [6] (see also [34]) is satisfied within
the context of the current problem, which yields the rate r° instead of the slower one |In 7|~ for
some vy > 0. Here the constant 5 can be chosen optimally, depending on the second eigenvalue
of the linearized operator at (u, ) for maps from S?\ {IV, S} — H? with prescribed singularity.
Having studied the asymptotics of solutions at punctures, we now establish expansions at

infinity. These will imply that the associated stationary vacuum spacetime is asymptotically
flat. The proof, however, is quite different from Theorem Il More precisely, we show that
the harmonic map system essentially becomes decoupled as r — oo, allowing for a separate
analysis of each equation via eigenfunction expansions. Some related results were obtained by
Beig-Simon [8] (see also Weinstein [36, Proposition 5]) for stationary vacuum solutions of the
Einstein equations. In what follows, the complement of the closed ball in R? will be denoted by
i
Theorem 2.3. Let (u,v) € HL (B \T) be a harmonic map from By \T to H?. Suppose that

lu+Inp|+|v| <A in By\T,

¢(u+1np,v) € Lio.(BY),

with
v=aonB;NTy and v=—aonBNT_ in the trace sense,
for some positive constants A and a. Then (u +1np,v) € C>*(BY) for all o € (0,1) and

‘u(r) +Inp—co—cr t =Yir 2 —Yor~ < Cr—378,

3
loss2)
|U(r) - %“0059(3 —cos? @) — cor~*sin? 9|cs(sz) < Cr 178,

for some 8 € (0,1) where cg, c1, ca, C are constants and Yy, Ya are degree 1 and 2 spherical
harmonics, respectively. Moreover, corresponding asymptotics are valid for the r-derivatives of

(u,v).

Theorems 2.1] and address the asymptotics of harmonic maps at punctures and in the
asymptotically flat end, respectively. The question of regularity in the vicinity of axis points,
and of poles, was previously studied by Li-Tian and Weinstein. In this situation, the origin of
coordinates may be taken at the axis point or pole, with the nonnegative z-axis representing
an axis rod, and the nonpositive z-axis representing either another portion of the axis or the
horizon rod for the latter situation. Since blow-up of the harmonic map should then only occur
on both the nonnegative and nonpositive z-axis, or just the nonnegative z-axis, the harmonic
functions In p or In/r — z are used to renormalize the map, respectively. In contrast with the
case of punctures, the tangent map at axis points and poles is trivial. Li-Tian [24] Theorem
1.1], [25 Theorem 2.2] and Weinstein [35, Theorem 5], [36, Corollary 1] were able to obtain
C3® regularity in neighborhoods of axis points and C™® regularity in neighborhoods of poles
for the renormalized maps, using the small energy regularity approach. Moreover, they assumed
separate extra hypotheses, such as a minimizing property [24], 25] or axisymmetry and bounded
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renormalized energy up to the origin [35, [36]. Theorem 211 2.2] and 2.3] together with the cited
results due to Li-Tian [24] 25] and Weinstein [35] 36], provide a complete regularity theory for
harmonic maps from R3 \ T' to H? with prescribed singularities.

We now discuss a geometric interpretation of the parameter b appearing in Theorem [2.2] as
well as an application of the asymptotic analysis at punctures. Consider the domain of outer
communication M* of a stationary axisymmetric 4-dimensional spacetime. Stationarity and
axisymmetry imply that the isometry group admits R x U(1) as a subgroup. Under reasonable
hypotheses [12], the orbit space M*/[R x U(1)] is homeomorphic to the right half plane {(p, 2) |
p > 0}, and the spacetime metric may be expressed in Weyl-Papapetrou coordinates as

(2.8) g = —cVdr? + p?e Y (do + wdr)* + e 22 (dp? + d2?),

where the U(1) symmetry is generated by 0, for ¢ € [0, 2m) and the time translation symmetry is
generated by 0. By setting u = U — In p, the vacuum Einstein equations [35] may be expressed
as the harmonic map equations for (u,v) : R3\ I' — H2, and a set of quadrature equations all
given by

(2.9) Au—2¢™|Vu|> =0, Av+4Vu- Vo =0,
(2.10) w, = 2pe*v,,  w, = —2petv,,

(211) p Nay, —2u, —p ) = uz —ul 4+ 64“(1)3 —02),  pHas — 2us) = 2upu, + 2,0,

Observe that the integrability conditions for (ZI0) and (ZII]) are equivalent to the harmonic
map equations (2.9). Moreover, the z-axis is decomposed into a sequence of intervals {I';};e7
for some index set Z, called rods. There are two types of rods, those on which |0y| vanishes
are designated as axis rods, while all others are referred to as horizon rods. It should be noted
that a horizon rod I';, may also be identified by the vanishing in norm of a Killing field, namely
Or + Q04 where ), = —w|r, is a constant indicating the angular velocity of the horizon. The
intersection point of an axis rod with a horizon rod is called a pole, while the intersection point
of two axis rod closures is referred to as a puncture. These latter points represent the horizons
of extreme black holes. The rod structure for the extreme Kerr harmonic map given by (2.2))
consists of two semi-infinite axis rods, and a single puncture at the origin indicating a degenerate
horizon.

An important issue when constructing the spacetime metric g in ([2.8)) from a harmonic map, is
the possible presence of conical singularities along axis rods. A conical singularity at point (0, zp)
on an axis rod I'; has an associated angle defect € (—o0,2m) arising from the 2-dimensional
cone formed by the orbits of J4 over the line z = zy. More precisely

27 27 - Radius Op eV (0,20

2.12 =lim ———""  — i — .
( ) or — 40 pl—% Circumference plg%) peU ¢

The existence of this limit as well as the fact that this quantity is constant along each axis rod,
follows from the interior axis regularity established by Li-Tian [24], 25] and Weinstein [35] [36];
specifically the constancy is a consequence of (2.11). We will denote the logarithmic angle defect

In (%), on an axis rod I';, by b;. Moreover, the absence of a conical singularity corresponds
to a zero logarithmic angle defect. In this case, the metric is smoothly extendable across the
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axis, which may be checked via a change to Cartesian coordinates. The conical singularity on
I'; is said to have an angle deficit if b; > 0, and an angle surplus if b; < 0. Physically, the
logarithmic angle defect’s sign determines the character of the force associated with the axis
rod, through the following formula computed in [35, pg. 921], namely

1
Force = 1 (e_bl — 1) .

We are able to give a precise relation between the tangent map parameter b, and the logarithmic
angle defects in the spacetime metric. It should be noted that the conical singularity difference
is independent of the angular momentum parameter in the tangent map.

Theorem 2.4. Let (u,v) be as in Theorem [2Z1 and azially symmetric, and consider the as-
sociated stationary vacuum spacetime (M?*,g). If the two axis rods T4y and Ty lying directly
to the north and south of the puncture p; = 0 each have logarithmic angle defect byy1 and by,

respectively, then
1+0
bjgi—b=In{——|.
I+1 1 =1n <1 — b)

Another concept associated with extreme black holes is that of the near horizon geometry
(NHG). These spacetimes arise through a limiting process in the vicinity of a degenerate black
hole (puncture), which infinitely magnifies the spacetime geometry at the horizon, see [22] for
a detailed review and [2] for the use of harmonic maps to construct these solutions. In the
physics literature, a rigorous justification of the so called near horizon limit that gives rise to
the NHG, is often not addressed. Here we show that this limit exists as a consequence of
the asymptotic analysis studied in this work, and compute the limit. More precisely, utilizing
polar coordinates centered at a puncture, the NHG metric is obtained from the scaling r = 7,
T=€¢17, ¢ = ¢+ Qe 7 by letting € — 0, where Q is the angular velocity of the black hole. A
relevant example is the extremal Kerr throat metric [7], which is derived from the extreme Kerr
solution.

Theorem 2.5. Let (u,v) be as in Theorem [2.] and axially symmetric, and consider the asso-
ciated stationary vacuum spacetime (M*,g). Then the near horizon limit exists, and gives rise
to the near horizon metric
5 (1+cos?f+2bcosB | , 2av/1 — b2 sin’ 0
gNH =—T dr
2av/1 — b2 1+ cos26 + 2bcos O
av'1— b2
_l’_ —
2
In particular, this agrees with the extremal Kerr throat metric when a = 27 and b = 0, where
J denotes angular momentum.

(d& + Zm)z

-2
(1 + cos® 6 + 2bcos 0) <d_% + d92> .
T

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [B] we prove regularity and uniform estimates
for the renormalized maps on a portion of the cylinder I x S%, where I is an interval. This is
inspired by Li-Tian [24] and Schoen-Uhlenbeck [30], with the primary goal consisting of certain
linear form estimates that are important for later applications. Section Ml is dedicated to the
proof of Theorem The proof of Theorem [2.1] is presented in Section Bl by adapting the
method of Simon [32] B3], while the proof of Theorem 2.3 is given in Section [fl Lastly, conical
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singularities and near horizon geometries are studied, and Theorems [2.4] and 2.5] are established,
in Section [7

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank YanYan Li for helpful discussions.

3. REGULARITY AND UNIFORM ESTIMATES ON THE CYLINDER

In this section, we discuss the regularity of harmonic maps away from the origin and derive
necessary estimates of the L>°-norms of harmonic maps and their derivatives in terms of the L?-
norm of a specific combination of derivatives. The analysis here will be applied to study both the
convergence near black holes and in the asymptotically flat end of associated stationary vacuum
spacetimes. It should be pointed out that the results of this section do not require axisymmetry.

Let (r, ¢,0) be spherical coordinate on R? with » > 0, ¢ € [0,27), 0 € [0, 7], and set

t=—Inr.
Note that the flat metric may be expressed with respect to the two radial coordinates as
dr? +r%go = e 2 (dt* + go),
where
go = df? + sin? d¢?
is the round metric on S?. We will denote the product metric on R x S? by
(3.1) g =dt* + go.

In order to write the harmonic map equations as a differential system on the cylinder, let V,
and A, be the gradient operator and Laplace-Beltrami operator with respect to the metric g,
that is

Vy = (at’vgo)v Ag = at2 + AQO‘
By a straightforward computation, the harmonic map system (2.9]) reduces to the following set
of equations on R x S?:

Agu — Opu — 27|V v|? =0,
Agv — 0w +4Vgu - Vyv =0,
where - represents the inner product given by g. Furthermore, by setting
(3.3) L=Ay—0 =0} -0+ Ay,
the system of equations (3:2) may be rewritten as
Lu — 2|V v|? = 0,
Lv+4Vgu-Vgav =0.
Let N be the north pole on S? and S = —N the south pole. We will consider the model

function Insin§ on S?. Note that Insin @ is singular only at N and S. A simple computation
shows

(3.2)

L(Insinf) = —1.
Let w € C*®([-2,2] x $?\ {IV, S}) be a positive function satisfying
(3-4) [Inw — Insin 0| c10(|_2,9)xs2) < Ar,
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for some constant A7 > 1. We can take a larger Ay, if necessary, to have
(35) ”LlanC's([—2,2]><Sz) < Al.

In the rest of the section, w is fixed to satisfy ([B.4]). The reason for carrying out the analysis with
a general singular function instead of restricting to the model, is that different models will be
needed when applying the results below to study expansions near horizons and in asymptotically
flat ends of stationary vacuum spacetimes.

In what follows we introduce a renormalized function ® given by

(3.6) u=®—-Inw,

and consider weak solutions of the renormalized harmonic map system
L® — 2|V o> = LInw,
Lv+4Vgu- Vv = 0.

It will be assumed that (®,v) € H((—2,2) x S?) satisfies

(3.7)

(3.8) B <A on (-2,2) xS?%
2
(3.9) / / (V@ +w ™V, 0[?) dvoly,dt < oo,
-2 SZ
for some constant A > 1, and in trace sense
(3.10) v=aon (—2,2) x {N}, v=—aon (—2,2) x{S},

for some positive constant a. Here H' represents the Sobolev space of L? functions having
square integrable derivatives. Moreover, by referring to (®,v) as a weak solution this should be
understood in the distributional sense, see Li-Tian [24] for further details.

Remark 3.1. Consider the Dirichlet problem
Lé =Llnw on (-2,2) x $?,
£=0 on{-2,2} xS
By (B.3]), there exists a unique solution ¢ € C%([-2,2] x §?) of @B.1I)) satisfying
1€]lco((—2,2)xs2) < C A,

for some universal constant C' > 0. It may be checked that (® — &, v) then satisfies (B.7)) with
a homogeneous right-hand side, and with a different w in ([B.6). Therefore, in studying the
regularity of (®,v), it may be assumed without loss of generality that Llnw = 0.

(3.11)

We we begin with an energy estimate for the density
eg(®,v) = |V, 0 + |V, v
Notice that in the proof below, only the first equation of (3.7)) will be utilized.

Lemma 3.2. Let (®,v) € H'((—2,2) x S?) be a weak solution of B1) satisfying (3.8), (3.9),
and BI0Q) for some positive constants A and a. Suppose that Llnw = 0. Then

R 2
5000A
/_R /S2 eg(®,v) dvoly,dt < 7(2 “ Ry
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for any 0 < R < 2.

Proof. Let n = n(t) € C%(—2,2) be a smooth cut-off function satisfying 0 < n <1,

10

_ _ /
n=1 on (-R,R) and ||+ (2-R)n" <5—g

Using n? as a test function in the first equation of (3.7)), we have

d u
/ /s2 277 + - pril n?) — 2net \ng\z] dvolg,dt = 0.

Since |®| < A, it follows that

2 1000A
12 2pdu 2 <
(3.12) /_2 /Szn eV gu|* dvolgydt < G_R)

Next, using n?® as a test function in the first equation of ([B.7)), we have
2
1 ,d
/ / [at@at(cbn?) + 172V @] — 5(1’2&"2 + 202 ®e* |V |2 | dvoly,dt = 0,
—2.JS2

and by the Cauchy inequality

1
020,(1%) = S0y — 422 |0y .
Hence
1 A2
/ / n?|V 4 ®|? dvoly, dt < < 000 / / 2|V yu|? dvol g, dt.
S2
Combining the above inequality with (B:El) produces the desired result. O

We now proceed to study the regularity and uniform estimates of (®,v). Li-Tian [24] proved
that (®,v) € C3 for any 0 < o < 1, if it is a local minimizer. The minimality was used only
in the proof of a monotonicity-type formula, which can be derived from a Caccioppoli-type (or
reverse Poincaré) inequality in our setting as Nguyen [27, pg. 424] pointed out. For any Py € S?,
we denote by Br(Fy) the open geodesic ball centered at Py with radius R > 0, and set

QR(t(),P()) = (to — R, to + R) X BR(P()).

The following Caccioppoli-type inequality may be viewed as corresponding to Lemma 4.1 of
Li-Tian [24].

Lemma 3.3. Let (®,v) € H'((—2,2) x S?) be a weak solution of [B1) satisfying (3.8), (39),
and BIQ) for some positive constants A and a. Suppose that Llnw = 0, ¢; € [—A,A] is an
arbitrary constant, and co = a if N € Bas(Py) while co = —a if S € Bos(Py) otherwise ¢y is an
arbitrary constant. Then for any Qs(to, Po) C (—2,2) x S? with 0 < § < 1/2 it holds that

/ eg(®,v) dvoly < — (1@ — e1? + w v — e2?) dovoly,
Qs2(to, Po) 2 Qs(to,P0)\Qs/2(t0, 1)

where C' is a positive constant depending only on A and A;.
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Proof. Set § = e %'g. A simple computation shows that
’ngfz = eztfvgfﬁ Agf = ezt(Agf -0 f) = €2th7
for any f € C?(R x S?). Moreover, if Llnw = 0 then (3.7) is equivalent to
Ag® — 21| V0|2 =
(3.13) g® — 27 [Vgul" =0,
Ag'U + 4V§U . V§U = O

We now have that (®,v) is a weak solution of (3.I3) on (—2,2) x S2.

Let n € C?(Qs(to, Py)) be a cutoff function with 0 < n < 1, n = 1 on Qs/2(to, Po), and
|OFn| + \Vgon\ < 1067% for k = 1,2. Note that the second equation of (3I3) can be written
in the divergence form div(e®Vzv) = 0. Then using n?e*(v — c3) as a test function in this
equation, and applying the Cauchy inequality produces

0= / M Vv - Vy(n* (v — c2)) dvol;
Qs(to,Po)

= / (64“\V§U\27]2 +2n(v — c2)e" Vv - Vgn) dvoly
Qs(to,Po)

1
> 3 / e |V v|*n? dvoly — 4/ M| Vgnl* (v — ¢2)? dvolj.
Qs(to,Po) Qs (t0,P0)\Qs 2 (to,Fo)
It follows that
(3.14) / M|V v|*n? dvoly < % / e (v — ¢)? dvolj.
Qs (to,Po) 0 Qs (t0,Po)\Qs/2(t0, )

Using n?(® — ¢;) as a test function in the first equation of B.I3)) yields

/ Vi® - V(3 (® — c1)) dvoly
Qs(to,Po)
= —2/ e |Vu*n?(® — ¢1) dvoly
Qs (to, 1)

<4A eV v|*n? dvoljy.
Qs(to,Po)

By the Cauchy inequality again, and ([3.14]), we conclude that

C
/ ’Vg@PT,z d’UOlg < (5_2/ ((@ — 01)2 + €4u(v _ 62)2) dUOlg.
Qs (to,Po) Qs (t0,Po)\Qs/2(t0, o)

Now observe that |u + Inw| < A implies

/ (V5@ + e™|Vv[*)n® dvoly
Qs(to,Po)
C 2 —4 2
< ﬁ/ (2 —c1)” +w (v — 2)?) dvolg.
Qs(t0,P0)\Qs/2(to0, o)

Since e~ has positive upper and lower bounds on (—2,2) x S?, the gradients and the volume
forms can be changed from § = e %! g to ¢g. This gives the desired inequality. ([l



12 HAN, KHURI, WEINSTEIN, AND XIONG

Theorem 3.4. Let (®,v) € H'((—2,2) x S?) be a weak solution of [B.1) satisfying B.8), (3.9),
and BI0) for some positive constants A and a. Then 0" 03 (®,v) € C3((=2,2) x S?) for any
€ (0,1) and m +n < 3. Moreover, for any 1 < R < 2 the following estimates hold

> 1107032, v) e (—r Ry xs2) < C
m+n<3

and

3
Z Z w! ‘8@8[”8;(1} - a)‘ <Ow*t™  on (—R,R) x S3,

(315) =0 mn<3

Z 3w (aga?% v—l—a)‘ < Cw®  on (“R,R) x $2,

=0 m,n<3

where S% = {0 < 0 < w/2}, S2 = {n/2 < 0 < 7}, and C is a positive constant depending only
on A, A, a,a,R.

Proof. By Remark Bl we can assume that LInw = 0. Given Lemmas and B.3] the proof of
the desired result follows from the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 5.1 of Li-Tian [24]. Although not
stated here, it should be noted that (®,v) is in fact smooth in the ¢ and ¢ variables. Away from
the singular set of Inw, these results were established by Schoen-Uhlenbeck [30]. O

Theorem [3.4] gives the basic regularity and estimates of weak solutions (®,v) to the harmonic
map equations ([B.7), up to a certain order. This, however, is not sufficient to adapt the method of
Simon [32] concerning analysis of asymptotics. For this purpose we will establish, in Proposition
B8 below, L>®-estimates for derivatives of (®,v) in terms of a linear form involving certain L2-
norms of derivatives, with constants depending on A and A; from (B4). If § < 6 < 7w —§ for
some § > 0, such linear estimates follow from standard elliptic theory for linear equations with
smooth coefficients. Extra work is needed if 6 is close to 0 and 7, due to the singular behavior
of u. We will incorporate some ideas from Li-Tian [24].

Let us first make a simple but important observation. Note that the second equation of (3.7])
may be regarded as a linear equation for v. Indeed, upon introducing the corresponding linear
operator L = L 44V u - V4, we have

Lh=Lh—4(Vylnw — V) - V,h,

according to ([3.6). Notice that ® € C3((—2,2) x S?) for any a € (0,1) by Theorem [3.4] and
V4 Inw is singular at the north and south poles NV, S. We begin with two preperatory lemmas.
The first rephrases Lemma 4.4 of [24] in our specific settin

Lemma 3.5. Let (®,v) € H'((—2,2) x S?) be a weak solution of B1) satisfying (3.8), (3.9),
and BI0), and let f be continuous on (—2,2) x S% with

1f(t,6,0)| < K(sin@)'™  on (=2,2) x Si’

IThe Apoo in (4.38) of [24] should be Vpoo, see their proof on page 20. In addition, Lemma 4.4 was misquoted
as Lemma 4.3 at the start of its proof.
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for some constants o € (0,1) and K > 0. Suppose that h € C*((—2,2) x S%) is a solution of
the equation

Lh+4Vgu-Voh=f on (-2,2) x $%,
and satisfies h =0 on (=2,2) x {N}. Then
(3.16) [h(t,6,0)| < C(sind)* (K + [|hl| oo (2 2)xs2))  on (=1,1) x §%,
where C'is a positive constant depending only on o, Ay, and the C'-norm of ® on (—2,2) x Si.

The proof of Lemma is based on a barrier function argument. The coefficient 4 in the
gradient term is responsible for the constraint on the largest possible order of decay near the
north pole, as expressed in ([B.16). We refer to Lemma 4.4 of [24] for further details.

Lemma 3.6. Let h € C?((—1,1) x S2) be a solution of
Lh+ (sin@)~'b- Vyh = (sinf)"2f  on (—1,1) x SZ.
(i) Assume that b € L*>((—1,
any —1/2 <t <1/2 and P = (
P .3
IVgh(t, P)| < C(sin @)~ (|hll noo s,y + (S0 0) "2 | fll Lo 1))+
1

where 6 = 5 min{disty, (P, N),1/2} and C is a positive constant depending only on p and the
L>®-norm of b on (—1,1) x $2..

(ii) Assume that b, f € C*B((—1,1) x Si) for some k > 0 and B € (0,1). Then for any
—1/2<t<1/2 and P = (¢,0) € S% with 0 < § < 7 /4 it holds that

VEh(t, P)] < Clsind) ™ (Al e@sery + 1 lsiopry)s L= 1wk +2,

where § = £ min{disty,(P,N),1/2}, the notation |- |’2'kw3(Q5(t,P))
and C' is a positive constant depending only on k, B, and the C*P-norm of b on (—1,1) x Si.

1) x §2) and f € LP((—1,1) x S2) for some p > 3. Then for
,0) €S2 with 0 < 6 < m/4 it holds that

indicates scaled Holder norms,

Proof. The first conclusion follows from the scaled W?2P estimates for linear elliptic equations,
and the second one follows from scaled Schauder estimates. O

The next result is a preliminary form of a portion of the estimates needed for the asymptotic
analysis relying on Simon’s method. Notice that the right-hand side of the estimates depend
on all derivatives of v. Ultimately, estimates which effectively only depend on t-derivatives are
needed for applications, and will be achieved subsequently.

Proposition 3.7. Let (®,v) € H'((—2,2) x S?) be a weak solution of B.1) satisfying (B.8),
BA), and BIQ) for some positive constants A and a. Then for any 0 < a < 1,1 < Ry < Ry <
2, and l,m,n =0,1,2,3 the following estimates hold

(a},a;nag(v - a)( < CoP O WV 0l 2 ramyxs?y  on (—Ri, Ri) x S2,
(aga;na;;(v + a)( < Co* w2V ol pa(pamayxs?)  On (—Ri, Ri) x S2,

where C' is a positive constant depending only on a,a, A, A1, Ry, and Rs.
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Proof. We give arguments only for S%r, as the proof for S? is analogous. By Corollary 4.1 of
[24], we have the weighted Poincaré inequality

lw™2(v = @)l L2((— Ry, Ra) x (20 {0<3/4})) < Clw > Vvl 2((— Ry, Ra)x (521{0<3/4}))

where C'is a positive constant depending only on A; and Ro. We now view the second equation
of (1) as a linear equation of v —a. Let Q CC (—Rg, Ry) x (SN {# <5/8}) and 0 < a < 1.
Then Theorem [B.4] above and Theorem 1 of [27] yield

Sup w™ BT (v — a)| < Cllw™(v = a)|l L2((— Ry, Ra)x (82M{0<3/4})

where C'is a positive constant depending only on a, o, A, and 2. We point out that this estimate
is proved with a De Giorgi iteration. The difficulty arises from the singularity of the coefficient
Vgu in the second equation of [B.7). We refer to the proof of Theorem 1 in [27] for further
details. The higher order estimates follow from Lemma O

We are ready to establish the main estimate in this section. These pointwise bounds for the
radial derivatives will play a fundamental role in the asymptotic analysis near black holes.

Proposition 3.8. Let (®,v) € H'((—2,2) x S?) be a weak solution of [B.1) satisfying (B.8),
B3), and BIO) for some positive constants A and a. Suppose that Vg 0;Inw = 0 and
O(LInw) = 0. Then on [—1,1] x S? the following estimate holds

2 1/2
10,0] + 90| < o(/ / (1087 + ¢"(190]? + [0 Ine? V)] ol
—92 SQ

and for any o € (0,1), k=1,2,3, and j = 0,1,2,3 the higher order derivatives satisfy
- P
0F V7 @] + w3 70F VY v

2 1/2
< C</_2 /S2 (|0:@)* + e*|op]?) dvolgodt)

2 m 2 1/2
+ C||0; lnw”cs((_m)xgz)( ) e eV g, v dvolgodt) ,
where C' is a positive constant depending only on a,a, A, and A;.

Proof. We will write (®¢,v;) = (0P, 0w) for brevity. Since dy(LInw) = 0, differentiating
equations (3.7) with respect to ¢ produces

L&, — 4™V v - Vv, — 8e™ |V v2®; + 8¢ |V v[?9, Inw = 0,

3.17
( ) Lvg +4Vgu - Vv +4V @, - Vyv — 4V, 0 Inw - Vv = 0.

For the last term in the first equation, write |V v|* = |9;v|? +|V,4,v|* and move the portion with
|Vgov|2 to the right-hand side. Moreover, note that in the last term of the second equation, the
portion involving Vg, v is absent since V4,0; Inw = 0. Equations (8I7) may then be rewritten
as

L®y 4+ b7 - ngt + b12P4 + b13vr = by,

3.18
( ) Lv; + 4Vgu . ngt + by - ng)t + boouy = 0,
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where
bll = —4e4“ng, b12 = —8€4u’VgU’2,
bis = 8¢ Pwd; Inw, by = —864“|Vgov|28t Inw,

and
b21 = 4ng, b22 = —48152 Inw.
By Theorem [3.4] and the conditions on w, we have
|b11] < Cwe™, |bia| < Cw®, |bis| < Cw™e,

3.19
(319 lbo| < Cw®|8; Inw|e® |V 4,0], |ba1| < Cw?t, |bao| < C.

15

Step 1. Energy estimates. Fix a constant t; € (1,2) and a smooth cutoff function n(t) €
C?(—2,2) with n = 1 on (—t1,t1). Take 7?®; as a test function for the first equation of (B.IS]).

By the Cauchy inequality and (B19]), for any ¢ > 0 we have

2 2
/_2 /S2 Vg ®:|*n* dvolgydt < s/_2 /S2 M|V vy |2n? dvolg,dt
2
+ C(E)/ / (14> + e*|ve|* + 0y Inw|?|V gy v|?) dvoly,dt.
—9.Js2

We may write the second equation of (B.I8]) as
6_4udng(e4uvg’l}t) - at’l)t + b21 . Vg(I)t + bQQUt = 0,

and take n?e*“v; as a test function. Again, the Cauchy inequality and (3.19) imply

2 2
/ / 64“|ngt|2772 dvolg,dt < 6/ / |Vg<1>t|2772 dvolg,dt
—2J8§2? _2J§2

2
+C(e) /2 /S2 e |vg|? dvoly, dt.
Choosing € = 1/2 and summing the above two inequalities produces
t1
(3.20) / / (V@) + €*|V v ]?) dvoly,dt < CZ2
—t1 S2
where for brevity we have set
2 2, 4 2, 4 2 2 1/2
== (/ / (@47 4+ ™ |ve]® + e*]0; Inw]|?|V gy ]dvolgodt)
-2 S2

Step 2. H?-estimates and C°-estimates. Observe that (3.I8) and (3.19) yield
|L®;| < C(e®|Vgui| + |®4] + €2*vg| + €210y Inw]|V 4o 0]),
|[Lve| < C(e"[Vgu| + [V ®e| + [ur]).

and by (B:20)) it follows that

t1
/ / (|L®¢|? + |Lvy|?) dvol o dt < CZ2.
—t1 JS?
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Next, fix a constant t3 € (1,¢;) and note that the interior H2-estimates then give

(@4, 06) | r2((—t, 1) x52) < C (I Pr, ve)lL2(j—ty 11]x82) + 1 (LPs, Lop) | L2ty 41]x52))

< CE.
Therefore, by the Sobolev embedding theorem we obtain
(3.21) max (| + |ve]) < CE.
[—t2,t2]xS?

This implies the first inequality in the proposition.
Step 3. By Step 2 and the Sobolev embedding theorem, we also have
(3.22) ||vg”t||L6([—t2,t2]xS2) <C=E.
Now write the first equation of ([B.IJ]) as
L®; = (sinf)2f,
where
f= sin2 9(—b11 . Vg’Ut — b1 Py — bygve + bo)
Fix a constant t3 € (1,t2), let P = (¢,0) € S2\{N}, and take § < to—t3 with § < disty, (P, N)/2.
Then for any ¢ € [—t3,t3], we find by Lemma [3.6] (i) with p = 6 that
o AR |
IVg®:(t, P)| < C(sin0) " (|94 oo (s t,p)) + (5100) 72| Fl Lo (@5 (0.p)) -
In addition, take any « € (0,1) and observe that (3.19) shows
|f| € Cw*(|Vgui] + @] + vg| + (8 Inw)e? V yov]),

so that (B.21)) and (3.22) yield

111 Ls@st.py) < Cow®™ (4 [[(0 Inw)e®™ V gyl poo ([—t,t2]x52)) -
Therefore, by choosing o = 1/2 we obtain
(3.23) [V®@(t, P)| < Cw™ (E+ [|(8: Inw)e™ V gy 0l 1o ([—t3,19] x52)) -

In the following, o € (0,1) will again be arbitrary. By Proposition B.7, for any ¢ € [—to, o]
we have

[os] < Cw* w2V gl L2 -ty ]x52)
< Cw (€2 0l 2 -ty 1] x52) + €2 Vo0l L2((—ty 41]x52)) -

Notice that the first term of the second line in this inequality is a part of =, and therefore
(3.24) 0] < Cw?t (2 + [V g0l 122,21 x57)) -
Similarly, for any ¢ € [—t9, to] it holds that
(3.25) Vgov| < Cw® (2 + (1€ Vg0l L2 (2,2)x57)) -
Using this in (3.23)) then shows that
(3.26) [Vg®i| < Cw™ (E 4110 Inw] oo ((—2,2)x52) 167 Vo ull 12((—2,21x52))

for any t € [—t3,t3]. We point out that the decay order 3 + « in ([3:24]) is optimal. However,
(B:24) is not the desired estimate due to the absence of 9; Inw with the L?-norm of eV, v.
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Next, write the second equation of (B.I8) as
Lvg +4Vgu - Vv = —bay - V @y — bagvy.
By combining (3.26]) with the estimate of be; in ([B.19), for any t € [—t3, t3] we get
(3.27) |ba1 - V@4| < Cw'™(E + (|0 Inw]| oo (—2,2)x52) 1€ Vg vl| L2 ((—2,21x52)) -
Also in this domain, ([8.24]) implies that
|b2ve| = 4|07 Inw|fve| < Cw™ (2 + |07 || oo (—,21x52) €7 Vgo vl L2 (—2,21x82) )

where C' is a constant depending only on A, A, and . Moreover, let ¢4 € (1,t3) and note that
Lemma [B.5] together with ([3.21)) produces

(3.28) ve| < Cw™ (2 + |0 Inwl|or ((—2,97x52) 1€** Vgovll 12 ((—2,9 x52))

for any t € [—t4,t4], where again C' is a positive constant depending only on A, A;, and «a.
Observe that ([B.28]), rather than (3.24]), is the desired estimate for v;.
In order to estimate derivatives of v, write the second equation of ([BI8]) as

Lv; +4Vgu - Vgu, = —(sin 6)_2(sin 9)2(b21 - V@i + baguy).
Then [B.27) and (B:28]) show that the right-hand side is controlled for ¢ € [—t4, 4] by
(sin 6)?[ba1 - V@ + bogvy| < Cw® (2 4 (|0, Inwl|on (—2,2x82) 167 Vo v | L2 (12,21 x52)) -
We may now fix t5 € (1,t4) and apply the first part of Lemma [3.6] to obtain
(3:29) [Vgui| < Cw? (2 + (|0 nw|lcr (—2,2x82) 167 Vo v | L2 (-2,2)x52))

for any t € [—t5,t5]. This gives the desired estimate for V4, v, but not dv;.
In order to improve the derivative estimate for ®;, write the first equation of (B.I8]) as

Lo = f, f="bo—bi1-Vgv — b12®; — bi3vy.
Combining (3.19), (3:25), (328), and [B.:29) yields
1f] < CE+ 10 nwllor (29 xs2) 1€ Vvl L2 (2,2 x52)) »
for any t € [—ts5,t5]. Fix tg € (1,t5), and observe that the interior W?P-estimates along with
B21)) produce
IVo®¢| < C ([Pl poo((ts.15)x52) + I1F I Loo ([t .15 x52))
< C(E+ 10 Inwll o1 ((—2,2)x52) €24V g0l £2((—2,2)x52))

for any t € [-1/2,1/2]. This is the desired estimate for V,®;; compare (3.30) with (3.26)).

In summary, we have derived the desired estimates for 0;®, Ov, 9;Vyv, and O;V,P, as
expressed in (3.21)), (3:28)), (3:29]), and (B.30), respectively. We point out that (3.29]) does not
yield the appropriate estimate for 9?v. By a bootstrap argument using the second part of Lemma
[3.6] one can establish the necessary estimates of higher order derivatives. We refer to Section 5
of Li-Tian [24] for more details concerning the bootstrap procedure. d

(3.30)

In a similar manner, we are able to estimate difference of two solutions.
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Proposition 3.9. Let (®,v),(®,0) € H'((=2,2) x S?) be weak solutions of B satisfying
BI), BI), and BI0) for some positive constants A and a. Then on [—1,1] x S?, for any
a € (0,1) and j,k =0,1,2,3, it holds that

OV (@ — ®)| + 03|V (0 — D)

2 - 1/2
< C(/ / y<1>—c1>y2+w—4yu—@\2dvozgods> ,
-2 §2

where C' is a positive constant depending only on a,a, A, and A;.
Proof. Set (wy,ws) = (® — ®,v —9) and & = ® — Inw. By (B7), a simple subtraction yields
Lw; — 2|V v|? + 2¢*|V,0|* = 0,
Lwy +4Vyu - Vv —4Vgu - Vo = 0.
Furthermore, a straightforward computation produces

e4“|ng|2 _ e4ﬁ|ng7|2 — e4uvg(v —|—’L~)) X vgw2 + e4ﬂ|ng)|2(e4w1 _ 1),

and
Vou-Vgv — Vg - Vg0 =Vgu-Vows + Vg0 - Vywi.
Therefore
Lw; — 2eMV (v + 1) - Vowy — 2|V 02 (e*r — 1) = 0,
(331) 1 g( ) g2 ‘ g ‘ ( )

Lws + 4V gu - Vgwy +4V 0 - Vawy = 0.

We note that the term involving e*®! — 1 in the first equation can be viewed as a linear term in
wy. Hence, the equation ([B.31]) has a similar structure as (B.I7), with the terms involving Inw
absent here. We may proceed similarly as in the proof of Proposition B8 details are omitted. [

4. SINGULAR HARMONIC MAPS ON THE SPHERE

In this section, we will classify singular harmonic maps on the sphere as well as their Jacobi
fields. The harmonic map equations from open sets of S? to H? can be written as

(4.1) Agyu — 2|V v|? = 0,
Agov +4Vgu-Vyv =0,
or equivalently,
divgy (Vgou — 2¢* 0V gyv) = 0,
div, (€*"V 4ov) = 0.
Let a,A > 0 be constants and set w = sin#. It will be assumed that (u + Inw,v) € H'(S?)

satisfies

(4.2) lu+Inw| <A on %

(4.3) /S2 (IVgo(u+Inw)|* + w™*Vge0|?) dvoly, < oo,
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and
(4.4) v(N)=a and v(S)= —a in the trace sense.

Under the additional hypothesis of axisymmetry, meaning that the map is independent of the
coordinate ¢, by analyzing the system of ODE all such solutions are explicitly given and param-
eterized by two parameters a and b. When b = 0, this corresponds to the extreme Kerr near
horizon geometry map. In the case that the harmonic map arises from the near horizon limit of
a smooth axisymmetric stationary vacuum spacetime, this result is known to the physics com-
munity; see the survey article by Kunduri-Lucietti [22] Theorem 4.3] and the references therein.
Similarly, when the harmonic map is assumed to be axisymmetric, Chrusciel-Li-Weinstein [14]
Appendix B| obtain the same conclusion. Below, we will show that even without the symmetry
assumption, the same conclusion holds.

Proposition 4.1. Consider a weak solution of (&I with (u+Inw,v) € HY(S?) satisfying [@E2),
@3), and @A4). Then, (u,v) = (Ugp, Va,p) where

u b(@):—lnsinﬁ—lln 2av1 - b2

@ 2 14 cos26 + 2bcosb’
b+ bcos? 0 + 2cos b

"1+ cos26 + 2bcos B’

vap(0) = a
for some constant b € (—1,1).

Proof. Set U = u + Inw, and observe that the map (U, v) may be viewed as t-independent on
(—2,2) x S?, so that it is a weak solution of ([B.7)) satisfying (3.8), (3:9), and (3.I0). Therefore,
Theorem [3.4] implies that (U,v) € C3(S?).

We first work under the additional hypothesis of axisymmetry. The harmonic map (u,v) is
now regular in S?\ {N, S}, and by assumption only depends on 6. For brevity, write / = % and
note that the harmonic map equations become

[sin O (v — 2™ v0’)] = 0, [sin fetv’) = 0,
for 0 < 8 < . This implies that

C1 Aw I Cc2
4.5 u' — 2t = — et = —
(45) sinf’ sin@’
for some constants ¢; and co. Inserting the second equation of (43 into the first produces
r_ =+
sin ¢

Since U € C3(S?) we must have U’(0) = U'(7) = 0, so that

(cos O + 2cov + ¢1).

1+ 2c0a+c; =0, —1 —2ca +c; =0,
or rather ¢; = 0 and ¢ = —1/(2a). The first equation of (43]) then yields

1
(4.6) 16_4“ + 02 =2,
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for some constant ¢g > 0. Then solving for e**, and substituting the result into the second
equation of (4.5]) shows that
, 1
v — =
4(c% —v?) 2asin 0

We may now integrate the above first order ODE to find

Llnc?’—i—v ilnil—cosezal which implies C3+U<1_COSH>233—02
83 c3—v  4a 1+ cosf ’ c3 —v\1+cosf b
for some constants ¢4 and ¢4 > 0. Next, notice that by sending § — 0,7 we conclude that
c3 = a, and hence solving for v gives rise to
41+ cosf)? — (1 — cosh)?
B aci(l +c080)2 + (1 —cosf)?

(4.7)
Now use (£6) to compute

1
u=— In[4(a® — v?)]

1. 4dacy(1+cosf)(1 —cosb)

S|
(4.8) 2 c2(1 +cosB)2 + (1 — cos6)?

= —Insinf — 1ln dacy
2 A(1+4cosh)?+ (1 —cosh)?
Lastly, by setting b = %%J_r_i the desired result follows, that is (u,v) = (U, Vap)-

In order to treat the general case, we will show that any harmonic map satisfying the hypothe-
ses of this proposition must in fact be axisymmetric. Denote ¥ = (u,v), and let f : S> — S? be
a rotation of the ¢ angular variable. Then since f is an isometry of the sphere, we have that
f*W:S?\ {N, S} — H? is also harmonic. It follows that the distance function w = dg2 (¥, f*¥)
is subharmonic [39, Lemma 2],

(4.9) Agw >0 onS?\{N,S}.

We now claim that the distance function vanishes at the north and south poles. For brevity
write f*W = (u4,vs) and U, = u, + Inw, then using a basic formula [36, page 1192] for the
distance between points in the hyperbolic plane yields

cosh (2w) = cosh(2(u — uy)) 4 262+ (v — p,)?

=cosh(2(U — U,)) + (v —v,)?.

1
sin® 6
According the Theorem [3:4] and the fact that the north and south poles are fixed points for the
rotation f, we have the expansions

U, Uy, = c4 + O(sin¥), 0,0, = £a + O(sin® ¥ 0) as 6 — 0,7,

for some constants o € (0,1) and cy. The claim now follows, and since w is a continuous
function on a compact manifold it is uniformly bounded, that is

(4.10) w<C onS?% w(N) =w(S) = 0.
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Properties (49) and (AI0) combine to show that w = 0. This may be verified by either
using the expansions for v, v, above and the fact that (U, v) and (U, vs) are C3(S?) to conclude
that w € C%(S?) which allows for an application of the strong maximum principle, or with an
adaptation of the argument in [38, Lemma 8]. It follows that ¥ = f*¥ on S?\ {N, S}, and since
f was an arbitrary rotation the harmonic map must be axisymmetric. ([l

Remark 4.2. If we let s = %ln %;gg:z, then the axisymmetric harmonic map equations (or

equivalently the geodesic equation in the hyperbolic plane) becomes

o’ — 2€4u(?}/)2 — 0, " + 4y = O,

/

where / = 4 here. In the new arclength variable s, the expressions (A7) and (@) may be

rewritten as

1 1
u=g In % cosh(—2s + \) |, v = atanh(—2s + \),

where A\ = Incy. Moreover, the constant b = tanh \ is associated with translations in the
s-parameter.

We will now characterize Jacobi fields, or rather solutions of the homogeneous linearized
harmonic map equations from S? \ {N,S} to H?. In particular, it will be shown that any
solution admitting appropriate homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions at the north and
south poles, must arise as the first variation of a 1-parameter family of singular harmonic maps.
This fact is important, as it implies that the integrability condition of Allard-Almgren [6] is
satisfied, allowing for an improved rate of convergence to the tangent map.

Let (ugp,vep) be a solution of ([@I) as in Proposition BT, for some constants a > 0 and

b € (0,1). Consider, for any ¢ = (1, p2) with 1,2 € C2(S%\ {N, S}), the equations
(4.11) Tie = Agyp1 — 864ua’b’vgova,b‘2901 - 4e4ua’bvgova7b Vo2,
. ,7,2(’0 _ e—4ua,bdivg0 (€4u“’bv90902)) + 4Vgova’b . Vgo('pl'

The operator 7 = (71, 72) arises from the linearization of the harmonic map equation (4.I)) at
the solution (ugp, vep). Since (ugqp, Vap) is independent of ¢, we have

1 1
sin? 6 sin? 6

(4.12) T = 5; + Loy, T2 = 535 + Lo p.2,

where Ly p = (Lgp 1, Lap2) is the axisymmetric linearized harmonic map operator at (uqp, Vap),
given by

1 /1 \/
: 4 /12 4 / /
Lopap = —Sine(sm 0p))" — 8e Mt |ug |Fp1 — de M ebuy s,

1 .
Lajp2p = m(sm 005)" + 4uy, 0 + 4vg 10,

with / = %. In ([@IT)), the coefficients of ¢ are regular, but the coefficients of ¢y have singu-
larities at N and S. Thus, additional requirements are to be imposed on ¢ at N and S. In the
following, we will study

(4.13) Te=0 onS?\{N,S},
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with
(4.14) p2(N) = ¢2(5) = 0.

We now demonstrate that the operator 7 is self-adjoint in appropriate L?-spaces. Denote by
L?(S?, ettab) the subspace of L?(S?) consisting of functions f with the bounded norm

1/2
HfHLZ(Sz7e4ua,b) = </§2 €4ua’bf2 dUOlgo) ,
and by H}(S?, e#%ab) the closure of C2°(S?\ {NV, S}) under the norm

1/2
|’f”H1(SQ7e4“a»b) - (/S2 64““”’(]Vgof\2 + f2) d’UOlgO)

The inner products associated to these norms will be denoted with the braces (-,-). Introduce
the bilinear form

Ble,¢] = /S2 (Vgo‘ﬂl Vgt + €4ua'bvgo¢2 “Vgotha + 864““'b|vgova,b|2901¢1

+ 4e4uavb¢1vgova7b Vo2 — 4e4uavb¢gvgova7b . Vgogol) dvoly,,
for any ¢ = (p1,02),% = (Y1,¢2) € H(S?) x Hj(S?, e at). If o1 € C*(S?) and gy € CZ(S?\
{N,S}), then
B[QD, ¢] = _<711(107 ¢1>L2(SQ) - <75907 ¢2>L2(S27e4“a,b)'

Lemma 4.3. B[,] is symmetric and nonnegative on H'(S?) x H}(S?, ettar).

Proof. For brevity, we write V =V, and (u,v) = (ugp, Vep). Then for any ¢ = (¢1,¢2) and
Y = (P1,99) € HY(S?) x HE(S?, e**), the quadratic form becomes

Blp,y] = /2 (VSDI SV + €MV, - Vipy + 8¢t | V|2 11
S

+ 4e1h1 Vv - Vipg — de™4y Vv - Vipy) dvol,.

There are five terms in the integrand, and the first three are symmetric in ¢ and 1, so consider
the last two terms. Set

I[p, 9] = e"“¢1Vv - Vs — "o Vv - Vo,
and observe that a simple computation yields

g, ) — I, ) = €*“Vo - V(path1) — €™V - V(p19hs).
Thus, integrating by parts and using div(e**Vv) = 0 produces

/Imww%z/lmﬂw%m
S2 S2

which yields B[y, ¢¥] = B[y, ¢].
Next, take a ¢ = (1, p2) € H'(S?) x H}(S?, e**) and set

T[] = [Ver | + | Vipa|? + 8e™| Vo] + 4e* 01 Vv - Vipg — 46 0oV - Vepy.
A straightforward computation yields

Jlp] = Jilp] + Jole],
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where
Jile] = [Vor — 21 Vs |? + | Vs 4+ 2V + 2Vups|? + 4| Vop, — Vups|?,
and
Jolp] = —4eM oV - Voo — 8e¥|Vu|?p3 — 45| Vol 3.
Note that Ji[p] > 0. By using the first equation in (£.I]), we have
Jolp] = =21V - Vi — 8eM|Vul>¢3 — 45| Vo> 3 = —2div(e?*Vup?),

and hence

/ Ja[p] dvolg, = 0.
S2

As a consequence, we have Blp, ¢] > 0. O

For the nonnegativity of B, we proved that its integrand can be decomposed as a sum of
squares modulo a divergence term. This actually follows from the fact that the target space H?
is of negative curvature. Indeed, the proof above simply utilizes an explicit form of the standard
index form obtained from the Jacobi equation. We will say that ¢ € H'(S?) x H}(S?, elat) is

a weak solution of ([AI3)-(@I4) if

Ble,¢] =0,
for all 1 € H(S?) x H}(S?, etvar).
Proposition 4.4. Let (ugp,vqp) be as in Proposition[{.1], for some a > 0 andb € (0,1). Suppose
that ¢ € HY(S?) x HL(S?, eat) is a weak solution of @I3)-EI). Then ¢ = A(Optap, Opvap)
for some constant \.

Proof. In a manner similar to the proof of Proposition 3.8, we can prove that ¢ € C*%(S?) for
any « € (0,1), and

[(sin 0) VI ol oo (s2) < C
for 7 =0,1,2,3 where C' is a positive constant depending on . In particular, this implies that

(pg(N) = (,02(5) = O.
Next we claim that ¢ is axisymmetric, that is, independent of the variable ¢. To see this,
expand in a Fourier series

(0, ¢) = &o(0) + Z [£m(0) cos me + 1y, (0) sinmg],

m=1
for some functions &,,(8) = (&m,1(0),&m,2(0)) with m > 0 and 1,,(8) = (9m,1(0), nm,2(0)) with
m > 1. A straightforward computation produces

do

sin 6

0 s
= Z m%/o ((frzn,l + 7772)171) + et (f?mg + 7772n72))
m=1

o0

m:l

N | —

+B£07£O +
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and thus Lemma [4.3] implies

o ™
Blp, o] > Z m27T/0 ((Ema + 1) + €M (65, 0 + 1 2)
m=1

Furthermore, since ¢ is a weak solution we have that By, ¢] = 0. It follows that all &, and 7,
are identically zero for m > 1. Therefore p(0, ¢) = () is a function independent of ¢.

Now, ¢ € C?([0,7]) is a solution of the following boundary value problem:
Lap1p = Lapap =0 on [0,7],

p2(0) = @a(m) = 0.

Set @i = (¢x1, Px2) = (OpUap, Opvq,p) and observe that L,y = 0. Moreover, a straightforward
computation yields

(4.15)

B < b . cos 6 asin* 0 >
L 2(1—=0%)  14cos?260+2bcosf’ (1+ cos?6+2bcosh)?)’

so that p.2(0) = e (m) = 0. Hence, @, satisfies the boundary value problem (Z.I3]).
Let us examine (4.15]). Notice that the second equation L, 20 = 0 gives

(e*ab sin 0h)’ + 4e*ab sin v, ) =0,

and a calculation produces

1
4ua,b . 0 / N
e sin Qv 50
Therefore
4uab : / 2
(4.16) el sin G, = e + co,

for some constant cy. Substituting this into the first equation Lgp 140 = 0 shows that
2
0 = (sinfy})’ — 8sin 064““’b|v(/17b|2<,01 —4 <a<,01 + co> Vo
1
= (sinfg})" — 8ug, <sin fettary), , + E) @1 — 4couy,

. 4
= (sinfy}) — avfhbgol — 4001);71).

In particular, we conclude that ¢; = —acq is a solution.
Now write ¥ = 1 + acg, and observe that this satisfies the homogenous equation
4
(4.17) (sin Oy") — —vl 1 = 0.
a b

We claim that ¢, is a solution of (£.I7]). To see this, one may simply compute the left-hand side
of ([@I7) for 1» = ¢4 to find it is zero. However, a quicker method is to compute the constant
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co given b for (w41, Y+2). In fact we have
g Yy Pxl, @

2 2
co = et sinfyp, — S, = lim <e4““’b sin 05 — —4,0*1>
a 0—0 a
B 1 b 1
S a(l—-0v2)  a(l—-02)  a(l+0b)

and the claim follows.
To find another linearly independent solution of (IT), change variables to s(f) = 1 In

and note that s’ = —L-. Then (ZI7) becomes

=0,

1—cos
1+cos 6>

2
4
%1[) — (avfhb sin 9)¢ =0 for s € (—o0,00).

By the standard variation of parameters, another linearly independent solution is given by
C(s)ps1 where %C = |p41|72, or rather

1

sinT

dr

0
C(s5(0)) = / ()]

up to an additive constant. Since |p,1(0)|™! # 0, this solution blows-up as § — 0. Thus, any

C? solution of (@IT7) on [0,7] is given by 1) = c1¢p.1, for some constant c;. As a consequence,
we have

P1 = —Coa + C1Px1-
Substituting the above expression into ([A.I6]) yields

. 2 2¢
etat sin foply = a(—coa + c1p41) +co = 7190*1 — ¢

= creatb sin O, — co,
and hence
0
V9 — C1Px2 = —Cp / e Hab ginT! 7 dr + c9,
0

for some constant co. By (4I8]), w2 — c1p. is zero at 0 and 7w simultaneously, which implies
that c¢og = co = 0. Therefore, ¢1 = c1p«1 and Y2 = c1P40. O

Proposition 4] asserts that zero is the least eigenvalue of 7 and that it is simple, under the
condition (@I4). In fact, it can be shown that there exists an orthonormal basis of L?(S?) x
L?(S?, e*asb) formed by the eigenfunctions of 7.

Remark 4.5. We note that (Oquqg p, 04v,,) satisfies the equations in ([£I5]). A straightforward
computation produces

1 b+bcos?0+ 2cosb
(Oatta,py Oavap) = <_ 24’ 1+ cos?6 + 2b 0089)’

showing that Jqv,(0) = 1 and Ovgp(m) = —1. Thus, (Oguap,Oavaep) does not satisfy the
boundary conditions in (AI5]).

Proof of Theorem[2.3. This result follows directly from Propositions B and [4.41 O
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5. CONVERGENCE: TRANSLATION INVARIANT RENORMALIZATION

In this section we will study the asymptotic behaviors of harmonic maps near the prescribed
singularity. Throughout this section it will always be assumed that w is a positive smooth
function on S? \ {N, S}, in particular independent of ¢, that satisfies
(5.1) Inw — Insin§ € C1O(S?).

Consider weak solutions (®,v) € HL (R4 x S?) of the renormalized harmonic map system

L® — 2% Vo> = Llnw,

Lv+4Vgu - Vv = 0.

We are interested in the beahavior as t — oo, which in the realm of applications to stationary
vacuum spacetimes corresponds to the approach towards the degenerate black hole horizon. As

before we set u = ® — Inw. In addition, it is assumed that there are positive constants A and a
such that

(5.2)

(5.3) || <A onR, xS?

for any finite interval I C Ry we have

(5.4) /I/SQ(M@P + w4V, 0]?) dvoly, di < oo,
and in the trace sense

(5.5) v=aon Ry x{N}, v=—aon Ry x{S}.

Observe that since w is independent of ¢, the system (5.2]) is translation invariant in ¢, and
Theorem [3.4] applies to yield regularity and uniform bounds for (®(¢),v(¢)) on the time interval
[2,00). Our first goal is to establish a crucial identity involving the renormalized harmonic map
energy on the 2-sphere

1
(5.6) £®0) = 3 /§)2(|vg0<1>|2 V0 + 2(0 Inw)®) dvoly, .
It should be noted that LInw = Ay w, as w is independent of ¢. The following result may be
viewed as yielding a type of monotonicity formula.
Proposition 5.1. Let w satisfy (5.1) and (®,v) be a weak solution of (5.2) on Ry xS?, satisfying
B3), (B4), and (BB) for some positive constants A and a. Then
drl
E[_/ (10:®[* + €*|0pv]*)(t) dvoly, —5((I>(t),v(t))]
S2

(5.7) 2

= [ (08 + ™0 )(t) oo,
S2
forallt € Ry.
Proof. Multiply the first equation of (5.2 by 9, to find
1 1
|6t<I>|2 — §8t|6t<1>|2 + §8t|Vgo<I>|2 + (Llnw)&@
— divyy (0 PV o ®) + 26*0,®|V v | = 0.
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Next, multiply the second equation of (5.2) by e**d;v and use that dyu = 9;® to produce
e 1ail? — 50.(100f?) + 50 Vgp0l?)
— divg, (e vV gyv) — 270, ®|V v|? = 0.
Adding the two previous equations then yields
10,82 + e1(0y]? — %at(\atcp\? e |90f2)

1
+§at(|vgocl>|2 + e*|Vgv? + 2(L Inw)®)
— divyy (O PV gy ® + 0wV 4ov) = 0.
Finally, integrating this expression over S? produces the desired formula (5.7). O

As a consequence we find that the ¢-portion of the renormalized energy is globally finite, and
obtain an initial decay statement for the derivatives of the renormalized map.

Corollary 5.2. Let w satisfy (5.1) and (®,v) be a weak solution of (5.2) on Ry x S?, satisfying
E3), B4), and BA) for some positive constants A and a. Then

/ / (10:@* + e™[0v]?) dvolgydt < oo,
2 Js2

and
lim max <|vgoaf (D(t, ), v(t, )| + 24t |t .)|) —0

t—oo §2

forallk=1,2,3 and1=0,1,2,3.

Proof. By integrating (5.7) over (2,0) for any o > 2, using Theorem B4l and letting 0 — oo
produces the first conclusion. Since w is independent of ¢ and (5.2)) is translation invariant in ¢,
the second conclusion then follows from Proposition [3.8] and the first conclusion. O

The next proposition shows a sequential convergence of energy to that of a renormalized
tangent map.

Proposition 5.3. Let w satisfy (5.1) and (®,v) be a weak solution of (5.2) on Ry xS?, satisfying
B3), BA4), and (BH) for some positive constants A and a. Then there is a sequence t; — oo as
i — 00, such that (®(t;),v(t;)) converges to some (®,v) in C3(S?), and

lim 5(@(@),?)(@)) = 5(@,@)
1—00

Moreover, (ii,?) := (® — Inw, v) satisfies

(5.8) Agi@ - 2e4ﬁ7\V9017\f = Llnw,
AU +4V gt - Vg v =0,

on S$?\ {N, S}, and

(5.9) i(N)=a,  9(S)=—a.
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Proof. Take an arbitrary o € (0,1). By Theorem [3.4] for any ¢ € (2, 00) we have

(@2, ), v(t, Nleses2) <O,

for some constant C' independent of t. The Arzela-Ascoli theorem then implies the first con-
clusion of the proposition, as well as (5.9). By Corollary and equation (B.2]), it follows that
(P — Inw, v) satisfies (5.8)). O

A priori, different sequences of times may lead to different limit energies. However, we show
that this in fact cannot happen with the following result.

Proposition 5.4. Letw satisfy (5.1) and (®,v) be a weak solution of (5.2) on Ry xS2, satisfying
BE3), BA), and [BE) for some positive constants A and a, and (®,v) be as in Proposition [2.3.
Then

E(®(t),v(t)) = E(®,0) ast— oo.
Moreover, for any t > 2 the following energy identity holds

E(D(1), v(t)) — E(B, ) = /OO /S (10B]2 + ¢ |9y0]?) () dvolyy ds

(5.10) t

+%/ (10:@* + e™[0v[*) (t) dvoly,.
S2

Proof. By Proposition b1}, for any 5 < t; < t5 we have
£(2,0)(t1) — E(P,v)(t2)]

to
< [7 [ (00 + e 1a0i?)(5) duoty s
ty JS?

1 1
+ 5 / (|atq>|2 + e4u|8tv|2)(t1) d’UOlgo + 5/ (|8t(1)|2 + e4u|at,u|2)(t2) dUOlgO.
S2 S2
Then Corollary implies that £(®(t),v(t)) converges as t — oo, and Proposition [5.3] ensures
that the limit is £(®, ). Furthermore, identity (5.10) may be obtained by integrating (5.7)) over

(t,0), using Corollary [5.2] and letting o — oc. O

Having shown that the renormalized energies converge upon approach to the singularity, our
next task will be to improve this by estimating the convergence rate; the fundamental estimate
needed for this purpose is referred to as the Lojasiewicz-Simon inequality. In order to achieve this
goal, we first introduce certain weighted Banach spaces. For any integer k£ > 0 and « € (0, 1),
denote by CF(S?) the space of vector-valued functions ¢ = (1, p2) € C*¥(S?) with the bounded
norm

ol = 3 g Vhor] + max (w54 V) |

0<j<k

and denote by C¥*(S?) the space of functions ¢ € C*(S2) N C**(S?) with the bounded norm

* * k
lolk,a = lelk + I Vgyellcas?)-
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Furthermore, let L?(S?,w™*) be the subspace of L?(S?) which consists of functions with the
bounded norm

_ 1/2
gy = ([P avoy)
and let H}(S?,w™) be the closure of C2°(S? \ {N, S}) under the norm

_ 1/2
£l (s2 01y = (/S2 w 4(|Vgof|2 + f?) dvolgo)

Consider a weak solution (®,v) of (5.2), and (®,%) be a solution of (5.8). For convenience,
we will write

w = (wy,wy) = (®,v), w=(w1,w2) = (P,0).

Then equation (5.2)) may be rewritten as

(5.11) Pwn — ywn — 26 Dywa |’ + My (w) = 0,
8t2wz — Oywy + 40udywy + Mo(w) = 0,

where

(5.12) Mi(w) = Agywy — 2e4u‘vgow2‘2 — Llnw,

Ma(w) = Agywa + 4V gy - V gyws.
Observe that the energy € of (0.6]) becomes
1

(5.13) E(w) =5 /2(\vgow1\2 + |V gowa|? + 2(LInw)wy) dvoly,,
S

and since w = (®, ) is a solution of (5.8) we have that M(w) = (M1 (w), Ma(w)) = 0.
We will make use of two related weighted inner products, and for this reason we introduce the

following notation. Let h be a given positive function on S?\ {N,S}. For any ¢ = (¢1,p2),( =
(¢1,¢o) € L3(S?) x L2(S%,w™) define

(e, C>L2(§2,1xh) = /S2 (4,01C1 + hpa(2) dvoly,,

and
1/2
ol z2s2,1xm) = (/S2 (3 + h@%)“‘”go) :

Here 1 x h means that 1 is the weight for the first component, and A is the weight for the second
component. Below we will take either h = w™* or h = e¢**. Notice that with |u + Inw| < A as
in (53), the L2(S?,1 x w™*)-norms are equivalent to the L?(S?,1 x e**)-norms, that is

(5.14) 6_2A”90”L2(S2,1xm4) < el z2(s2,1xetuy < 62AHQOHL2(§2,1><0J74)‘

Although the weight h = w™* is independent of ¢ and seems simpler, in certain situations it is
more advantageous to use the weight h = e?*, since it is directly related to equation (5.11]). For
example, we may write (5.10) as

_ * 1
(5.15) E(w(t) — E(w) = /t Hatw(S)H%Z(Sz,lxe‘m) ds + §Hatw(t)“%2(82,1xe4uy
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This fundamental energy identity, as well as the next result concerning the Lojasiewicz-Simon
inequality, play essential roles in our study of the uniqueness of tangent maps.

Proposition 5.5. Let a € (0,1) and (®,v) € C3(S?) be a solution of (G.8)-(EH). Then there
exist constants 1 > 0 and C' > 0, depending only on o and (®,v), such that

(5.16) [E(w) = E(@)V? < CIM(w)] 2(2 1501
for all w — w € CP(S?) with |w — w3, <.

Proof. We first show that M = (Mj, M5) is the Euler-Lagrange operator of £. To see this,
take any w— @ € C2*(S?) and ¢ = (€1, () € HY(S?) x HY(S?,w™*), then the Fréchet derivative
of £ at w and applied to ( is given by

g w)() = 2

S:ch’(zu + sQ)

T ds

= /2 [Vgowl Vgl + (LInw)( + 2€4u|ngZU2|2C1] dvolg,
S

—l—/ eV gowa - V gy Ca dvoly,
SZ

= - /S2 [Mi(w)r + e Ma(w)Ca] dvoly,.

Therefore

5’(’[0)[{] = _<M(w)7C>L2(S2,1Xe4u)7
and by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain

€' (w)[C]] < ClIM (W) L2 s2,1x0-4)IC E2(s2,1x0-1)-

Note that the constant C' depends on wy, since © = w; — Inw and the weight 1 x e** is replaced
by 1 x w?* analogously to (5.14]), however this dependence is removed with uniform control on
w — w as expressed in the hypotheses. Furthermore, observe that £ is an analytic functional on
C2*(S?) and that @ is a critical point, namely M(w) = 0. Hence, by the Lojasiewicz-Simon
gradient inequality there exist constants > 0,79 € (0,1/2], and C > 0 such that

[€(w) — €@ < CIM(w)l 1282 1 00-1)

for all w —w € CP*(S?) with |w — w5, < n. By Theorem we must have ¢ = 1/2. For
details we refer to Theorem 3.1 of Simon [32], and also Theorem 3.10 of Chill [I1]. O

We are now in a position to apply the method of Simon [32] to obtain convergence to the
tangent map. In the proof below we will adapt the arguments of [20].

Lemma 5.6. Let w satisfy (5.1), w = (®,v) be a weak solution of (5.2) in Ry x S? satisfying
G3), 54), and (G.5) for some positive constants A and a, let w = (®,0) € C3(S?) be a solution
of B8)-EA) as in Proposition [5.3. Then there exist positive constants vy, /3, and C, depending
only on w and A, such that for any t, > 5 and o > t,+5 the following holds. If for allt € (t, 0]
the estimate

(5.17) lw(t) — @l L2(s2,1x0-1) <7
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is valid, then
(5.18) lw(t) = w(t')|| 22,1 x0-1) < Cre™E7H)
for all t,t' € (t, + 1,0 — 1] with t <t

Proof. The proof consists of two steps. In the first step (.18]) will be established under a stronger
assumption than (5.I7)), and in the second step it will be shown that the stronger assumption
may be relaxed to the desired hypothesis. Moreover, the weight 1 x e** will be used in the first
step, while the weight 1 x w™* will be used in the second step. In what follows we will write
f! for the derivative of f with respect to t. As a preliminary observation, note that since w is
independent of ¢ we find for any t, <t <# < o — 1 that

tl
Hw(t) — w(t/)HLZ(SQ71><w74) = H/t wl(S)dS‘ L2(S2,1xw—4)
o—1
< / 0 (5) | 2 52 1 xr-1) .
t

Therefore it suffices to prove
o—1
(5.19) / ! (8)l| 2 g1 xtyds < CreP07)
t

for all t € (t. + 1,0 — 1], in order to obtain (5.I8]).
Step 1. Fix a constant « € (0, 1), and let n > 0 be as in Proposition We will assume that
for all ¢t € (t., 0] the estimate

(5.20) [w(t) — Wl <7
is valid, and then show that

(5.21) / [ (8)]| (g2 1ty ds < Coe= B
t

for all t € (t.,0]. It should be pointed out that this inequality is slightly different from (5.19),
in particular due to the use of weight e** instead of w™*. For brevity, we will write

<’7 >* = <’7 '>L2(SQ,1><64")7 H : ”* = ” ' HL2(S2,1><64“)'

The process to establish (5.21]) begins with the definition of an entropy-type function
(5.22) H(t) = /too lw'(s)l[2ds + e [E(w(t)) — E(@) + (M(w(?)), w' (t)):],
for t > 0 and a positive constant ¢ to be fixed. Observe that (5.15]) implies
(5.23) H(t) = —%HW'(??)Hi + (1 +e) [E(w(t) — E()] + e(M(w(t)), w' (1))

Furthermore, recall that ®(t) — 0 and €>*(Y¢/(t) — 0 uniformly on S? as t — oo by Corollary
5.2l and that E(w(t)) — E(w) as t — oo by Proposition 5.4l Thus, H(t) — 0 as t — oco. For
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simplicity of notation, we will suppress the dependence on t below. Then a simple differentiation

of (5:22) produces
H' = —[[w'[[? + e[ = (M(w),w')s + (M(w),w").
+ (M (w)w', w'), + 4(e*u' May(w), wé)Lz(Sz)],

where M'(w) is the linearized operator of M at w, and the last term is given by the usual
L2-inner product on S? and arises from differentiating the weight e**. We now write

(5.24) H' = —|[w'|[} = e M(w)|[? + e[1 + Iz + I3),
where
I = M(w),w" —w + Mw))y, =M ww, v, I3= 4(e4uu/M2(w),wé)L2(gz).

To estimate I3, observe that since w is independent of ¢ we have v’ = ®' and hence |u/| < C by
Theorem [3.4] so that

I3 < C(e™ | Ma(w)], [wh) r2(s2) < Clle* whl|r2s2) € Ma(w) | 2(s2)
< Cllw'[[«[IM(w) ]
Next, by (5.I1) and the definition of the L?(S?,1 x e**)-inner product, we find

(5.25)

L = / (2™ VP My (w) — 4e™u'v' Ma(w)) dvoly,.
S2
Furthermore, using Theorem [3.4] again yields e?“[v/| < C and |u/| < C, and hence
6260 1O [ (P WIMi) + e Maw) dooly, < el M ()
S2

Lastly, in order to estimate I note that (5.12)) and w’ = 0 produce
Mi(w)w' = Agyw) — 46V gyws - V gowh — 8et ! |V gowa|?,
My (w)w' = Agyws + AV gou’ - Vgowe + 4V gou - V gowh,

and write

I :/ J dvolg,
S2

_ ! 4u / du, 1 2 !
J = (Agyw] — 4™V gwa - Vgowh — 8™/ |V gywo|*)w)

+ et (Agowlz + 4Vgou’ - Vgowa +4Vgu - Vgowé)wlz.

where

A straightforward computation gives
J = divg, (wllvgow/l + e4uwévgow/2) - ‘vgowll‘2 - e4u‘vgow/2‘2
— 4eMM Wl V gows - V gowh — 8etu'wh |V jowal? 4 4eM whV you - V gowa.
Moreover since u' = w}, and €?*|V 4 ws| < C by Theorem B.4] we have
J < divg, (w)Vgow) + M WiV gowh) — |Vgow|? — |V gowh|?

+ O (e [wi||Vggwh| + [w) * + € [wh ||V gy} ).
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In addition, with the help of Young’s inequality
1
. / / 4u, /| / /12 m /12
J < divg, (wlvgowl +e w2vgow2) - 5(’vgow1’ +e ’vgow2’ )
112 Ay, 1|2

+ C(Jw]* + e™wh|?),

and hence

(5.27) b= C [ (w4 e ubf?) duoty, < Ol
S

By substituting (5.25]), (5.26), and (5.27) into (5.24]), we obtain
H' < —[Jw'|[Z = el|M(w)[|? + O (|w'[|«[| M (w) [} + [[w'2).
Furthermore, by fixing e sufficiently small it follows that

1 €
(5:28) H' < =22 = SIM@)]2 < —co(lle]l- + [Mw)].)*,

where ¢q is a positive constant. In particular H' < 0, and consequently H > 0 on (0,00) since
H(t) = 0ast— oc.

We now seek a differential inequality for H, that will allow us to determine its rate of decay.
Observe that (5.23]) implies

1 _
H< —§||w/||§ + 2[E(w) — E(w)] + [[M(w)]|«||w'||«

< 2[E(w) = E(w)] + [M(w)],

where we used Cauchy’s inequality. We now restore ¢, and recall that n > 0 is as in Proposition
The assumption (5.20) then yields, via Proposition (.5 that

[E(w(t)) — E@@)|"* < CM(w(t))].
for all ¢t € (t4, 0], and hence
(5.29) H(t) < C|M(w(®)|Z < C([lw' (I + [M(w(t)]?).
Combining with (5.28]) gives rise to
2
H(t) < C([w' @)« + [Mw®)])” < ~CH'(t),
and thus
(5.30) CH'(t)+ H(t) <0.
Integrating this first-order differential inequality produces
(5.31) H(t) < Che™2Pt1) for all t € (¢, 0],

where 8 and C, are positive constants.
This decay for H may be translated into decay for w’ as follows. Observe that an alternate
combination of (5.28)) and (5.29)), for ¢ € (t., o], produces

—[H'2(t)] = —%H_l/Q(t)H'(t) > c([lw' @)l + M wE))ll+) = cllw’ @)l
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Furthermore, integrating from ¢ to o then yields
/J [w'(t)|«ds < C(HY?(t) — HY?(0)) < CHY?(t).
¢
Therefore, (5.31]) may be applied to obtain
/J |w' (8)||«ds < Ce™PEt) for all t € (¢, 0].
¢

This finishes the proof of (G.21).
Step 2. We now assume (5.17), and show how to choose v in order to achieve (5.20). Note
that both w = (®,v) and w = (®,v) satisfy equation (5.2)). Therefore, by Proposition and

(EI7) we have
. t+1 5 1/2
) = 0l < O( [ ) = 0l ) < O

for all t € [t + 1,0 — 1]. We may then choose v such that Cy < 7, to find that (5.20]) holds for
t € (tx + 1,0 — 1]. The desired estimate (5.19]) now follows from Step 1. O

The hypotheses of the previous result can be weakened. More precisely, the assumption
(EI7) requires closeness to the tangent map on a time interval, however this may be reduced to
closeness at a single time.

Lemma 5.7. Let w satisfy (5.1), w = (®,v) be a weak solution of (5.2) in Ry x S? satisfying
G3), 4), and (5.5) for some positive constants A and a, let w = (®,0) € C3(S?) be a solution
of (B8)-BA) as in Proposition [5.3. Then there exist positive constants &, 3, and C depending
only on w and A, such that the following holds. If for some t, > 5 the estimate

(5.32) lw(te) = @l 252 11y + 1E () = E@)[ < 6

1s valid, then

(5:33) [w(@) = w(t)llz22 1501y < Ce )

forallo >t >t,+ 1.

Proof. We will make use of the weight 1 xw™*, and in particular will write |||, = ||- l22(s2,1 %04
for brevity. It should be emphasized that here, || - ||« represents a different norm from that in

the proof of Lemma [5.6] due to the choice of weight. First observe that if o > ¢ > ¢, then

fuwto) ~wl = | [ wopis] < o~ o) [ o) Eas

< (o1 / ' (s)||2ds
< Mo —t) (E(w(ts)) — E(w)),

where in the last inequality we replaced the weight w™* by e** and used (5.15). Furthermore, if
in addition ¢ — ¢ < T then

(5.34) lw(o) —w(t)]« < *VTIE(w(ty)) — E@@)['2.
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Let v, 8, and C, be as in Lemma Choose T > 5 such that

1
(535) C < Lo,
and then choose § (depending on T') sufficiently small so that (5.32]) implies
1

(5.36) EMTIE(w(ty)) — Ew)|V? < et
and

_ 1
(5.37) lw(ts) =@l < 77
By (5.34) and (5.36]) we then have

1

(5.38) [w(o) —w(t)ll. < v,

4
for all 0 >t > t, with 0 —t < T. In particular, if t € [t,,t, + T] then

1
lw(t) —w(t)lls < 27,
and hence with the help of (5.37) we obtain

_ _ 1 1 1
(5:39) ) = @l < ) = w(ta)l. + Jw(t) = @ll. < 37+ 37 = 57

We now claim that
3
(5.40) lw(t) — | < 1) for any t > t,.

Notice that this shows that (5.I7) holds for any ¢ > ¢, and therefore by (5.I8]) of Lemma
the desired estimate
lw(o) = w(t)ll < Coe™PE1),

isvalid for all o > ¢t > t, + 1.
It remains to establish (5.40]), which will be accomplished by a contradiction argument. Set

t =sup{t >t | |[w(s) — w|« < 3vy/4 for all s € [ts, 1]},
and note that according to (5.39) we have that ¢ is well-defined with ¢ > ¢, + 7. If £ < co then

_ 3
) — . < 2
for all t € [t,,t], and by (5.38) we find

_ 1
lw) —w)lls < 37
for all t € [t,t + T|. For ¢ in this same range it follows that
_ - - _ 1 3
Juo(t) — 1. < fo(e) — w@ls + @ — . < 2y -+ 2y =,

As a consequence, (5.I7)) holds for t € [t., ¢ + T, and therefore we may apply (5.18) of Lemma
with ¢ = ¢, + T and an arbitrary ¢’ € [t,t + T — 1], together with (5.35]), to obtain

1
(5.41) (@) = w(t. + Tl < Coe™ < 37,
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Using this and (5.39) with ¢ = ¢, + T produces

lw(#) = |l < Jwt) —w(ts + T)|l« + w(ts + T) — |
L1
T E

for any t' € [ty,t + T — 1]. Tt follows that a contradiction is achieved with the definition of .
We conclude that ¢t = oo, and hence (G.40)) is established. O

With all of the preparatory work now completed, we are ready establish the uniqueness of
limit points for the harmonic map upon approach to the prescribed singularity.

Theorem 5.8. Let w satisfy (5.1)), and let w = (®,v) be a weak solution of (5.2) in Ry x S?
satisfying (B3), (4), and (@A) for some positive constants A and a. Then w(t) — w in
C3(S?) as t — oo, for some solution w = (®,v) € C3(S?) of (E.8)-(9), and there exist positive
constants 8, C depending only on A, w such that

(@(8),v(1)) — (8,5)]5 < Ce™
for allt € (0,00).

Proof. By Theorem [3.4]and Proposition[(.3], there exists a sequence of positive times t; — oo such
that w(t;) — w in C3(S?) and £(w(t;)) — E(w) as i — oo, for some solution w = (®,v) € C3(S?)
of (.8), (59). Take t, = t; for a sufficiently large i such that (5.32]) holds. It follows that (£33
is valid for all ¢ > t > t, + 1. Therefore w(t) converges to w in L?(S?,1 x w™?) as t — oo.
Moreover, by taking o — oo in (5.33)) we find that

[w(t) — 0 L2821 x0-1) < Ce Pt=t) for all t > t, + 1.

As in Step 2 of the proof for Lemma [5.6] the weighted Holder norm may be estimated by

t+1 ) 1/2
tt) =0l < O [ 0ls) = 0l 1)

for all ¢t > t, + 2, and hence for ¢ in the same range we have

w(t) — wly < Ce P,
yielding the desired result. O
Proof of Theorem 2l Since €' (u+1In(rsinf),v) € L}, (B1\{0}), it may be verified that (®,v) =
(u+ Insinf,v) is a weak solution of (5.2)) satisfying (5.3)), (5.4)), and (5.5). Then Theorem

2.1 follows from Proposition B9 and Theorem [5.8, by taking w = sinf and setting (®,7) =
(®,). O

6. CONVERGENCE: LINEAR GROWTH RENORMALIZATION

The purpose of this section is to study asymptotics of the harmonic map at spatial infinity,
which corresponds to the asymptotically flat end of the associated stationary vacuum spacetime.
In terms of the notation established at the beginning of this work, the radial coordinate t = —Inr
will then be restricted to the range R_ = (—00,0), and we will use the renormalization function

(6.1) w=-e "sinb,
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which in cylindrical coordinates is simply p. Notice that this renormalization function is not
independent of ¢, in contrast to the translation invariant renormalization used in the previous
section. Moreover, this dependence on ¢ will require additional care when applying the results
of Section [3l When the invariant renormalization function is needed below it will be denoted by
w = sind.

We will study the asymptotic behavior of solutions (®,v) € H (R_ x S?) to the renormalized
harmonic map system

L® — 2|V o> = LInw,
(6.2)
Lv+4Vgu- Vv =0,

as t = —oo. Observe that with this renormalization we have LInw = 0. Here and hereafter, the
unrenormalized and renormalized harmonic map component functions v and ® will be related
by © = ® — Inw. Furthermore, it will be assumed that there are positive constants A and a such
that

(6.3) |®|+|v| <A inR_ x S?

for any finite interval I C R_ we have

(6.4) /I/Sz(’vg@‘z + |V, 0]?) dvoly, di < oo,
and in the trace sense
(6.5) v=aonR_ x{N}, v=—aonR_ x {S},

where N and S represent the north and south poles of S2. The next result may be viewed as a
compilation of Theorem 3.4 Proposition [3.7, and Proposition [3.8] tailored to the current setting.

Proposition 6.1. Let (®,v) € H} (R_ xS?) be a weak solution of (62) satisfying 6.3), (6.4),
and ([G.8) for some positive constants A and a. Then for any T < —2, integers j,m = 0,1,2,3,
k=1,2,3, and parameter o € (0,1), the following estimates hold

|07(®, €*T0) | ca((r—1,74+1)x52) < C,

V3,07 (0 = a)| < CO™ 02V ol 2 r-2ri2)xs?y  on [T —1,T +1] x §Z,
(V3,07 (v + a)| < C* o2V ol 2 (r—2,r42)xs2)  on [T =1, T +1] x 82,
and

0F VI @]+ 2T/ 370V vl

T+2 12
< C(/ / (|0p®? + ™|V 4v|?) dvolgodt) on [T —1,T + 1] x S?,
T-2 Js?

for some positive constant C depending only on «, a, and A.
Proof. For t € (—2,2) consider the functions
(6.6) O(t,)=®(T +t,-), o(t,-)=eTo(T+t,-), alt,-) = )—hnwt,-),
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and observe that by (6.2) and LInw = 0 they satisfy the equations
Lo — 2¢"|V,0)% = 0,
LY +4V i - V0 =0,
n (—2,2) x S?. Furthermore, boundary conditions (6.5)) are satisfied with a replaced by e?”a.
We may then apply Theorem B.4] Proposition 3.7] and Proposition B.§] to obtain
|8?1((i),5)|03((—1,1)x82) <C,

|V§08{”(6 — eQTa)‘ < C(D?H—a_jH(I)_2Vg?~)”L2((_272)XS2) on [—1, 1] X Sz_,
|V;06,Z”(z7 + eQTa)‘ < C@3+a_j||Q_2Vg2~1||L2((_272)XS2) on [—1, 1] X 82_,

and
ki &| 1 ~i—3—a|akwi ? B2 1L AlT 52 1/2
08V B + @ yatvgov\gc< Y RCTERA )dvolgodt>

on [—1,1] x §2, for j,m =0,1,2,3, k = 1,2,3, and o € (0,1). Note that the positive constant C
depends only on «, a, and A, and in order to satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition B.8 we have
used the relations 0;lnw = —1 and LInw = 0. The desired result now follows by translating
back to the original map (®,v). O

It is possible to use standard energy estimates to bound the weighted gradient of v, and
thereby improve some of the estimates for the twist potential.

Proposition 6.2. Let (?,v) € H} (R_ xS?) be a weak solution of (62) satisfying 6.3), (6.4),
and ([G.5) for some positive constants A and a. Then for any T < —3, integers j,m = 0,1,2,3,
and parameter « € (0,1), the following estimates hold

|V§08tm(v — a)| < C@¥TI on [T —1,T 4 1] x Si,
V3 O (v +a)| < C&®T on [T —1,T+1] x 2,
for some positive constant C depending only on «, a, and A.

Proof. Let ®(t,-) and 4(t,-) be given as in ([6.0) for T < —3 and t € (—3,3), and define
o(t,-) =v(T +t,-). Then

(6.8) divy(e*®V9)(t) = e T divy (™ TV u(T + 1)) =0 on (—3,3) x S?,

with o(t, N) = a and 0(¢t,S) = —a. By applying Lemma to 0, while using (6.3]) as well as
the estimates for ® in Proposition [6.1], we obtain

(0 —a) < C&™"  on (-,3) xS2,

[(0+a)| < CH3t*  on (-3,

(6.7)

where o € (0,1) is arbitrary and C' is a positive constant depending only on «, a, and A. We
may now use local energy estimates for (6.8]), viewed as a linear equation of 0 £ a, to obtain
bounds for weighted derivatives of ©. More precisely, multiplying the equation by © 4+ a with an
appropriate cut-off function and integrating by parts produces

187V 40l 2 -n2yxs2) < CIO> (0 % @)l (g, 51x52) < C
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where S?t is a domain in the sphere that is slightly smaller than S%. It follows that

-2
[0V gvllL2((r-2142)xs2) < C,
and the desired result is then a consequence of Proposition O
The asymptotic analysis of harmonic maps near spatial infinity will reduce to the asymptotic
behavior of two associated linear equations, which are studied in the next two results. The

fact that the analysis reduces to the study of two linear equations, indicates that the system
effectively decouples in this regime.

Lemma 6.3. Let ® € C?*(R_ x S?) be a bounded solution of
L®=f onR_xS?

where f € CO(R_ x S?) satisfies |f| < KePt for some positive constants 3 and K. If B is not an
integer, then there exist a constant ¢y and degree | spherical harmonics Yy, for 1 =0,--- ,[8] —1,
such that for any o € (0,1) the following expansion holds

|B(t) — co — Yoe' — - = Vig_1e|crag2) < Ce,
where C is a positive constant depending only on «, 3, K, and the L>®-norm of ® on R_ x S?.

Proof. This is based on a well-known argument, and thus we only outline the main points which
are included for completeness. Let {X,,}>_, be an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions for
L?(S?), more precisely —Ago Xm = A Xy, with

MN=0< A =X=NA3=2< <+ = 0.

We may expand ® and f according to these spherical harmonics as
o0 o0
(I)(t) = Z (I)m(t)me f(t) =’ Z fm(t)me
m=0 m=0

where the f,,(t) are uniformly bounded in ¢. Then, the equation L® = f becomes

00

(@1, — @l — M@y — e P 1) X, = 0,

m=0
and hence

O —® Ny ®y, —e Pl =0 onR_.
The two characteristic roots are given by

% (1 VT+20) .

Moreover, since A, = i(i + 1) for some integer ¢ > 0, the corresponding characteristic roots are
in fact i + 1 and —i. We now discard the negative characteristic root, since the solution ® is
assumed to be bounded. In the homogeneous case when f = 0, we then have ®,,(t) = ;e
for some constant ¢;. In conclusion, any bounded solution ® of L® = 0 can be expressed as

o
() =co + Z Vet
=0
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where ¢ is a constant and Y; are spherical harmonics of degree ¢. The L version of the
expansion stated in this lemma now follows from standard ODE analysis. Finally, the C'®
expansion may be obtained by scaled interior Schauder estimates. g

We now treat the asymptotic linear equation associated with the twist potential function v,
from the harmonic map system.

Lemma 6.4. Let £ € C3*(R_ x S?), a € (0,1) be a bounded solution of
O+ 30,6 + D div(@ ™V, 8) = f  onR_ x 2,
E(t,N)=¢&(t,S)=0 forteR_,

where for some positive constants B and K the function f € CY*(R_ x S?) satisfies
(6.9) If] < KePtsin?0  on R_ x S2.
If B # 1 then

€] < CePtsin®t 0 for B < 1,
€ — cref@?| < CeMsin®T0  for B> 1,

where ¢1, C'> 0, and v > 1 are constants depending only on «, 5, K, and the L>-norm of £ on
R_ x S2. If additionally 0, f satisfies (6.9), then 0;¢ satisfies [GI0). Moreover if 8 =1, then &
may have a factor of t in the expansion at order €'.

(6.10)

Proof. By Corollary 4.1 of [24] there exists a constant C' such that
(6.11) / w208 dvoly, < C/ IV gow|*@™* dvoly,,
S2 s2

for all w € H01(82,<IJ—4). Then, for any 2 < p < oo, Holder’s inequality and the Sobolev
inequality on S? produce

2/3
lw|P@™* dvoly, < </ w20 dvolgo) </ w3 dvolg0>
S2 S2

/2
SC’(/ |Vg0w|2w_4dvolgo)p ,
S2

where the constant C' depends only on p. This implies that ];[6(827 w~4) is compactly embedded
in L?(S?,0~*), where this latter space consists of L?-functions on S? with respect to the measure
&)‘4dvolgo. These observations may be used to show that the standard L2-theory for elliptic
equations in divergence form applies to the degenerate equation

w*divg, (@ *V4w) =h on S2

1/3

SZ

In particular, for any h € L?(S?,@~*) there exists a unique solution w € H&(SQ,Q_‘l), and
IVgowllr2(s2.6-1) < Cllhl r2(s2 o4

for some universal constant C'. Moreover, for the eigenvalue problem
ot divg, @V w) = —pw  on §?,

there exists a sequence of real eigenvalues p; < po < --- converging to infinity, along with an
associated sequence of eigenfunctions {¢;}3°; that form an orthonormal basis of L*(S?,&~1).
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Consider an eigenpair (u,w). We may apply a De Giorgi iteration as in the proof of [27,
Theorem 1] to obtain

sup jw| < Cllwll 22 o-4)-

It then follows from Lemma [3.5 that w € C3%(S?), for any a € (0,1), and
lw| < Co*T®  on S
where C' is a constant depending only on «, g, and the L®-norm of w. Note that w* €
H}(S%,0™) and
whdivg, (@ 1V ,w?) = —4w?.

Hence, 4 is an eigenvalue and ©* is a corresponding eigenfunction. Since @* > 0 on §?\ {N, S},
we conclude that 4 is the smallest eigenvalue, that is pu; = 4.

Next, we will establish an L2-decay based on expansions in terms of the orthonormal basis
{pi}52,. Write

) =) &M, F) =D filt)es,
i=1 i=1

and observe that
o

E (&' (t) + 3&(t) — pa&i(t) + fi(t))pi = 0,
i=1
so that
7 (t) + 3&i(t) — pai(t) + fi(t) = 0.

The two characteristic roots of this equation are
1
5( -3+ \/9+4ui).
In particular, these become 1 and —4 when ¢ = 1. By standard ODE analysis, we then have
€)1 r2(s2. -4 < Ce™* i B <1,
lI€(t) — Clet(D4HL2(S2@74) <Ccetif 8 >1,

for some constants ¢, C, and v > 1.
The L?-decay may be transformed into pointwise decay in the following way. For any tq < —1
and 7 € (—1,1) set

g( ) — E_Btog(to_‘_’r)') lfﬁ < 17
n= e Mo (E(tg +1,-) — cgelo 7o) if B> 1,

and
~ e Plofto+r,.) ifB <1,
f(r,-) = i .
e M f(to+m,-) if B> 1.

Then [[§(r) |2 a-1) < C. |f] < C&2, and

O (0137 0,€) + divy, (0 1%V o) = @ 1T S
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Thus, a De Giorgi iteration as in [27, Theorem 1] produces

sup 6] < C(IE/@% |l o 11yxs2) + I /@2 | oo (1,1yxs52)) < C.
(=1/2,1/2)xS?

We may then employ [24] Lemma 4.4], for any « € (0,1), to obtain

sup  (|flw* ) < C.
(—1/4,1/4)xS2

This yields the desired result (G.I0).
Finally, assume that 0, f satisfies (6.9), and observe that

87((;‘4e3T8T§T) + divyg, ((IJ_463TVQO£~T) =1,
where é} = 875 and ﬁ = Z?Tf. By the energy estimates for the equation of 5, it is straightforward
to see that N
1€ /&2 L2 (=3/a,3/2)x52) < C.

Similarly, we have

sup (|G l@™ ) < C.
(—1/4,1/4)xS2

Therefore, 0;¢ satisfies ([6.10]). O
Remark 6.5. It should be noted that for any constant a € R, the function

1
(6.12) vo(0) = 5acos (3 — cos? 0)

appearing in the extreme Kerr harmonic map, satisfies the zero eigenvalue equation from the
proof of Lemma [6.4] However, since vg does not vanish at the poles it does not lie in the space
L*(S?,0~*), and is thus not considered as a member of the orthonormal basis {¢;}3°;.

Remark 6.6. We shall now compute some eigenvalues and eigenfunctions that are releveant to
the previous lemma. Consider

(6.13) 0 divg, @V w) = =M on S*\ {N,S}, we L*(S% o),
and use the separation of variables ansatz w(f, ¢) = n(6) cos(m(¢ — ¢p)) for m =0,1,... where
¢o is a constant. Under this assumption equation (6.I3) may rewritten as
sin Hdie <sinl39 %) + Asin? 67 — m?n =0, neH=L*[0,n],073).
Making the substitutions z = cos and A = ¢(¢ 4+ 3) produces
(6.14) (1— 2% +22(1 — 2%) 5 + (€€ + 3)(1 — 2%) — m?)n =0,

where 7/ = d . It is straightforward to check that n(x) = (1 —2?) y(z) satisfies (6.14)) if and only
if y(x) satisfies the general Legendre equation of degree £ 4+ 1 and order n = v/m? + 4, that is
(1 -2y —22(1 -2y + (L+ 1) +2)(1 —2%) —n?)y=0.

Thus we conclude that n(z) = (1 — 2?)(a P2, (z) + bQ}.,(x)), where P/ | and Q},, are the
associated Legendre functions of the first and second kind respectively, and a, b are constants.
For applications to stationary vacuum black holes, the relevant harmonic maps are axisymmetric,
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in which case we may restrict attention to m = 0. In this situation, n = 2 and Q% 1 has a simple
pole at the endpoint z = 1. It follows that (1 — 2?)Q7 (1) # 0, and hence cannot be in H.
Similarly, if £ ¢ N then P€2+1 has a simple pole at the endpoint x = —1. We conclude that
Ao = £( + 3) are eigenvalues for each for ¢ € N, with eigenfunctions wy(#) = sin? OP7 ,(cosb).
Moreover, by Rodrigues’ formula

1— .1'2 d5+3

2 _ 2 £+1
PZ-I—l(‘/E) - 2g+1(€ + 1)| dxg_l_g ($ - 1) ’

and thus the eigenfunctions may be rewritten as
B sin* # (
A SRS

where py is a polynomial of degree ¢ — 1. Lastly, note that since pus < A9 = 10, the decay constant
~ of Lemma [6.4] is not greater than 2.

we(0) cosf),

We are ready to prove the main result in this section, which offers an asymptotic expansion
at infinity for the renoramlized harmonic map.

Theorem 6.7. Let (®,v) € HL _(R_ x S?) be a weak solution of [6.2) satisfying (6.3), 6.4,
and ([6.5]) for some positive constants A and a. Then there exist constants cy, ¢1, C and degree
0, 1, and 2 spherical harmonics Yy, Y1, and Yy respectively, such that for allt < —1 the following
expansions hold

(6.15) |®(t) — co — 'Yy — e*Y] — e3th\(;3(Sz) < CelBHAR,
and
(6.16) lu(t) —vo(0) — cletw‘l\oa(gz) < Cell+h,

for some B € (0,1) and where vy is given by ([612)). Moreover, corresponding asymptotics are
valid for the t-derivatives of (®,v).

Proof. Write the first equation of (6.2)) as L® = f, where
f =2V 0 = e4tw_4e4¢(|8tv|2 + |V go]?).
By the estimates for ® in Proposition [6.1] and the estimates for v in Proposition [6.2] we have
|f| S C’e4t@_4@4+2a S Ce4ta}2a S Ce4t

for any a € (0,1). Moreover, by Lemma [6.3] there exist constants ¢g, C, Y and degree 1 and 2
spherical harmonics Y; and Y5 respectively, such that

D(t) — o — V) — V) — MYy cro(g2) < Ce@HAN

for any o, 3 € (0,1) and all ¢ < —1. In order to improve this estimate to involve C3-norms, we
note that

|vgof| < Cettp=dpitie < Cettg?e—t < Cett
if « € (1/2,1). In fact, by choosing o € (0, 1) sufficiently small depending on «, we find
Vgofloo(s2) < Ce'.
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Hence the methods of Lemma yield
1B(t) — co — €'Yy — €Yy — eStY2|CSVU(SQ) < CeB3+)t,

which gives (6.15). Furthermore, estimates of ¢-derivatives may be obtained in a similar manner.
For example we have

0, (t) — €'Yy — 2e*'Y| — 3e% V3| oo g2y < CeBTA,
along with an analogous estimate for 97®. In particular, it follows that
(6.17) |0,®| 4 |0?®| < Cet, Vo ®| + [V 0,®| < Ce*.
Consider now the equation satisfied by v. Observe that
Lv +4Vu - Vv = 020 + 300 + Agyv — 4V In@ - Vv + 4V, 8 - Vv

= O7v + 30w + @divy, (W TV v) + 4V, P - Vo,
so that the second equation of (6.2]) may be expressed as

v + 30w + @divy, (0™ V gv) = h,
where

h=—-4Vy® -V = =4V ® - Vg v — 40, PO.

By Remark [6.5], we have GJA‘ding (Q_A‘Vgovo) = 0. Therefore, if £ = v — vy then

O7E 4 304€ + @rdivy, (@ 1V &) = h.
Notice that ([6.7]) gives
(6.18) IV 40| + |V 4o 00| < C*T, 00| + [02v] < Ca3te,
which together with (6.I7) produces

|h| < Ce®@?te 4 Cela®T™ < Cel?t,
and similarly
|0,h] < Cela®T,
We may now apply Lemma to obtain
0| = |0,€| < Celate,

for any 0 € (0,1). Moreover, by using the above estimate of d,v instead of the one in (.18, it
follows that
‘h’ < C€(1+6)t&)2+a.

Applying Lemma [6.4] again prouces
’é- _ cletd)4] < C€(1+B)t@3+a,

for some constants 8 € (0,1), ¢1, and C' > 0. The desired expansion (6.I6) with C3-norms
now follows from Lemma Similar arguments yield the corresponding estimates for the
t-derivatives. d

Proof of Theorem [2.3. The hypotheses guarantee the applicability of Theorems[3.4] and [6.7] from
which the desired result follows. O
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7. NEAR HORI1ZON GEOMETRY AND CONICAL SINGULARITIES

In this section we will give an application of the asymptotic analysis presented in previous
sections to the classification of near horizon geometries, and will give a geometric interpretation
of the parameter b appearing in the expression of tangent maps at punctures. For the notation
and background, we refer to the last portion of Section 2

7.1. Near horizon limit: proof of Theorem Near horizon geometries (NHGs) arise
through a limiting process in the vicinity of a degenerate (extreme) black hole, which infinitely
magnifies the spacetime geometry at the horizon, see [22] for a detailed review. In the physics
literature, a rigorous justification of the so called near horizon limit that gives rise to the NHG, is
often not addressed. Here we will prove that this limit exists as a consequence of the asymptotic
analysis studied in this work.

Consider a puncture p; at the intersection of two axis rod closures I'; and T';, 1, lying to the
south and north of the puncture. We may introduce polar coordinates (r,6) centered at this
point, such that p = rsinf and z = r cos . As usual, write v = ® —Insinf so that U = & +1Inr,
then the spacetime metric becomes

d 2
(7.1) g = 1222472 4 e 2 sin2 0(de + wdr)? + e 20+ (Tiz + d92> .

The NHG metric is obtained from the scaling r = €7, 7 = € '7, ¢ = ¢ + Qe 7 by letting € — 0,
where Q) is the angular velocity of the black hole. Moreover, justification and computation of
this near horizon limit will follow from the expansion of the metric coefficients that is implied
by Theorems 2.1] and To begin, observe that without loss of generality it may be assumed
that v = £a on I'j4 1, I'; respectively, for some a > 0. Then for all sufficiently small r this result
yields

= gy 1 2av/1 — b2
(r,0) = 2(6) + O(") = _iln 14 cos? 6+ 2bcos 0
b+ bcos? + 2cos b

"1+ cos26 + 2bcos

(7.2)
o(r,0) =5(0) + 0(r’) =a

where >0 and b € (—1,1).
It remains to calculate the expansions for a and w. Using the relations

0, = sin 60, + 00;089, 0, = cos 00, — Sl];e@g,
together with (2.11), and the estimates
(7.3) 7]0,®| + |9g(® — ®)| = O(P), (sin 0)~7/%r|8,v| 4 (sin 0) /2|8y (v — v)| = O(r?),

which follow from Proposition B.9, we have
royo = rsin 00, + rcos 0,
= rsinf [2up+ 71) +P(U?) —u +€4u(vi —U?))} +7 o8 0[2u, + p(2upu, +2e" 0,0,
=1—sin?0[(®g — cot 0)* + ™3] + o(r?)
= 0(r"),
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where in the last equality we employed the expression for ® as well as ({35 to find

sin f(cos 0 + b)

Oy = —
0 14 cos26+ 2bcosf’

2) qin2
duz2 _ sin?9 —4d By _ a(l —b°)sin” 0 B
¢y =Sge T 00 (14 cos? 6 + 2bcos 6)? +007).

Similar manipulations give rise to

dpoe = — sinf cos O + 2sin® g + sin 6 cos (D5 + €"7;) + O(r?)

.3
sin® f(cos 6 + 2b) o).
14 cos?6 + 2bcos b

= —sinfcosf —

It follows that
(7.4) a(r,0) =In (1+cos®6 + 2bcos ) + ag + O(rPy = a(h) + O(r?),

where oy is a constant of integration.
We will now compute the expansion of w. Observe that with the help of (210 and (Z3]) we
have
ropw = rsin00,w + r cos 00w
=rsinf (2pe4“vz) —rcosf (2,064“11,,)
= 272 sin fet* [sin@ (cos Ov, — Sifevg) —cos 6 (sin Ov, + @vg)]
-5 1+
B o( )

sinl/2

and similarly

Opw = 1 cos 00,w — rsin 0, w
=rcosf (2pe4“vz) + rsind (2pe4“11p)

= 272 sin fe** [COS 0 (cos v, — gvg) + sin 6 (Sin Ov, + #U@)]

= 2r2e4® Ur
sin> @
= O(r'*P).
It follows that
- 148 - RN
75 == —2 12 UG (7’7) = +_+O(7)7
(7:5) W= e sin® @ sinl/2 ¢ o a sin/2 ¢

where (43]) has been used in the last equality and wq is an integration constant that represents
the sign reversed angular velocity of the black hole, —2. We may now apply the expansions
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([72), [4), and (73] to take the near horizon limit in (7.I]) and obtain the near horizon metric
908 2, 9b . 2p(a7 T N2 odioa(dT 2
eng = —222d72 4+ e P sin 9<d¢+—d7) +e (_—2+d9)
a T
_2<1—|-00529+2b0050) 9 2a+v/1 — b2sin2 0
=7 T
2av/1 — b2 1+ cos26 + 2bcos O
n av'1— b?

2

The integration constant of (74) has been chosen so that e?® = 1/4, which yields the near
horizon metric of the extreme Kerr black hole (extremal Kerr throat metric) [7] when a = 27
and b = 0, where J denotes angular momentum.

<d<;_s + gd%)Q

di?
2 2
(14 cos 9+2bcos€)< = +db )

7.2. Angle defect at punctures: proof of Theorem [2.4. We will now show that the pa-
rameter b € (—1,1), that appears in the tangent map and near horizon geometry of an extreme
black hole, completely determines the difference of logarithmic angle defects associated with
the two neighboring axis rods. Namely, consider the two axis rods I'; and I'j4; lying directly
to the south and north of the puncture p;, each having logarithmic angle defect b; and by,
respectively. According to (2.12) and (7.4]) we find that

1 b1 —b
brst — by = lim (a(r,0) — a(r,m) = In (ﬂ) & b= tanh <L> _
r—0 1—b 9

In particular, the case b = 0 corresponds to a ‘balanced horizon’, in that conical singularities on
both sides of the black hole may be relieved by choosing the constant oy in (7.4]) appropriately.
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