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ENERGY IDENTITY AND NO NECK PROPERTY FOR

ε-HARMONIC AND α-HARMONIC MAPS INTO

HOMOGENEOUS TARGET MANIFOLDS

CAROLIN BAYER AND ANDREW ROBERTS

Abstract. In this paper we show the energy identity and the no-neck
property for ε- and α-harmonic maps with homogeneous target manifolds.
To prove this in the ε-harmonic case we introduce the idea of using an
equivariant embedding of the homogeneous target manifold.

1. Introduction

Let (M2, g) be a smooth, compact Riemannian surface without boundary
and (Nn, h) a compact Riemannian manifold without boundary which we
assume to be equipped with an isometric embedding into Euclidean space
N →֒ R

l. Define for u ∈ W 1,2(B,N) the Dirichlet energy

E0[u] =
1

2

∫

M

|∇u|2

We call u harmonic if it is a critical point of the energy functional and these
maps satisfy

∆u = A(u)(∇u,∇u)
where A(u)(X, Y ) = (∇XY )⊥ ∈ (TuN)⊥ is the second fundamental form of
the embedding N →֒ R

l. The Dirichlet energy does not obey the Palais-
Smale condition, so various approximations to the energy functional have been
introduced which allow us to use methods from the calculus of variations. In
[14] Sacks and Uhlenbeck introduced the notion of α-energy defined for α > 1
by

(1) Ēα[u] =
1

2

∫

M

(

(1 + |∇u|2)α − 1
)

and in [5] Lamm introduced the notion of ε-energy defined for any ε > 0 by

(2) Ẽε[u] =
1

2

∫

M

(

|∇u|2 + ε|∆u|2
)

.
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2 CAROLIN BAYER AND ANDREW ROBERTS

Both these functionals obey the Palais-Smale condition so critical points exist,
and can be shown to be smooth. We call these critical points α-harmonic (resp.
ε-harmonic). Note that the Euler-Lagrange equation of (1) can be written as

div(Fα∇uα) = FαA(uα)(∇uα,∇uα)(3)

where Fα := (1 + |∇uα|2)α−1. The Euler-Lagrange equation of (2) is given by

∆u− ε∆2u =
l

∑

i=n+1

ε
(

∆(〈∇u,∇νi|u(∇u)〉) + div(〈∆u,∇νi|u(∇u)〉)

+ 〈∇∆u,∇νi|u(∇u)∇u〉
)

νi(u)− A(u)(∇u,∇u)
where {νi}li=n+1 is a smooth local orthonormal frame for the normal space of
N ⊂ R

l near u(x). Note that this is equivalent to

(4) (∆u− ε∆2u)⊤ = 0.

If we now take a sequence uk of αk-harmonic (resp. εk-harmonic) maps with
αk → 1 (resp. εk → 0) with uniformly bounded αk-energy (resp. εk-energy)
then in both cases it is clear that there exists some weakly harmonic map u0
such that uk → u0 weakly in W 1,2(B,N). Further, u0 will be smooth with Cm

loc

convergence for any m away from a finite set Σ and at the points in Σ, in both
cases, the maps will undergo the standard bubbling procedure.

The two main questions that arise from the bubbling procedure are that of
potential energy loss and neck formation. We would like to show that there
is no energy loss or oscillation in the neck region. There are many previous
results related to this type of energy approximation, some of which we will now
discuss. In [13] Parker showed that sequences of harmonic maps into compact
Riemannian manifolds also obey the same bubbling procedure and have both
the no energy loss and no neck property, in [5] Lamm showed that sequences of
ε-harmonic maps into round spheres have the no energy loss property and in
[8] Li and Zhu showed that sequences of α-harmonic maps into round spheres
have the no energy loss and the no neck property. Regarding the regularised
energy Ēα, Chen and Tian gave in [1] the energy identity for minimising se-
quences which map into general target manifolds for a given homotopy class.
Furthermore, Li and Wang proved in [9] a generalised energy identity for uα-
harmonic maps again into general target manifolds and studied the length of
necks. In particular, in the case where there is only one bubble, they gave
an explicit length formula for the neck. In addition, Lamm [6] proved un-
der certain entropy-type condition that for α- and ε- harmonic sequences no
energy loss occurs. He studied Hopf-differential-type structures in the two ap-
proximations. Da Lio and Rivière formulated in [11] a divergence form for
general conservation laws for p-harmonic systems with anti-symmetric poten-
tials. Under certain necklength control, they provided a sufficient condition
for necklength control in the limit.

We will now show both the no energy loss and no neck property for se-
quences of α-harmonic maps and of ε-harmonic maps in the case where the
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target manifold is a compact homogeneous manifold. A Riemannian manifold
(N, h) is defined to be homogeneous if the action of its Lie group of isome-
tries G is transitive. In [3] Hélein introduced the idea of using the Killing
vector fields induced by the Lie algebra of G to work with homogeneous mani-
folds. For any a ∈ g we have a Killing vector field ρ(a) ∈ Γ(TM) induced by a.

In the case of α-harmonic maps, for any ψ ∈ G we can show that Ēα[ψ◦u] =
Ēα[u], due to the fact that Ēα is an intrinsic property. Then by Noether’s the-
orem we obtain a conservation law similar to the one derived in [8] for the
sphere, following Hélein’s approach for harmonic maps. Then by modifying
their arguments one can show the no energy loss and no neck property.

However, this does not work in the case of ε-harmonic maps as Ẽε[ψ ◦ u]
does not generally equal Ẽε[u]. The Laplacian depends on the embedding of
N , so |∆u| is generally not equal to |∆(ψ ◦ u)|. To account for this, we will
use a specific type of embedding, the existence of which was shown in [12] by
Moore.

Theorem 1.1. Any homogeneous Riemannian manifold (N, h) admits an iso-
metric and equivariant embedding into some Euclidean space.

In particular we have that if (N, h) is a homogeneous Riemannian manifold
with G its Lie group of isometries, there exists Φ : N → R

l an isometric
embedding and Π : Isom(N) = G→ O(l) an embedding such that

(Π(ψ))(Φ(q)) = Φ(ψ(q))

for any ψ ∈ G, q ∈ N . In other words, any intrinsic isometry of N is induced
by some extrinsic isometry of the entire Euclidean space. In this case, we
easily get Ẽε[Π(ψ) ◦ u] = Ẽε[u]. Then Noether’s theorem gives us a conser-
vation law which we will then use to obtain the two desired properties. In
this case we further have that the ρ(a) used by Hélein will be explicitly of the
form ρ(a)(q) = ηa(q) for ηa some fixed anti-symmetric matrix independent of
q, which will considerably ease computations.

In particular, we obtain the following.

Theorem 1.2 (Conservation law for ε-harmonic maps). Let (M, g) be a Rie-
mannian surface, (N, h) →֒ R

l be a homogeneous space isometrically and equiv-
ariantly embedded into Euclidean space with Π : G → O(l) the associated Lie
group embedding. u ∈ C∞(M,N) is a solution of (4) if and only if, for any η
of the form η = ∂

∂t
Π(γ(t))

∣

∣

t=0
for some γ(t) a smooth path in G with γ(0) the

identity, we have

divg
(

〈du, ηu〉 − εd(〈∆gu, ηu〉) + 2ε〈∆gu, ηdu〉
)

= 0

Remark 1.3. In the case of a harmonic map we have ε = 0, this then allows
us to rewrite Hélein’s conservation law from [3] as

divg〈du, ηu〉 = 〈du, ηdu〉+ 〈∆gu, ηu〉 = 0

in the case the target is equivariantly embedded into Euclidean space.
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The following theorem was proved by Lamm in [5].

Theorem 1.4 (Bubbling for ε-harmonic maps). Let (M2, g) be a smooth, com-
pact Riemannian surface without boundary and let (Nn, h) →֒ R

l be a compact
Riemannian manifold isometrically embedded into Euclidean space. Further,
uε ∈ C∞(M,N) (ε → 0) is a collection of critical points of Ẽε with uniformly
bounded ε-energy.
Then there exists a sequence for εk → 0 and at most finitely many points
x1, ..., xp ∈M such that

uεk ⇀ u0 in W 1,2(M,N)

uεk → u0 in Cm
loc(M \ {x1, ..., xp}) ∀m ∈ N

where u0 ∈ C∞(M,N) is a smooth harmonic map.
Further performing a blow-up at each xi, 1 ≤ i ≤ p, there exist at most finitely
many non-trivial smooth harmonic maps ωi,j : S2 → N, 1 ≤ j ≤ ji, sequences
of points xi,jk ∈ M,x

i,j
k → xi, and sequences of radii ti,jk ∈ R+, ti,jk → 0, such

that

max

{

t
i,j
k

t
i,j′

k

,
t
i,j′

k

t
i,j
k

,
dist(xi,jk , x

i,j′

k )

t
i,j
k + t

i,j′

k

}

→ ∞ ∀1 ≤ i ≤ p, 1 ≤ j, j′ ≤ ji, j 6= j′,

εk

(ti,jk )2
→ 0 ∀1 ≤ i ≤ p, 1 ≤ j ≤ ji

We will now prove

Theorem 1.5 (Energy identity and no neck property for ε-harmonic maps).
Under the conditions of Theorem 1.4 with the further assumption that (Nn, h) →֒
R

l is a homogeneous space isometrically and equivariantly embedded into Eu-
clidean space, we have the following

• The energy identity

lim
k→∞

Ẽεk [uεk ] = E0[u0] +

p
∑

i=1

ji
∑

j=1

E0[ω
i,j]

and
∫

BR0
(xi)

(

|∇ωji
k |2 + εk|∆ωji

k |2
)

→
∫

BR0
(xi)

|∇u0|2, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ p

where ωji
k = uεk −

ji
∑

j=1

(ωi,j(
·−x

i,j
k

t
i,j
k

)− ωi,j(∞)) and 0 < R0 <
1
2
min

{

inj(M),

min{dist(xi, xj) | 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ p}
}

is some number and ∞ is identified with
the north pole of S2 by stereographic projection.

• The no-neck property

lim
εk→0

∥

∥

∥
uεk(·)− u0(·)−

p
∑

i=1

ji
∑

j=1

[

ωi,j
( · − x

i,j
j

t
i,j
k

)

− ωi,j(∞)
]

∥

∥

∥

L∞

= 0

The following theorem was proved by Sacks and Uhlenbeck in [14].
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Theorem 1.6 (Bubbling for α-harmonic maps). Let (M2, g) be a smooth,
compact Riemannian surface without boundary and let (Nn, h) →֒ R

l be a
compact Riemannian manifold isometrically embedded into Euclidean space.
Further, uα ∈ C∞(M,N) (α → 1) is a collection of critical points of Ēα with
uniformly bounded α-energy.
Then there exists a sequence for αk → 1 and at most finitely many points
x1, ..., xp ∈M such that

uαk
⇀ u0 in W 1,2(M,N)

uαk
→ u0 in Cm

loc(M \ {x1, ..., xp}) ∀m ∈ N

where u0 ∈ C∞(M,N) is a smooth harmonic map.
Further performing a blow-up at each xi, 1 ≤ i ≤ p, there exist at most finitely
many non-trivial smooth harmonic maps ωi,j : S2 → N, 1 ≤ j ≤ ji, sequences
of points xi,jk ∈ M,x

i,j
k → xi, and sequences of radii ti,jk ∈ R+, ti,jk → 0, such

that

max
{ t

i,j
k

t
i,j′

k

,
t
i,j′

k

t
i,j
k

,
dist(xi,jk , x

i,j′

k )

t
i,j
k + t

i,j′

k

}

→ ∞ ∀1 ≤ i ≤ p, 1 ≤ j, j′ ≤ ji, j 6= j′,

We will now prove

Theorem 1.7 (Energy identity and no neck property for α-harmonic maps).
Under the conditions of Theorem 1.6 and the further assumption that N is a
homogeneous manifold, we have the following

• The energy identity

lim
k→∞

Ēαk
[uαk

] = E0[u0] +

p
∑

i=1

ji
∑

j=1

E0[ω
i,j]

and
∫

BR0
(xi)

(

(1 + |∇ωji
k |2)αk − 1

)

→
∫

BR0
(xi)

|∇u0|2, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ p

where ωji
k = uαk

−
ji
∑

j=1

(

ωi,j(
·−x

i,j
k

t
i,j
k

)− ωi,j(∞)
)

and 0 < R0 <
1
2
min{inj(M),

min{dist(xi, xj) | 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ p}} is some number and ∞ is identified with
the north pole of S2 by stereographic projection.

• The no-neck property

lim
αk→1

∥

∥

∥
uαk

(·)− u0(·)−
p

∑

i=1

ji
∑

j=1

[

ωi,j
( · − x

i,j
j

t
i,j
k

)

− ωi,j(∞)
]

∥

∥

∥

L∞

= 0

Finally, Y. Li and Y. Wang constructed in [10] a general target manifold
such that the energy identity does not hold in the case of α-harmonic maps.
By following this construction, we show that their manifold also gives a coun-
terexample for the energy identity in the case of ε-harmonic maps. Though
we note that this construction relies on varying homotopy classes and so does
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not say anything of the general case for a fixed homotopy class.

2. Energy bound for ε-harmonic maps

In this section we prove an L2-energy bound for ε-harmonic maps in the neck
region. The key fact lies in the construction of the conservation law, Theorem
1.2. We will then use this along with the estimates obtained by Lamm in [5]
to obtain the energy bound. We also note that the conservation law is of a
form similar to the one obtained by Lamm for the spherical case, and one can
use his approach to obtain the energy bound in the homogeneous case. We
however present a different proof, as from our proof the no neck condition will
easily follow. We also note again that this proof will only work in the case
that our target is equivariantly embedded.

To prove Theorem 1.2 we first need the following lemma

Lemma 2.1. Let (N, h) →֒ R
l be a homogeneous space isometrically and equiv-

ariantly embedded into Euclidean space with Π : G → O(l) the associated Lie
group embedding. Then there exists a finite collection (γi)

I
i=1 of smooth paths in

G with γi(0) = id such that, setting ηi =
∂
∂t
(Π(γi(t)))

∣

∣

0
, the collection (ηiq)

I
i=1

spans TqN for any q ∈ N .

As our η are the same objects as Hélein’s ρ, the η span for the same reason
that the ρ do.

Proof. Take some basis a1, ..., aI of g, the Lie algebra of G, and the paths γi(t)
in G with γi(0) =id and dγi|0 = ai for i = 1, ..., I. Now set ηi =

∂
∂t
(Π(γi))|0.

The ηiq will now span the tangent space for each q due to the transitivity of
the action of G. Explicitly given q ∈ N and ω ∈ TqN we can find some path
ζ in N with ζ(0) = q and ζ ′(0) = ω. This can then be lifted to some path γ

in G with γ(0) = id and Π(γ(t))q = ζ(t). Now ω = ∂
∂t
Π(γ(t))|0 = dΠ|id(dγ|0).

We know that dγ|0 is in the span of the ai so ω must be in the span of the
ηiq. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. First, to motivate our proof, one can observe that Ẽε

is invariant under Π(G) ⊂ O(l)

Ẽε[Π(γ(t)) ◦ u] = Ẽε[u]

for all t, so we should have some conservation law by Noether’s theorem. Now
explicitly for any q ∈ N we have that Π(γ(t))(q) is some path inN so ηq ∈ TqN .
But also Π(γ(t)) is a path in O(l) so η is in o(l), in particular it can be viewed
as an anti-symmetric matrix. Further, u being a solution of (4) implies that
(∆gu−ε∆2

gu) ∈ (TuN)⊥, where ∆g is the Laplacian with respect to the metric
on M . We can then observe, noting that η is constant,

0 = 〈∆gu− ε∆2
gu, ηu〉

= divg
(

〈du, ηu〉 − εd〈∆gu, ηu〉+ 2ε〈∆gu, ηdu〉
)

+ 〈du, ηdu〉+ ε〈∆gu, η∆gu〉(5)

the last two terms are zero by anti-symmetry of η and so the conservation law
holds for any fixed η.
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For the only if part of the statement we note that if the conservation law holds
for any η then, by reversing the steps in (5), we must have

0 = 〈∆gu− ε∆2
gu, ηu〉

for any η. By Lemma 2.1 the possible ηu span TuN , so we must have (∆gu−
ε∆2

gu) ∈ (TuN)⊥ and so u is ε-harmonic. �

Note that if we chose conformal coordinates with factor e2λ then the conser-
vation law locally becomes

div
(

〈du, ηu〉 − εd(e−2λ〈∆u, ηu〉) + 2εe−2λ〈∆u, ηdu〉
)

= 0.(6)

In [5] Lamm showed that these ε-harmonic maps indeed undergo a bubbling
procedure, as we will outline.

Lemma 2.2. Given a sequence εk → 0 and uεk εk-harmonic maps with uni-
formly bounded εk-energy. Then there exists some subsequence (which we will
immediately relabel εk), u0 ∈ C∞(M,N) harmonic and some finite set Σ such
that

uεk → u0 in Cm
loc
(M\Σ, N).

By using a standard induction argument, as in [7], we may also assume that
there is only one bubble, Σ = {x0}. We then have

Lemma 2.3 (Lemma 3.1 [5]). There exists tk ∈ R
+, tk → 0, xk ∈M , xk → x0

and a non-trivial, smooth harmonic map ω : S2 → N such that

εk

t2k
→ 0

uεk(xk + tk·) → ω in Cm
loc
(R2, N) ∀m ∈ N.

In this case the energy identity

lim
k→0

Ẽεk [uεk ] = E0[u0] + E0[ω]

is equivalent to having

(7) Ẽεk [uεk ;BR0
(xk)\BtkR(xk)] → 0

as k → 0, R→ ∞, R0 → 0.

We will now recall some more results on ε-harmonic maps from [5]. First,
we have a regularity result.

Lemma 2.4 (Corollary 2.10 [5]). There exists δ0 > 0 and c > 0 such that if
uε ∈ C∞(M,N) is ε-harmonic such that for some x0 ∈ M,R > 0 we have

Ẽε(uε, B32R(x0)) < δ0. Then for all ε > 0 sufficiently small and any k ∈ N

k
∑

i=1

||∇iuε||L∞(BR(x0)) ≤ c

√

Ẽε(uε, B32R(x0)).
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Now fix 0 < δ < δ0, 0 < R0 sufficiently small and some 0 < R. Then, as a
consequence of there only existing one bubble, there exists k1 > 0 such that
for all k ≥ k1 the following holds

Ẽεk [uεk ;B2r \Br] < δ

for every r ∈ [Rtk,
R0

2
]. Combining these facts gives

4
∑

i=1

|x|i|∇iuεk|(x) ≤ c
√
δ ∀ 2Rtk ≤ |x| ≤ R0

4
.(8)

This immediately give us a bound for the L2,∞-norm

‖∇uεk‖L2,∞(BR0
4

\B2Rtk
) ≤ c

√
δ
∥

∥

∥

1

|x|
∥

∥

∥

L2,∞(R2)
≤ c

√
δ

It will now be sufficient to find a uniform bound on the L2,1-norm of ∇uεk .
L2,∞ is the dual space of L2,1 so, if we have ‖∇uεk‖L2,1(BR0

8

\B4Rtk
,N) ≤ c, we

can conclude

E0[uεk ;BR0

8

\B4Rtk ] ≤ c‖∇uεk‖L2,1(BR0
8

\B4Rtk
,N) · ‖∇uεk‖L2,∞(BR0

8

\B4Rtk
,N)

→ 0(9)

The εk-term of the energy will also vanish on this annulus, as

εk

∫

BR0
4

\B2Rtk

|∆uεk|2 ≤ cδεk

∫

BR0
4

\B2Rtk

1

|x|4 ≤ cδ

R2

εk

t2k
→ 0(10)

using Lemma 2.3 and (8). So combining (9) and (10) shows that

Ẽεk [uεk ;BR0
\BRtk ] → 0.

So it remains to show that the L2,1 norm for the gradient of uεk is bounded on
this annulus.

We first mention two results that will be used to bound this L2,1-norm.

Lemma 2.5 (Wente inequality, [2, 15] ). If f, g ∈ W 1,2(B), u the unique
solution in W

1,2
0 (B) to ∆u = ∇f∇⊥g, then ∆u is in H1(R2) with

||∇u||L2,1 ≤ c||∇f∇⊥g||H1 ≤ c||∇f ||L2||∇g||L2.

Lemma 2.6 (Lemma 2.4, [8]). If F, u ∈ C∞
c (R2) satisfy ∆u = div(F ), then

||∇u||L2,1 ≤ c||F ||L2,1.

Now we start by constructing an estimate of uεk as follows

(11) ũεk(x) = ϕR0

16

(x)
(

(1− ϕ4Rtk(x))(uεk(x)− ū2εk) + ū2εk − ū1εk

)
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where we have fixed some ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (B2) such that ϕ = 1 on B1, taken ϕt(x) =

ϕ(x
t
) and have set

ū1εk =
1

|BR0

8

\BR0

16

|

∫

BR0
8

\BR0
16

uεk(x) dx

ū2εk =
1

|B8Rtk \B4Rtk |

∫

B8Rtk
\B4Rtk

uεk(x) dx.

One can then calculate

∇ũεk = ϕR0

16

(1− ϕ4Rtk)∇uεk +∇(ϕR0

16

)(uεk − ū1εk)

−∇(ϕ4Rtk)(uεk − ū2εk)(12)

We note that the support of ∇ϕR0

16

is contained in BR0

8

\BR0

16

. Then using (8)

to get a bound on ∇uεk we get for k sufficiently large

|uεk(x)− ū1εk| =
1

|BR0

8

\BR0

16

|

∫

BR0
8

\BR0
16

|uεk(x)− uεk(y)| dy

≤ c
√
δ(13)

for x ∈ BR0

8

\BR0

16

. Similarly we have

|uεk(x)− ū2εk| =
1

|B8Rtk \B4Rtk |

∫

B8Rtk
\B4Rtk

|uεk(x)− uεk(y)| dy

≤ c
√
δ(14)

for x ∈ B8Rtk\B4Rtk . This then gives

(15) ||∇ũεk||L2(R2) ≤ ||∇uεk||L2(BR0
8

\B4tkR) + c
√
δ

and k sufficiently large. Note that the L2,1-norm of ∇ϕ4Rtk is scaling invariant
in two dimensions and therefore bounded. This is easily checked by using

∣

∣{x : |∇ϕR(x)| ≥ t}
∣

∣

1

2 =
∣

∣{x :
∣

∣(∇ϕ)
( x

R

)

∣

∣ ≥ Rt}
∣

∣

1

2 = R
∣

∣{x : |∇ϕ(x)| ≥ Rt}
∣

∣

1

2

(16)

and the L2,1-norm definition.

We now note the fact that our conservation law (6) holds on BR0
so there

exists Lk ∈ C∞(BR0
,Rl) with

(17) ∇⊥Lk = 〈∇uεk , ηuεk〉 − εk∇〈e−2λ∆uεk , ηuεk〉+ 2εk〈e−2λ∆uεk , η∇uεk〉
Now by the Hodge decomposition there exist Pk, Qk ∈ C∞

c (R2,Rl) with

(18) 〈∇ũεk , ηuεk〉 = ∇Pk +∇⊥Qk.
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Taking the curl of either side gives

∆Qk = curl〈∇ũεk , ηuεk〉
= 〈∇ũεk ,∇⊥(ηuεk)〉

giving a div-curl relationship. Using the same construction as (11) on a larger
annulus we can construct ûεk ∈ C∞

c (R2,Rl) such that

∇ûεk = ∇uεk on BR0

8

\B4Rtk

||∇ûεk||L2(R2) ≤ c||∇uεk||L2(BR0
4

\B2Rtk
) + c

√
δ ≤ c

using the uniform bound on ε-energy for the final inequality. Then ∆Q =
〈∇ũεk ,∇⊥(ηûεk)〉 and so using (15) we get

||∇Qk||L2,1(R2) ≤c||∇ũεk||L2(R2) · ||∇(ηûεk)||L2(R2)

≤c||∇uεk||L2(BR0
8

\B4tkR) + c
√
δ(19)

Now take the divergence of (18) and use (12) to get

∆Pk = div〈∇ũεk , ηuεk〉
= div

(

ϕR0

16

(1− ϕ4Rtk)
(

∇⊥Lk + εk∇〈e−2λ∆uεk , ηuεk〉
− 2εke

−2λ〈∆uεk ,∇(ηuεk)〉
)

+∇(ϕR0

16

)〈uεk − ū1εk , ηuεk〉 − ∇(ϕ4Rtk)〈uεk − ū2εk , ηuεk〉
)

.

Now breaking up the terms we define (Φi)i=1,2,3 to be the unique solutions in
C∞

c (R2,Rl) of

∆Φ1 =div
(

ϕR0

16

(1− ϕ4Rtk)∇⊥Lk

)

(20)

∆Φ2 =εk div
(

ϕR0

16

(1− ϕ4Rtk)
(

∇〈e−2λ∆uεk , ηuεk〉(21)

− 2e−2λ〈∆uεk , η∇uεk〉
))

∆Φ3 =div
(

∇(ϕR0

16

)〈uεk − ū1εk , ηuεk〉(22)

−∇(ϕ4Rtk)〈uεk − ū2εk , ηuεk〉
)

.

We can now bound these all individually, first we have

∆Φ1 = ∇(ϕR0

16

(1− ϕtkR))∇⊥Lk(23)

giving us a div-curl relationship. We define L̃k similarly to ũ in (11) by

∇L̃k(x) = ϕR0

8

(x)(1 − ϕ2Rtk(x))∇Lk(x) +∇(ϕR0

8

(x))(Lk(x)− L̄1
k)

−∇(ϕ2Rtk(x))(Lk(x)− L̄2
k)

where, similarly to the construction of ũεk , we set L̄1
k, L̄

2
k to be the mean of Lk

on BR0

4

\ BR0

8

and B4Rtk \ B2Rtk respectively. This gives us for k sufficiently
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large

∇L̃k = ∇Lk on BR0

8

\B4Rtk

||∇L̃k||L2(R2) ≤ c||∇Lk||L2(BR0
4

\B2Rtk
) + c

√
δ(24)

Where we used (8), (17), Lemma 2.3 and the fact that ||e−2λ(x)||∞ and ||De−2λ(x)||∞
are uniformly bounded to get |∇Lk(x)| ≤ c

√
δ

|x| on BR0

4

\B2Rtk for k large enough.

The inequality then follows analogously to (15). We also note, using Lemma
2.3 and (17), that

(25) ||∇Lk||L2(BR0
4

\B2Rtk
) ≤ c||∇uεk||L2(BR0

4

\B2Rtk
) + c

√
δ

for k large enough. Now using Lemma 2.5, (23), (24) and (25) gives

||∇Φ1||L2,1(R2) ≤||∇(ϕR0

16

(x)(1− ϕ4Rtk(x)))||L2(R2) · ||∇L̃k||L2(R2)

≤c||∇Lk||L2(BR0
4

\B2Rtk
) + c

√
δ

≤c||∇uεk||L2(BR0
4

\B2Rtk
) + c

√
δ(26)

for k large enough.
For the Φ2 term we note that ϕR0

16

(x)(1−ϕ4Rtk(x)) ≤ 1 and so using Lemma

2.6, (8) and the bounds on the conformal factor gives

||∇Φ2||L2,1(R2) ≤ cεk||∇(e−2λ〈∆uεk , ηuεk〉)− 2e−2λ〈∆uεk , η∇uεk〉||L2,1(BR0
8

\B4Rtk
)

≤ cεk

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

|x|3
∥

∥

∥

∥

L2,1(BR0
8

\B4Rtk
)

Now we wish to calculate this Lorentz norm.

Lemma 2.7.

∥

∥

∥

1

|x|3
∥

∥

∥

L2,1(Bα\Bβ)
= c

1

β2

√

1− β2

α2
for some constant c.

Proof. For ease of notation set f(x) =
1

|x|3 . First compute the distribution

function λf .

λf(s) =











π(α2 − β2) s < 1
α3

π(s−
2

3 − β2) 1
α3 < s < 1

β3

0 1
β3 < s

this then gives

f ∗(t) =

{

(

t
π
+ β2

)− 3

2 t < π(α2 − β2)

0 π(α2 − β2) < t
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Finally

||f ||L2,1(Bα\Bβ) =

π(α2−β2)
∫

0

t−
1

2

( t

π
+ β2

)− 3

2 dt =
2π

1

2

β2

[

t
1

2

(t + β2)
1

2

]α2−β2

0

=
2π

1

2

β2

√

1− β2

α2
.

�

So using Lemma 2.3 we get lim
k→∞

||∇Φ2||L2,1(R2) = 0, giving

(27) ||∇Φ2||L2,1(R2) ≤
√
δ

for k large enough.
Finally, we bound the Φ3 term. Note that (13), (14) and (16) imply

||∇Φ3||L2,1(R2) ≤ ‖〈(uεk − ū1εk), ηuεk〉∇ϕR0

16

‖L2,1(R2)

+ ‖〈(uεk − ū2εk), ηuεk〉∇ϕ4Rtk‖L2,1(R2)

≤ c
√
δ
(

‖∇ϕR0

16

‖L2,1(R2) + ‖∇ϕ4Rtk‖L2,1(R2)

)

≤ c
√
δ.(28)

Now as we have ∆Pk = ∆Φ1 +∆Φ2 +∆Φ3 and all functions are compactly
supported, we must have Pk = Φ1 + Φ2 + Φ3. This then gives

||∇Pk||L2,1(R2) ≤ ||∇Φ1||L2,1(R2) + ||∇Φ2||L2,1(R2) + ||∇Φ3||L2,1(R2).(29)

So overall using the Hodge decomposition (18), and the equations (19), (26),
(27), (28) and (29) we achieve, for k large enough

||〈∇ũεk , ηuεk〉||L2,1(R2) ≤||∇Pk||L2,1(R2) + ||∇Qk||L2,1(R2)

≤c||∇uεk||L2(BR0
4

\B2tkR)) + c
√
δ(30)

noting here that the constant c potentially depends on η.
Now using the definition of ũεk , (11), we note that on BR0

16

\B8Rtk we have

∇ũεk(x) = ∇uεk(x), which by definition always lies in Tuεk
(x)N . Using Lemma

2.1 we may take some finite spanning collection of ηi, which then gives

(31) |∇uεk | ≤ c
∑

i

|〈∇ũεk , ηiuεk〉| on BR0

16

\B8Rtk .

So, using the assumption that the ε energy is uniformly bonded, (30) and (31)
we get

||∇uεk||L2,1(BR0
16

\B8Rtk
) ≤ c

∑

i

||〈∇ũεk , ηiuεk〉||L2,1(BR0
16

\B8Rtk
)(32)

≤ c
∑

i

||〈∇ũεk , ηiuεk〉||L2,1(R2)

≤ c||∇uεk||L2(BR0
4

\B2tkR)) + c
√
δ

≤ c
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which completes the energy bound on the annulus by our prior discussion.

3. No neck property for ε-harmonic maps

The no neck property will now follow easily from our energy bound result.
Because of the assumption of there only being one bubble, as in [8], all we
need to prove is that

lim
εk→0

∥

∥uεk(·)− u0(·)−
(

ω
( · − xk

tk

)

− ω(∞)
)
∥

∥

L∞
= 0.(33)

This then reduces to showing that there is no oscillation on the neck region,
specifically we need

lim
R0→0

lim
R→∞

lim
εk→0

sup
x,y∈BR0

\BRtk

|uεk(x)− uεk(y)| = 0

Then we note that, for ũεk defined in (11),

sup
x,y∈BR0

16

\B8Rtk

|uεk(x)− uεk(y)| ≤ sup
x,y∈R2

|ũεk(x)− ũεk(y)|

≤ c‖ũεk‖C0(R2)

≤ c‖∇ũεk‖L2,1(R2)

where we have used the below result.

Lemma 3.1 (Theorem 3.3.4 [4]). If u ∈ W 1,2(R2) with compact support and
∇u ∈ L2,1(R2), then u ∈ C0(R2) with

||u||C0(R2) ≤ c||∇u||L2,1(R2).

So we now only need to show ||∇ũεk||L2,1(R2) → 0 to get the property (33).

This follows almost immediately from the proof of the energy bound. It
remains to bound the normal part of ∇ũεk. Define (∇ũεk)⊤ and (∇ũεk)⊥ to be
the projections of ∇ũεk(x) onto Tu(x)N and Nu(x)N respectively. Then using
Lemma 2.1 to take a spanning collection ηi and the bound (30) we get

||(∇ũεk)⊤||L2,1(R2) ≤c
∑

i

||〈∇ũεk , ηiuεk〉||L2,1(R2)(34)

≤c||∇uεk||L2(BR0
4

\B2tkR)) + c
√
δ

for k sufficiently large. Using (12) we see that

(∇ũεk)⊥ =
(

∇(ϕR0

16

(x))
)⊥

(uεk(x)− ū1εk)−
(

∇(ϕ4Rtk(x))
)⊥

(uεk(x)− ū2εk)

which we bound, identically to (28), using (13), (14) and (16)

(35) ||(∇ũεk)⊥||L2,1(R2) ≤ c
√
δ

for k sufficiently large. So combining the tangential, (34), and normal, (35),
estimates gives

||∇ũεk||L2,1(R2) ≤ c||∇uεk||L2(BR0
4

\B2tkR)) + c
√
δ
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for k sufficiently large. Then by using the energy bound result (7), and that
δ > 0 was arbitrary, the no neck property follows.

4. A counterexample to the energy identity for ε-harmonic

map sequences

We will now sketch an argument which will extend the counterexample to the
energy identity for α-harmonic maps, as constructed by Li and Wang in [10], to
ε-harmonic maps. We can use the whole construction in their Section 3 up to
their Lemma 3.5. In particular, we use the following. We may construct N as
two copies of flat T3 attached together with a special metric defined by ψ chosen
in the neck region. Then a family of maps uk ∈ W 1,2(S2, N) ∩C0(S2, N) may
be constructed, with the properties that they are all pairwise non homotopic
and inf

u∈[uk]
E0[u] = 8πψ(0), where [uk] is the homotopy class of uk. We also have

the result that if u is a non-trivial harmonic map, with E0(u) < 12πψ(0) then
E0(u) = 4πψ(0) or 8πψ(0).

Now define uε,k ∈ [uk] ∩ W 2,2(S2, N), for any k ∈ N, ε > 0, to be a map
which minimises the ε-energy within the homotopy class. Explicitly it satisfies

Ẽε[uε,k] = inf
u∈[uk]∩W 2,2(S2,N)

Ẽε[u]

and existence follows from Ẽε obeying the Palais-Smale compactness condition.

Lemma 4.1. For any λ0 > 8πψ(0), there exist sequences εk → 0 and ik → ∞
such that

Ẽεk [uεk,ik ] = λ0 ∀ k ∈ N

Proof. First define for ε ≥ 0

ϕk(ε) = inf
u∈[uk]∩W 2,2(S2,N)

Ẽε[u]

and fix ε0 > 0. Then we prove that for any fixed ε ∈ (0, ε0) the following holds

lim
k→∞

ϕk(ε) = +∞.(36)

Suppose not, then we can find some subsequence uε,k with bounded ε-energy.
By using Stoke’s theorem we note that that L2-norm of D2uk is uniformly
bounded, and so indeed ||uε,k||W 2,2 is uniformly bounded. Then by stan-
dard Sobolev embeddings and Morrey’s inequality we get ||uε,k||C0,α uniformly
bounded for any 0 < α < 1 of our choosing. So then by Arzelà-Ascoli we
may extract a subsequence uk → u which converges in C0(S2, N), but then
uε,k ∼ u for all k large enough. But by construction all uε,k are pairwise non
homotopic, giving a contradiction.

Further, we claim that for any fixed k we have ϕk continuous on [0, ε0).
Setting 0 < ε1 < ε2 < ε0 we first note that

ϕk(ε1) ≤ Ẽε1 [uε2,k] ≤ Ẽε2[uε2,k] = ϕk(ε2)
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so ϕk decreases as ε → 0 and so is uniformly bounded for ε ≤ ε0. We then
have

ϕk(ε1) =Ẽε1[uε1,k]

=Ẽε2[uε1,k]−
ε2 − ε1

2

∫

S2

|∆uε1,k|2

≥ϕk(ε2)−
(ε2 − ε1

ε1

)(ε1

2

∫

S2

|∆uε1,k|2
)

giving

0 ≤ ϕk(ε2)− ϕk(ε1) ≤ c
ε2 − ε1

ε1

which gives continuity on (0, ε0). Further, we show that ϕk(ε) is right contin-
uous at 0, i.e. lim

εց0
ϕk(ε) = ϕk(0). Fix u ∈ W 2,2(S2, N) and ε > 0,

ϕk(0) ≤ E0(u) ≤ Ẽε(u)

and taking the infimum over u ∈ [uk] ∩W 2,2(S2, N) then ε→ 0 gives

ϕk(0) ≤ lim
εց0

ϕk(ε).

For the other inequality, note uk is smooth so, for any δ > 0, there exists a
smooth map u′k ∈ C∞(S2, N) in the same homotopy class such that

E0[u
′
k] ≤ ϕk(0) + δ.

Together with E0(u
′
k) = lim

εց0
Ẽε[u

′
k] and the fact that ϕk(ε) ≤ Ẽε[u

′
k] for each ε

we get

lim
εց0

ϕk(ε) ≤ ϕk(0) + δ

so φ is right continuous at 0. Equation (36) implies that given a sequence
εk → 0, we can take a sequence ik → ∞ such that ϕik(εk) > λ0 for each k.
Then by continuity of φ and the fact that φk(0) = 8πψ(0) for each k we can
find some 0 < ε′k ≤ εk such that

ϕik(ε
′
k) = Ẽε′

k
[uε′

k
,ik ] = λ0

completing the proof. �

Analogously to Li and Wang, we can now construct a counterexample. Take
a sequence constructed as in the lemma for some fixed 8πψ(0) < λ0 < 12πψ(0).
Then as the maps uεk,ik are pairwise non homotopic, they must blow up as
k → ∞. Set v0 to be the weak limit and v1, ..., vl the bubbles, these are all
smooth homotopic maps with energy less than 12πψ(0) so

1

4πψ(0)
(E0[v0] +

l
∑

i

E0[vi])
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is an integer. However
λ0

4πψ(0)
is not, therefore

λ0 = lim
k→0

Ẽεk [uεk,ik ] 6= E0[v0] +

l
∑

i

E0[vi]

so the energy identity does not hold.

5. Energy identity and no-neck property for a sequence of

Sacks-Uhlenbeck maps to homogeneous spaces

We will now outline the argument for the α-harmonic maps. This is done
by generalising Li and Zhu’s [8] proof of Theorem 1.7 to the case where the
target space is a homogeneous space. The only difference is the exact form of
the conservation law used. As discussed earlier, we want to stress that since
the α energy is an intrinsic property, the truth of this result will not depend
on the existence of an equivariant embedding. However, this also means that
the properties of a α-harmonic map do not depend on the embedding, so we
can freely assume that our target manifold is equivariantly embedded and it
will not affect the properties.

The idea now is to give a proof of a variant of Noether’s Theorem formulated
for α-harmonic maps using the same η as defined in Theorem 1.2. As in their
paper, we assume that we are working on the flat unit ball B.

Theorem 5.1 (Conservation law for α-harmonic maps). Let uα ∈ C∞(B,N)
be an α-harmonic map with N a homogeneous Riemannian manifold equivari-
antly embedded in R

l with Π : G → O(l) the associated Lie group embedding.
Let η be of the form η = ∂

∂t
Π(γ(t))

∣

∣

t=0
for some γ(t) a smooth path in G with

γ(0) the identity. Then the following conservation law holds

div (Fα〈duα, ηuα〉) = 0(37)

where Fα = (1 + |∇uα|2)α−1.

Proof. Using the facts that uα is an α-harmonic map, so it satisfies (3), and
that ηuα ∈ Tuα

N we get

0 =〈div(Fαduα), ηuα〉
=div〈Fαduα, ηuα〉 − Fα〈duα, ηduα〉
=div(Fα〈duα, ηuα〉)

recalling that η is a fixed anti-symmetric matrix. �

Note that in the case of a non equivariant embedding we could have used
Hélein’s ρ instead here and this conservation law would still hold, with the
proof of energy identity and the no-neck property following identically.

In the case of a round sphere, equipped with the traditional embedding, the
isometry group is the whole orthogonal group, so η can be any anti-symmetric
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matrix. In particular, by taking ηa,b =











1, (a, b) = (i, j)

−1, (a, b) = (j, i)

0, otherwise

we recover the

family of conservation laws

div
(

Fα(u
j
αdu

i
α − uiαdu

j
α)
)

= 0

obtained by Li and Zhu.
As discussed in Lemma 2.1 we can take a finite collection of (ηiq)

I
i=1 spanning

TqN for all q ∈ N . Then by constructing locally and patching over by a
partition of unity, or as in Lemma 2 of [3], one can construct I smooth tangent
vector fields (Yi)

I
i=1 on N such that for any V ∈ Γ(TN) we have

V (q) = 〈V (q), η1q〉Y1(q) + ...+ 〈V (q), ηIq〉YI(q).
So in total we achieve a div-curl relationship,

div(Fα∇uα) = div(Fα

I
∑

i=1

〈∇uα, ηiuα〉Yi(uα))

=

I
∑

i=1

div(Fα〈∇uα, ηiuα〉)Yi(uα) + Fα〈∇uα, ηiuα〉∇(Yi(uα))

=
I

∑

i=1

〈∇⊥Gα,i,∇(Yi(uα))〉

where Gα,i is defined to be a solution in W 1,2(B) to ∇⊥Gα,i = Fα〈∇uα, ηiuα〉.
This further allows us to write, for ũα constructed as in step 2 of section 3 in
[8],

div(Fα∇ũα) =
I

∑

i=1

〈∇⊥Gα,i,∇(Yi(uα)ϕδ(1− ϕrαR)〉

+ div
(

Fα

(

(uα − ū1α)∇ϕδ − (uα − ū2α)∇ϕrαR

)

)

which is analogous to their equation (3.13).
Using these results it is easy to obtain the result of no energy loss and no

neck property by following the rest of the proof of Li and Zhu. The only
terms that differ are the exact form of Gα,i and in some formula we will have
Yi(uα) instead of uiα, however it is easy to see that the required bounds will
still follow. Indeed all the required bounds on Gα,i follow from the fact that
|∇Gα,i| ≤ c|Fα| · |∇uα| pointwise, which still holds in our case.
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