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A GLOBAL REGULARITY THEORY FOR SHPERE-VALUED

FRACTIONAL HARMONIC MAPS

YU HE, CHANG-LIN XIANG∗ AND GAO-FENG ZHENG

Abstract. In this paper we consider sphere-valued stationary/minimizing fractional

harmonic mappings introduced in recent years by several authors, especially by Millot-

Pegon-Schikorra [17] and Millot-Sire [18]. Based on their rich partial regularity theory,

we establish a quantitative stratification theory for singular sets of these mappings by

making use of the quantitative differentiation approach of Cheeger-Naber [7], from which

a global regularity estimates follows.
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1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Background. In the series of seminar works [8, 9, 10], odd order harmonic mappings

from R
m into a closed Riemannian manifold N were considered by Da Lio and Rivière for

the first time. That is, critical points of the energy functional

(1.1)
1

2

∫

Rm

|(−∆)
m
4 u|2dx, u ∈ Hm(Rm, N),

where m is an odd positive integer. One of their main results in [8, 9, 10] is the smooth-

ness of these harmonic mappings in critical dimensions, which thus extended the famous

work of Helein [15, 14] on Harmonic mappings from surfaces. Since then, odd order har-

monic mappings have been extended to various nonlocal settings, see e.g. [11, 16, 17, 18,

*: corresponding author.
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19, 20, 26, 28, 29] and the references therein. Due to its close connection with nonlocal

Ginzburgh-Landau euqations, nonlocal minimal surfaces, fractional Allen-Cahn equations,

free boundary value problems and etc, in the interesting series works [16, 17, 18, 19, 20] of

Millot, Pegon, Sire, Wang and Yu, the following type of fractional harmonic mappings were

considered. To be precise, let us assume throughout this note that s ∈ (0, 1) and Ω ⊆ R
m

is a bounded smooth open set. Following [17, 18, 19], define the fractional Dirichlet energy

in Ω of a measurable map u : Rm → R
d by

(1.2) Es(u,Ω) :=
γm,s

4

∫∫

(Rm×Rm)\(Ωc×Ωc)

|u(x)− u(y)|2

|x− y|m+2s
dxdy,

where Ωc := R
m\Ω denotes the complement of Ω. The normalisation constant γm,s =

s22sπ−
m
2 Γ

(
m+2s

2

)
/Γ(1 − s) is such that

Es(u,Ω) =
1

2

∫

Rm

∣∣∣(−∆)
s
2u

∣∣∣
2
dx, ∀u ∈ D

(
Ω;Rd

)
.

In particular, in the case m = 1 and s = 1/2, this coincides with energy (1.1) in 1-

dimension. To define the fractional harmonic map, we first introduce the Hilbert space

(see e.g. [17, Section 2.1])

Ĥs(Ω,Rd) :=
{
u ∈ L2

loc(R
m,Rd) : Es(u,Ω) <∞}

with norm

‖u‖
Ĥs(Ω,Rd)

=
(
‖u‖2L2(Ω) + Es(u,Ω)

) 1

2

,

and then define, for a closed Riemannian manifold N →֒ R
d (the embedding is isometric),

Ĥs(Ω, N) :=
{
u ∈ Ĥs(Ω,Rd) : u(x) ∈ N for a.e. x ∈ R

m
}
.

Now we can recall the definition of s-harmonic mappings of [16, 17, 18, 19, 20].

Definition 1.1. We say that u ∈ Ĥs(Ω, N) is a weakly s-harmonic map, if

(1.3)
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

Es (πN (u+ tϕ),Ω) = 0 for all ϕ ∈ C∞
0

(
Ω,Rd

)
,

where πN denotes the smooth nearest point projection of N .

If a weakly s-harmonic map u ∈ Ĥs(Ω, N) also satisfies

(1.4)
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

Es(u(x+ tψ(x))) = 0 for all ψ ∈ C∞
0 (Ω,Rm) ,

then it is called a stationary s-harmonic map.

Finally, u ∈ Ĥs(Ω, N) is called a minimizing s-harmonic map if

(1.5) Es(u,Ω) ≤ Es(v,Ω)

for all v ∈ Ĥs(Ω, N) with v = u on Ω\K for some compact K ⊂ Ω.

In the series of works [16, 17, 18, 19, 20], a very rich partial regularity theory for

s-harmonic mappings have been established. For our purpose, we merely collect part of

their results concerning sphere-valued s-harmonic mappings in the below.
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Theorem 1.2. ([17, Theorem 1.1]) If m = 1 and s ∈ [1/2, 1), then each weakly s-harmonic

map u ∈ Ĥs
(
Ω;Sd−1

)
is smooth.

In the case 0 < s < 1/2, the same smoothness result also holds for minimizing s-

harmonic maps, see the third conclusion of Theorem 1.4 (see also [20, Theorem 1.2] for

Hölder regularity). These results will play a fundamental role in our later argument. For

stationary s-harmonic maps, the following partial regularity holds. That is, by defining

the set of singular points as

sing(u) = {x ∈ Ω : u is not continuous at x},

there holds

Theorem 1.3. ([17, Theorem 1.2]) Assume that s ∈ (0, 1) and m > 2s. If u ∈ Ĥs
(
Ω;Sd−1

)

is a stationary s-harmonic map in Ω, then u ∈ C∞(Ω\ sing(u)) and

(1) for s > 1/2 and m ≧ 3,dimH sing(u) ≦ m− 2;

(2) for s > 1/2 and m = 2, sing(u) is locally finite in Ω;

(3) for s = 1/2 and m ≧ 2,Hm−1(sing(u)) = 0;

(4) for s < 1/2 and m ≧ 2, dimH sing(u) ≦ m− 1;

(5) for s < 1/2 and m = 1, sing(u) is locally finite in Ω.

The above regularity result can be improved for minimizing s-harmonic maps.

Theorem 1.4. ([17, Theorem 1.3]) Assume that s ∈ (0, 1) and m > 2s. If u ∈ Ĥs
(
Ω;Sd−1

)

is a minimizing s-harmonic map in Ω, then u ∈ C∞(Ω\ sing(u)) and

(1) for m ≧ 3,dimH sing(u) ≦ m− 2;

(2) for m = 2, sing(u) is locally finite in Ω;

(3) for m = 1, sing(u) = ∅ (that is, u ∈ C∞(Ω)).

In case the target sphere satisfies d ≥ 3, Millot and Pegon [16, Theorem 1.3] proved that

the singular set of a minimizing 1/2-harmonic map is even smaller: dimH sing(u) ≤ m− 3.

A similar result for minimizing s-harmonic maps with s ∈ (0, 1/2) can also be found in

Millot, Sire and Yu [20].

1.2. Main results. Since regularity theory is basic for studying fractional harmonic map-

pings, in this paper, we aim to derive volume estimates for the singular sets sing(u) by

making use of the quantitative differentiation approach of Cheeger and Naber [7], from

which a global regularity estimate for s-harmonic mappings will follow. This approach has

been applied to e.g. harmonic mappings, biharmonic mappings, varifolds and currents,

harmonic map flow, mean curvature flow and so on, see e.g. [1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 24, 25] and

the references therein. To state our results precisely, let us first introduce some necessary

notation. Given Λ > 0, denote

(1.6) Ĥs
Λ(Ω, N) =

{
u ∈ L2

loc(R
m, N) : Es(u,Ω) < Λ

}
.

To avoid confuse with the balls in R
m+1, we use

Dr(x) = {y ∈ R
m : |y − x| < r}

to denote the ball in R
m centered at x with radius r, and simply write Dr = Dr(0). Our

first result reads as follows.
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Theorem 1.5 (Integrability estimates). Given Λ > 0, m ≥ 2, and assume u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1)

is a stationary s-harmonic map if 1/2 < s < 1, or u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1) is a minimizing s-

harmonic map if 0 < s ≤ 1/2. Then for all 1 ≤ p < 2, there exists C = C(s,m,Λ, p) such

that ∫

D1

|∇u|p ≤ C

∫

D1

r−p
u < C.

Here ru is the regularity scale of u defined as follows. For a given function f : Ω → R,

we define the regularity scale function of f by

(1.7) rf (x) = max

{
0 ≤ r ≤ 1 : sup

y∈Dr(x)
r|∇f(y)| ≤ 1

}
,

and define the set of points of f with bad regularity scales by

Br(f) = {x ∈ Ω : rf (x) < r}.

Then Theorem 1.5 follows from the volume estimate below.

Theorem 1.6. Given Λ > 0, m ≥ 2, and assume u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1) is a stationary s-

harmonic map if 1/2 < s < 1, or u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1) is a minimizing s-harmonic map if

0 < s ≤ 1/2. Then, for all η > 0, there exists C = C(s,m,Λ, η) such that

Vol(Tr(Br(u)) ∩D1) ≤ Cr2−η, ∀ 0 < r < 1,

where Tr(A) denotes the r tubular neighborhood of a set A in R
m. Consequently, this

implies that the Minkowski dimension of sing(u) satisfies

dimMin sing(u) ≤ m− 2.

We remark that the above result does not hold for stationary s-harmonic maps if

0 < s < 1/2. To see this, consider the map u(x) = χRm
+
− χ

Rm
−

which has its origin

in nonlocal minimal surface (see e.g. [2, 27]). It was proven that u is a stationary s-

harmonic map for 0 < s < 1/2 in S
1, but with m− 1 dimensional singular set with infinite

Hm−1-measure, see e.g. [17, Remark 1.5].

Combining the improved estimate in Millot and Pegon [16, Theorem 1.3], we can

improve the above theorems for minimizing 1/2-harmonic maps as in the below.

Theorem 1.7. Given Λ > 0 and assume that u ∈ Ĥ
1/2
Λ (D4,S

d−1) is a minimizing 1/2-

harmonic map with d ≥ 3. Then, for all η > 0, there exists C = C(s,m,N,Λ, η) such

that

Vol(Tr(Br(u)) ∩D1) ≤ Cr3−η, ∀ 0 < r < 1,

As a result, we have dimMin sing(u) ≤ m − 3; furthermore, there exists a constant C =

C(s,m,Λ, p) > 0 for each 1 ≤ p < 3 such that
∫
D1

|∇u|p ≤ C
∫
D1
r−p
u < C.

To deduce the above regularity estimates, the key is to prove the following volume

estimate concerning quantitative singular set Sk
η,r(u) (see Definition 3.3).

Theorem 1.8 (Volume estimate of singular set). Let Λ > 0, k ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,m − 1},

s ∈ (0, 1) and m > 2s. Then, for all η > 0 there exists C = C(m, s,N,Λ, η) > 0 such that,

for all stationary s-harmonic map u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4, N) and all 0 < r < 1, we have

(1.8) Vol(Tr(S
k
η,r(u)) ∩D1) ≤ Crm−k−η.
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Note that, unlike that of Theorems 1.5, 1.6 and 1.7, this volume estimate in Theorem

1.8 holds for all stationary s-harmonic maps u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1), and also for a general

closed Riemannian manifold N →֒ R
d, due to the fact that the monotonicity formula

(2.8) holds for all such targets. As aforementioned, to prove this volume estimate, we

will use the approach of Cheeger and Naber [7]. However, different from the situations

in [7, 1], in our case we first need to extend the mapping from R
m into the upper half

space R
m+1
+ so as to get monotonicity formula (2.8), and then we need to defined a new

type of quantitative symmetry so as to match the monotonicity property, and finally we

will establish quantitative cone splitting principles so as to find a useful cover for the

quantitative singular set Sk
η,r(u). For details of the proof of Theorem 1.8, see Section 3.

Once Theorem 1.8 is obtained, Theorems 1.5, 1.6, 1.7 will follow from an ǫ-regularity

result (see Theorem 4.1 below) and the volume estimates of Theorem 1.8. Details are given

in Section 4. To prove Theorem 4.1, we have to assume that the s-harmonic mapping u

is either stationary or minimal according to the range of s so as to use the compactness

results of [17].

Befor ending this section, we remark that the above regularity theorems are sharp

in a sense. To see this, consider the s-harmonic map u(x) = x/|x| for x ∈ D4 ⊂ R
2

(see e.g. [17, Remark 1.6]). A simple computation shows that our result is optimal in

the sense ∇u ∈ Lp
loc for all 1 < p < 2 but not for p = 2. However, note that ∇u is

weakly L2 integrable. We shall deduce this even more sharp regularity result together with

the rectifiability of the stratified singular set in another paper, applying the much more

sophisticated approach of Naber and Valtorta [22, 23] on harmonic mappings; see also [13]

on the global regularity of biharmonic mappings for instance.

Notation. Throughout the paper, we will use the following notations:

• R
m+1
+ = {x = (x, z) : x ∈ R

m, z > 0} denotes the n+1 dimensional open upper half

space;

• Br(x) denotes the open ball in R
m+1 with radius r centered at x = (x, z);

• B+
r (x) denotes the half open ball in R

m+1
+ of radius r centered at x = (x, 0), and

simply write B+
r = B+

r (0);

• Dr(x) denotes the the open ball/disk in R
m centered at x, and write Dr = Dr(0).

For an arbitrary set G ⊂ R
m+1, we write

G+ := G ∩ R
m+1
+ and ∂+G := ∂G ∩ R

m+1
+ .

If G ⊂ R
m+1
+ is a bounded open set, we shall say that G is admissible whenever

• ∂G is s Lipschitz regular;

• the (relative) open set ∂0G ⊂ ∂Rm+1
+ defined by

∂0G :=
{
x ⊂ ∂G ∩ ∂Rm+1

+ : B+
r (x) ⊂ G for some r > 0

}
,

is non empty and has Lipschitz boundary; and then we have ∂G = ∂+G ∪ ∂0G.

• Finally, we identify R
m = ∂Rm+1

+ ; a set A ⊂ R
m is also identified with A × {0} ⊂

∂Rm+1
+ .
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2. Classical singularity stratification

Since one of the main tools in this note is the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension of [3] (which

may have originated in the probability literature [21]), we first introduce some spaces over

an open set G ⊆ R
m+1. Following [17, 18], we define the weighted L2-space

L2 (G, |z|adx) :=
{
v ∈ L1

loc (G) : |z|
a
2 v ∈ L2(G)

}

with a = 1− 2s and norm

‖v‖2L2(G,|z|adx) :=

∫

G
|z|a|v|2dx.

Accordingly, we introduce the weighted Sobolev space

H1 (G, |z|adx) :=
{
v ∈ L2 (G, |z|adx) : ∇v ∈ L2 (G, |z|adx)

}
,

normed by

‖v‖H1(G,|z|adx) := ‖v‖L2(G,|z|adx) + ‖∇v‖L2(G,|z|adx).

It follows that both L2 (G, |z|adx) and H1 (G, |z|adx) are separable Hilbert spaces when

equipped with the scalar product induced by their respective Hilbertian norms. On

H1 (G, |z|adx), we define the weighted Dirichlet energy Es(·, G) by setting

(2.1) Es(v,G) :=
δs

2

∫

G
|z|a|∇v|2dx with δs := 22s−1 Γ(s)

Γ(1− s)
.

Some properties of H1 (G, |z|adx) are in order (see [17, 18] for more results). For a

bounded admissible open set G ⊆ R
m+1
+ , the space L2 (G, |z|adx) embeds continuously into

Lγ(G) for every 1 ≤ γ < 1
1−s whenever s ∈ (0, 1/2) by Hölder’s inequality. For s ∈ [1/2, 1),

we have L2 (G, |z|adx) →֒ L2(G) continuously since a ≤ 0. In any case, it implies that

H1 (G, |z|adx) →֒ W 1,γ(G)

continuously for every 1 < γ < min{1/(1− s), 2}. As a consequence, we have the compact

embedding

(2.2) H1 (G, |z|adx) →֒→֒ Lγ(G), ∀ 1 < γ < min{1/(1 − s), 2}.

Now we define the s-harmonic extension of a given measurable function u : Rn → R

to the half-space R
m+1
+ by setting

(2.3) ue(x, z) := σm,s

∫

Rm

z2su(y)

(|x− y|2 + z2)
m+2s

2

dy,

where σm,s := π−
m
2 Γ

(
m+2s

2

)
/Γ(s) is a normalization constant. It follows that ue solves

the equation

(2.4)

{
div (za∇ue) = 0 in R

m+1
+

ue = u on ∂Rm+1
+

We mention that the first equation of (2.4) is locally uniformly elliptic in R
m+1
+ with smooth

coefficient, and thus the unique continuation principle in Theorem 1.2 of [12] applies. That

is, if both functions u, v solves the first equation of (2.4) and u ≡ v in an open subset of
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R
m+1
+ , then u ≡ v holds in R

m+1
+ ; and consequently u ≡ v holds also on the boundary

R
m = ∂Rm+1

+ . This property will be used to study the symmetry of u later.

It has been proved in [3] that, for every u ∈ Hs (Rm), there holds

(2.5)
[u]2Hs(Rm) = Es

(
ue,Rm+1

+

)

= inf
{
Es

(
v,Rm+1

+

)
: v ∈ H1

(
R
m+1
+ , |z|adx

)
, v = u on R

m
}
,

where the function space Hs(Rm) is defined as follows: for any open subset Ω ⊂ R
m, the

function space Hs(Ω) consists of all measurable functions u ∈ L2(Ω) which satisfies

[u]2Hs(Ω) :=
γm,s

2

∫∫

Ω×Ω

|u(x)− u(y)|2

|x− y|m+2s
dx dy <∞.

If u ∈ Ĥs(Ω) for some open set Ω ⊆ R
m, the following estimates on ue somehow extends

the first equality in (2.5) to the localized setting.

Lemma 2.1. ([17, Lemma 2.9]) Let Ω ⊆ R
m be an open set. For every u ∈ Ĥs(Ω),

the extension ue given by (2.3) belongs to H1 (G, |z|adx) ∩ L2
loc

(
R
m+1
+ , |z|adx

)
for every

bounded admissible open set G ⊆ R
m+1
+ satisfying ∂0G ⊆ Ω. In addition, for every point

x0 = (x0, 0) ∈ Ω× {0} and r > 0 such that D3r (x0) ⊆ Ω,

(2.6) ‖ue‖2
L2(B+

r (x0),|z|adx) ≤ C
(
r2Es (u,D2r (x0)) + r2−2s‖u‖2L2(D2r(x0))

)
,

and

(2.7) Es

(
ue, B+

r (x0)
)
≤ C1Es (u,D2r (x0)) ,

for a constant C1 = C1(m, s).

Consequently, there follows

Corollary 2.2. Let Ω ⊆ R
m be an open set and G ⊆ R

m+1
+ a bounded admissible open set

such that ∂0G ⊆ Ω. The extension operator u 7→ ue defines a continuous linear operator

from Ĥs(Ω) into H1 (G, |z|adx).

The next theorem concerns monotonicity formula of s-harmonic mappings, which plays

the most important role in the regularity theory of s-harmonic mappings.

Theorem 2.3. ([17, Proposition 2.17]) Let Ω ⊆ R
m be a bounded open set. If u ∈

Ĥs
(
Ω;Rd

)
is stationary in Ω, then for every x0 = (x0, 0) ∈ Ω × {0}, the normalized

energy function

r ∈ (0,dist (x0,Ω
c)) 7→ Θs (u

e,x0, r) :=
1

rm−2s
Es

(
ue, B+

r (x0)
)

is nondecreasing. Moreover,

(2.8) Θs (u
e,x0, r)−Θs (u

e,x0, ρ) = δs

∫

B+
r (x0)\B

+
ρ (x0)

za
|(x− x0) · ∇u

e|2

|x− x0|
m+2−2s dx

for every 0 < ρ < r < dist (x0,Ω
c), where δs is the constant defined in (2.1).

Based on the monotonicity formula above, the following partial Lipschitz regularity

theorem was established by [17, Theorem 5.1].
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Theorem 2.4 (Partial Regularity). There exist ε1 = ε1(m, s) > 0 and κ2 = κ2(m, s) ∈

(0, 1) such that the following holds. Let u ∈ Ĥs
(
D2R;S

d−1
)

be a weakly s-harmonic map

in D2R such that the function r ∈ (0, 2R − |x|) 7→ Θs (u
e,x, r) is nondecreasing for every

x ∈ ∂0B+
2R. If

Θs (u
e,0, R) ≤ ε1,

then u ∈ C0,1 (Dκ2R) and

R2‖∇u‖2
L∞(Dκ2R)

≤ C2Θs (u
e,0, R)

for a constant C2 = C2(m, s).

In terms of the regularity scale function (see definition (1.7)), we have

Proposition 2.5. Suppose u ∈ Ĥs(D4,S
d−1) is a stationary s-harmonic map. There exist

ε2 = ε2(m, s) > 0 and κ2 = κ2(m, s) ∈ (0, 1) such that if Es(u,D4) < ε2, then

ru(0) ≥ κ2.

Proof. Choose ε2 ≤ min{ε1/C1, 1/(C1C2)} such that Es(u,D4) < ε2. Then (2.7) implies

Θs (v,x0, 2) ≤ C1ε2 ≤ ε1.

Then Theorem 2.4 yields

κ22‖∇u‖
2
L∞(D2κ2)

≦ C2Θs (u
e,0, 2) κ22 ≤ C2C1ε2 ≤ 1.

This yields the result. �

Another important consequence of monotonicity formula is the compactness results of

[17, Theorems 7.1, 7.2, 7.3].

Theorem 2.6. (1) Assume that s ∈ (0, 1)\{1/2} and m > 2s. Let {ui}i≥1 ⊂ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1)

be a sequence of uniformly bounded stationary s-harmonic map and ui ⇀ u in Ĥs(D4,R
n).

Then u is a stationary s-harmonic map in D4, and for any open subset ω ⊂ D4 and every

bounded admissible open set G ⊂ R
m+1
+ satisfying ω̄ ⊂ D4 and ∂0G ⊂ D4, there hold

ui → u strongly in Ĥs(ω,Rd).

uei → ue strongly in H1(G;Rd, |z|adx).

(2) In the case 0 < s ≤ 1/2, the same compactness result also holds in case {ui} is

a sequence of minimizing s-harmonic maps. Moreover, in this case the limit u is also a

minimizing s-harmonic map.

This compactness result implies (see [17, Section 7.2] for details) that if u ∈ Ĥs
(
Ω;Sd−1

)

is a stationary s-harmonic map for s 6= 1/2 or a minimizing 1/2-harmonic map, then for

every x ∈ Ω and every sequence rk → 0, there exists a subsequence r′k → 0 and a map

ϕ : Rm → S
d−1 which is 0-homogeneous at the origin (see Definition 2.8 below) such that

ux,r′
k
→ ϕ strongly in Ĥs(Dr), and

uex,r′
k
→ ϕe strongly in H1(B+

r ;R
d, |z|adx)

for all r > 0, where ux,r(y) = u(x+ ry).
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Definition 2.7. Let u ∈ Ĥs
(
Ω;Rd

)
be a stationary s-harmonic map for s 6= 1/2, or a

minimizing 1/2-harmonic maps for s = 1/2. The above deduced map ϕ is called a tangent

map of u at x ∈ Ω.

Now we recall the definition of k-symmetry (see, e.g. Cheeger and Naber [7]).

Definition 2.8 (symmetry). Given a measurable map ϕ : Rm → R. We say that

(1) ϕ is 0-homogeneous or 0-symmetric with respect to point p ∈ R
m if ϕ(p + λv) =

ϕ(p + v) for all λ > 0 and v ∈ R
m.

(2) ϕ is k-symmetric if ϕ is 0-symmetric with respect to the origin, and ϕ is translation

invariant with respect to a k-dimensional subspace V ⊂ R
m, i.e.,

ϕ(x+ v) = ϕ(x) for all x ∈ R
m, v ∈ V.

Then, for any k ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,m}, we can define for s-harmonic map the set

(2.9) Σk(u) = {x ∈ Ω : no tangent map of u is (k + 1)-symmetric at x}.

It is direct to verify that

Σ0(u) ⊂ Σ1(u) ⊂ · · · ⊂ Σm−1(u) ⊂ Σm(u) = Ω.

Furthermore, x 6∈ Σm−1(u) means that u has a constant tangent map at x. This leads to the

following simple observation. Let s ∈ (0, 1)\{1/2} and u ∈ Ĥs
(
Ω;Sd−1

)
be a stationary

s-harmonic map; or s = 1/2 and u ∈ Ĥ1/2
(
Ω;Sd−1

)
be a minimizing 1/2-harmonic map.

Then we have

sing(u) = Σm−1(u).

To see this, first suppose that x ∈ Ω\Σm−1(u); that is, u has a constant tangent map at

x. Then the compactness theorem 2.6 implies that Θs(u
e, x, r) → 0 as r → 0, which in

turn implies by the ǫ-regularity theorem that u is smooth in a neighborhood of x. Hence

sing(u) ⊂ Σm−1(u). On the other hand, if u is smooth in a neighborhood of x, then

surely there is a unique constant tangent map at x. This implies that Σm−1(u) ⊂ sing(u).

Therefore, in this case we deduce

Σ0(u) ⊂ Σ1(u) ⊂ · · · ⊂ Σm−1(u) = sing(u).

This is the so-called classical stratification of sing(u). In the next section we will use the

approach of Cheeger and Naber [7] to study each Σk(u).

3. Quantitative stratification and volume estimates

In spirit of the idea in Cheeger and Naber [7], and also in order to combine the

Caffarelli-Silvestre extension of a given mappings with the symmetry together, we define

Definition 3.1 (Quantitative symmetry). Fix a constant 1 < γ0 < min{1/(1 − s), 2}.

Given a map u ∈ Ĥs(Ω,Rd), ǫ > 0 and nonnegative integer k, we say that u is (k, ǫ)-

symmetric on Dr(x) ⊂⊂ Ω, if there exists a k-symmetric function h ∈ Ĥs(D2r,R
d) such

that

−

∫

B+

1

∣∣uex,r(y)− he0,r(y)
∣∣γ0 dy = −

∫

B+
r (x)

|ue(y)− he(y − x)|γ0 dy ≤ ǫ

where x = (x, 0).
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By Corollary 2.2 and the compact embedding (2.2), the above integral is well defined. A

basic fact concerning the above notion is the following weak compactness of quantitatively

symmetric functions.

Remark 3.2. Suppose {ui} ⊂ Ĥs(Ω) converges weakly to a mapping v in Ĥs(Ω), D2r(x) ⊂

Ω and ui is (k, ǫi)-symmetric on Dr(x) for some ǫi → 0. Then v is k-symmetric on Dr(x).

To see this, we can assume without loss of generality that x = 0 and r = 1. Using

the definition of quantitative symmetry, there exist a sequence of k-symmetric functions

hi such that

−

∫

B+

1

|(ui)
e(y) − (hi)

e(y)|γ0 dy ≤ ǫi → 0.

Since ui ⇀ v in Ĥs(Ω), we can assume up to a subsequence that uei → ve weakly in

H1(B+
1 , z

adx) and strongly in Lγ0(B+
1 ). Then hei → ve strongly in Lγ0(B+

1 ).

On the other hand, since hi is k-symmetric, it is 0-homogeneous and translation in-

variant with respect to a k-dimensional subspace Vi ⊂ R
m, and so is (hi)

e. We claim that

this implies ve is k-symmetric in D1. To see this, first we note that ve is 0-homogeneous

with respect to the origin in B+
1 since so is each hei . Hence, it follows from the unique con-

tinuation principle of [12] that ve is 0-homogeneous with respect to the origin in the whole

upper half space R
m+1
+ . This in turn implies that v is 0-homogeneous in R

m. Secondly,

note that by the k-symmetry of hei , we infer that ve is translation invariant locally in B+
1

in the sense that

(3.1) ve(x+ t) = ve(x), ∀x ∈ B+
1/2 and t ∈ V × {0} with |t| < 1/10,

where V ⊂ R
m is a k-dimensional subspace. However, since ve(· + t) satisfies the same

equation as that of ve, the unique continuation principle of [12] implies that (3.1) holds

for all x ∈ R
m+1
+ . This further implies that ve is translation invariant with respect to V .

Therefore, we can conclude that v is k-symmetric.

Given the definition of quantitative symmetry, we can introduce a quantitative strat-

ification for points of a function according to how much it is symmetric around those

points.

Definition 3.3 (Quantitative stratification). For any map u ∈ Ĥs(Ω, N), r, η > 0 and

k ∈ {0, 1, · · · ,m}, we define the k-th quantitative singular stratum Sk
η,r(u) ⊂ Ω as

Sk
η,r(u) ≡

{
x ∈ Ω : u is not (k + 1, η)-symmetric on Ds(x) for any r ≤ s ≤ 1

}
.

Furthermore, we set

Sk
η (u) :=

⋂

r>0

Sk
η,r(u) and Sk(u) =

⋃

η>0

Sk
η (u).

It is then straightforward to verify by definition that,

If k′ ≤ k, η′ ≥ η, r′ ≤ r, then Sk′

η′,r′(u) ⊆ Sk
η,r(u).

The following remark shows that this definition of quantitative stratification is indeed a

quantitative version of the classically defined one.
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Remark 3.4. If u ∈ Ĥs(Ω, N) is a stationary s-harmonic map for s 6= 1/2, or a mini-

mizing s-harmonic map for s = 1/2, then

Sk(u) = Σk(u), ∀ 0 ≤ k ≤ m,

where Σk(u) is defined as in (2.9).

Proof. Suppose x 6∈ Sk(u). Then, for each i ≥ 1, there exists ri > 0 such that u is

(k + 1, 1/i)-symmetric on Dri(x). That is, there exist a (k + 1)-symmetric function hi ∈

Ĥs(D2ri) such that

−

∫

B+

1

|uex,ri − (hi)
e
ri |

γ0 < 1/i.

If ri → 0, then we obtain a tangent map v of u at x which is (k + 1)-symmetric on D1

from the above inequality (see Remark 3.2). If ri ≥ δ > 0 for all i ≫ 1 for some δ, then

the above inequality implies that ux,δ is (k+1)-symmetric on D1, which still has the same

consequence as the previous case. Hence x 6∈ Σk(u). Therefore, Σk(u) ⊂ Sk(u).

On the other hand, suppose x 6∈ Σk(u). Then there exist ri → 0 such that uex,ri → ve

in L2(B+
1 ) for some (k + 1)-symmetric tangent map v. But this certainly implies that

x 6∈ Sk
η (u) = ∩r>0S

k
η,r(u) for any η > 0. Hence x 6∈ Sk(u). Thus Sk(u) ⊂ Σk(u). The

proof is complete. �

The following two lemmata give a criterion on the quantitative symmetry of a given

mapping.

Lemma 3.5 (Quantitative Rigidity). Let u ∈ Ĥs
Λ (D4, N) be a stationary s-harmonic

map. Then for every ǫ > 0 and 0 < γ < 1/2 there exist δ = δ(γ, ǫ, s,m,N,Λ) > 0 and

q = q(γ, ǫ, s,m,N,Λ) ∈ N such that for r ∈ (0, 1/2), if

Θs(u
e,0, 2r)−Θs (u

e,0, γqr) ≤ δ,

then u is (0, ǫ)-symmetric on D2r.

Proof. Assume there exist ǫ > 0 and 0 < γ < 1/2 for which the statement is false.

Again we assume that r = 1. Then there exist a sequence of stationary s-harmonic maps

ui ∈ Ĥs
Λ (D4, N) (i = 1, 2, . . .) satisfying

Θs(u
e
i ,0, 2) −Θs

(
uei ,0, γ

i
)
≤

1

i

but none of ui is (0, ǫ)-symmetric on D2. Up to a subsequence, we may assume that

ui ⇀ u in Ĥs(D4, N) and uei ⇀ ue in H1
(
B+

2 , |z|
adx

)
. Then the Monotonicity formula

(2.8) implies that
∫

B+

2

za|x · ∇ue|2dx ≤ C lim inf
i→∞

∫

B+

2

za
|x · ∇uei |

2

|x|m+2−2s
dx = 0.

Thus, the s-harmonic function ue is 0-homogeneous in B+
2 with respect to the origin.

Using the unique continuation theorem 1.2 of [12] we infer that ue is 0-homogeneous in

the whole upper space R
m+1
+ , which implies u is 0-symmetric on R

m. But then, the strong

convergence of uei → ue in Lγ0(B+
2 ) implies that −

∫
B+

2

|uei − ue|γ0 < ǫ for i sufficiently large.

Hence, ui is (0, ǫ)-symmetric on D2, which gives a contradiction. �
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In the above proof we need to assume u is a stationary s-harmonic mappings so as to

use the monotonicity formula (2.8). The following lemma gives a quantitative geometric

description on k-symmetry for all mappings in Ĥs
Λ (D4, N).

Lemma 3.6 (Quantitative cone splitting). Given constants η, τ,Λ > 0, there exists ǫ =

ǫ(s,m,N,Λ, η, τ) > 0 such that the following holds. Let u ∈ Ĥs
Λ (D4, N), x ∈ D1 and

0 < r < 1. If x ∈ Sk
η,r(u) and u is (0, ǫ)-symmetric on D2r(x), then there exists a k-

dimensional affine subspace V ⊂ R
m such that

{y ∈ Dr(x) : u is (0, ǫ)-symmetric on D2r(y)} ⊂ Tτr(V ).

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that x = 0 and r = 1. We use a contradiction

argument. Thus, for given η, τ > 0, there exist a sequence {ui} with Es(ui,D4) ≤ Λ

such that 0 ∈ Sk
η,1 (ui) for all i, ui is (0, 1/i)-symmetric on D2 and there exist points{

xi1, x
i
2, . . . , x

i
k+1

}
⊂ D1 satisfying the following two conditions:

• ui is (0, 1/i)-symmetric on each D2(x
i
j) for j = 1, . . . , k + 1. That is,

∫

B+

2
(xi

j)
|uei − heij |

γ0dx ≤ 1/i

for some 0-symmetric function hij .

• dist
(
xij , span

{
0, xi1, . . . , x

i
j−1

})
≥ τ for all j = 1, . . . , k + 1.

After passing to a subsequence, there exists a map u such that uei → ue weakly in

H1(B+
3 , |z|

adx) and strongly in Lγ0
(
B+

3

)
; and there exist points {x1, . . . , xk+1} ⊂ D1

such that u is 0-symmetric on D2(xj) for all j = 0, 1, . . . , k + 1. Here we write x0 = 0.

The distance relations are also preserved: we have dist(xj, span {x0, x1, . . . , xj−1}) ≥ τ for

all j = 0, . . . , k + 1.

It is now straightforward to verify that u is (k + 1)-symmetric on D1. But then,

the strong convergence uei → ue in Lγ0(B+
1 ) gives a contradiction to the assumption 0 ∈

Sk
η,1 (ui) for i≫ 1. �

To continue, let us introduce the following notation.

Definition 3.7. For a stationary s-harmonic map u ∈ Ĥs
Λ (D4, N) , x ∈ D1 and 0 ≤ s0 <

t0 < 1, denote

Ws0,t0(x, u) := Θs(u
e,x, t0)−Θs(u

e,x, s0) ≥ 0.

Notice that, by Monotonicity formula (2.8), for (s1, t1) , (s2, t2) with t1 ≤ s2,

Ws1,t1(x, u) +Ws2,t2(x, u) ≤ Ws1,t2(x, u)

with equality if t1 = s2. Given constants 0 < γ < 1/2 and δ > 0 and q ∈ Z
+(these

parameters will be fixed suitably in Lemma 3.8), let Q be the number of positive integers

j such that

Wγj+q,γj−1(x, u) > δ.

Then there has

(3.2) Q ≤
C1(q + 2)

4m−2s
Λδ−1,
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where C1 is chosen as in (2.7). To see this, just note that

Qδ ≤
∞∑

j=1

Wγj+q ,γj−1(x, u) ≤ (q+2)W0,1(x, u) ≤ (q+2)Θs(u
e,0, 2) ≤

C1(q + 2)

4m−2s
Es (u,D4) .

Following [4, 5, 6, 7], for each x ∈ D3, we define a sequence {Tj(x)}j≥1 with values in

{0, 1} in the following manner. For each j ∈ Z
+define

Tj(x) =

{
1, if Wγj+q ,γj−1(x, u) > δ,

0, if Wγj+q ,γj−1(x, u) ≤ δ.

(3.2) implies that ∑

j≥1

Tj(x) ≤ Q, ∀x ∈ D3.

That is, there exist at most Q nonzero entries in the sequence. Thus, for each β-tuple

T β =
(
T β
j

)
1≤j≤β

with entries in {0, 1}, by defining

ETβ(u) =
{
x ∈ D1 | Tj(x) = T β

j for 1 ≤ j ≤ β
}
,

we obtain a decomposition of D1 by at most
(β
Q

)
≤ βQ non-empty such sets ETβ (u), even

through aprior there have 2β choices of such β-tuple. This estimate plays an important

role in the volume estimate below.

Lemma 3.8 (Covering Lemma). There exists c0(m) < ∞ such that, for each β ≥ 1, the

set Sj
η,γβ (u)∩ETβ (u) can be covered by at most c0 (c0γ

−m)
Q (
c0γ

−j
)β−Q

balls of radius γβ .

Proof. For fixed η, γ, let τ = γ and choose ǫ as in Lemma 3.6. For this ǫ, γ, by Lemma 3.5

there exist δ > 0 and q ∈ Z
+such that if

Θs(u
e,x, 2γj)−Θs(u

e,x, γj+q) ≤ δ

then u is (0, ǫ)-symmetric on D2γj (x). Fix this δ, q throughout the proof and define Tj(x)

accordingly.

We now determine the covering by induction argument. For β = 0, we can simply

choose a minimal covering of Sj
η,1(u)∩D1 by at most c(m) balls of radius 1 with centers in

Sj
η,1(u)∩D1. Suppose now the statement holds for all β-tuples, and given a β+1 tuple T β+1.

Here are two simple observations. First, by definition, we have Sj
η,γβ+1(u) ⊂ Sj

η,γβ (u). Next,

by denoting T β the β tuple obtained by dropping the last entry from T β+1, we immediately

get ETβ+1(u) ⊂ ETβ (u).

We determine the covering recursively. For each ballDγβ (x) in the covering of Sj
η,γβ (u)∩

ETβ (u), we will take a minimal covering of Dγβ (x) ∩ Sj
η,γβ (u) ∩ ETβ(u) by balls of radius

γβ+1 as follows. In the case T β
β = 1, then we use a simple volume argument to bound the

number of balls geometrically to get a weaker bound on the covering by

c(m)γ−m.

In the other case T β
β = 0, we can do better. In this case we have both Tβ(x) = 0 and

Tβ(y) = 0 for all y ∈ Dγβ (x) ∩ ETβ (u), i.e. Wγβ+q,γβ−1(y, u) ≤ δ. By the choice of δ, q,
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this implies that u is (0, ǫ)-symmetric on D2γβ (y). Recall that x ∈ Sj
η,γβ (u). Hence we can

apply Lemma 3.6 to conclude that the set ETβ (u)∩Dγβ (x) is contained in a γβ+1 tubular

neighborhood of some j dimensional plane V . Therefore, in this case we can cover the

intersection with the stronger bound on the number of balls

c(m)γ−j .

Given any β > 0 and ETβ (u), the number of times we need to apply the weaker

estimate is bounded above by Q. Thus, the proof is complete. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.8.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Choose γ < 1/2 such that γ ≤ c
−2/η
0 , where c0 is as in Lemma 3.8.

Then cβ0 ≤ (γβ)−η/2 and since exponentials grow faster than polynomials,

βQ ≤ c(Q)cβ0 ≤ c(η,m,Q)
(
γβ

)−η/2
.

Since Vol
(
Dγβ (x)

)
= ωmγ

βm and D1 can be decomposed into at most βQ sets ETβ (u)

for any β, we have

Vol
(
Tγβ

(
Sj
η,γβ

)
∩D1

)
≤ βQ

[(
c0γ

−m
)Q (

c0γ
−j

)β−Q
]
ωmγ

βm

≤ c(m,Q, η)βQcβ0

(
γβ

)m−j

≤ c(m,Q, η)
(
γβ

)m−j−η
.

Thus, for any 0 < r < 1, by choosing β > 0 such that γβ+1 ≤ r < γβ, we deduce that

Vol
(
Tr

(
Sj
η,r

)
∩D1

)
≤ Vol

(
Tγβ

(
Sj
η,γβ

)
∩D1

)

≤ c(m,Q, η)
(
γβ

)m−j−η

≤ c(m,Q, η)
(
γ−1r

)m−j−η

≤ c(m, s, η,N,Λ)rm−j−η

The proof is complete. �

4. Proof of Theorems 1.5, 1.6 and 1.7

We first prove the following ǫ-regularity theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Given Λ > 0 and assume u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1) is a stationary s-harmonic

map if 1/2 < s < 1, or u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1) is a minimizing s-harmonic map if 0 < s ≤ 1/2.

There exists a constant δ(m,Λ, s) > 0 such that, if u is (m− 1, δ)-symmetric on D2, then

ru(0) ≥ κ2,

where κ2 = κ2(m, s) > 0 is the constant defined as in Theorem 2.4.

The proof relies on the following lemmata. The first is an ǫ-regularity lemma, which

shows that high order symmetry implies regularity.
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Lemma 4.2 ((m, ǫ)-Regularity). Given Λ > 0 and assume that u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1) is a

stationary s-harmonic map if 1/2 < s < 1, or u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1) is a minimizing s-

harmonic map if 0 < s ≤ 1/2. There exists ǫ > 0 depending only on s,m,Λ, n such

that

ru(0) ≥ κ2

whenever u is (m, ǫ)-symmetric on D2.

Proof. We only consider the case s ∈ (1/2, 1), another case can be proved similarly.

Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist a sequence of stationary s-harmonic maps

uk ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1) such that uk is (m, 1/k)-symmetric on D2 and ruk
(0) < κ2. By

Theorem 2.6, we can assume that uk ⇀ u weakly for some stationary s-harmonic map

u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1), and uek → ue strongly in H1(B+
2 , |z|

adx). Letting k → ∞ we find that

ue is 0-homogeneous and translation invariant with respect to the subspace R
m ⊂ R

m+1.

This implies that ue ≡ const.. But then, by the strong convergence we know that

Θs(u
e
k,0, 2) → 0 as k → ∞,

which implies that ruk
(0) ≥ κ2 for k ≫ 1 by Proposition 2.5. We reach a contradiction. �

We remark that, in the case 0 < s < 1/2, the above lemma also holds for stationary

s-harmonic maps, since in the argument only the compactness of s-harmonic maps is

needed. The second ingredient of the proof of Theorem 4.1 is the following symmetry

self-improvement lemma.

Lemma 4.3 (Symmetry self-improvement). Given Λ > 0 and assume that u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1)

is a stationary s-harmonic map if 1/2 < s < 1, or u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1) is a minimizing s-

harmonic map if 0 < s ≤ 1/2. Then, for any ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that if u is

(m− 1, δ)-symmetric on D2, then u is also (m, ǫ)-symmetric on D2.

Proof. We first consider the case s ∈ (1/2, 1). Suppose, for some ǫ0 > 0 and for each k ≥ 1,

there is a sequence of stationary s-harmonic maps uk ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1) which is (m−1, 1/k)-

symmetric but not (m, ǫ0)-symmetric on D2. By the first conclusion of Theorem 2.6, we

can assume that uk ⇀ u weakly for some stationary s-harmonic map u ∈ Ĥs
Λ(D4,S

d−1),

and uek → ue strongly in H1(B+
2 , |z|

adx). Then u is (m − 1)-symmetric but not (m, ǫ0)-

symmetric on D2. Now, using the strong unique continuation result of [12, Theorem 1.2]

(see also the paragraph right below the equation (2.4)), we infer that u(x) = v(x1) for

some v ∈ Hs(D2,S
d−1) such that (due to the homogeneity)

v(x1) =

{
a, if x1 > 0

b, if x1 < 0

for some a, b ∈ S
d−1. It is known that a 6= b implies [v]Hs((−1,1)) = +∞ (see the argument

of [17, Lemma 7.12]). Hence a = b, which means that v is a constant map and so m-

symmetric in D2, again a contradiction. The proof is complete.

In the case s ∈ (0, 1/2], arguing as in the previous case by using the second conclusion

of the compactness theorem 2.6, and also as that of [17, Lemma 7.13], we can conclude

that u is a minimizing s-harmonic map in the 1-dimensional interval (−1, 1). Thus u must
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be a continuous map by conclusion (3) of Theorem 1.4. Therefore u is a constant map

since u is also 0-homogeneous. We reach a contradiction again! �

Now we can prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. It follows from Lemma 4.2 and 4.3. The proof is complete. �

Now we are ready to prove Theorems 1.5, 1.6 and 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. If x ∈ Br(u), then by Theorem 4.1, u is not (m − 1, δ)-symmetric

on D+
2r/κ2

(x). In other words, x ∈ Sm−2
η,2r/κ2

for any 0 < η ≤ δ(s,m,Λ), the constant defined

as in Theorem 4.1. Therefore, we have

Br(u) ⊂ Sm−2
η,2r/κ2

, ∀ 0 < η ≤ δ(s,m,Λ).

Then Theorem 1.8 yields

Vol (Tr (Br(u)) ∩D1(x)) ≤ Vol
(
Tr

(
Sm−2
η,2r/κ2

)
∩D1(x)

)
≤ C(m, s,Λ, η)r2−η .

The proof is complete. �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Totally similar to the above, and omitted. �

Proof of theorem 1.5. This theorem follows from the simple observation that

{x ∈ D1 : |∇u(x)| > 1/r} ⊂ {x ∈ D1 : ru(x) < r}

and the volume estimate of Theorem 1.6. �
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