arXiv:math/0504497v1 [math.AP] 25 Apr 2005

Schrodinger Flow Near Harmonic Maps

Stephen Gustafson Kyungkeun Kang Tai-Peng Tsai
gustaf@math.ubc.ca kkang@math.ubc.ca  ttsai@math.ubc.ca

Department of Mathematics, University of British Columbia
Vancouver, Canada, V6T172

Abstract
For the Schrédinger flow from R? x R to the 2-sphere S?, it is not known if finite
energy solutions can blow up in finite time. We study equivariant solutions whose
energy is near the energy of the family of equivariant harmonic maps. We prove that
such solutions remain close to the harmonic maps until the blow up time (if any), and
that they blow up if and only if the length scale of the nearest harmonic map goes to
Zero.
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1 Introduction and main result

The Schrédinger flow for maps from R™ to S? (also known as the Schrédinger map, and,
in ferromagnetism, as the Heisenberg model or Landau-Lifshitz equation) is given by the
equation

up = u X Au, u(z,0) = up(x). (1.1)

Here u(z,t) is the unknown map from R"™ x R to the 2-sphere

S?:={uecR?| |ul =1} CR?,
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A denotes the Laplace operator in R, and x denotes the cross product in R®. A more
geometric way to write this equation is

up = JPAu, PAu = Au + |Vul*u (1.2)
where P = P, denotes the orthogonal projection from R? onto the tangent plane
T,8? ={¢cR3 | ¢ -u=0}

to S% at u, and J = J* := ux is a rotation through 7/2 on T} S?.
On one hand, Equation ([I]) is a borderline case of the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equa-
tions which model isotropic ferromagnetic spin systems:

uy = aPAu+bJPAu, a>0. (1.3)

(see, eg., [I2, [[1]). The Schrodinger flow corresponds to the case a = 0. The case b = 0
is the well-studied harmonic map heat flow, for which some finite-energy solutions do blow
up in finite time ([2]).

On the other hand, equation ([[TTI) is a particular case of the Schrédinger flow from a
Riemannian manifold into another one with a complex structure (see, eg., [20, 8, 19} 9 [10),
15, [7]). We will limit ourselves to the case u : R® x Rt — S? in this paper.

Equation ([LJ]) can be written in the divergence form u; = >_7_; 0j(u x 9ju), which is
useful in the construction of global weak solutions [I7]. Its formal equlvalence to a nonlinear
Schrédinger equation (NLS) can be seen by applying the stereographic projection from S?
to C, the extended complex plane:

Uy + 1ug

T we=—bu |22 (0jw)>. (1.4)

1T |
It is also known to be equivalent to an integrable cubic NLS in space dimension n =1 (see,
eg., [B, O8]).

Equation (1) formally conserves the energy

E(u) = / |Vul? de = = / ZZ!@ ug|? de. (1.5)

7=1 k=1

The space dimension n = 2 is critical in the sense that £(u) is invariant under scaling. In
general,
E(u) = s"2E(uy), wus(z) :=u(z/s), s>0. (1.6)

For our problem u : R" x Rt — S2, local in time well-posedness (LWP) is established
in [I7] in the class |u| = 1 and Vu € H*(R"), where k > n/2 + 1 is an integer. They also
proved global in time well-posedness (GWP) in the same class when n = 1, and when n > 2
for data which is small in certain Sobolev norms. For n = 2, global existence is proved in
[B] for small energy radial or equivariant data. Also for n = 2, LWP for a closely related



system of nonlinear Schrodinger equations is established in [I3] 4], for data corresponding
to Vu € H1te,

There are known to be self-similar blow-up solutions for n = 2 []; however, these do
not have finite energy.

Solutions resembling solitary waves exist for n = 2 when the target manifold is the
hyperbolic 2-space, but these, again, have infinite energy, see [6]. They generate blow-up
solutions as well.

Fix m € Z a non-zero integer. By an m-equivariant map u : R? — S?, we mean a map

of the form
u(r,0) = ™Ry (r) (1.7)

where (r,6) are polar coordinates on R?, v : [0,00) — S?, and R is the matrix generating
rotations around the ug-axis:

0 -1 0 cosa —sina 0
R=1[1 0 0|, e¥=|sina cosa 0. (1.8)
0 0 O 0 0 1

Radial maps arise as the case m = 0. The class of m-equivariant maps is formally preserved
by the Schrodinger flow. ,
If u is m-equivariant, we have |Vul|* = |u,|* + 77 2[ug|* = |v:|* + Z|Rv|* and so

E(u) = w/ooo <|v,«|2 + T—;(v% + v%)) rdr. (1.9)

If E(u) < oo, the limits lim,_,ov(r) and lim, ., v(r) make sense (see (ZZ) in the next
section), and so we must have v(0), v(c0) = £k, where k = (0,0,1)7. We may and will fix
v(0) = —k. The two cases v(o0) = +k correspond to different topological classes of maps.
We denote by 3, the class of m-equivariant maps with v(co) = k:

X = {u ‘R 5 S? | uw=emPu(r), &(u) < 0o, v(0) = —Fk, v(co) = l;:} . (1.10)

The energy €(u) can be rewritten as follows:

o0 2 m2 2 o ’m‘ 2
E(u) = 7T/ <|vr| + r—2|J”Rv| > rdr = 7T/ vy — 7J”Rv| rdr + Emin  (1.11)
0 0
where JV := vXx, and
Emin = 27?/ vy - @J”Rv rdr = 27|m)| / (v3)pdr = 2mw|m|[vz(c0) + 1] (1.12)
0 0

(using v? +v3 +v§ = 1). The number & ;,, which depends only on the boundary conditions,
is in fact 47 times the absolute value of the degree of the map u, considered as a map from
S? to itself (defined, for example, by integrating the pullback by u of the volume form on



S?). Tt provides a lower bound for the energy of an m-equivariant map, €(u) > €pin, and
this lower bound is attained if and only if

Up = @J”Rv. (1.13)

If v(o0) = —l;:, the minimal energy is Emin = 0 and is attained by the constant map, u = —k.
On the other hand, if v(c0) = k, the minimal energy is

E(u) > Emin = 4m|m|

and is attained by the 2-parameter family of harmonic maps

O := {emeRhs’o‘(T‘) |s>0, ae [0,27?)} (1.14)
where
ho(r) := e*Bh(r/s),
and ")
ha(r jml _ p=lml
h("") = 0 s hl("") = m, 3(7" = W (115)
hs(r)
The fact that h(r) satisfies (LI3]) means
m m
(h1)r = ——~hihs,  (hs)r = 7h%- (1.16)

So O,, is the orbit of the single harmonic map e™?%h(r) under the symmetries of the energy
€ which preserve equivariance: scaling, and rotation. Explicitly,

cos(mb + a)hyi(r/s)
emfBpse(r) = sin(mi—k( o;)i;l (r/s) | . (1.17)
3\r/s

The solution ([CTH) is easily found by solving the system ([CI3)) of ODEs directly. Alter-
nately, under the stereographic projection (L), Equation (CI3)) amounts to the Cauchy-
Riemann equations, and these harmonic maps correspond to the anti-meromorphic (if
m > 0) functions

o ENm 0
w = e <—> , z=re". (1.18)
s
We are now ready to state our main result. We denote ||u|| ;7x = HV’“UHLQ.

Theorem 1.1 There exist § > 0 and Co, Cy > 0 such that if u € C([0,T); H> N %) is a
solution of the Schréodinger flow (LII) conserving energy, and satisfying

6% := &(ug) — 4njm| < 62,



then there exist s(t) € C([0,T);(0,00)) and «a(t) € C([0,T);R) so that

Hu(x,t) _ e(m@—l—a(t))Rh(r/s(t))HH oy < Codr VEE[0.T). (1.19)

Moreover, s(t) > C1/||u(t)|| g, Furthermore, if T < oo is the mazimal time of existence for

u in H? (i.e. lim, ,p- lu(t)|| 2 = o0), then

liminf s(t) = 0. (1.20)
t—T—

Remark 1.2 1. This theorem can be viewed, on one hand, as an orbital stability result
for the family of harmonic maps (at least up to the possible blow-up time), and on the
other hand as a characterization of blow-up for energy near &,i,: solutions blow-up
if and only if the H'-nearest harmonic map “collapses” (i.e. its length-scale goes to
Z€ro).

2. The assumption &(ug) — 4m[m| < 62 implies ug is close to Oy, in H' (see 7)), but
not necessarily in H?2.

3. The existence of local (in time) H? N H' solutions of () is established in [I7] for
sufficiently regular initial data. In particular, this ensures Theorem [Tl is non-empty
(see also [I3]-[14] for local well-posedness results). Local well-posedness with data
in H2 N H! appears still to be open. If we had this, ([CZ0) could be replaced by
lim;_,7- s(t) = 0.

4. From now on we will assume m > 0. The cases m < 0 of Theorem [[LT] follow from the
change of variables (z1, 2, x3) — (21, —x2,x3).

The plan for the paper is as follows: In Section P we study maps whose energy is close
to that of the family of harmonic maps. The analysis here is completely time-independent.
In Section B we apply Strichartz estimates to a certain nonlinear Schrodinger equation,
obtained via the Hasimoto transformation introduced in [3], and present the proof of the
main theorem. The proofs of some of the more technical lemmas are relegated to Section H
in order to streamline the presentation. Without loss of generality, we assume m > 0 for
the rest of the paper.

Remark on notation: throughout the paper, the letter C is used to denote a generic
constant, the value of which may change from line to line.

2 Maps with energy near the harmonic map energy

This section is devoted entirely to static m-equivariant maps (i.e. there is no time-dependence
anywhere in this section). We establish some properties of maps with energy close to the
harmonic map energy 47m. Roughly speaking, we prove that such maps are H'-close to
harmonic maps. Precise statements appear in Theorem Bl below.



We define the distance from any map u to the family O,, of m-equivariant harmonic
maps to be

. . 0
dist (u, Opy) := 0 ég)faegl [u — e ERS| .

Here S' = R/27.

The following theorem defines a (nonlinear) projection from the set ¥, of m-equivariant
maps with energy close to 4mm onto the family O,,, and establishes a key fact: for maps in
this set, the squared distance dist ?(u, O,,) is bounded by the energy difference € (u) — 4mm.

Theorem 2.1 There are constants § > 0 and Cy, Cy > 0 such that if u € %, satisfies
&(u) < 4mm + 62,
then the following hold:
(a) There exist unique s(u) € (0,00) and a(u) € S* such that
dist (u, Op) = |Ju — emeRhs(“)’a(“)HHl.
Moreover, s(u) and a(u) are continuous functions of u € H?.
(b) dist (u, 0,,) < Col€(u) — 4mm]*/? < Cyé.
(¢) If u e H*(R?), then s(u) HuHHQ(Rz) > (.

Proof. The proof is long, so we break it into a series of steps. At each step, we may
need to take ¢ smaller than in the previous step.

Step 1: a change of variable. Recall that u € ¥, implies that in polar coordinates
(r,0), u(x) = e™Ry(r), with v(0) = —k and v(co) = k. The change of variables

r —y=mlog(r) € (—oo0,00), or e¥=r"
turns out to be very useful for our purposes. Set

B(y) == v(e™).

Under this change of variables, the H' inner-product of m-equivariant maps changes as
follows:

(e Fo(r), e w(r)) g = - V[em o (r)] - Ve w(r)]dz

00 m2
= 27r/ (v - wy + T_zR” - Rw)rdr
0

= 27Tm/ (27' ' + R - Rﬁ)) dy,
R



where “’” denotes d/dy. In particular,

E(u) = 2rmE(D), E(®):= 3 /]R ( |@’(y)\2 +91(y)? + D2(y)?) dy. (2.1)

Note that this implies 7; € H'(R) for j = 1,2, and in particular (sz)/ € L'(R) so that the
limits limyﬁioofu?(y) exist, and are equal 0. © is continuous, and @5 = 1 — 9% — 93 has limit
1 as y — d00. Thus the limits lim,_,+., ¥ exist, justifying our earlier claim

limo(r) and  lim v(r) exist. (2.2)

r—0 r—00

Recall that for v € X, we have chosen ¥(—o00) = —k, 9(00) = k.
E(?) inherits the “topological lower bound”

E(®) =2+ % / o' — JRo|*dy > 2. (2.3)
R

In this new variable, scaling r corresponds to translating y. In particular, the family of
harmonic maps is composed of translations and rotations of a simple explicit map:
RSY(r) = e*Bh(r/s) = e*Th(y — mlog(s))

sech y

h(y) = 0
tanh y

Step 2: energy close to 4mm implies u close to a harmonic map. Expressed in
the variable y, what we would like to prove is

Lemma 2.2 For any € > 0, there exists pp > 0 such that if a map v : R — S? satisfies
E(®) <24+ p, and 9(—o0) = —k, 9(c0) = k, then

inf Hﬁ—eo‘Rﬁ(-—a)H <e.
aeSl aeR H1(R)

Proof. Suppose not. Then there exist v;(r), j = 1,2,3,..., and ¢ > 0 such that

‘uj _ Ry a)H > ¢ (2.4)

3 1 .
lvj(r)| =1, E(v;) <2+ 7 vj(Eoo) = %k, HI®)

for every a € S! and a € R. Since E(v;) < 00, v;j is continuous, and thus v;3(a;) = 0 for
some a; € R. We replace v; by w;(y) := e~ %fv;(y + a;), where o; € S! is chosen so that
w;(0) =i = (1,0,0)T. The properties ZZ) still hold for {w;}:

. 1 .
lwj(r)| =1, E(wj) <2+ 3, wj(+o0) = £k,

-—BH > €. 2.
‘w] H®R) ~ €0 (2.5)



Since sup; E(w;) < oo, there is a subsequence (which we continue to denote by {w;}), and
a limit vector function w*(y), satisfying

wi — wi, wj — w} weakly in H'(R),
w;‘?) — w§/ weakly in L?(R), (2.6)
w; — w* strongly in L (R) NCp(R).

Because of the local uniform convergence, we have |[w*| = 1 and w*(0) = 7. On the other
hand, by the topological lower bound ([Z3), we have

5 1 1
23E(wj)=2+§/ |w) — I Ruy|* < 24 =,
R J

— 0 as j — oo. For any bounded

from which it is immediate that Hu/- — Jwi ij‘
J LQ(R)

interval I, using J* Rw = k — wsw, we have

HJ“’J’ij — JY Ruw*

L = |lwjzw; — w§w*\|L2(I) —0as j — oo.

Hence w; — J"" Rw* strongly in L2(I). On the other hand, w*' is the weak limit of w;,
and so we obtain w*’ = J*” Rw* almost everywhere, with w*(0) = i. By uniqueness of H b
solutions of this system of ordinary differential equations, we must have

w*(y) = h(y) = (sechy,0,tanhy)"".

Now we note that

Ew*)=E(h)=2= jlggo E(wj).
By (1),

1R gy + 103 ey = Jim (IRl ) + [l oy )-

By weak lower semi-continuity, i.e.

2
2 e 2 / s e AT
[ Rw™ ||y < hgnl(r)ﬁ’ ||ij||H1(R) , Hw§ < lim (I)lf ijgHLQ(R) ,

L2(R) j—

2
112 *1(|2 / *
we have ||Rw]\|H1(R) — || Rw* |1 (ry and ijg‘ @) — ng 2@

Rw* strongly in H'(R) and w;-?) — w§/ strongly in L?(R). Finally, we will show that w; — h

, which implies Rw; —

converges to 0 strongly in H!(R), which will contradict assumption (), and so complete
the proof of the lemma. Indeed,

s = i

2 2

y * Hij B REH;(R) * ij3 —h

d

L2(R L2(R)

We have already shown that the first two terms go to zero in the limit, and so it remains
to consider the last term. For this, we need another lemma. For f : (a,b) — R, denote
by T(qp)(f) the total variation of f on (a,b). The following lemma shows that the total
variation of vs is close to 2 if £(u) is close to 47wm.



Lemma 2.3 Ifu = e™fy(r) € ¥, and &(u) = 47m + €, then T(0,00)(v3) < 2+ Cep.

Proof. Make the change of variable 9(y) = v(e?/™), and write & = (j cos(@), psin(@), 03),
so that p? = 9% + 93. We have

4—|—€_02 R(|1~)/‘2+|R@|2)dy:/R(ﬁz(w/)2+ () +ﬁ2)dy

™m 1—p?
plA| / d ~2\1
>2 | ———=dy=2 —(1 -

Dividing by 2 on both sides completes the proof. O

dy = QTR(?NJ;),).

Applying this lemma to w;, we have Tk (w;3) < 2+C/j. Since wjz(—o0) = —1, w;3(0) =
0, and wjz(oc0) = 1, we have w;z(y) > —C/j for y > 0 (and similar for y < 0). Fix €; > 0.
For |y| > €; and j sufficiently large (depending on €1),

”ng_h%‘ < ‘ng_h?’,’
lwsj + hs| — |hs| = C/j

- 2 -
2 2 2 2
— B2 = —=—||Rh)? — |Rw;

w0} = B3] = || RAI? = |y 2,

|wsj — hs| =

< —_
~ tanh e

and so
/ lwsj — h3|*dy — 0 as j — oo,

ly|>e1

Since f‘y|<€1 lwsj — ha|?dy < Ce; and ¢ is arbitrary, we conclude |Jws; — ﬁ3||L2(R) — 0. This
completes the proof of Lemma B2 O

Translating Lemma back to the original variable r = e¥/™ we find:
given € > 0, there is u > 0 s.t. if
U € B, E(u) < 4dmm + p, (2.7)
then dist (u, 0,,) < €.

Step 3: existence of s(u) and a(u). Recall that since u € X,,, E(u) > 4wm, and set
61 := [&(u) — 4mm]'/? < 6. We observe first that

: : _ MRS, a2 i _ JmIRps a2 _ 2
Slg&lléf\\u A i = il_l}l%]n&fHu "R |Gy = 8mm + 67 (2.8)

Indeed, we have

l|lu — em‘ths’o‘Hi-p = 8mm + 07 — 2 /}R2 Vu - V(e™Ep5)dz, (2.9)
and it suffices to show that for any o € S!
Vu - V(e™Ep5)de — 0, (2.10)

R2

as s — 0 or s — oo0. Since h*%(r) = h1%(r/s), this latter fact follows from an easy lemma:



Lemma 2.4 If f € L*(R?), then
1
~f(x/s) — 0 weakly in L*(R?) as s — oo and s — 0.
s

Proof. First suppose f € L? N L™, and fix g € L?. By Holder’s inequality,

1 1 1
—f(x/s)g(x)dx = —f(x/s)g(x)dx —f(x/s)g(x)dx
L= [ e [ i

1/2
< HfHLongHy\/TZ + £z </ s \g(w)IZdw> =0

as s — 0o0. A similar argument covers the s — 0 case. For general f € L?, choose
fe € L?> N L™ with || fo — f|lz2 < e. Then by the above argument,

|| 5#a/ (sl < lglzz +ofs).

Since € is arbitrary, we are done. 0

To prove the claim @I0), just take g = Vu and 1 f(-/s) = V(e™®h*) in this Lemma.

So on one hand, inf, ||u — em(mh“”o‘Hi(1 approaches 8wm + 67 as s — 0 and s — co. On
the other hand, (1) shows that if § (and hence ¢;) is sufficiently small, then for some s
and a, [ju — em(’Rhs’aH%l < 8mm. Thus to minimize

F(s,a) = lu—e™ )%,

over s € (0,00), a € S, it suffices to consider s in a compact subset of (0,00). Since F(s, )
is continuous, there must exist s(u) € (0,00) and a(u) € S' such that

dist (u, Opn) = [Ju — em@Rhs(u)a(u)HHl‘

Step 4: uniqueness of s(u) and «(u). Denote o = (s, ). Suppose there exist o1, 09
with o1 # o3 such that

8o == dist (u, Omn) = [ — ™17 1 = [lu — €™ BR7 | 1.

Let p be half the distance between e™®#ht and e™®ho2: 1y := (1/2)|em0Bpor —emPBpo2 || .
It follows that p < . Now set ¢(t) = e™FhoW) with o(t) = %[(01 + 02) + t(02 — 01)], s0
that p(—1) = e™Fhot and ¢(1) = e™Fho2. Set ¢ := 2[p(—1) + ¢(1)]. Lemma ELH (stated
and proved in Section H) then yields

18— 0(0)]l jn < Cp®.

This estimate amounts to a bound on the curvature of the family O,,.

10



Now V[u — @] is L?-orthogonal to V[e™F(hot — ho2)], since |lu — e™Rhot || ;1 = |lu —
e™0Rpo2| ;.. By the Pythagorean theorem,

_ 1
lu =@l = llw = e(=1)l7, — 7 le(=1) = (W7 =6 — »,

and so

lu — o(O)| g1 < llw— @l g1 + 16 — 0(0)]| g < (65 — )2 + Cp?
2

I
- —
R RN

By (Z1), we can ensure dy < 1/(2C') by choosing § sufficiently small. This, in turn, implies
lu —¢(0)|| ;1 < do, which contradicts the assumption that dg is the minimal distance. This
establishes uniqueness of s(u) and a(u).

+ Cp?.

Step 5: continuity of s(u) and a(u). We could invoke the implicit function theorem,
but we prefer to give a simple direct proof of continuity. Suppose u; — v in H 1 with
&(uj) < 4mm + 0% and &(u) < 4mm + 6%. We have

dist (uj, 0pn) < Jluy — e BRSO <y — ul| o+ dist (u, 0,)

and
dist (u, 0,) < [lu — emPERs )t | <y — | g + dist (uj, O)

and so dist (uj, 0,,) — dist (uy, Oy,). Since
[em?B (petuidalus) _ pstatuy) . < dist (uj, Op,) + dist (u, O ) + [luj — ull g,

{s(u;)} is contained in a compact subinterval of (0,00) by Lemma EH, and so, up to
subsequence, s(uj) — 8, and a(uj) — ., for some s, and a,. Along this subsequence

H“ _ ps(w)alu)

= dist (u, Op,) = lim dist (uj, Opy)

H1 j—ro0

- jh—glo Hu] — ps(ug)sau))

T

By the uniqueness we have already proved, s, = s(u) and o, = a(u). We conclude that
s(uj) — s(u), and a(u;) — a(u) (for the full sequence). Continuity is proved. This
completes the proof of part (a) of Theorem 1

Step 6: the “linearized operator”. We now proceed to the proof of part (b) of
Theorem 11 The main idea is this: the “global” result of Lemma allows us now to
work “locally” — i.e. nearby a harmonic map. Indeed to prove (b), we study the second
variation of the energy functional around the nearby harmonic map. We begin by discussing
this “linearized operator”.

11



Given an m-equivariant map u € %, with &(u) — 4mm < §2, we fix s = s(u) and
o = a(u) and write u = ™ Ey(r) with

v(r) = e*F(h(r/s) +&(r/s)). (2.11)

This defines £ = £(r) = e~*%u(sr) — h(r) (note that the variable r here is no longer the
original polar coordinate). Using h, — =*.J hRh = 0, expand

1 1
E(u) == / |Vu|’de = 4mm + —/ vy — @JURU|2d$
2 2 R2 T
1
= 4dmm + —/ |LE + mfgﬂzdl’ (2.12)
2 R2 T
where L¢ is the linear part,
m
LE = & + 2 (€ + o). (2.13)
In fact, the operator L maps tangent vector fields (i.e. vector functions n(r) tangent to S?

at h(r)), into tangent vector fields. To see this explicitly, we specify an orthonormal basis
of ThS2:

0 —hs(r)
e=11 and J'e = 0
0 h1 (T‘)
Then for any map & : [0,00) — R3, we have an orthogonal decomposition

E(r)=z1(r)e+ ZQ(T)JhC + v(r)h, (2.14)

which defines a complex-valued function z(r) := 21 (r) + iz2(r). Note that

Le="hae, L(Je) = Dhgtte, Lh="hsh+ k.
T T T T

Hence the operator L restricted to T,S? is equivalent to
m 1

Lo := 0, + —h3 = h10,—,
T hl

in the sense that
L(zie + z9J"e) = (Loz1)e + (Loze)J"e.

Roughly speaking, our strategy for proving part (b) of Theorem Bl is to show that
dist (u, Oy, ) is controlled by z, which is controlled by Loz, which in turn is controlled by
E(u) — 4dmm.

Define for radial complex-valued functions f(r) and g(r) the following inner-product:

2

(fr9)x = /Ooo <fr(r)gr(r) + %f(r)g(r)) rdr.

12



If we set f(y) := f(e¥/™) and §(y) := g(e¥/™), we have

(b =m [ (' + Ty = m(F. 3 (215)
Lemma 2.5 There are ¢,C > 0 such that if f : [0,00) — C satisfies
[(foh) x| < el fllx (2.16)
then - ) -
15 = [ (8 + Sl sR)rdr <€ [ frofrar (27)

Proof. We may assume f(r) is real-valued. Under our change of variables f(y) := f(e¥/™)
we have

o} 2 N N
| T frar = [ (PR Py

and -
/ [Lof)rdr = m/[ffof]zdy
0 R
where p i1
Lo:=— = sech (y)— .
Lo i + tanhy = sech (y) 0y sochy

In the variable y, the assumption of the lemma becomes
f, sech = [ (f'(sechy) + fsechy)dy < —||f 2.18
(Fsech )iy = [ (Fsechy) + Frechgdy < —[flmmy. (219
and so it suffices to prove that ([ZI8) implies
111 gy < CllLofl 72y = C(F: LLoS) L2 (m)- (2.19)

The second-order differential operator

- d?
H :=LjLy = ~IE + 1 — 2sech ?(y)

is nonnegative with unique zero-eigenfunction (“ground state”) sech (y) (in fact, this oper-
ator is well-studied; see e.g. [I6]). Set ¢ := (1/v/2)sechy, so that [9ll2®) = 1. Write

f=ap+¢ with (¢,0)=0.

Similarly, decompose

¢=0b(¢" —¢)+v with ((¢" —¢),¥) =0.

13



Since ¢" — ¢ = —v/2sech ®y, 1 is non-zero, b = _H¢2H%2(R /(2H¢3HL20R ), and |||z < 1.
Now by [EIS)

lal = [, /)] < (0(@" = 6), )l +1(w, )]
= Bl Pt | + 1, )] < Cell fllm @y + 1. .

Using the above estimate and (A + B)? < ¢’ A% + ¢B? where ¢ is the Holder conjugate of ¢
with 1 < ¢ < oo, we have

;7 x A1) 2
(F 1) = lal* + 1¢llZ2 < (Cell fll) + G, )+ el
< CE i gy + al NI + llelZs
< CqE| £l @y + alV L2122 + llellZe-

Choose ¢ to be such that g|[¢][2, < 1 to obtain
17122 < Ce2 713 gy + CUF HF),
where we used [|¢||3, < Clp, Hp) = C(f,Hf). On the other hand, we have
(F, 1) < (FHE) + ClIF72
Combining the two estimates above, we get
171 < CU ) = C [ 1EafPdy,

provided ¢ is sufficiently small. Transforming back to the variable r, we obtain the estimate
([2I7), completing the proof. 0

Step 7: almost orthogonality. To apply the previous lemma to z(r), we need to
verify condition (ZTI8]), for which we use the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6 For z(r) and v(r) defined by @&II) and ZI4),

o] m2
<2’1, h1>X = /0 (erhlr + T—22’1h1)7’d7‘ = 0, (2.20)
& m? 4m?
(22, h1)x :/ (z2rh1r + ﬁ22h1)7“d7" :/ —h Thayrdr. (2.21)
0 0

Proof. The pair (a(u), s(u)) is the minimizer of the differentiable function

F(s,a):/RQ

V(emeR(v — h™®)) ‘2 dx.

14



The lemma follows from the equations V, sF(a(u), s(u)) = 0.
Step 8: proof of (b). We will use the following abbreviation:
ze = z1e + zQJhe; z =21+ 120.
By (Z0), we may choose ¢ sufficiently small so that
l|lu — emeRhs’o‘HHl < dg

for any given 0y > 0 (which will be specified later). So we have

2

m mi S,
lerlZage + | = Re|| , ) = = emRho, < &2

L2(R2)

(2.22)

It is proved in Lemma 7 that (2222) implies the L> smallness of £(r) for dy sufficiently

small: [|€]|fee < Cdp. This immediately implies
2]l + lI7lloe < Cdo.
Since 1 = |v|> = |22 + (1 +7)? and || is small,
Y=VI-P =120, () S Clr)P, ()] < Cla(r)z(r)].
By Lemma 26, Eqns. (Z23)-(Z24), and |h(r)| < 1,

Yy 2
/0 %h%h;ﬂrdr

Taking dp small enough so that Cdg is less than ¢ in Lemma [Z5, we have

z

b 2], <cne

{2, ) x| =

< 0||z||oo'

0o 2 o0 2
dist ?(u, O) = 27r/ (lerl* + 5 |ReP* yrdr < 0/ (I + ‘i—L)rdr
0 0

SC/ |Loz|? rdr.
0

On the other hand, by (Z12),

L6+ D] dn = %/

RQ

1
5%:8(u)—47rm:—/
2 Jr2

Hence

2
[ ios o= [ (LGoPdr<ast o [ (ILanE+ [Ze] da.
R2 R2 R2 r

Using [Z23)) we have, for dy sufficiently small,

[P aw <oz [ ] a
R2 R2

15
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(2.24)

(2.25)

L(ze) + L(vh) + %535‘2 dx.



For the term || L(vh)|32, using @2) we find

vh Y
/ IL(vh)[* < C/ (hl? + = + |—hsh|*) < CHZHio/ |Loz|*.
R2 R2 T r R2

Thus we get (1 — C3)||Loz||2. < 467. Now choose &y > 0 sufficiently small (by choosing 4
small) so that ||Loz||7. < 507, and therefore, dist (u, O,,) < Cd1. This completes the proof
of part (b) of Theorem 211

Step 9: proof of (c) By @J) with s = s(u) and o = a(u), we have [z Vu -
V(e™ERs)dx > 2rm, since &; is small. On the other hand, inequality (EZ) from LemmaFZT]
in Section M gives an upper bound: for any o € (0,1),

2
V(e ee)|” do)’

2
Vu - V(e Ehs)de < (/ |Vz;|j dm)%(/ |z
R2 R? |z R2

< OVl ey 1V 72 o)

"x‘U’V(enghs’a)’

L2(R?)
<C HVQUH(;(R% 57

Thus we obtain HV2UH 12(R2) > (C'/s, completing the proof of Theorem E11 O

3 Global well-posedness vs. blow up

In this section we complete the proof of our main result, Theorem [Tl
Let u € C([0,T); H> N ¥,,) be a solution of the Schrédinger flow equation ([CII) which
conserves energy. We are assuming

62 := &(up) — 4mm = E(u(t)) — 4mm < 62

where 6 is to be taken sufficiently small. In particular, we choose § small enough so that
Theorem Xl applies for each ¢ € [0,7), and so furnishes us with continuous functions
s(t) € (0,00) and «(t) € R such that

ua, t) — eMIHADER (1 /5(8))| g < O (3.1)

and
s@O)|Jut)| g2 > C > 0.

Thus the first part of Theorem [[Tlis proved. It remains to show that

T <ooand lim ||u(t)]|gz =00 = liminfs(t) = 0. (3.2)
=T~ =T~

Recall that we are writing

u(a,t) = "o(r),  w(r) = e [h(r/s(t) + E(r/s(t))],

16



and (B is equivalent to

RE(r) ||

le™Re(r) 1 F = ller ()72 +m? < C5.

L2

To prove ([B.2), we need estimates showing that [|u(t)|| ;= is controlled as long as s(t)
is bounded away from zero. These HZ2-estimates are obtained using the fact that the co-
ordinates of the tangent vector field v, — 7*J”Rv, with respect to a certain orthonormal
frame, satisfy a nonlinear Schrédinger-type equation, and can be estimated using Strichartz
estimates.

This construction, which was introduced in [3], begins with a unit tangent vector field,
é(r) eT, U(T)S2, satisfying the parallel transport condition

DY = 0.

Recall that D} is the covariant derivative, acting on vector fields n(r) € T, U(T)SQ:
Dy = Py =1 — (v-np)v =10 + (0r - ).
So é(r) and JVé(r) form an orthonormal frame on T,S?. Then q(r) = q1(r) + iga(r) is
defined to be the coordinates of v, — %J YRov € T,S? in this basis:
oy — %J”Rv — q1é + goJve.

We will sometimes write ¢é := ¢1é + g2JVé for convenience. Note that by (LCI),

%(e(u) — drm) = 82/

2 m 2
HQHLQ(rdr) = HUT - 7JURU||L2(rdr) =
is constant in time, and can be taken small.
Define v = 11 + ivy as follows:

J'Rv = vié + 1 JVé.

Again, we will sometimes denote vé := v1é + 1o JYé. It is now straightforward, if somewhat
involved, to show that if u(x, t) solves the Schrédinger map equation ([1I), the complex func-
tion q(r,t) solves the following nonlinear Schrédinger equation with non-local nonlinearity
(see [3] for more details):

. 1 — mus)? m(v3),
iq = —Arq—i—( 2 2) q-+ (Tg) q+qN(q), (3.3)

where

N(q) = Re / St ™)+ 2

r



i(m+1)

By changing variables to ¢ := e 9, we obtain

m(l+vs)(mvs —m—2) . mug, _
q —

G+ AG — 2 qd—qN(q) =0. (3.4)

We will use this equation to obtain H' estimates on q.
For these estimates for ¢ to be useful, we need to bound the original map u(x,t) — or
equivalently v(r,t) or &(r,t) or z(r,t) — by q. Since v(r,t) = e*F[h(r/s)+&(r/s,t)], we have

e = Mg+ et (7)), (35

where, recall,
LE =&+ (Gh+hy§),  and € =ze+ e+ b
Since £ is small, we have, very roughly speaking,
§~ze, and L&~ (Lgz)e,

and z can be controlled by Lgz. More precisely, Lemma EJ, proved in the next section,
gives the following bounds: for 2 < p < oo, and provided ¢ is sufficiently small,

z _
ety & 7] g < € (51727 Nalzoguey + o) (36
q
el oy < O (s larllpaquey + 5 7], g+ SNalEacey + Nalliosy)s 37
1 q 2 1
lollizan) < O+ larll oy + 7] g + Naliaeey + 5 Nl (39)

We will use the following notation to denote space-time Lebesgue norms: for an interval
I CR,

r/p
HfHEQLg(RQXI) = / ( |f(:l7,7f)|pdﬂj> dt.
I R2

We use ([BH)-B1) together with Strichartz estimates and Equation (Bd) to prove the
following estimates for g:

Lemma 3.1 For 7 > 0 and 0 > 0, set [ := (1,7 +0), Q = R?2 x I, and X(Q) :=
LiILE(Q)NLFLA(Q) ﬂLf/gLi(Q). Define s := inficr s(t). If 0 is sufficiently small, we have

-1 1
lallxig) < € (ol 2z + (7207 + lalZaai0) el arso)) (3.9)

- - _ 1 _
IVdllxig) < CUVAT)IlLz + (s +5 20

+llalix @) ) IVl Lo r2@prara(oy)-  (3:10)



Before proving Lemma Bl we show how it completes the proof of our main theorem.

Completion of the proof of Theorem [T We need to prove ([B2), so suppose that

li Ol e = 3.11
i 0] 2 = o0 (3.11)
and
liminf s(t) = so > 0. (3.12)
t—T—

Our goal is to derive a contradiction. By (BI2)), we have s(t) > s* for all 0 < ¢t < T,
for some s* > 0. So we may take s = s* in the estimates (BE3HZI0) for any time interval
I C [0,T). If o is sufficiently small depending on s* (01/? < s*/2C), and ||qo|| 2 < Cd; is
taken sufficiently small, estimate (B3) implies

lallxq) < Cér.
Using this estimate in ([BI0), for d; and o sufficiently small we obtain
IVllzeor2(@) < CIVA(T)| 22
In particular, taking 7 close to T, we see

limsup [|[V§(t)]| 72 < oo.
t—T—

Then using ([B8), and |¢,| + |¢/r| < C|Vq|, we find lim sup,_,7- [|u(t)|| 52 < oo, contradict-
ing (B11]). This completes the proof of Theorem [l O

Proof of Lemma Bl Strichartz estimates for the inhomogeneous Schréodinger equation
(see eg. [1]), applied to ([BA), give

lallx@ < Cllallze + 1Fl s ) (3.13)

where
m(1l+v3)(mvs —m —2) _  m(vs)

F = i+ — “G+ GN(q).

2
,
Conservation of the L:-norm of ¢(t) (equivalent to conservation of energy &(u)) means

we can replace [¢(7)|[z2 by [qoz2 in BIF). Using vs(r) = hs(r/s) + &(r/s) and & =
zoh1 + vhs, we find

Hl—l—vg :1 1+ hs + z9h1 + Yhs <Q<H1+h3 zohq ’7_]13 >
r2 2 S r2 2 S r2 L2 r2 12 r2 L2
<Ca 2]+ L) < ot e + laliZa) + el
S rilr2 rilr4

(3.14)
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Using [BI4)) and the uniform boundedness of ||¢||z2, we get

14 w3
2 4

<C
) LZVSL;LC/S > ) HQHL‘;

Hm(l + 1)3)(7?”3 —m— 2)q

o

H1+v3

L33 L2

x

Li®
-1 1 2
< C(s™ 02 +lqllpaps) llallpaps -

Next we estimate ||(m(v3)r/7)q|l  ass 4/5. Compute
t T

1 1 h? hih h?

ST r S

(Remark: the notation means evaluate the quantity in the square brackets with r replaved
by r/s. We use this notation frequently in what follows.) Therefore, using boundedness of
z, hg, and hy/r, and v = O(|2]?), 7+ = O(|22,|), we have

(v3), C  ||n? Hz‘ .
< —(|= - <C 1 . 3.15
L S5, e 7] ) S G D) (3.15)
So
m(vs)r U3,r -1 1
[ n 5 I sy 00 b

Next we need to estimate the nonlocal term

0 mu 1—mo
N(q) = Re/ (7 + 7)(% + %Q)dr

2 [e%) — _
1—mv my mv(l — mv
. T T r
= —2 + ( 1+ o + 3).

First note
H|Q|2QHL§/3L§/3 = HQHigL%-

Now consider ¢R;. Using the estimate

1F ()2 < Cllrfr(r)llz2

(Hardy’s inequality in R* for radial functions), we have

3
4.4 < llallpaallRallpzr2 < Cllallzaps -

M

lqR. ||
L
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Next we note that |7| = |[JYRv| = y/1 — v = |Rv|. We consider next §R3. By Hardy again,

- mv(l — mvg) v v 9
farall, g < [ | | ch; lale<e||Z] iz,
(3.16)
1 +wvs 2 _1 2
<ot u <52 1ot < 06+l
L
where we used (BI4]) again. Thus
11
lasll g g CJ|672 + lall) lalis | 4 < €207 + lall o) Nalzs - (317
t } :v
It remains to estimate GR2. We rewrite R, using integration by parts:
o
Ry = —Reﬂﬂq — Re/ (@Dr — %17) qdr
r ” r r
& 1
= —Remﬂq—i—Re/ <mv3cj+ m +2mv3)17> qdr,
r , r T
where we used v, = —v3q — (m/r)vsv. So
Z “lal”
el 3 5 <€ (ol g, o [ ey (# o [ at)
The last term is estimated as follows:
D v v
—qdr <= ‘ <C H—‘ ]
o[ 5 g SOl ot < I, v
(3.18)

_1 2
<57 + llallza) laly | 4
1 1 2 t
< (720 + llall ozg) lalZs s

where we used the same computations as in ([BI6]) and BI7). The first term can be treated
in a similar manner, leading to the same estimate as in (BI8]). The estimate for the second
term has been done already.
Returning now to (BI3), and using the above estimates, we have establishesed (B3).
Next we need to estimate the derivative of ¢ in order to establish (BI0). Denote w :=
Oz,q for i = 1,2. Then w solves

m(1 + v3)(mvs —m — 2) (m(1+vg)(mvg—m—2)>
w +

w + Aw = 5 5 q
r r
(3.19)

_|_

m(vs)r N <m(vs)r

‘ ) a4 N N
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Using the previous estimates, we can estimate the various terms involving w in the right
hand side:

. H m(l + vg)(m:g, —m—2)

w

<C|/s7" + lall3y) el

4/3
r L343 L

1 1 2 ~
< O™ +lgl7apa) IVall para

. Hm(”?’)"w < Cs7'0% ||Vl e

T

<C sl

4/3

LA Ly
_1 1 -

® ||N(Q)w||L?/3L§/3 <C(s 207 + ||<]||L;1L;g) HQHL;iLg HVQHL;*L;%,

Now the other terms. First note that [Vg[* ~ [g* + |G/r[*, and thus [G/r|l[»@z2) <
C|IVqllrw2y for any 1 < p < oco. Due to ([EI4)) and (ETH), we have
(1+ws) -
2

1 — -2
(otg=nt) s [
T; Lf/3L§/3 L?/SLi/S r Lf/SLfc/S
(v3)y 1+ w3 q

q
7"2
+ 2
2 r2 2 4

r r
_ 2 ~
< C||(s7 + lal2) 19 s

(U3)r ~

<C

3
Lt

4
L?
_ 1 2 ~
<C(s'o? + lallzara) IVallpaps -

Next we consider

mlv
< ( 3)r> (j < C
T z; L?/3Li/3

The first term in the right side can be estimated as before:

(’U3)7‘r ~

(U3)r ~ g >
T L?/SLi/S

r2

4 4+‘
LPL3

\|((U3)r/7”2)@||L;1/3Li/3 < Cﬁ_lffl/zHVQHLgL;lc-

Recalling (h1), = —(m/r)h1hs, (h3), = (m/r)h?, and hy/r, h3 bounded, we find
1 h? hihsz h?
@)l < ‘m (1) + 0z = (B252) 4 on o (24)

C [ h? hyz hi(z
< 5 |1+ 22 )

A

(r/s)

T

= (1G] +175 | el + ozl + L ] ().

We estimate term by term:
L) ()] W, Bl
2|\ A T3
S r ). \s/|r

<
r2 r2

1
<ol 1

1
< Cs'o2 ||Vl papa -

()

L?/g Li/3 L?/g Li/3
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X

r

d
r

<C
L3

+ 12l 2)

4

1 (‘hll%\ +h1\(22)r\
L}

r2 r

()

5* L2 L4

< Cs 707 ||Vl o

<C < C(lallzgs+s™ o) IVall s -

Lf/3Li/3

1 2 |19
HE R

1 2 (T\) ¢
—_ Z p— p—
52 (’ vl (S)) r
For the remaining term, using (B1),

= (1l + 12D () 2

4

(Il +12D) (£) 4]

s/ T

1
L33 <C H; ”erHLg L4

3
Lt

4
L}

[l +12D) (£) 4

T

<otz + |4, "

[l 12D (%) 2

T

2 12
+CH(HQHL;§+3 IHQHLg) Al 4
Lz Lts

2 _3 3 ~
<Clall s, +5720)IValer2

2 —1 L ~
+ Ol + 5704 IVl o e

where we used, first by B8] with p = 8§,
[Pl + |2[)(r/s)

2 — 2
g lallzs < Cllali7s + Cs™*2(1+ [lqll72),

L3

i+ b6, <!

and then [|(|ha] + [2[)(r/s)E]| 4 < C'lla/rlls-
It remains to estimate N(q),¢:

- 9 v q
IN @l oo < €|+ 120l + 120

(larl + 12|

3
Lt

< dal +1Zan]

L3 Ly

Bz

2
L

2 14
< (laly + |4

_ 1 2 ~
. <C(s o2 + HQHLng) ”VQHL;*Lg :
L}

Now applying Strichartz estimates to (BI9]), and using the estimates established above, we
obtain

- - _ _ 1 -
”vq”L;X;’zﬂL?L% < qu(T)”Lg + C((§ ! +8 2)‘72 + H‘”’%{(Q)) HV(]HLtOf’mezlLé .

This completes the proof of Lemma BIl [J

4 Technical lemmas

In this section we collect some of the technical lemmas used in the proof of the main theorem

in the previous sections.
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4.1 Some inequalities for radial functions

We begin with some inequalities for radial functions.

Lemma 4.1 1. Let 0 < o < 1, and suppose f € H'(R?) is radial. Then

oo]e2 ) l-0c 00 o
/0 mrdrSC’o(/o fzrdr> (/0 |fr|2rdr>. (4.1)

lim, 1 Cy = o0 and the estimate is false if o0 = 1.

2. Let 0 < o < 1, and suppose f € H*(R?). Then

f2 ) -0 ) o
/RQWMSC" </R2|f| dm) (/R2|Vf| dm) . (4.2)

3. Suppose f € HL_(R?) is radial with f,, f/r € L*(R?). Then

ey <€ ([ 8P+ >rdv~) (13)

Proof. We first show that

L0 < <oof2(r)rdr>
0

0 7‘20 —1—0 7,40—2

[SIES

1
o0 2
</ (fr(r))2rdr> . (4.4)
0
Indeed, by changing the order of integration, we get

0 7’2" rdr=- / r%/ [F2(s) der—_Q/ f(8)fs(s ds/ ——dr

- / 5272 f(s5) fo(s)ds
0

1-0

<= ([ 32—40f2<s>sds>é (/ °°<fs<s>>2sds)é .

In particular, if o = 1/2, ([@4]) immediately implies ([I]). We note also that the estimate
(ET) is immediate in the case 0 = 0. Let 0; =1 — (1/2") where ¢ > 0 is an integer. From
the estimate ({4 with o = 0,41, we have

h 7{;20(27;)1 rdr < 20+ ( b {422(07;)7*dr>2 </Ooo(fr(r))2rdr>2 , 1=0,1,2,....

0

0

Iterating this estimate, we obtain

oo £2 oo ﬁ 00 1-%
; szai?l rdr < Cpi1 (/0 f2(7‘)rd7‘> </0 (fr(r))2rdr> , (4.5)
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for some constant C, 1. (One can solve Cpy1 = 2""1\/C, and Cy = 1 to get Cpiq =

22"+27", which is certainly not the best constant.) It remains to consider the general case
€ 10,1). Let k > 0 be an integer with o < 0 < oj11. There exists 0 < 6 < 1 such that

0 =001+ (1 —0)op =1—(2—0)/28L. Using the Holder inequality and (), we get

0 2 0 0o r2 1-6
/ —rdr < </0 TQ{:kHrdr) < ; rj;fk rdr)
00 l1—0o %) o
< C, (/ f2(r)rd7‘> (/ (f')2(r)rdr> ,
0 0

where C, = CY +1C;_9. This completes the proof of the first estimate ().

To see that this estimate fails at the endpoint ¢ = 1, fix a smooth, non-negative, non-
decreasing function n(r), supported in (1/2,00), and with 1 — n(r) supported in [0,3/2).
Then it easy to check that f5(r) := n(r/0) —n(r) provides a counterexample to the endpoint
estimate as 0 — 0. Note that f5(0) = 0 for all J.

The second estimate (£2)) is an immediate consequence of ([@Jl). Using polar coordinates,
we obtain

27 00 ’f(T, 9)’2 27 00 5 l—o 00 5 o
/0 /0 Trdrd@ﬁco/o (/0 |f(r,0)] rdr) (/0 |0, f(r,0)] rdr) db.

Using |0, f|? < |V f|?, we obtain estimate (EZ) from Holder’s inequality.
For the third estimate (E3]), we introduce the new variable y defined by r = e¥ and
denote g(y) = f(e¥) = f(r). Then it is immediate that

00 27’ 00
| s+ Eyrde = [ 060 + latw) )

—00

By Sobolev embedding, we have ||g||z®) < C|lg z1(r). Transforming back to the original
variable completes our proof. 0

Lemma 4.2 Let g : R?2 — C be radial and bounded with g,¢' € Lloc,
(0r — ™)g(r) € LP(R?) for some m > 1. Then g(r)/r € LP(R?) and

T

2 < p<oo. Assume

9(r)

<@ - 29|

LP(R?) Lr(R?)

Proof. Let 0 < r; < ro < 0o and denote A = {z € R? : r; < |z| < ro}. Consider

) g
Ii=—2ke [ g~ Zg)|2pLrar
T

1 r

On one hand, I < CHg/Tle;lA llgr — 7 gllr(a)y by Hélder inequality. On the other hand,

Hg‘LP(A Q;TL(Z"P? | _p_Z‘_p
> (m—1+ Hg‘ _2m[g(r)|P
N Lr(A) p T§_2 '
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Thus
(m—14 -

ol e i v

Lr(A) p rg

LP(A) ‘
This gives a bound for |g(r)/r| sy uniformly in ry,72. Hence g(r)/r € LP(RQ). As

ro — 0o and ;1 — 0, we get

m-1+ D,

<I7I%,

Lr(R2) ‘g B _g‘

Lr(R2) Lp (R2

where we used p > 2 and the boundedness of g. This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.3 It is essential to assume ¢ is bounded, as can be seen by the example g(r) =
r"™. If we assume in the above Lemma that g(r) = o(1) as r — oo, then we also have

‘ (r)

_— <
Using Lemma B2, we prove an LP-version of Lemma

1
L2®2) M

)o(r)

r

L2(R2)

Lemma 4.4 Let 2 < p < oo. There exists € > 0 such that if f(r) is a radial function
satisfying |(f, h1) x| < €| fllx, then

1frll Lo (r2y + ‘ -

C(IIZof Nl oy + I Lof 2z )-

Recall Lof := fr + T*hsf.
Proof. We note first that it suffices to prove ||f/r|lLr < C(||Lofllzr + |[Lof||12), since

HfrHLp < C(||fr Lp_|_H%

) = CllLofl, + |

Let ¢ : [0,00) — R be a standard cut-off function with

0<p<1, p(ry=1forr<1, and ¢(r)=0 forr > 2.

/0 |£|prdr§0(/ |f“’|pd+/ |Mlprdr)50(l+11)-

We consider the second term II. Since 1 — ¢ =0 if r < 1, we have

T‘d’f’ < HfHLoo (R2) - @)Tdr

2
<cwhwwnmméwp
R2)

II:/OOO‘f(l

< Ol gy

f
r
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where we used Lemma Next we consider the term I. Using Lemma B2 we have

foll’

r

mh3

<o) = Zse| < Cllienflh, + H(fr + 2 e

. L raems,)

Since ¢, is supported only on (1,2), and (1 + hg)/r is bounded, we have
fell?
122" <curt+1zonit)
L

Since, by Lemma 23 ||fl|z~ < C||Lof|2, we obtain

1 /rl7e < CUILof 70 + ILofI72),
completing the proof. 0

4.2 Some harmonic map estimates

Here we prove some facts about the family O,, of m-equivariant harmonic maps.
The first lemma shows that if m-equivariant harmonic maps h = h%! and h®* are close
in the sense of energy, then « and s are also close to 0 and 1, respectively.

Lemma 4.5 Let 0 < s < o0 and —7 < a < w. There exists € > 0 and C' > 0 such that if
Jge ‘V (emeR(h - hs’a)) ‘2 dx < 6% for any § < ¢, then |a| + |s — 1] < C6.

Proof. Consider the case, s > 1 (the case s < 1 can be treated in the same way). We first
note that
hi(r) — hi(r/s) cos
h —h*>% = —hi(r/s)sina
hs(r) — hs(r/s)

Our assumption is

J.

For 0 <r <1, we have (s> — 1)(1 — 7?™) > 0 which, rearranged, yields
2 m
hi(r/s) < —m

S2m + 1
Using this inequality, we find

522/
R2

12 - i
:271/0 2 ( T(r h2( ))2rd7‘227T/0 ﬁ(h%(r)—h%(;))zrdr

) —
(S2m 1)4 h4(7") (82m _ 1)4
s 2m+1)4/ 17‘2 rdrzcm.

2 oo 2
V(™ (h — h&a))‘ dx = 27?/ (10, (h — h>*)|* + 7:‘—2 |R(h — h>*)|* )rdr < §°.
0

hi(r) < hi(r), 0<r<I.

1
V(em"R<h—hs’a>>\2d:cz2w | 101 hatr) — () Prar
0

> 2rm?
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It follows that |s — 1| < C6Y/2 if § is sufficiently small. Now g(s) := [|9;(hs(r) — ha(r/s))|/%.
is a smooth function of s with g(1) = ¢’(1) = 0 and ¢”(1) > 0, and so by Taylor’s theorem,
we have g(s) > C(s—1)? for some C' > 0, and for |s — 1| < C§'/2, § sufficiently small. Thus
|s — 1] < C4, as required.

Next consider the second component of A — A%

o0 2
6% > or sinz(a)/ arhl(g)‘ rdr > C'sin’(a)
0

and so |sin(a)| < C¢ for sufficiently small 6. Finally, use
(1 = cos(a))hy(r) = (h — h¥Y)1 + cos(a)(hy(r/s) — hq(r))

together with the previous results to arrive at 1 —cos(a) < C9, from which (for « € [—m, 7))
la] < C6 follows. 0

The next lemma is a bound on the curvature of the family O,, of m-equivariant harmonic
maps.

Lemma 4.6 There are € > 0 and C > 0 such that if
€O (e () — 2 ()] g < e
then setting 5 := %[s1 + 2], & := 3[a1 + ao], and h == $[h*1™ + h¥2:°2], we have
Jemh(r) = B < ClmREn s () =) (46)

Proof. By rotating and rescaling, we may assume (s1, 1) = (1,0). If € is sufficiently small,
Lemma Il gives (taking ag € [—7, 7))

|52 — 1| + |ag| < O™ (R0 (r) — h*2%2(r))[| o < Ce. (4.7)
Now set s(t) := 5+ (t/2)(s2 — 1), a(t) :== @+ (t/2)as, and ¢(t) := h*D-2®) Then

1

1 0
=15 = Sl0(=1) = 6(0) + 6(1) = 6(0)) = 51 | 0t~ [ f(eyan

-5 )~ o (bt = & / 1 / tt #'(7)dr.

Using (@), we have
™" (1)l g < Cl(s2 — 1) + @3] < Clle™ (M0 (r) — k™22 (1)) |3,
and (0] follows. O

Our next lemma gives L°° smallness for H'-small perturbations of harmonic maps.
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Lemma 4.7 For u € ¥,,, set s = s(u), o = a(u), and write
u(r,8) = e"Fo(r),  v(r) = eh(r/s) +E(r/s)].

There exists € > 0 and C > 0 such that if 5o < € and

€3y + | Re|

2@ =||u— em(mhs’o‘H?-{1 < 5(2], (4.8)
then
[€][Lee < Cdo.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume s = 1 and o = 0. It follows immediately
from () and Lemma BT that

[|€illoo < Co, i=1,2.

For &3, we have, as yet, only ||(&3)r]/ 2 < 0o, and so our aim is to show that [|£3]| ;e < Cdp.

(
Under our change of variable, £(y) := £(mlog(r)), it suffices to prove that H§~3HL Cdo,

*(R)

ince & < c||&| . . By the continuity and bound ditions of f
since H&,HLOO(R) < &3 . y the continuity and boundary conditions of v(r) (for

u € X,,), there must exist yo € R such that 93(yo) = 0. Note that since hz(y) = tanh(y),
we have
|5 (y) — tanh?(y)| = |

J

(@2 — h3)| < O(le1] + &) (4.9)

2
=1

and in particular
tanh®(yo) < C(||1]| L~ + [[€2]|zo) < Cdo.
So for —1 <y <1,

Y

135(y) — tanh(y)| = | / (% — tank (y))dy — tanh(yo) )

< C(||#f — tanh’ |12 + 62/%) < €62,

and in particular, for Jy sufficiently small, |05(£1)| > (1/2)tanh(1). Then with the aid
of Lemma 3 for dp sufficiently small, we have |v3(y)| > (1/4) tanh(1) for |y| > 1. Esti-
mate (E£9) then yields

/|  (Es(y) — anbi) Py < 05,

which also gives us supy, > [U3(y) — tanh(y)| < Cdy (Sobolev embedding), and in particular
|03(1) — tanh(1)] < Cdp. Finally, we get the same result for |y| < 1 by integrating the
derivative:

1
|03(y) — tanh(y)| < \/ (¥ — tanh’)dy| + Cdy < C'p.
y

This completes the proof. 0
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4.3 Perturbation is bounded by ¢

Here we prove estimates used in Section Bl We show that z(r) is controlled by ¢(r), where,
recall,

m
vr—7J”Rv:q1é+q2J”é; Dyé=0

and
o(r) = e*Blh(r/s) + &(r/s)], €= z1e+ zJ" + ~h. (4.11)

Lemma 4.8 Let 2 < p < oo. For d sufficiently small,

z _
[P H;HLP(W) < C (5" g aaey + Nl ey ) (4.12)
q
lzerl 22y < C ( larlzage) + 5 1] oy + Nl o) + ||q||Lz<Rz>) . (413)
and
1 q 2 1
lull ey < C { 5+ larllageey + || @) Hllalzame) + lallz2ee) ) - (4.14)

Proof. We will first show the following:

z
ez + | 7] ooy < € lellzacesy (4.15)
By (TT)), we have
2
e~ Ms(ge)(sr) = (Loz)e + (yh)r + ——havh + &3¢ (4.16)

Since ||z]|x < C||Loz| 2 by @ZH), it suffices to prove that || Loz| < C||q||z2. We first show
that [|&, |2 + [|€/7]| 2 < C|lz]|x. Indeed, since (J"), = —(m/r)hih and h, = (m/r)hyJ"e,
we find m m

& =ze — 2 —hh+h+ 77h1Jhe-

Therefore, since v = O(|z|?) and 7, = O(|z||z,|), we obtain

)

z
Il el + 2l | 2]

z
lérlze < llzrllze + | 2]

where we used the boundedness of h. By (ZZ3), we have |z||p~ < €90, which can be
chosen sufficiently small to yield [|& |2 < C|lz|lx. In a similar manner, we can show
N€/Tll2 < C|lz/7||L2 < C|lz||x. Combining, we obtain

1€l 2 + 11€/7]l 2 < Cllz]lx- (4.17)
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Now we are ready to prove ||Loz|/z2 < C|lq|lz2. Using again v = O(|z|?), v = O(|z]|z]),
and the boundedness of h, we find

£

r

+ C €]l o

2m m
(Yh)r + Th?,’Yh + 7535

2 <Ozl o (lze]l 2 + H;‘

£

r

)

L L2

)< Clgl Nl
L

< Clell (el + |

< Cll€ll e Lozl 2
where we used I1) and ||z||zec < ||£]|z. Thus we have

2m m
Lozl 2 < llsa(s)ll 2 + || (vh)r + = =hayh + €3¢

< lallzs +C el 1 ozlge
L

Since ||£]|z~ < C|l¢|lx < C||z||lx < C9 can be taken sufficiently small, the above inequality
implies

Loz r2 < Cligll 2, (4.18)
which completes the proof of [IH)). Similarly, for any p with 2 < p < oo, we have

120zl < € (llsa(s )z + 2l e (zrllzo + |2 )

< C (s gl + lzll o (IZ02l o + 1 Loz 2) )

where we used Lemma E4l Since ||z can be taken sufficiently small, and using (EIS),
we finally have || Loz||z» < C(s'=2/?||q||z» + ||¢||12), completing the proof of EIZ).
Next we prove [I3). We first show

L(ze)

Jarlzs < € (102G + |ZE2| 4 naclsa). (1.9

L
Indeed, recalling L(ze) = zre + (m/r)hsze, we have
1 1
(Or + =+ mhg)z,«e = (0p + -)zre + " hazye
roor r r
1 m m
— T (L - — — T
(O + 74)( (ze) . hsze) + " hszre

2

1 m? m
= (0, + ;)L(ze) - r—2h%ze + T—zzghghlh.

Set
n:=e"fze and H:= P,
Since 0;jn = D]Hn — (0;H -n)H and (h3), = (m/r)h?, we have

m2

_ 1
e m@RDjI{D]I{n = ((ar + ;)ZT> e — r—2h§Z€

1 m m?
= (0 + =) (2r€) + —2phah — T—thze

1 m m m
= (0, + . + ?h3)(2r6) - 7h3L(ze) + 7z§h1h,
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and therefore we obtain

1 2
HD]HD;-L%HL2 = H <(8T + ;)zr> e— %hgze

L2

1 m m? m? m

= H(GT + ;)L(ze) — 7}13[/(26) — r—2h%26 + T—22’2h3h1h + 7Zéh1h L

1 L(ze) , z
< - —\7) i
coffors b+ |22, .0 1)

L(ze
<o (ol + |22 +izess).
L2

where we used |h1/r| bounded. Since 0;n = D}-Hn — (0;H -n)H, we have
An = 0;0;n = 0; (Di'n— (0;H - n)H) = 0;Df'n — 9; ((0;H - n)H)
= Dj'Di'n — (8;H - Dj'n)H — (9;0;H - n)H — (8;H - 0;n)H — (9;H - 1)9; H.
Therefore, we obtain
1Anl 2 < [|DF* Dl 2 + O H - Dim)H|| o + (D5 H - 0m) H]| 2
+ [1(0;0;H - n)H|[ 12 + (0, H - n)0; H| .
n
< || D).+ (19nl2 + | 2] )

T
L2) '

L(ze)

< |[DF DI o+ C (Il 2+ | 2

Thus

Inll e < C 1 Anl2 < © (II@L(ZE)IILz T H

FlLosls ). (420
L2

Let A = (z€)pr — (z€),/r +m?2e/72, B = (2€),,, and E = (mR(ze),)/r — mRze/r?. Then
direct calculations show

2
(€M ze)p = emOR <—y—2A + B — 2%]5) ,
r r

2
(e ze),, = ™l <—$—A + B+ 2ﬁE> ,

2 r2
mlR mOR [ *Y z? y2
(e™ze) e r_zA + (r_2 — 3 VE

Each of A, B, and E can be expressed in terms of combinations of second derivatives of
n = e ze. This implies, in particular, the estimate ETJ).
It remains to control |0, L(ze)|;2 + || L(ze)/r| ;2. Noting that é&, = —(v, - é)v, (JVé), =
(v - €)v, so
(qé)r = QT’é —q1 (UT’ : é)’l) + Q2(’Ur : é)va

32



and recalling v, (r) = e*®L(h,(r/s) + &.(r/s)), we have

10-(gé)|| = < C (IIqule + H%(

< (larlle + |4

)

2 -1 2
Lo+ lallg 57 lalE2)

1
ot s

where we used ([EI2)). Taking the derivative of Equation G, we get

q
10rLze)llz2 < € (s llarllza+ s |2]

7l
+ H(yh)ﬁ + (2%h37h)r + (%535),«

2 2
s llalZ + all2

i)

We consider first (yh)y,. Using |hy| + |rh.r| < C, we have

[(YR)rrll 2 < C lllver] + [vrhe| + (Y| [l 2
z
< C (el Nzrrllza + el + 2] + 1|

)

2
< (elloo zrrllge + sllals + lali2: + llal )

)

Next we consider (Zhzyh),. In a similar manner, we find

~<o(l3

< C (sllqllzs + llallz2) -

iy
T

A

m 2
H(7h37h)r L + |27l a

;
<0+

L r

For the term (£3£/7),, we have the estimate:

|Zese),

2 2
L, <C (sllalits + llalz2)
Following a similar procedure for ||L(ze)/r| 2, we obtain

L(ze)

2
U2l zee Nzerll e =+ sllallZs + llall3 )

lor L)l + | ,

PECIGTPENE

q L(ze
< C(slarlipa+s |2 ,+ 2l <||8rL(ze)||L2 - H (ze) >
L 1.2
+sllalFs + llallz2),
using ([EET9). Since ||z]| ;- can be taken sufficiently small, we conclude
o,L L)) <o a 2 4.21
10-L(ze)| 2 + <C(sllgrlipz +s =, +sllallze +lallze) (4.21)
L2 L

having used the smallness of ||¢||;2. Combining ([ZI) with ([I9) completes the proof

of (EI3).
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It remains to prove [@I4). Since u(z) = e™+IE (h(r/s) + £(r/s)), it is straightforward
to check that for § sufficiently small,

C

lll gz < — (1 Nl =)

and so (ELI4) follows from (EZ20)) and (EE2T]). This completes the proof of Lemma 0
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