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ENERGY IDENTITY AND NO NECK PROPERTY FOR
e-HARMONIC AND o-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 e- and a-harmonic maps with homogeneous target manifolds.
To prove this in the e-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 (N", h) a compact Riemannian manifold without boundary which we
assume to be equipped with an isometric embedding into Euclidean space
N < R'. Define for u € W?(B, N) the Dirichlet energy

1
Balul = 5 [ (vl

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

Au = A(u)(Vu, Vu)

where A(u)(X,Y) = (VxY)+ € (T,N)* is the second fundamental form of
the embedding N < R!. 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 a-energy defined for a > 1
by

_ 1 o
1) Balul =5 [ (@ +1VaP) 1)
M
and in [5] Lamm introduced the notion of e-energy defined for any € > 0 by
- 1
(2) Bufu] = _/ (IVuf? + e Auf?).
2 Jm
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Both these functionals obey the Palais-Smale condition so critical points exist,
and can be shown to be smooth. We call these critical points a-harmonic (resp.
e-harmonic). Note that the Euler-Lagrange equation of (1) can be written as

(3) div(Fo,Vue,) = FoA(ua)(Vig, Vi)

where F, := (1 + |Vuy|*)®"!. The Euler-Lagrange equation of (2 is given by
!
Au—eNu= Y e(A(Vu, Vvl (V) + div({Au, Vil (Vu)))
i=n+1

+ (VAu, V| (Vu)Vu) ) vi(u) — A(u)(Vu, Vu)

where {v;}_,, ., is a smooth local orthonormal frame for the normal space of
N C R near u(z). Note that this is equivalent to

(4) (Au —eA*u)" = 0.

If we now take a sequence uy of ag-harmonic (resp. eg-harmonic) maps with
a — 1 (resp. g — 0) with uniformly bounded ay-energy (resp. ep-energy)
then in both cases it is clear that there exists some weakly harmonic map ug
such that vy — uy weakly in W1?(B, N). Further, uo will be smooth with C{™
convergence for any m away from a finite set > and at the points in X, 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
e-harmonic maps into round spheres have the no energy loss property and in
[8] Li and Zhu showed that sequences of a-harmonic maps into round spheres
have the no energy loss and the no neck property. Regarding the regularised
energy E,, Chen and Tian gave in [I] 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 u,-
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 a- and e- harmonic sequences no
energy loss occurs. He studied Hopf-differential-type structures in the two ap-
proximations. Da Lio and Riviére formulated in [II] 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 a-harmonic maps and of e-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 p(a) € I'(T'M) induced by a.

In the case of a-harmonic maps, for any v € G we can show that E,[ypou] =
E,[u], due to the fact that E, 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 e-harmonic maps as E.[t) o u]
does not generally equal E. [u]. The Laplacian depends on the embedding of
N, so |Aul is generally not equal to |A(¢) o 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 ® : N — R! an isometric
embedding and II : Isom(N) = G — O(l) an embedding such that

(IM(¥))(®(q)) = (4(q))

for any ¢ € GG, 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 E.[TI(¢)) o u] = E.[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 p(a) used by Hélein will be explicitly of the
form p(a)(q) = n4(q) for n, 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 e-harmonic maps). Let (M, g) be a Rie-
mannian surface, (N, h) — R be a homogeneous space isometrically and equiv-
ariantly embedded into Euclidean space with 11 : G — O(l) the associated Lie
group embedding. u € C*(M, N) is a solution of () if and only if, for any n
of the form n = %H(v(t))’tzo for some y(t) a smooth path in G with ~(0) the
identity, we have

div, ((du,nu) — ed({Agu, qu)) + 2e(Agu, ndu)) = 0

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

divy(du, nu) = (du, ndu) + (Agu, nu) = 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 e-harmonic maps). Let (M?, g) be a smooth, com-
pact Riemannian surface without boundary and let (N, h) < R be a compact
Riemannian manifold isometrically embedded into Euclidean space. Further,
u. € C*°(M,N) (¢ = 0) is a collection of critical points of E. with uniformly
bounded c-energy.

Then there exists a sequence for €, — 0 and at most finitely many points
Zi,...,Tp € M such that

Uz, — ug in WH(M, N)
e — g in O (M A\ {xy,...,2,}) Ym € N
where uy € C*°(M, N) is a smooth harmonic map.
Further performing a blow-up at each z;,1 < i < p, there exist at most finitely
many non- trivial smooth harmonic maps w™ : S? — N,1 < j < ji, sequences

of points x;) € M, x;? — x;, and sequences of mdzzt e R, tk’J — 0, such
that

.. . .. .
t’lv] tzvj dZSt(xzvj ZEZ’] )
k k k 2k
max § S5
k k k + k

}—>oo Vi<i<p 1<4,5 <35, 7#7,

20 V1<i<p 1<j<j;

We will now prove

Theorem 1.5 (Energy identity and no neck property for e-harmonic maps).
Under the conditions of Theorem[I4 with the further assumption that (N™, h) —
R! is a homogeneous space isometrically and equivariantly embedded into Fu-
clidean space, we have the following

e The energy identity
p Ji
l};rlolo E., [u.,] = Eoluo] + Z Z Eqlw"?
i=1 j=1
and

/( ) = / |Vuel?, V1<i<p

Bryg (zi) Bry ()

where Wl = u., — Z(w”(tl—fj) — w"(00)) and 0 < Ry < 1 min {inj(M),
j=1 2
min{dist(z;, z;) | 1 < i # j < p}} is some number and oo is identified with
the north pole of S? by stereographic projection.
e The no-neck property

U, (- Z Z — w7 (00)] HLOO =0

=1 j=1

lim ’
ep—0

The following theorem was proved by Sacks and Uhlenbeck in [I4].
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Theorem 1.6 (Bubbling for a-harmonic maps). Let (M?,g) be a smooth,
compact Riemannian surface without boundary and let (N",h) — R! be a
compact Riemannian manifold isometrically embedded into Euclidean space.
Further, u, € C°(M,N) (o — 1) is a collection of critical points of E, with
uniformly bounded a-energy.

Then there exists a sequence for a, — 1 and at most finitely many points
x1,...,op € M such that

. —ug in WY3(M, N)
Up, — Ug in C.(M\ {x1,....,2,}) Vm € N
where ug € C*°(M, N) is a smooth harmonic map.
Further performing a blow-up at each x;,1 < i < p, there exist at most finitely
many non- tmmal smooth harmonic maps w™ : S =+ N,1 < j < Ji, sequences

of points x;) € M,z — x;, and sequences of radii t i € Ry, ¢ thl 0, such
that

$h9 00 gz 219"

ko U kT
tHax {tz‘,j” fid i g

A P

Ug,

}—)oo Vi<i<p 1<j,7 <7j, i#7,

We will now prove

Theorem 1.7 (Energy identity and no neck property for a-harmonic maps).
Under the conditions of Theorem [1.8 and the further assumption that N is a
homogeneous manifold, we have the following

e The energy identity

p Ji
Jim Eo fua,] = Boluol + 3 > Bole?

i=1 j=1

and

/ (1+ |Vwl'[?)o — 1) — / |Vuol?, V1I<i<p
Brg(z:) Br, (zi)

Ji i .

where W' = g, — . (w™( tm’?J) — w"(00)) and 0 < Ry < 3 min{inj(M),
j=1 K

min{dist(x;, z;) | 1 <i# j < p}} is some number and oo is identified with

the north pole of S? by stereographic projection.

e The no-neck property

ij

o) =) = 353 b (5) o] =0

i=1 j=1

lim ’
ap—1

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 a-harmonic maps.
By following this construction, we show that their manifold also gives a coun-
terexample for the energy identity in the case of e-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 £-HARMONIC MAPS

In this section we prove an L?-energy bound for e-harmonic maps in the neck
region. The key fact lies in the construction of the conservation law, Theorem
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 we first need the following lemma

Lemma 2.1. Let (N, h) < R! be a homogeneous space isometrically and equiv-
ariantly embedded into Euclidean space with I1 : G — O(l) the associated Lie
group embedding. Then there exists a finite collection (v;)1_, of smooth paths in
G with ~;(0) = id such that, setting n; = 2 (I1(v;(t))) o the collection (m;q)]_,
spans TyN for any ¢ € N.

As our 7 are the same objects as Hélein’s p, the n span for the same reason
that the p do.

Proof. Take some basis ay, ..., ar of g, the Lie algebra of G, and the paths ~;(t)
in G with ;(0) =id and dv;]o = a; for i = 1,...,1. Now set 1; = 2 (II(7;))lo.
The n;q will now span the tangent space for each ¢ due to the transitivity of
the action of G. Explicitly given ¢ € N and w € T, N we can find some path
¢ in N with ¢(0) = ¢ and (’(0) = w. This can then be lifted to some path =y
in G with 7(0) = id and TI(1(£))g = C(t). Now w = 2T1(3(t))]y = dIl}a(d]o).
We know that dv|y is in the span of the a; so w must be in the span of the
niq- O

Proof of Theorem[I.3. First, to motivate our proof, one can observe that E.
is invariant under II(G) C O(I)
E.[(~(t)) 0 u] = E.[u]

for all ¢, so we should have some conservation law by Noether’s theorem. Now
explicitly for any ¢ € N we have that II(y(t))(¢) is some path in N so ng € T,N.
But also II(y(t)) is a path in O(l) so 1 is in o((), in particular it can be viewed
as an anti-symmetric matrix. Further, v being a solution of (@) implies that
(Agu—eAZu) € (T,N)*, where A is the Laplacian with respect to the metric
on M. We can then observe, noting that 7 is constant,

0= (Agu —eAlu, nu)
= div, ((du, nu) — ed(Agu, nu) + 2 (Agu, ndu))
(5) + (du, ndu) + e{Agu, nAgu)

the last two terms are zero by anti-symmetry of 1 and so the conservation law
holds for any fixed 7.
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For the only if part of the statement we note that if the conservation law holds
for any n then, by reversing the steps in (), we must have

0= (Agu—eAlu,nu)

for any 7. By Lemma [2.1] the possible nu span T;,N, so we must have (Aju —
eAZu) € (T,N)* and so u is e-harmonic. O

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

(6) div ((du, nu) — ed(e”*(Au, nu)) + 2ee~**(Au, ndu)) = 0.

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

Lemma 2.2. Given a sequence €, — 0 and u., ci-harmonic maps with uni-
formly bounded ey-energy. Then there exists some subsequence (which we will
immediately relabel ey ), ug € C°(M, N) harmonic and some finite set 3 such
that

Ue, > ug in Cp.(M\X,N).

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

Lemma 2.3 (Lemma 3.1 [B]). There exists tp € RT, ¢, — 0, xp € M, x;, — xg

and a non-trivial, smooth harmonic map w : S* — N such that
€
—f — 0

tk

U, (z) +tp) = w in CP(R®), N) Vm €N.

loc

In this case the energy identity
lim E., [u.,] = Eolug) + Eolw]
k—0

is equivalent to having

(7) B, [ue,; Bry(z1)\ By, r(7)] — 0

as k — 0, R — oo, Ry — 0.

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

Lemma 2.4 (Corollary 2.10 [5]). There ezists 5o > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that if
us € C*°(M, N) is e-harmonic such that for some xy € M, R > 0 we have

E.(ue, Bsog(g)) < 8. Then for all € > 0 sufficiently small and any k € N

k
S 1Vl (Bntoon) < ey B (e, Baan(ao)).

i=1
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Now fix 0 < § < dp, 0 < Ry 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£ > k; the following holds

E. [ue,; Boy \ By] < ¢

for every r € [Rty, f2]. Combining these facts gives

- R
8 iy, <eVs V2Rt <|z| < =L
(8) ;lﬂlvukl(fﬁ)_cf k<ol =

This immediately give us a bound for the L?*°-norm

<c\/5

L2,oo(R2) -

1
IV 120 o) < V5 [

It will now be sufficient to find a uniform bound on the L*'-norm of Vu,,.

2,00 3 2,1 :
L** is the dual space of L*! so, if we have ||Vue,|[r21(5 5, \Bisi, N) < €5 We
8

can conclude

Eolue,; Bz \ Biry, ] < cl|Vue, || 2215 Ve, || 2B

%_Q\leRtka) ) %Q\B4Rtk7N)

9) —0
The ei-term of the energy will also vanish on this annulus, as

1 )
(10) Sk/ |Au, |* < céak/ — < 0_25_5 0
B%\BQR% B%\BQR% |l‘| R ti

using Lemma 2.3 and (). So combining (@) and (I0) shows that

E&k [u5k; BRO \ BRtk] — 0.
So it remains to show that the L*! norm for the gradient of u., is bounded on
this annulus.

We first mention two results that will be used to bound this L?!'-norm.

Lemma 2.5 (Wente inequality, [2, 18] ). If f,g € W'2(B), u the unique
solution in Wy ?(B) to Au = V fV'g, then Au is in H'(R?) with

1Vul[z20 < €[V Vgl < el V£l Vgl 2.
Lemma 2.6 (Lemma 2.4, [§]). If F,u € C>(R?) satisfy Au = div(F), then
HVU||L2,1 S CHF||L2,1.

Now we start by constructing an estimate of ., as follows

(A1) e (@) = @ra (2) (1 = any, () (ue, (2) — @2,) + 02, — 7z, )

16
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where we have fixed some ¢ € C§°(Bs) such that ¢ =1 on By, taken o (z) =

¢(%) and have set

1
o = . d
Ug), |BRO\BR0| / U, () d

16 BR \BR

1

_o
Ug, = Ue, (T dx.
e = B\ Bare / ()

Bsrt, \Bart,

One can then calculate

Vi, = @%(1 — Par, ) Ve, + V(@%)(Uek —g,)
(12) — V(pare, ) (ue, —UZ,)
We note that the support of Vg Ry is contained in B Ao \Br, By . Then using (§))
to get a bound on Vu,, we get for k sufficiently large

1
o) = thl = gy [ ) vl dy

16 Br \B

SR
(13) <V

for € Bry, \ Br,. Similarly we have
8 16

9 1
" [Bsny, \ Bury,|

|ue, () —u

/ e, () — e (4)] dy

Bsri) \Bart,
(14) <V

for x € Bgp, \Bagt, . This then gives
(15) Vi, || 22y < [[Vue, || 228 g, i \Binr) T Vs

and k sufficiently large. Note that the szl—norm of Vs, is scaling invariant
in two dimensions and therefore bounded. This is easily checked by using

(16)
[ IVer(a)] = 0]* = [{2: [(Ve) ()| 2 RO|* = R|{w: |Ve(a)| = Rry|?

and the L*!'-norm definition.

We now note the fact that our conservation law (@) holds on Bg, so there
exists Ly € C°°(Bg,, R!) with

(17) V*L, = (Vue,,nu.,) — »SkV(e*Q)‘AuEk, Nue, ) + 2€k(e*2’\Au€k, nVuy,)
Now by the Hodge decomposition there exist Py, Qr € C>°(R?, R!) with
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Taking the curl of either side gives

AQy, = curl(Vi,, , nue,)
= (Vi,, V*(nue,))

giving a div-curl relationship. Using the same construction as (II]) on a larger
annulus we can construct 4., € C>°(R?, R!) such that

Vi, = Vu, on B%\Bélmk

||Vﬁ/5k||L2(R2) < C||vu5k||L2(BRO \B2rt,,) + C\/g <c
e

using the uniform bound on e-energy for the final inequality. Then AQ =
(Vi,, V*(nie,)) and so using (IH) we get

[IVQillr21m2) <c[|Viie, [|12e) - [|V (0, )| 12(r2)
(19) <ellVite |28 5y \ B ) + V0
Now take the divergence of (I8) and use (I2]) to get
AP, = div(Vi,, nue,)
= div <<p%(1 — Qapt,) (VLLk + EkV<e_2)‘Au€k, NUe, )
— 2epe M Au,, V(nue,)))
V(o) (e, = ity e, = V(ar ) e, — 72, )).

Now breaking up the terms we define (®;);—1 23 to be the unique solutions in

C>(R2, RY) of

(20) Ad, =div (go% (1 — pape, )V Ly)

(21) APy =i div (go%(l — ane) (Ve Aug,, nue, )
— 2 M Au.,, nVu.,)))

(22) Ad; =div (V(<P%1)<Uak - ﬂ;kv 7)“%)

- V(¢4Rtk)<u5k - azkv 7)“%))-

We can now bound these all individually, first we have
(23) AP, = V(‘P%(l - SOth))VLLk
giving us a div-curl relationship. We define L, similarly to @ in (I by
VLk(x) = e (2)(1 = are, (2))VLi() + V(o ra (1)) (Li(2) — Ly)
= V(@2mi, (2))(Li(z) — Li)

where, similarly to the construction of ., , we set L}, L2 to be the mean of L,
on Br, \ Bry and Bypgy, \ Bane, respectively. This gives us for k sufficiently
4 8
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large
Vi =VL; on Bu\Bum,
8
(24) IV Ll r2re) < |V Lil|r2(B ny \Baney) + Vs

Where we used (8), (I7), LemmaB3 and the fact that ||e=2*@)||  and || De=2@)||
are uniformly bounded to get |V Li(z)] < % on B% \Bapgy, for k large enough.
The inequality then follows analogously to (IH]). We also note, using Lemma

and (I7), that
(25) Hva||L2(B£4Q\BQRtk) < CHvu5k||L2(B%Q\B2Rtk) + C\/g
for k large enough. Now using Lemma 2.5, (23]), (24) and (23] gives

IV llz2a@ey <IIV (90 (2)(1 = are, ()] z2z2) - [V Lil |22z
<C||VL]€||L2 \B2rt,,) ) T C\/g

(26) <cllVte, |25 g \Bore,) + eV

Rg

4

for k large enough.
For the ®, term we note that o (2 (2)(1 —@upe, (r)) < 1 and so using Lemma

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

||V(I>2||L271(]R2) < cek||V(e_2)‘<Auek, nu5k>) - 26_2)\<Au5k’ nvu%)”LQ’l(B%Q\Buatk)

< cey,

‘55| L2Y(B gy \Barty,)
8

Now we wish to calculate this Lorentz norm.

2

Lemma 2.7. 1—-— for some constant c.

|55

L21(B\By) 62

Proof. For ease of notation set f(z) = First compute the distribution

ER
function A;.
m(a? — 3?) s < 2
Af(s) = W(s*% — B?) % <s< ﬁg
0 L<s

this then gives

fh) (£+ 52)_% t < m(a®— 3%
f) {0 m(a? - B3?) <t
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Finally
m(a®—5?) 2

t
1122 oy = /
0

. s 9 1 1
EHC ) Pt = 7”{ ¢
™ (t
B o3 . 32
TV o

So using Lemma 2.3 we get klim [[V®s||121(r2) = 0, giving
—00

(27) |V ®sl| 2 2) < V6

for k large enough.
Finally, we bound the ®3 term. Note that (I3)), (I4]) and (I6]) imply

1V ®s||z21me) < (e, — Tz, ), Mte, ) Voo [l 21 (m2)
+ (e, — @2,), 10e,) Vepare, || 120 m2)
< C\/S(HVQO%Q | 221 (m2) + ||V¢4Rtk||L2vl(R2))
(28) < V.

Now as we have AP, = A®; + APy + Ad3 and all functions are compactly
supported, we must have P, = ®; + ®5 + $3. This then gives

(29) HVP]CHLQ,I(RQ) < ||V(I)1HL2’1(R2) —+ ||V(I)2||L271(R2) -+ “v¢3“L2,1(R2).

So overall using the Hodge decomposition (I8), and the equations (I9)), (26)),
@7), [2]) and ([29) we achieve, for k large enough

(Ve nue, )20 @2y <[V Bl 221 @2) + [[VQk|l 2212
(30) SCHvuek||L2(3®\BQ%R» —+ C\/g
4

noting here that the constant ¢ potentially depends on 7.
Now using the definition of 4., (IIl), we note that on Br, \Bsg:, we have
16

Vi, (r) = Vue, (), which by definition always lies in T,,_ ,)N. Using Lemma
2.1l we may take some finite spanning collection of 7;, which then gives

(31) Ve, | <> [(Viie,, niue,)|  on Bry\Bsgy,
. 16
So, using the assumption that the € energy is uniformly bonded, ([B0) and (31)

we get

(32) ||Vu5k | |L2’1(B%\38Rtk) <c Z ||<vﬂ5k7 niu6k> | |L2’1(B%\38Rtk)

(2

<c Z ||<va€k7 'fh'uek> ‘ ‘LQ’l(RQ)

< C‘ ‘vuf':k | |L2(B@\32th)) + C\/S
i

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

3. NO NECK PROPERTY FOR €-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 [§], all we
need to prove is that

(33) lim ||ue, (+) = uo(-) — (w(

er—0

) (00| =0,

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

R(I)I—I}O Rl—r}c}o 6;61210 JC’yEBSII;RBRtk ‘Usk (SL’) Ug,, (y> | 0

Then we note that, for @., defined in (III),

sup ug, (2) — ug (y)| < sup i, (x) = G, (y))]
©,y€B R, \Bsry, z,ycR?
16

< cflte, [l come)
S CHVfLakHL?J(R?)

where we have used the below result.

Lemma 3.1 (Theorem 3.3.4 [4]). If u € WY*(R?) with compact support and
Vu € L*1(R?), then u € C°(R?) with

ulloome) < el Vaull L2 @)
So we now only need to show ||V, ||121®2) — 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 Vi, . Define (Vi,, )" and (Vi.,)* to be

the projections of Vi, (x) onto Ty,,y N and NN respectively. Then using
Lemma 2] to take a spanning collection 7; and the bound (B0) we get

(34) (V) Tllrzae) S Y (Ve mite,)| 2 @)

SC| |vu5k | |L2(B%Q\B2th)) + C\/g
for k sufficiently large. Using (I2) we see that
_ L _ L _
(Vie, )" = (V(pm (@) (ue, (@) = 2,) = (V(are, ()~ (ue, () — 2,)
which we bound, identically to (28]), using (I3)), (I4]) and (I6)

(35) (Vi) || 20 @2y < Vo

for k sufficiently large. So combining the tangential, (84]), and normal, (35,
estimates gives

))+C\/g

| |V'L~L6k | |L2’1(R2) < C| |vu5k | |L2(B§4Q\B2th
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for k sufficiently large. Then by using the energy bound result (), and that
0 > 0 was arbitrary, the no neck property follows.

4. A COUNTEREXAMPLE TO THE ENERGY IDENTITY FOR e-HARMONIC
MAP SEQUENCES

We will now sketch an argument which will extend the counterexample to the
energy identity for a-harmonic maps, as constructed by Li and Wang in [10], to
e-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 T attached together with a special metric defined by ¢ chosen
in the neck region. Then a family of maps u, € W12(S? N) N C°(S?%, N) may
be constructed, with the properties that they are all pairwise non homotopic
and 1€I[1f | Eo[u] = 8m1)(0), where [ug] is the homotopy class of ux. We also have

u€ug

the result that if u is a non-trivial harmonic map, with Ey(u) < 127¢(0) then
Eo(u) = 4m)p(0) or 8w (0).

Now define wu.y € [ug] N W*2(S? N), for any k € N,e > 0, to be a map
which minimises the e-energy within the homotopy class. Explicitly it satisfies

Eluc] = I s &
c [ug,k] ue[uk}nllflr/gv?(SQ,N) € [U]

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

Lemma 4.1. For any Ao > 8m(0), there exist sequences e, — 0 and iy — 00
such that

Eek [ng’ik] = )\0 VkeN
Proof. First define for ¢ > 0

= inf E
#u(€) ue[uk}ﬂll/llfl272(52,N) [

and fix g > 0. Then we prove that for any fixed ¢ € (0, g¢) the following holds
(36) lim ¢ (e) = +o0.

k—o0
Suppose not, then we can find some subsequence ., with bounded e-energy.
By using Stoke’s theorem we note that that L?-norm of D?u; is uniformly
bounded, and so indeed ||u.k||w=22 is uniformly bounded. Then by stan-
dard Sobolev embeddings and Morrey’s inequality we get ||uc x||co.o uniformly
bounded for any 0 < a < 1 of our choosing. So then by Arzela-Ascoli we
may extract a subsequence uy — u which converges in C°(S? N), but then
ue i, ~ u for all k large enough. But by construction all u. ; are pairwise non
homotopic, giving a contradiction.
Further, we claim that for any fixed & we have ¢, continuous on [0, &g).
Setting 0 < g1 < g9 < g¢ we first note that

ka(gl) < E~51 [u€2,k] < E52 [u62,k] = ka(52)
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so oy, decreases as € — 0 and so is uniformly bounded for ¢ < g5. We then
have

or(er) =Ee, [uc, x]

~ E9 — &
:EEQ [u€1,k] - 2 ! /|Au€1,k|2
52

2

soned = (252)(3 [ 180t
/

giving
€2—¢&1

0 < prle2) —prler) <c -
1

which gives continuity on (0, (). Further, we show that ¢y () is right contin-
uous at 0, i.e. li{r(l] or(e) = ¢1(0). Fix u € W??(S? N) and € > 0,
3

1(0) < Bo(u) < Ex(u)
and taking the infimum over u € [u] N W?2?(S?, N) then € — 0 gives
pr(0) < li\l“r(l)wk(E)-

For the other inequality, note wuy is smooth so, for any 6 > 0, there exists a
smooth map uj, € C*(S5% N) in the same homotopy class such that

Eoluy] < ¢i(0) 4 6.

Together with Ey(u})) = li{‘r(l) E.[u}] and the fact that o, () < E.[u}] for each e

we get

li < )

51{‘1(1)%(6) < ¢r(0) +
so ¢ is right continuous at 0. Equation (B6]) implies that given a sequence
e, — 0, we can take a sequence i, — oo such that ¢;, (e) > Ao for each k.
Then by continuity of ¢ and the fact that ¢x(0) = 87w(0) for each k we can
find some 0 < ¢}, < ¢, such that

i () = Eur [uer i = Ao
completing the proof. O

Analogously to Li and Wang, we can now construct a counterexample. Take
a sequence constructed as in the lemma for some fixed 87 (0) < Ay < 1272(0).
Then as the maps u,, ;, are pairwise non homotopic, they must blow up as
k — oo. Set vy to be the weak limit and vy, ...,v; the bubbles, these are all
smooth homotopic maps with energy less than 1271 (0) so

l

1
W@)(Eo [vo] + Z Ep[vi])
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is an integer. However is not, therefore

4mip(0)

!
Ao = lim B [ue, i, ] # Eolvo] + Z Eylvi]
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 a-harmonic maps. This is done
by generalising Li and Zhu'’s [8] proof of Theorem [L7] 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 « 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 a-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 a-harmonic maps using the same 7 as defined in Theorem As in their
paper, we assume that we are working on the flat unit ball B.

Theorem 5.1 (Conservation law for a-harmonic maps). Let u, € C*(B, N)
be an a-harmonic map with N a homogeneous Riemannian manifold equivari-
antly embedded in R with 11 : G — O(l) the associated Lie group embedding.
Let n be of the form n = %H(v(t))’tzo for some y(t) a smooth path in G with
v(0) the identity. Then the following conservation law holds

(37) div (Fo(dua, mua)) =0
where F, = (1 + |[Vug|?)* L.

Proof. Using the facts that u, is an a-harmonic map, so it satisfies (3)), and
that nu, € T,,, N we get

=div(Fduy, nua) — Fo{duy, ndu,)
=div(F,(dua, nue))

recalling that 7 is a fixed anti-symmetric matrix. O

Note that in the case of a non equivariant embedding we could have used
Hélein’s p 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 77 can be any anti-symmetric
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L, (a,0) = (i,])
matrix. In particular, by taking 7., = < —1, (a,b) = (j,7) we recover the
0, otherwise

family of conservation laws
div (F,(uw,dul, — ubdul)) =0
obtained by Li and Zhu.
As discussed in Lemma 2 we can take a finite collection of (1;q)!_, spanning
T,N for all ¢ € 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 (Y;)1_, on N such that for any V € I'(T'N) we have

Vig) = (V(g),mg)Yi(q) + ... + (V(q),n1a)Y1(q).

So in total we achieve a div-curl relationship,
I

div(F,Vug) = div(Fy Y (Viig, nitta) Yi(ug))

i=1

= Z div(Fo(Vta, nita))Yi(ua) + FalVta, nita) V(Yi(ua))

= Y (VG Vi)

where G, ; is defined to be a solution in W%(B) to VX Gy = Fo(Vug, nita).
This further allows us to write, for @, constructed as in step 2 of section 3 in

8,

div(F, Vi) = Z(viGw-, V(Yi(ua)ps(1 — or,r))

i=1
+ div (Fa((ua — ) Vs — (Ug — QZ)V‘PTQR))

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 G, ; and in some formula we will have
Yi(u,) instead of u!, however it is easy to see that the required bounds will
still follow. Indeed all the required bounds on G, ; follow from the fact that
|VGa.i| < c|F,| - |Vu,| pointwise, which still holds in our case.
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