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ON RIGIDITY OF THE STEADY ERICKSEN-LESLIE SYSTEM

JEAHEANG BANG AND CHANGYOU WANG

Abstract. We study solutions, with scaling-invariant bounds, to the steady simplified
Ericksen-Leslie system in R

n \ {0}. When n = 2, we construct and classify a class of self-
similar solutions. When n ≥ 3, we establish the rigidity asserting that if (u, d) satisfies a
scaling-invariant bound with a small constant, then u ≡ 0 and d = constant for n ≥ 4 or
u is a Landau solution and d = constant for n = 3. Such a smallness condition can be
weaken when n = 4 or the solutions are self-similar.

1. Introduction

The Ericksen-Leslie system, proposed by Ericksen [4] and Leslie [16], models the hy-
drodynamic motion of nematic liquid crystal materials under the influence of both the
underlying fluid velocity field and the macroscopic average orientation field of the liquid
crystal molecules. A simplified Ericksen-Leslie system proposed by Lin [19] reads as follows.
For n = 2, 3 and Ω ⊂ R

n, let (u, d) : Ω× (0,∞) → R
n × S

2 solve
{
∂tu−∆u+ u · ∇u+∇p = − div (∇d⊙∇d), div u = 0,

∂td+ u · ∇d = ∆d+ |∇d|2d.
(1.1)

Here u and d represent the underlying fluid velocity field and the averaged orientation field
of the nematic liquid crystal molecules respectively, and p stands for the pressure function.
Here ∇d⊙∇d represents the Ericksen stress tensor defined by (∇d⊙∇d)ij = ∂xid · ∂xjd.
Mathematically, the Ericksen-Leslie system (1.1) is a system strongly coupling the forced
Navier-Stokes system with the transported heat flow of harmonic maps into the unit sphere
S
2 ⊂ R

3.
Due to both the supercritical nonlinearities and their strong couplings, it has been a

challenging problem to analyze (1.1), such as the existence, uniqueness, and regularity of
solutions. In dimensions n = 2, Lin-Lin-Wang [20] established the global existence of a
weak solution of the initial-boundary value problem of (1.1), that is smooth away from at
most finitely many singular times (see also [10, 11] for related results for Ω = R

2), while
the uniqueness was proven by Lin-Wang [21] (see also [29] and [17]). When the dimension
n = 3, there are fewer results available in the literature. Wang [28] obtained the well-
posedness for (1.1) on R

3, when an initial data (u0, d0) has small BMO−1 × BMO-norm,
and Lin-Wang [22] obtained the global existence of Leray-Hopf solutions of (1.1) when the
initial data d0(R

3) ⊂ S
2
+. The existence of finite time singularities of (1.1) on R

n has been
constructed by Huang-Lin-Liu-Wang [12] for n = 3 and Lai-Lin-Wang-Wei-Zhou [14] for
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n = 2. However, those singularities (x∗, T∗) are of the Type II singularities, i.e.,

lim sup
t↑T∗

√
T∗ − t

∥∥(u(t),∇d(t))
∥∥
C0(Rn)

= ∞. (1.2)

This naturally leads to the question that if (1.1) admits finite time Type I singularity,
namely, there exists a constant C∗ > 0 such that

∥∥(u(t),∇d(t))
∥∥
C0(Rn)

≤ C∗√
T∗ − t

, 0 < t < T∗. (1.3)

It is well-known that the existence of Type I singularity of (1.1) is closely related to the
existence of nontrivial self-similar solutions (u∗, d∗) of (1.1) in R

n × (−∞, 0):

(λu∗, d∗)(λx, λ
2t) = (u∗, d∗)(x, t), ∀λ > 0, (x, t) ∈ R

n × (−∞, 0).

This is an open question that we plan to exploit in the near future. In this paper, we will
focus on solutions of the steady form of (1.1), which can also be viewed as the limiting
equation of (1.1) at the time infinity. More specifically, we will study the Liouville property
of certain solutions to the steady Ericksen-Leslie system in R

n:
{
−∆u+ u · ∇u+∇p = − div (∇d⊙∇d), div u = 0,

∆d+ |∇d|2d = u · ∇d.
(1.4)

The system (1.4) is strongly coupling between the steady Navier-Stokes equation and the
harmonic map equation.

Note that the system (1.4) enjoys the scaling property, i.e., if (u, p, d) is a solution to
(1.4), then

(
λu(λx), λ2 p(λx), d(λx)

)
is also a solution of (1.4), for any λ > 0. Motivated

by this, we will also studyself-similar solutions (u, p, d) of (1.4), that is,

u(x) = λu(λx), p(x) = λ2p(λx), d(x) = d(λx) in R
n \ {0}, ∀λ > 0.

We would also like to remark that in general, self-similar solutions of (1.4) are useful
to study the asymptotic behavior of general solutions of (1.1) near |x| = ∞ or an isolated
singularity of (1.4).

When d is a constant, the equation (1.4) reduces to the steady Navier-Stokes equation:

−∆u+ u · ∇u+∇p = 0, div u = 0. (1.5)

There have been a number of studies on self-similar solutions to (1.5). For instance, when
n = 2, all nontrivial self-similar solutions u ∈ C∞(R2 \ {0}) to (1.5) have been found by
[9], [27], [8], referred as Hamel solutions.

When n = 3, all self-similar solutions to (1.5) have been found and characterized in
[15], [27], [25]. Such solutions are called Landau solutions, which are given by

ua(x) = curl (ψaeθ), ψa =
2 sinφ

a− cosφ
,

where φ ∈ (0, π) is the polar angle and θ ∈ [0, 2π) the azimuthal angle in spherical coordi-
nates, and the parameter a ∈ (1,∞] (see also [26]). However, when n ≥ 4, it was proved
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by [1] that any solution u ∈ C∞(Rn \ {0}) to (1.5) must vanish, if it satisfies

|u(x)| ≤ C

|x| in R
n \ {0}.

When u ≡ 0 and p is constant, the equation (1.4) reduces to the equation of harmonic
maps:

∆d+ |∇d|2d = 0. (1.6)

When n = 2 and d : R2 → S
1 ⊂ S

2, all nontrivial self-similar solutions of (1.6), in polar
coordinates, are given by

d(r, θ) = cos(mθ + θ0)er + sin(mθ + θ0)eθ,

for an integer m and a constant θ0 ∈ (0, 2π), where {er, eθ} denotes the basis vectors of

the polar coordinate system. When n = 3, d(x) = φ( x
|x|), where φ : S2 ∼= C2 → S

2 ∼= C2 is

a rational function in z or z̄ (see [3]).
Here, we prove the following result for self-similar solutions of (1.4) for n = 2.

Theorem 1.1. i) For any c, θ0 ∈ R,m ∈ Z, the triple (uc, pc,m, dm) given by

uc =
c

r
er, pc,m =

(m+ 1)2 − c2

2r2
, dm = cos(mθ + θ0)er + sin(mθ + θ0)eθ

is a self-similar solution of (1.4) on R
2 \ {0}.

ii) For any Φ ∈ R, k ∈ N, with 4 + Φ
π
≤ k2, there exists a nontrivial periodic function fΦ,k,

with the minimal period 2π
k
, satisfying

´ 2π
0 fΦ,k(θ) dθ = Φ, such that, for θ1, θ2 ∈ R,m ∈ Z,

the triple (uΦ,k, pΦ,k,m, dm) given by

uΦ,k =
fΦ,k(θ + θ1)

r
er,

pΦ,k,m =
1

r2
(
2fΦ,k(θ + θ1)−

1

4π

ˆ 2π

0
|fΦ,k(θ)|2 dθ −

2Φ

π
+

1

2
(m+ 1)2

)
,

dm = cos(mθ + θ2)er + sin(mθ + θ2)eθ

is a self-similar solution of (1.4) on R
2 \ {0}.

iii) For any µ 6= 0,Ψ, θ3 ∈ R, the triple (uΨ,µ, pΨ,µ, d−1) given by

uΨ,µ =
Ψ

2πr
er +

µ

r
eθ, pΨ,µ = −|uΨ,µ|2

2
, d−1 = cos(−θ + θ3)er + sin(−θ + θ3)eθ

is a self-similar solution of (1.4) on R
2 \ {0}.

Furthermore, any self-similar solution (u, d, p) : R2 \ {0} → R
2 × S

1 × R of (1.4) is one of
the above forms.

For n ≥ 3, we will allow the director field d to take value in S
n−1 in the following

discussions.
First, we obtain a rigidity result of solutions, with scaling-invariant bounds.
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Theorem 1.2. For n ≥ 3, there exists an ε0 > 0 such that if (u, d) ∈ C∞(Rn \ {0},Rn ×
S
n−1) is a solution of the system (1.4), satisfying

max
{
|u(x)|, |∇d(x)|

}
≤ ε0

|x| , ∀x ∈ R
n \ {0}, (1.7)

then i) if n ≥ 4, then u ≡ 0 and d is a constant map; and
ii) if n = 3, then d is a constant map, and u is either 0 or a Laudau solution of (1.5).

When dealing with self-similar solutions, we can improve Theorm 1.2 and obtain

Theorem 1.3. For n ≥ 3, let (u, d) ∈ C∞(Rn \ {0},Rn × S
n−1) be a self-similar solution

of the system (1.4). If, in addition,

|∇d(x)| < 1

2|x| , x ∈ R
n \ {0}. (1.8)

Then i) if n ≥ 4, then u ≡ 0 and d is a constant map, and
ii) if n = 3, then u is either 0 or a Laudau solution of (1.5), and d is a constant map.

When restricted to dimension n = 4, by adapting the energy method from [1], we can
relax the smallness assumption (1.7) and obtain

Theorem 1.4. There exists a constant ε1 > 0 such that if (u, d) ∈ C∞(R4 \ {0},R4 × S
3)

is a solution to (1.4) in R
4 \ {0} satisfying

|u(x)| ≤ C

|x| , |∇d(x)| < ε1
|x| , ∀x ∈ R

4 \ {0}, (1.9)

for some constant C > 0, then u ≡ 0 and d is a constant map.

Remark 1.5. The constant ε1 in (1.9) of Theorem 1.4 can not be removed, since any
nontrivial harmonic map φ : S3 → S

3 induces a nontrivial solution (0, φ( x
|x| )) of (1.4). In

fact, we can choose

ε1 := min
{∥∥∇φ

∥∥
C0(S3)

∣∣ φ ∈ C∞(S3,S3) is a nontrivial harmonic map
}
> 0.

This paper is organized as follows. Theorem 1.1, is proved in Section 2, while Theorems
1.2 and 1.3, are proved in Sections 3 and 4 respectively. Theorem 1.4 is proved in Section
5.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Let (r, θ) denote the polar coordinate in R

2, and {er, eθ} be the standard base of the
polar coordinate. Let (u, p, d) be a self-similar solution to (1.4) in R

2\{0}, with d(R2) ⊂ S
1.

One can decompose the solution (u, p, d) into

u =
f(θ)er + v(θ)eθ

r
, p =

q(θ)

r2
, d = cos(ξ(θ))er + sin(ξ(θ))eθ,
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where f, v, q are 2π-periodic and ξ(θ + 2π) = ξ(θ) (mod 2π). By direct calculations, the
equation (1.4) becomes





−f ′′ + vf ′ − f2 − v2 − 2q = −(ξ′ + 1)2,

q′ − 2f ′ =
(
(ξ′ + 1)2

)′
,

v′ = 0, ξ′′ − v(ξ′ + 1) = 0,

(2.1)

where ′ denotes differentiation with respect to θ.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. To solve (2.1), we divide the discussion into two cases:

Case 1) v = 0. Then, from the fourth equation in (2.1), we have that ξ′′ = 0 so that
ξ(θ) = mθ + θ1 for some integer m ∈ Z and θ1 ∈ R. The second equation in (2.1) implies
that q = 2f + C1 for some constant C1 ∈ R. Substituting these into the first equation of
(2.1), one can get

−f ′′ − f2 − 4f = 2C1 − (m+ 1)2. (2.2)

Note that the constant 2C1 − (m+ 1)2 is not a given data but one of the unknowns. The
equation (2.2) is equivalent to the one of ϕ on page 960 in [8] via ϕ = −f, a = 0. Note
that (2.2) always admits a constant solution f by choosing an appropriate constant C1.
On other hand, there exists a nontrivial solution f = fΦ,k to (2.2), with minimal period
2π
k
, satisfying

ˆ 2π

0
fΦ,k(θ) dθ = Φ.

if and only if 4 + Φ
π

≤ k2, k ∈ N. See equation (2.10) in pages 960-961 of [8] for details.
The value of C1 can be found by integrating (2.2) over (0, 2π):

C1 = − 1

4π

ˆ 2π

0
f2(θ) dθ − 2Φ

π
+

1

2
(m+ 1)2.

Thus we obtain

q(θ) = 2f(θ)− 1

4π

ˆ 2π

0
f2(τ)dτ − 2Φ

π
+

1

2
(m+ 1)2.

Case 2) v 6= 0. In this case, we claim that ξ′ + 1 = 0, for, otherwise, it follows from the
last two equations of (2.1) that

ξ(θ) =
c

v
evθ − θ + b

for some constants c, b ∈ R. This contradicts to ξ(θ)− ξ(θ + 2π) = 0 (mod 2π). Therefore
ξ(θ) = −θ + θ1 for some constant θ1 ∈ R. The second equation of (2.1) implies

q = 2f +
C

2
(2.3)
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for some constant C ∈ R. The the first equation of (2.1) reduces to

f ′′ − vf ′ + f2 + 4f + v2 + C = 0 (2.4)

for some constant C ∈ R.
Multiplying (2.4) by f ′ and integrating over (0, 2π), and using the 2π-periodicity of f ,

we obtain
ˆ 2π

0
(f ′(θ))2 dθ = 0.

This yields that f is a constant. Hence (2.4) implies that C = −f2 − 4f − v2 so that by
(2.3) we have that q = −1

2(f
2 + v2). This finishes the proof. �

3. Proof for Theorem 1.2

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.2. First observe that by the definition
of Ln,∞, the condition (1.7) implies that (u,∇d) ∈ Ln,∞(Rn), and

∥∥(u,∇d)
∥∥
Ln,∞(Rn)

≤ Cε0. (3.1)

For R > 0, denote by χBR
the characteristic function of BR. Let

P : L2(Rn,Rn) → L2
div(R

n,Rn)

denote the Leray projection operator, see [6]. Denote by G the fundamental solution of

−∆ in R
n. Define (û, d̂) : Rn → R

n × R
n by letting





û(x) =

ˆ

Rn

∇yG(x− y)P
(
(u⊗ u+∇d⊙∇d)χBR

)
(y) dy,

d̂(x) = −
ˆ

Rn

G(x− y)
(
(u · ∇d+ |∇d|2d)χBR

)
(y) dy.

Then, by the Reisz potential estimates between Lorentz spaces (see [30]), we have that for

any 1 < p < n
2 ,

(
û,∇d̂

)
∈ L

np
n−p

,p(Rn), along with the following estimates:
∥∥û

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(Rn)
≤ C

∥∥P
(
(u⊗ u+∇d⊙∇d)χBR

)∥∥
Lp,p(Rn)

≤ C
∥∥|u|2 + |∇d|2

∥∥
Lp(BR)

≤ C
∥∥u

∥∥
Ln,∞(BR)

∥∥u
∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)
+

∥∥∇d
∥∥
Ln,∞(BR)

∥∥∇d
∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)

≤ Cε0
(∥∥u

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)
+
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)

)
, (3.2)

and
∥∥∇d̂

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(Rn)
≤ C

∥∥(u · ∇d+ |∇d|2d)χBR

)∥∥
Lp,p(Rn)

≤ C
∥∥|u||∇d|+ |∇d|2

∥∥
Lp(BR)

≤ C
(∥∥u

∥∥
Ln,∞(BR)

+
∥∥∇d

∥∥
Ln,∞(BR)

)∥∥∇d
∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)

≤ Cε0
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)
. (3.3)
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From the definition, we see that (û, d̂) is a weak solution of
{
−∆û+∇p̂ = −∇ · (u⊗ u+∇d⊙∇d), ∇ · û = 0,

∆d̂ = −|∇d|2d− u · ∇d, in BR. (3.4)

If we define v = u− û, q = p− p̂, and e = d− d̂, then (v, q, e) is a weak solution of
{
−∆v +∇q = 0, ∇ · v = 0,

∆e = 0.
in BR \ {0}. (3.5)

One can verify that for any n ≥ 3, d is, in fact, a weak solution of

∆d+ |∇d|2d = u · ∇d in R
n.

Hence for any n ≥ 3, e solves ∆e = 0 weakly in BR. From the regularity theory of the
Laplace equation, e ∈ C∞(BR) and, for any 0 < θ < 1,

(θR)1−
n−p
p
∥∥∇e

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BθR)
≤ CθR1−n−p

p
∥∥∇e

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)

≤ Cθ
(
R

1−n−p
p
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)
+R

1−n−p
p
∥∥∇d̂

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)

)

≤ Cθ
(
R

1−n−p
p
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)
+ Cε0R

1−n−p
p
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)

)

≤ CθR1−n−p
p
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)
, (3.6)

where we have used (3.3). Combining (3.3) and (3.6), we obtain that for n ≥ 3, and for
any 0 < θ < 1,

(θR)
1−n−p

p
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BθR)

≤ CθR1−n−p
p
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)
+ Cε0θ

2−n
pR1−n−p

p
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)

≤ θ
1

2R1−n−p
p
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)
, (3.7)

provided θ, ε0 are chosen so that 0 < θ < 1
4C2 and 2Cε0 ≤ θ

n
p
− 3

2 .
By iterating (3.7) k-times, we obtain that for any n ≥ 3 and θ ∈ (0, 1),

(θkR)1−
n−p
p
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(B
θkR

)
≤ θ

k
2R1−n−p

p
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)
. (3.8)

This implies that for any n ≥ 3,

r1−
n−p
p
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(Br)
≤ C

( r
R

) 1

2R1−n−p
p
∥∥∇d

∥∥
L

np
n−p ,p

(BR)

≤ C
( r
R

) 1

2

∥∥∇d
∥∥
Ln,∞(BR)

≤ Cε0
( r
R

) 1

2 (3.9)

holds for for any 0 < r ≤ R
2 . Sending R→ ∞ in (3.9) implies that ∇d ≡ 0 in R

n so that d
is a constant map in R

n.
7



From this, we deduce that u ∈ C∞(Rn \ {0}) solves the Navier-Stokes equation in
R
n \ {0}. Since

|u(x)| ≤ ε0
|x| , ∀x 6= 0,

u ≡ 0 when n ≥ 4. See [1]. When n = 3, u is either 0 or a Landau solution, provided
ε0 > 0 is sufficiently small, according to [23, Corollary 1.5]. �

4. Proof of Theorem 1.3

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.3 on self-similar solutions of (1.4).
Using the spherical coordinates, we can write

(u, p, d)(r, θ) =
(1
r
u(θ),

1

r2
p(θ), d(θ)

)
, ∀(r, θ) ∈ R+ × S

n−1.

Denote by v(θ) = u(θ)−〈u(θ), θ〉θ, θ ∈ S
n−1,the tangential component of u on S

n−1. Then
d solves the equation of advective harmonic maps on S

n−1:

∆Sn−1d+ |∇Sn−1d|2d = v · ∇Sn−1d on S
n−1. (4.1)

Moreover, by (1.8), d satisfies

∣∣∇Sn−1d(θ)
∣∣ < 1

2
, ∀θ ∈ S

n−1. (4.2)

Without loss of generality, we may assume d(0′, 1) = (0′, 1) with 0′ = (0, · · · , 0) ∈ R
n−1.

It follows from (4.2) that

d(Sn−1) ⊂ S
n−1
+ =

{
x = (x′, xn) ∈ S

n−1 : xn > 0
}
. (4.3)

Let φ(θ) = dist2
Sn−1

(
θ, (0′, 1)

)
be the square of distance function on S

n−1 between θ ∈ S
n−1

and the north pole (0′, 1). It is well-known (see [13]) that φ(·) is a strictly convex function
on S

n−1
+ , and by the chain rule we have that

∆Sn−1φ(d(θ))− v(θ) · ∇Sn−1φ(d(θ))

= tr
(
∇2

Sn−1φ(d(θ))
(
∇Sn−1d(θ),∇Sn−1d(θ)

))
≥ c0|∇Sn−1d(θ)|2 on S

n−1, (4.4)

for a positive constant c0 > 0. It follows from the strong maximum principle that φ(d)
must be constant on S

n−1, which, combined with (4.4), implies that ∇Sn−1d ≡ 0 on S
n−1.

Hence d ≡ (0′, 1).
Now we see that u is a homogeneous (−1) solution of the Navier-Stokes equation in

R
n \ {0}. Hence by [27] that u ≡ 0 in R

n for n ≥ 4, and u is either 0 or a Landau solution
in R

3 when n = 3. �
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5. Proof of Theorem 1.4

To prove Theorem 1.4, we first need a Lemma on estimates of derivatives of u, p, d.

Lemma 5.1. For n ≥ 2, let (u, p, d) be a smooth solution to (1.4) in R
n \ {0}, satisfying

|u(x)| ≤ C0

|x| , |∇d(x)| ≤ C0

|x| in R
n \ {0} (5.1)

for some constant C0 > 0. Then for any non-negative integer k, it holds that

|∇ku(x)| ≤ Ck

|x|k+1
, |∇kp(x)| ≤ Ck

|x|k+2
, |∇k+1d(x)| ≤ Ck

|x|k+1
in R

n \ {0} (5.2)

for some constants Ck > 0.

Proof of Lemma 5.1. This Lemma was proven by [6, Lemma X.9.2] for the steady Navier-
Stokes equation. Here we will follow this proof by making necessary changes.

Fix x0 ∈ R
n \ {0}, and let R = |x0|/3. Define

ũ(x) = Ru(Rx+ x0), p̃(x) = R2 p(Rx+ x0), d̃(x) = d(Rx+ x0).

Then (ũ, p̃, d̃) solves (1.4) in B2(0), and (5.1) implies that

|ũ(x)| ≤ C0, |∇d̃(x)| ≤ C0, ∀ x ∈ B2(0). (5.3)

Applying estimates of the Stokes system [26, Lemma 2.12] to the first equation of (1.4),
we obtain that, for 1 < q <∞,

‖∇ũ‖Lq(B1(0)) ≤ C
(
‖ũ‖Lq(B2(0)) + ‖ũ‖2L2q(B2(0))

+ ‖∇d̃‖2L2q(B2(0))

)
≤ C (5.4)

for some constant C depending on n, q, and C0 in (5.3).
Applying estimates for the Laplace equation [7, Theorem 9.11] to third equation of (1.4)

yields

‖∇2d̃‖Lq(B1(0)) ≤ C(1 + ‖ũ‖L∞(B2(0)))‖∇d̃‖Lq(B2(0)) + C‖∇d̃‖2L2q(B2(0))
≤ C (5.5)

for some constant C depending only on n, q, and C0 in (5.3).
Applying estimates of the Stokes system again yields that for 1 < q <∞,

‖∇2ũ‖Lq(B1/2(0)) ≤ C(‖ũ‖W 1,q(B1(0)) + ‖|ũ||∇ũ|‖Lq(B1(0)) + ‖|∇d̃||∇2d̃|‖Lq(B1(0))) ≤ C,

where we use (5.3), (5.4), (5.5). This estimate, together with the Sobolev embedding,
implies that

‖∇ũ‖L∞(B 1
2

(0)) ≤ C.

This implies

|∇u(x0)| ≤
C

R2
≤ C

|x0|2
.
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Next, applyig the estimates of Laplace equations, we obtain that

‖∇3d̃‖Lq(B 3
4

(0))

≤ C
(
‖∇d̃‖Lq(B1(0)) + ‖(|ũ|+ |∇d̃|)|∇2d̃|‖Lq(B1(0)) + ‖|∇ũ||∇d̃|‖Lq(B1(0))

)
≤ C.

This, combined with the Sobolev embedding, yields that
∥∥∇2d̃

∥∥
L∞(B 1

2

(0))
≤ C.

This implies

|∇2d(x0)| ≤
C

R2
≤ C

|x0|2
.

Through a boot-strap argument, one can derive the estimates (5.2) for u, d. Since

∇p = ∆u− u · ∇u−∇ · (∇d⊙∇d),
the estimates of ∇kp, for k ≥ 1, follows from that of u and d.

Finally, we want to derive the estimate of p. Define p̄(r) by

p̄(r) =
1

|∂B1|

ˆ

∂B1

p(r, ω) dσ(ω).

Then ∣∣∣∣
∂p̄

∂r
(r)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣

1

|∂B1|

ˆ

∂B1

∂p

∂r
(r, ω) dσ

∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

|∂B1|

ˆ

∂B1

C1

r3
dσ ≤ C1

r3
.

Therefore, for 0 < r1 < r2,

|p̄(r2)− p̄(r1)| =
∣∣∣∣
ˆ r2

r1

∂p̄

∂r
dr

∣∣∣∣ ≤
ˆ r2

r1

C1

r3
dr = C1

(
1

r21
− 1

r22

)
. (5.6)

Hence it follows that lim
r→∞

p̄(r) exists and is finite. Since p is defined up to a constant, we

can assume without loss of generality that lim
r→∞

p̄(r) = 0. By taking the limit as r2 → ∞
in (5.6), we obtain that for all r > 0,

|p̄(r)| ≤ C1

r2
.

Observe that for r > 0 and ω ∈ S
n−1,

|p(r, ω)− p̄(r)| =
∣∣∣∣p(r, ω) −

1

|∂B1|

ˆ

∂B1

p(r, θ) dσ

∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

|∂B1|

ˆ

∂B1

r|∇p(r, θ)| dσ

≤ 1

|∂B1|

ˆ

∂B1

C1

r2
dσ =

C1

r2
.

Therefore,

|p(x)| ≤ 2C1

|x|2 , ∀x ∈ R
n \ {0}.

This finishes the proof. �
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Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Multiplying the third equation of (1.4) by ∆d+ |∇d|2d and the first
equation of (1.4) by u, and then adding the resulting equations, we obtain

|∇u|2 + |∆d+ |∇d|2d|2 = ∆(
1

2
|u|2)− u · ∇

(1
2
|∇d|2 + 1

2
|u|2 + p

)
in R

n \ {0}. (5.7)

Integrating (5.7) over the annual region Ar,R = BR \Br, 0 < r < R, we obtain

0 ≤
ˆ

Ar,R

(|∇u|2 + |∆d+ |∇d|2d|2) dx =

ˆ

∂Ar,R

(〈
u,
∂u

∂ν

〉
−H〈u, ν〉

)
dσ

=

ˆ

∂BR

(〈
u,
∂u

∂r

〉
−H

〈
u,

x

|x|

〉)
dσ

−
ˆ

∂Br

(〈
u,
∂u

∂r

〉
−H

〈
u,

x

|x|

〉)
dσ = h(R)− h(r)

(5.8)

where H = 1
2 |∇d|2 + 1

2 |u|2 + p denotes the generalized head pressure function, and

h(τ) :=

ˆ

∂Bτ

(〈
u,
∂u

∂r

〉
−H

〈
u,

x

|x|

〉)
dσ, τ > 0.

Using (1.9), one can apply Lemma 5.1 to obtain

|u(x)|2 + |∇u(x)|+ |p(x)|+ |∇d(x)|2 ≤ C

|x|2 , x ∈ R
4 \ {0},

so that h ∈ L∞(0,∞). On the other hand, (5.8) implies that h(R) is increasing with respect
to R > 0. Thus both lim

R→∞
h(R) and lim

r→0
h(r) exist and are finite. Hence

ˆ

R4

(|∇u|2 + |∆d+ |∇d|2d|2) dx < +∞.

This inequality, combined with the fact that lim
|x|→∞

u(x) = 0 and the Sobolev embedding

theorem, implies that
ˆ

R4

|u(x)|4 dx <∞.

By Fubini’s theorem, we can find two sequences ri → 0 and Ri → ∞ such that

lim
i→∞

ri

ˆ

∂Bri

|u(x)|4 dσ = 0, lim
i→∞

Ri

ˆ

∂BRi

|u(x)|4 dσ = 0.

Since

|h(R)| ≤ CR−2

ˆ

∂BR

|u(x)| dσ ≤ C
(
R

ˆ

∂BR

|u(x)|4 dσ
) 1

4 ,

we conclude that

lim
i→∞

h(ri) = 0, lim
i→∞

h(Ri) = 0,
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hence
ˆ

R4

(|∇u|2 + |∆d+ |∇d|2d|2) dx = 0.

Therefore, u ≡ 0 in R
4 and d : R4 → S

3 is a harmonic map satisfying

|∇d(x)| < ε1
|x| , ∀x ∈ R

4 \ {0}.

The next Lemma shows that d must be constant. This finishes the proof. �

Lemma 5.2. For n ≥ 3, there exists an εn > 0 such that if d ∈ C∞(Rn \ {0},Sn−1) is a
harmonic map that satisfies

|∇d(x)| ≤ εn
|x| , ∀x ∈ R

n \ {0}, (5.9)

then d must be a constant map.

Remark 5.3. i) The same proof implies Lemma 5.2 holds when S
n−1 is replaced by any

compact smooth Riemannian submanifold (N,h) ⊂ R
L without boundary.

ii) Lemma 5.2 can be proved by the same argument as in Theorem 1.2 for the case that
u ≡ 0. Here we will present a different proof that is based on the regularity theory harmonic
maps. See also [18] for another proof.

Proof of Lemma 5.2. First, it follows from n ≥ 3 and (5.9) that for any R > 0,

R2−n

ˆ

BR

|∇d|2 dx ≤ R2−n

ˆ

BR

ε2n
|x|2 dx =

Hn−1(Sn−1)

n− 2
ε2n. (5.10)

Next, we want to derive the following energy monotonicity inequality:

r2−n

ˆ

Br(0)
|∇d|2 dx ≤ R2−n

ˆ

BR(0)
|∇d|2 dx (5.11)

holds for any 0 < r ≤ R <∞.
Since d is a smooth harmonic map on R

n \ {0}, it is well-known that d satisfies the
following stationarity identity:

ˆ

Rn

(
|∇d|2divY − 2〈 ∂d

∂xi
,
∂d

∂xj
〉∂Y

i

∂xj

)
dx = 0, ∀Y ∈ C∞

0 (Rn \ {0},Rn). (5.12)

For any δ > 0, let ηδ ∈ C∞(Rn) be such that

0 ≤ ηδ ≤ 1, ηδ = 0 in Bδ, ηδ = 1 outside B2δ, and |∇ηδ| ≤
8

δ
,

and φδ ∈ C∞
0 (R) be such that

0 ≤ φδ ≤ 1, φδ(t) = 1 for |t| ≤ R(1− δ), φδ(t) = 0 for |t| ≥ R, and |φ′δ | ≤
8

Rδ
.
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Substituting Y (x) = ηδ(x)φδ(|x|)x ∈ C∞
0 (Rn \ {0},Rn) into (5.12), we have

0 =

ˆ

R3

(
|∇d|2div(ηδ(x)φδ(|x|)x) − 2〈 ∂d

∂xi
,
∂d

∂xj
〉∂(ηδ(x)φδ(|x|)x

i)

∂xj

)
dx

= (n− 2)

ˆ

R3

ηδ(x)φδ(|x|)|∇d|2 dx+

ˆ

Rn

ηδ(x)φ
′
δ(|x|)

(
|x||∇d|2 − 2〈 ∂d

∂xi
,
∂d

∂xj
〉x

ixj

|x|
)
dx

+

ˆ

R3

φδ(|x|)
(
|∇d|2x · ∇ηδ − 2〈 ∂d

∂xi
,
∂d

∂xj
〉xi ∂ηδ

∂xj

)
dx.

Observe that as δ → 0,
ˆ

R3

ηδ(x)φδ(|x|)|∇d|2 dx→
ˆ

BR(0)
|∇d|2 dx,

ˆ

R3

ηδ(x)φ
′
δ(|x|)

(
|x||∇d|2 − 2〈 ∂d

∂xi
,
∂d

∂xj
〉x

ixj

|x|
)
dx

→ −R
ˆ

∂BR(0)

(
|∇d|2 − 2| ∂d

∂|x| |
2
)
dσ,

and
∣∣∣
ˆ

R3

φδ(|x|)
(
|∇d|2x · ∇ηδ − 2〈 ∂d

∂xi
,
∂d

∂xj
〉xi ∂ηδ

∂xj

)
dx

∣∣∣

≤ Cδ−1

ˆ

B2δ(0)
|x||∇d|2 dx ≤ C

ˆ

B2δ(0)
|∇d|2 dx→ 0.

Hence, by sending δ → 0, we obtain

(2− n)

ˆ

BR(0)
|∇d|2 dx+R

ˆ

∂BR(0)

(
|∇d|2 − 2| ∂d

∂|x| |
2
)
dσ = 0,

which implies

d

dR

(
R2−n

ˆ

BR(0)
|∇d|2 dx

)
= 2R2−n

ˆ

∂BR(0)
| ∂d
∂|x| |

2 dσ ≥ 0. (5.13)

Integrating (5.13) over R yields (5.11).
Now we want to show d is smooth near the origin. To see this, we first claim that

R2−n

ˆ

BR(x0)
|∇d|2 dx ≤ Cε2n, ∀x0 ∈ R

n, R > 0. (5.14)

From (5.11) and (5.10), (5.14) holds when x0 = 0. For x0 6= 0, we divide R into two cases:

a) 0 < R < |x0|. Since d ∈ C∞(Rn\{0}), it follows from the energy monotonicity inequality
of d on R

n \ {0} that

R2−n

ˆ

BR(x0)
|∇d|2 dx ≤ |x0|2−n

ˆ

B|x0|
(x0)

|∇d|2 dx ≤ |x0|2−n

ˆ

B2|x0|
(0)

|∇d|2 dx ≤ Cε2n,
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where we have used (5.9) in the last step.

b) R ≥ |x0|. In this case, we have

R2−n

ˆ

BR(x0)
|∇d|2 dx ≤ R2−n

ˆ

B2R(0)
|∇d|2 dx ≤ Cε2n,

where we have used (5.9) in the last step.
Now we can apply the small energy regularity theorem of harmonic maps by Riviere-

Struwe [24] (see, also, Evans [5] and Bethuel [2]) to conclude that there exists an εn > 0
such that if (5.9) holds, then (5.14) implies that d ∈ C∞(Rn,Sn−1), and

R2 sup
BR

2

(0)
|∇d|2 ≤ CR2−n

ˆ

BR(0)
|∇d|2 dx ≤ Cε2n, ∀R > 0. (5.15)

After sending R→ ∞, (5.15) yields |∇d| ≡ 0 in R
n so that d must be constant. �
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