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SCALE-INVARIANT TANGENT-POINT ENERGIES FOR KNOTS

ABSTRACT. We investigate minimizers and critical points for scale-invariant
tangent-point energies TPP'? of closed curves. We show that a) minimizing
sequences in ambient isotopy classes converge to locally critical embeddings in
all but finitely many points and b) show regularity of locally critical embeddings.

Technically, the convergence theory a) is based on a gap-estimate of a
fractional Sobolev spaces in comparison to the tangent-point energy. The
regularity theory b) is based on constructing a new energy £P'? and proving
that the derivative v/ of a parametrization of a TPP%-critical curve v induces
a critical map with respect to £P°? acting on torus-to-sphere maps.
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When modeling and simulating topological effects in the sciences like, e.g. protein
knotting, one has to make a choice how to incorporate the avoidance of interpenetra-
tion of matter, i.e. self-intersections. Either one explicitly models partial differential
equations that incorporate effects such as self-repulsion through penalization. Or one
constructs a comprehensive variational energy that includes self-repulsive behavior,
and hopes that minimizing the energy (or following the steepest descent) delivers
a realistic description. Several such self-repulsive energy functionals have been
proposed and studied extensively over the last forty years® — and all have one thing
in common: modeling topological resistance, i.e. self-repulsion, they are necessarily
nonlocal functionals. Consequently, questions of most central interest such as exis-
tence and regularity for minimizing configurations are very challenging. This holds

for an overview we refer the interested reader to [71, 9]
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especially true for the geometrically most interesting case of scale-invariant knot
energies, i.e. energies for which a curve v and any scaled version Ay have the same
value for any A > 0.

O’Hara and Mo6bius knot energies. The first knot energies have been introduced
by Fukuhara [26] and O’Hara [52, 53, 54], and are known as O’Hara energies. Let
v : R/Z — R3 be the parametrization of a closed regular Lipschitz curve, i.e., 7
is both an immersion and an embedding. For any ap > 4 and p > 2, the O’Hara
energy O*?(+) is given by

a,p o 1 — 1 ’ "(x ! X
O™ A/ZA/Z<|v<x>—v<y>|a dw(v(x)ﬁ(y))“) @)y ()l de dy

where d., is the intrinsic distance on the submanifold v(R/Z) C R3.

These energies are scale-invariant functionals if ap = 4. In this scaling invariant
regime, until recently, only the case of the so-called Mébius energy ©%*? was under-
stood at all. This was due to the celebrated work by Freedman, He, and Wang [25].
They discussed existence of minimizers within prime knot classes and established
Cl1regularity of local minimizers. One can then bootstrap to smoothness [31] and
even analyticity [14].%

The techniques employed in [25] by Freedman et al. crucially rely on the Mobius
invariance of @22, and largely fall apart for O*P? when p # 2 since M6bius
invariance does not hold anymore, cf. [13]. Indeed, there was no progress on neither
existence nor regularity of scale-invariant knot energies besides the Mo6bius energy
for a long time, until in the two recent works [12, 13], three of the authors established
the regularity theory for all scale-invariant O’Hara energies O®P (for critical points
and minimizers) via a new approach. Namely, they showed that critical knots ~
induce via their derivative 7' a sort of fractional harmonic map between R/Z = St
and S2. Then, extending the tools developed for fractional harmonic maps [22, 64],
they obtained a regularity theory via arguments based on compensation effects and
harmonic analysis.

Tangent-point energies for curves. In this work we are interested in scale-
invariant tangent-point energies. As in the case of O’Hara energies, the scale-
invariant situation is the most interesting and challenging one, and up to now it
was completely out of reach. Due to the lack of Mébius invariance,® the geometric
techniques of Freedman, He, and Wang [25] cannot be applied. Let us stress
that Mobius invariance of an energy does not have any impact for applications
and it might be considered a curiosity mostly of geometric-topological interest.
Actually, from the point of view of applications, one can argue that the tangent-
point energies might be preferable to O’Hara energies because they are numerically
simpler to compute [1, 2, 3, 57], and they have a natural generalization to embedded
surfaces [70] which seems to be more convenient than higher dimensional analogues
of O’Hara-type energies, cf. [55, 39].

2Higher regularity via bootstrapping is possible because p = 2 implies the functional is a Hilbert-
space functional; in particular, such arguments are independent of the presence of scale-invariance,
see [56, 10, 74].

3As for O’Hara energies [13] one can check this assertion by numerically computing the energy
of a stadion curve before and after applying a Mobius transform.
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FIGURE 1. The tangent-point radius R; is the radius of the
smallest sphere tangential to v at vy(x) and traversing v(y). It
tends to zero when (z) — ~y(y) while v(x) and ~(y) belong to two
different strands of . Its reciprocal converges to the local curvature
as y — .

The “classical” tangent-point energy has been studied first by Buck and Orloff [20].

It amounts to the double integral over the reciprocal of
Ry(z.y) = — 1@ = V()P
’ 2y (z) A (v(@) = v(v)

which is the smallest radius of a sphere passing through ~(x) and (y) while being
tangential at (z), see Figure 1. Later on, Gonzalez and Maddocks [28] obtained
a family of energies by taking the integrand to suitable powers. Decoupling these
powers as proposed in [11], we arrive at the two-parameter family

‘ @A (y(2) — () !
D,q L 1’ ()] " / -
TP?9(v) ~—/M/M e 17" ()7 (y)| d dy

) = ()P
_ @) A @) = YOy =ap (0
/R/Z /R/Z [v(z) — v(y)|P Iy (@)Y (y)| da dy

for any embedded v € C%(R/Z,R3). As a standing assumption, we will always
restrict the parameters to satisfy ¢ +2 < p < 2¢+ 1. If p > 2¢q 4+ 1, the energy
is infinite even for some smooth diffeomorphisms. If p < ¢ + 2, then TP?? is not
self-repulsive. The subfamily studied by Gonzalez and Maddocks can be recovered by
letting p = 2¢; the Buck—Orloff functional corresponds to TP*?. While the O’Hara
energies O%? for « — 0 and p = % converge to Gromov’s distortion functional, cf.
29, 53, 13], the tangent point energies TP??? converge to Federer’s reach as ¢ — oo,
cf. [24, 28].

Strzelecki and von der Mosel [69] obtained the first and so far only fundamental
result concerning the scale-invariant case p = ¢ + 2. They showed in particular that
the images of curves with finite TPY"? % energy form a topological one-manifold.
However, this could be a nonsmooth object, e.g., a non-differentiable curve, see
Example 4.7 — or even worse: a doubly-traversed line which has zero energy, see
Example 4.1! So there is an issue with even defining the notion of minimizing
embedded curves of the tangent-point energies. While the energy of the doubly-
traversed line is zero and thus the global minimizer, it is certainly not a smooth
manifold and therefore should not count as an acceptable minimizer. Let us remark
that none of this was an issue for O’Hara energies which would be infinite on any
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periodic parametrization of a straight segment — the tangent point energies are more
extrinsic than the O’Hara energies.

Main results. With the example of the doubly-traversed line in mind, in order to
discuss minimizers in the class of knots (i.e. closed embedded curves), we restrict
our interest to those curves which appear as limits of diffeomorphisms.

Let us introduce the localized energy for A C R/Z by

TPPY(v; A) := ‘7/‘2_(1/ / 1Y (z) A (y(z) — ’Y(y))|q da dy
ala @) —@)P
where we assume « to be parametrized by arclength, || = const.
Following the spirit of an analogue strategy for Willmore surfaces [59, Defini-
tion I.1], we introduce the following terminology.

Definition 1.1 (Homeomorphisms with locally small tangent-point energy). A
Lipschitz map v : R/Z — R3? is called a homeomorphism with locally e-small
tangent-point energy at x € R/Z if there exists an open interval B(x,r) C R/Z and
a sequence of C'-homeomorphisms 7, : R/Z — R3, |v;| = ¢ > 0, such that

(1) 4% converges uniformly to v on R/Z,
(2) sup;, TP (v;;R/Z) < o0, and
(3) supy, TPP4(yy; B(z,7)) < € for some r > 0.

Our first main result states that sequences of curves with uniformly bounded
tangent-point energy converge to homeomorphisms with locally e-small tangent-point
energy outside of at most finitely many points. More precisely, we will prove the
following assertion.

Theorem 1.2. Letp=q+2,q>1, A >0, and e > 0. Then there exists an integer
K = K(q,e,A) such that any sequence (Vi) ey C CH(R/Z,R?) of closed embedded
curves with

sup TP7T29(7) < A
keN

converges — after possibly translating, rescaling, and reparametrizing v and passing
to a subsequence — to a Lipschitz map v : R/Z — R? with the following properties.
embeddedness: v is a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism.

arclength parametrization: |y/'(z)| =1 for a.e. x € R/Z.

lower semicontinuity: TP472%(y) < liminfj_, o TP 39 ().

subcritical Sobolev-space: v € W1T4(R/Z,R3) for any 0 < s < %.
Moreover — and this is crucial — we locally control the critical Sobolev norm outside
of a singular set ¥ containing at most K points: for any zo € (R/Z)\X there exists
some 1y, > 0 such that

® Supyg TPq+2,q(’W€7 B(l’o, rzo)) <g,
1
e v weakly converges to v in the Sobolev space WHE’Q(B(JSO,?"%),R:S),

e and sup|yg]? 1 < sup TP () B(wg,74,)) < €.
k WY (B(wo,r2g)) k

Remark 1.3 (Pull-tight). In analogy to harmonic maps and O’Hara energies, we
expect examples for p = ¢ 4+ 2 where the singular set ¥ in Theorem 1.2 is nonempty.
The idea is as follows. Take a (closed) smooth curve containing a piece of a straight
line and replace the latter by a small nontrivially knotted arc. Shrinking this arc to
zero (“pull-tight”) produces a sequence of curves with uniformly bounded energy,
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cf. [53, Thm. 3.1]. In the limit curve we observe a change of topology along with a
loss of energy, ruling out strong convergence with respect to the Sobolev norm.

For the Mobius energy 022, one can use the Mébius invariance to rewrite a
minimizing sequence into one that avoids “concentration of topology in a small set”
see [25] for this notion, and [50] for a survey. Even more is true in this special case:
the Mobius energy can be decomposed into several Mdbius invariant energies that
control different features, cf. [35, 36, 37, 38, 51, 40].

Remark 1.4. In light of two-dimensional analogues [34, 49], one might conjecture
that the limit curve v from Theorem 1.2 does not necessarily belong to a Sobolev
space on R/Z, but this is certainly not clear to us.

Theorem 1.2 is much simpler to prove if p > g + 2, cf. [6, 11]. In our limiting
range p = ¢+ 2, Theorem 1.2 can be understood as a one-dimensional counterpart to
the fundamental theorem of Miiller and Sverak [49], who showed that surfaces with
small second fundamental form w.r.t. the L2-norm can be conformally parametrized.
We also refer to earlier works by Toro [72, 73] as well as [41, 44, 42, 60, 61, 66].
Indeed, Theorem 1.2 is strongly inspired by the “weak closure theorem” for the
Willmore energy, see [61, Theorem 3.55].

As a particular consequence of Theorem 1.2, homeomorphisms with locally
small tangent-point energy as described in Definition 1.1 appear as limits of smooth
minimizing sequences (minimizing, e.g., with respect to isotopy classes, see Section 3).
Since the convergence of minimizing sequence is only weak, in general the limits of
minimizing sequences may not be minimizers — indeed they may not belong to the
same isotopy class due to bubbling effects (also called pull-tights). This is why we
introduce, once more in analogy to Willmore surfaces [59, Definition 1.2], the notion
of local critical embeddings.

Definition 1.5 (Locally critical embedding). A homeomorphism with locally small
tangent-point energy at € R/Z as in Definition 1.1 is a locally critical embedding
in B(z,r) if

ITPP (v, 0) =0 for all p € C°(B(z,7),R?).

The notion of locally critical embedding as in Definition 1.5 can be justified by
the following theorem which states that any minimizing sequence of curves (w.r.t.
isotopy classes, cf. Section 3) converges away from finitely many points to a local
critical embedding.

Theorem 1.6. Let p = q+2. Let [y0] be an ambient isotopy class and let (7x),cy C
[Y0] be a minimizing sequence for
A= inf TPP(y)
Y€[vol

in the sense that v, € C*(R/Z,R3) are homeomorphisms and v, (R/Z) belongs to
the ambient isotopy class [yo| for all k € N.

Then, up to reparametrization, translation, rescaling and passing to a subsequence,
Y uniformly converges to a limit map v : R/Z — R3 which is a locally critical
embedding in the sense of Definition 1.5 except for a finite exception set ¥ C R/Z
whose cardinality is bounded in terms of A.

Our last main result concerns regularity: the limit of minimizing sequences is
reqular outside a finite singular set 3. Indeed, we have regularity theory for critical
points as in Definition 1.5.
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Theorem 1.7. Let ¢ > 2. Let v : R/Z — R3 be a homeomorphism with finite
global and small local tangent-point energy around B(xo,r) as in Definition 1.1 that
is a locally critical embedding in B(xo,r) of TP as in Definition 1.5. Then
v € CY¥(B(xo, 5),R?) for some uniform constant o = a(q) > 0.

From the previous two results we draw the following conclusion.

Corollary 1.8. Let [yo] be an ambient isotopy class and let v C [yo] be a minimizing
sequence for

A= inf TPP9(y)
v€[o]

in the sense that (Y),ey C C°(R/Z,R?) is a sequence of homeomorphisms and
v (R/Z) belongs to the knot class [yo] for all k € N.

Then, up to reparametrization, translation, and rescaling and taking a subsequence,
Y converges to a limit map v : R/Z — R3 which is a weak critical point in the
sense of Definition 1.5 outside of finitely many points (whose number is bounded
in terms of A). In particular, in view of Theorem 1.7, the limit is C1'% outside of
finitely many points.

Remark 1.9. In Theorem 1.7 we restrict to the scale-invariant case p = ¢ + 2. For
the non scaling-invariant case ¢ > 2 and p > ¢+ 2 a C1®-regularity is a consequence
of previous work by [69], with & depending on p — ¢ — 2 > 0. Let us remark that a
slight adaptation of our arguments, similar in spirit to adaptations carried out in
[46] implies C1:*-regularity with o independent of p — ¢ — 2 > 0.

Also, in Theorem 1.7 we restrict our attention to ¢ > 2 (which includes the
“classical” tangent point energy T*?2), but we expect that it is only a minor technical
difficulty to obtain the same result for the case ¢ > 1.

Lastly, we consider the target space R? throughout this paper to keep the
notation simple, but again we expect our results to carry over to curves of arbitrary
co-dimension without more than minor technical difficulties.

Outline and comments on the proofs. In Section 2 we introduce the Sobolev
spaces that are essential for this article. In Section 3 we review the notion of ambient
isotopy and adapt this concept to Wlts:5 curves. While this is, to the best of our
knowledge, a new result, the main ideas are related to the well-established theory of
homotopy groups of Sobolev maps, e.g. in [67, 4].

In Section 4 we prove our first main theorem, Theorem 1.2, which states that
sequences of diffeomorphisms with uniformly bounded tangent-point energy converge
outside of a finite singular set. The argument is based on a gap-estimate, vaguely
reminiscent of and substantially inspired by arguments due to Miiller—Sverak [49]
and Hélein [32] who showed that limits of conformally parametrized two-dimensional
maps with a sufficiently small L?-bound on the second fundamental form are either
point maps or bi-Lipschitz. A further crucial ingredient is an adaptation of the
“straightness” analysis developed by Strzelecki and von der Mosel [69] (which in
their case leads to the fact that finite energy curves are topological one-manifolds).

In Section 5 we prove our second main theorem, Theorem 1.6, which asserts that
minimizing sequences converge to critical points. This is based on Theorem 1.2
combined with a fractional Luckhaus-type lemma, Lemma 5.3, and the theory of
isotopy classes for Sobolev maps from Section 3.

In Section 6 we prove the regularity theory, Theorem 1.7. We follow the spirit
of [13], building a bridge to harmonic map theory. Namely, we introduce an energy
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£4 such that the arclength parametrization v of a critical knot TP97%4 induces via
its derivative 4/ a critical map of £7 in the class of maps from R/Z to the sphere S2.
The energy £9 is structurally similar to the W '%_seminorm whose critical points
are called Wa'?-harmonic maps. For ¢ = 2 techniques for regularity theory of W32
harmonic maps between manifolds were introduced in the pioneering work by Da
Lio and Riviere [22, 21]; this was extended to WY harmonic maps into spheres
in [64]. Here, we extend the techniques of [64] to obtain the regularity for derivatives
~" of the arclength-parametrization of critical knots ~.

Notation. When A < CB for some constant C, we write A < B or B = A. We use
the notation A ~ B if both A < B and B < A. Throughout this work, constants
will depend on “unimportant” factors like p and ¢ and may change from line to line.

Balls (i.e. intervals) in R will be denoted by B(z,p). We will allow ourselves
an abuse of notation to denote geodesic balls in R/Z by the same notation. All
our arguments are local in nature, so that we only need to work with balls which
correspond to Euclidean balls.
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2. PRELIMINARIES ON SOBOLEV MAPS

In this section we recall some basic notation and properties of Sobolev maps.
For s € (0,1), p € (1,00), 2 C R open, the Sobolev space W#P?(Q) is defined as
all maps f € LP(Q) such that

) — P v
flwsr) = (/Q ) mdxdy) < 00.
For s € (1,2) the Sobolev space W*P () is defined to be the space of f € LP(2),
f e LP(Q), and
[ Tws-1p() < 00.
One important observation, cf. [5, Lemma 2.1], is that small Wl+s:5_Sobolev norm

implies a bi-Lipschitz estimate if |y/| > 0. Namely we have,

Lemma 2.1. Let s € (0,1). For any A\ > Ay > 0 there exists € = (A1, A2, 5) >0
such that the following holds. For any —oo < a < b < oo and for any v €

Lip ([a, b], R3) such that

inf [v/| > A

oy 712N
and

/

et () <&
we have
V(@) = ()| = Aslz —y.
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Proof. First we prove the following inequality

21 bW=@F (m?_w/m /[ ) = G b d

|z — yl?

The estimate (2.1) is a consequence of the fundamental theorem of calculus, which
says that for any x # y we have

Then

) 2@ = [ [ 0y G der deo
=5 [ [ e P dndn - g [ [ ) - G da dee

1
2o-yP O =5 [ [ W) - )P dada
[z,y] J[z,y]

This establishes (2.1).
The claim of Lemma 2.1 follows from (2.1) once we show that for any s € (0, 1)
there exists a constant C' = C(s) such that

1
2.2 S "(z1) =~ (22)|?dz1 dze < C 2 .
22) 2z —y? /[xy]/y 7 (z1) =7 (z2)]" der dzz < Os) [W]W*E«mb»

Indeed, once (2.2) is established, we choose € > 0 such that
()\1)2 — 0(8)52 > ()\2)2.
Then — under the assumptions of Lemma 2.1 — we conclude that

Iy(y) — () 2
PRI ()

which is what we wanted to show.
It remains to establish (2.2), and for this we consider three cases.
For s = %, (2.2) is a consequence of the following observation

1 ! ! 2
—_— — dz1 d
Tl I LU R (O RETS

2
af [ elter,,,
ot S \Zl*ZQI

- < 12 .
2[ ]W5 () ~ 2[ ]W2’2([a,b])
For the case s € (% 1), we additionally observe that by Lemma A.3 there exists a
constant C' = C(s) such that
12 < 12 .
[y ]W%,Q((mb)) <C(s)[y ]Ws,%((mb))
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This establishes (2. 2) for all s € [3,1).
If s € (0, ) then 5= > 1. Hence, by Jensen’s inequality,

ool [ [ W) -y P dda
[=,y] / [z,y]
= <|33 - y|72/ / 1V (21) — 7' (22)|? dz1 d22>
[z,y] / [z,y]
2s
= <|x—y|2/ / 17 (21) —71(22)\%6121 de)
[=,y] / [=,y]
1 2s
/ / |'Y 21 (;:2) - le dZQ
e.9] /2,y] \ZrZQI

This establishes (2.2) for s € (0, 1), and we can conclude. O

1
35 28

Let us also remark the following consequence of Lemma 2.1, which states that
closed curves have minimal W1+37%-energy.

Corollary 2.2. Let s € (0,1), —o00o < a < b < co. For any A > 0 there exists
e =¢(\ a,b,8) >0 so that the following holds.
Whenever v € Lip ((a,b),R3) N C%([a,b]) with v(a) = ~v(b) and inf |[y/| > A, then
Vet > €.
W*'s ([a,b])
/
Proof. If [y ]WS,%([a,b])
bilipschitz, and thus
[y(a) =~(0)] = lim_lim |y(z) —(y)| = c[b - al.

z—at y—b—

< ¢ for small enough € we know from Lemma 2.1 that v is

3. AMBIENT ISOTOPY FOR SOBOLEV CURVES

A homotopy theory for Sobolev maps has been introduced and established a
long time ago. The spirit is that for maps in VMO (see e.g. the phenomenal work
[18, 19]) homotopy classes exist, and by Sobolev embedding, homotopy groups for
W* % (5", N) coincide with the classical homotopy groups for continuous maps.
In particular, this leads to a beautiful theory of density [67, 4]. There are many
extensions, e.g. to more general Sobolev spaces [30, 58, 48, 15, 17, 16].

We begin here to introduce the fundamental results on isotopy classes (for curves)
in fractional Sobolev spaces following the spirit of homotopy classes. To the best
of our knowledge, the results in this section are new, in particular our main result,
Theorem 3.7, which says that small Sobolev-variations of smooth curves do not
change their isotopy class. However, there is some overlap with [8] where an isotopy
theory for closed sets with controlled bi-Lipschitz constant is developed.

We begin by defining ambient isotopy (by which we mean C'-ambient isotopy).

Definition 3.1. Two sets X,Y C R? are called ambient isotopic, if there exists an
ambient isotopy, namely I € C1([0,1] x R?), such that

o I(t,-): R® — R3 is a surjective diffeomorphism for all ¢ € [0, 1],

e 1(0,p) = p for all p € R?,
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e I(1,): X =Y is a surjective homeomorphism.

When working with parametrized curves, the following result is very useful:
Smooth enough isotopy coincides with ambient isotopy, see [33, Chapter 8, Theorem
1.6, p.181].

Theorem 3.2. Let y9,v1 € CYR/Z,R3) be two diffeomorphisms, and assume
there exists a Cl-isotopy between them, that is T € C*([0,1] x R/Z,R3) such that
I'(0,-) =70() and I'(1,) = v0(") and

I'(t,-) : R/Z — R® s a diffeomorphism for all t € [0,1].
Then the images vo(R/Z) and v1(R/Z) are ambient isotopic.

We begin by defining ambient isotopy classes for regular WHS’%—homeomorphisms.
Observe that in view of the formal analogy to homotopy classes, having the techniques
by Brezis and Nirenberg [18, 19], one might hope for an “s=0" theory (i.e. v €
VMO), but we will not pursue that question here. Also, we will make no attempt to
consider the higher-dimensional version, but rather focus on the situation at hand,
which are curves.

Definition 3.3 (Regular Sobolev homeomorphism). A homeomorphism v € W1+:3 (R/Z, R3)
is called regular if
0 < inf |[7/| < sup|y/| < o0

where inf and sup are the essential infimimum and supremum, respectively.

The isotopy class is derived from smooth approximating maps, whose existence
is the content of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Let vy € W1+S’%(R/Z,R3) be a regular homeomorphism . Then there
exists a sequence of smooth diffeomorphisms i : R/Z — R with

1
iinf || <inf|y;,| <sup|y| <sup|y'| forallkeN
such that

k—o0

e = VLo ®y/z) + [7e — 7]W1+s,%(R/Z) — 0.
Proof. Set
A == inf |[y/].
Fix some g > 0 to be specified later.
By absolute continuity of the integral there exists dg = do(7y) € (0,1) such that

sup
B(1080)CR/Z

/
et (saosey) < 20
Since 7 is a continuous and injective map, the following infimum is attained and
larger than 0

er:= inf [y(z) —~(y)| > 0.
le—y[>5do
Let n € C2°(B(0,1),[0,1]), [ n = 1, be the usual mollifier kernel, and ns := §~1n(-/4).

Set
1

vs(x) :=ns xy(x) = / n(z)v(x 4+ 6z) dz.

-1
By periodicity of v, 75 is 1-periodic, and thus is well-defined 75 : R/Z — R3. More-

over, [vs —7] 220, 0, and by Sobolev embedding ||vs — ||z (r/z) 220,

witet (R/z)
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Let 41 € (0,0¢) such that
1
(3.1) 176 — Yoo ®/z) < 10! for all 6 € [0, 61].

We need to show (for the right choice of () that for § € (0,01) 75 is a diffeomorphism
as requested in the claim.
It is easy to see from the definition of ~y5 that

Vs ()| < sup 5’| V6 > 0.
First we observe that for almost any « € R/Z and almost any z € R/Z we have
5@ = V' (2)] = s(@) = ()] = A = s (x) =+ (2)]-

Since this holds for almost every z € R/Z, we can integrate this inequality, f B(x.6) dz,
and find

hs@l 2 A= pita) =Y da

B(z,0)
Now we have 5 = 15 * (7'), and thus

][ (@) =+ (2)] d
B

5)
< ][ ][ W (z1) = ' (2)] dea dz
B(z,8)J B(,s)
(

(z,

(z
< /
~S [V]Ws,g Blas) < 0
That is, we have shown

[v5(z)] > A — Cey  for almost any z € R/Z.

So if we choose €9 < %, we therefore have
A
inf 35| > 2 V9 € (0,40).
Now choosing & possibly even smaller (depending on ), we obtain from Lemma 2.1
that
A
(32) 21t =yl =lve(@) =25y Vo € (0,80, |z —y| < do.

On the other hand,
[vs(@) = vs(¥)| = (@) —v(W)| = 2llv — Y5l po--

In view of (3.1), we thus have

2 1
(3-3) s(@) =)l = (1= 35)er Vlz =yl > 500, 0 €[0,01].
Combining (3.2) and (3.3), we obtain

1
|vs () —vs(y)| > 100 min{\, dpe1 }|z —y| Va,y € R/Z Vo € [0,d1].

Consequently, s is a one-to-one map with inf |y5| > 0.
Hence, 75 is a smooth homeomorphism with nonvanishing derivative (i.e. its
an immersion), thus 75 is a diffeomorphism. The proof is concluded by choosing

Vi = Yoy - U
Kk
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Now that we have approximating smooth diffeomorphisms, we argue that they
all eventually are of the same ambient isotopy type.

Proposition 3.5. Let v € W1+S’§(R/Z,R3) be a regular homeomorphism. Then
there exists € = e(y,s) > 0 such that for any 71,752 € C*(R/Z,R3) with

(3.4) 19 = Allpe + 5 =] <€
and

5 inf /] < inf ] < sup 3{] < 2supl| i =12,
we have that 71 is ambient isotopic to .

Proof. The strategy of the proof is very similar to the proof of Lemma 3.4.
Set

1
A= 3 inf |7/|.

Fix some g > 0 to be specified later.
By absolute continuity there exists dg = do(7y) € (0,1) such that

1
—£0-

/
sup h]WS%(B(lO&))) <3

B(1060)CR/Z
Since v is continuous and injective, the following infimum is attained and larger
than 0

inf |y(z) —(y)[ > 0.

€1 = —
10 jz—y|> 160

Assume € < 145 min{eg, &1} in (3.4), then we have

sup
B(1080)CR/Z

~/ .
[%]Ws’%(B(loéo)) <f =12

and

inf  |Fi(z) —A%(y)| > e > 0.
lz—y|> 560

Let n € C>(B(0,1),[0,1]), [n = 1, be the usual mollifier kernel, and 7s :=
57 1n(-/68). Set
Vo 1= 106 %Y
and
Yi,6 1= M5 * V-
Let 6; be such that

1
- o < —— 0 01].
95 = 7llz= < gg5e1 Vo € [0,31]

By the choice of ¢ < ¢; we then have
- - 1 .
17,6 = FillLe < 10t Vo €[0,01],i=1,2.

As in the proof of Lemma 3.4, we obtain that for each ¢ € [0,0], Vs, 7i,6 are
diffeomorphisms satisfying
96 (2) = Fis )], [vs(x) =15 (y)| = M -yl Va,y €R/Z V6 € [0,61]
for X := o5 min{\, doe1 }-
Since ¥; 5 220, 75, and 7; are smooth diffeomorphisms, we get from Theorem 3.2
that 4; 5, is ambient isotopic to 4; for ¢ =1, 2.
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Now we show that ¥; s, is ambient isotopic to s, for i = 1,2. Indeed set
Fi('at) = t’?iﬁo + (1 - t)’yéo'

This is clearly a smooth homotopy, we only need to show that for each fixed ¢ € [0, 1]
it is a diffeomorphism. But observe that

|F1(Iat) _Fz(yat”
>1750 (@) = Y60 ()| — |z =yl 175, — Vi, lLoe
> (A =115, — Aisollzee) [z —yl.
Now
/ ~/ < L < < €
175, = VisollL < %Iln oo Iy = Aillzes < %Hn [zt
That is,

3

So if we choose ¢ even smaller, namely if we ensure that ¢ < ﬁdoﬂn’ Iz, then we
have found that I'(¢,-) is globally bilipschitz, and thus a diffeomorphism for each
t € [0,1]. This and Theorem 3.2 imply that v, and 4; s, are ambient isotopic, for
each i =1,2.

In particular, 4,5, is ambient isotopic to 72,5,. Since we have already shown
that 4, 5, is ambient isotopic to 7; for each ¢ = 1,2, we conclude that 4, is ambient
isotopic to Js. 0

Since by Lemma 3.4 any W1+S’%-regular Sobolev homeomorphism has an approx-
imation by a regular diffeomorphisms, and by Proposition 3.5 these approximating
diffeomorphisms eventually are all of the same ambient isotopy type, the following
definition is justified.

Definition 3.6. e Let [y] be an ambient isotopy class. We say that a
regular Wits:3_Sobolev homeomorphism v; belongs to [yg] if there exist
approximating diffeomorphisms 41  such that 41 € [yo] for eventually all
keN.

e Equivalently, let 71,72 € Wts% (R/Z, R3) be two regular homeomorphisms.
We say that «; and 9 are (Sobolev-)ambient isotopic,

Y1~ 2,

if the following properties are met: There exist approximating diffeomor-
phisms 41 and A2k converging in L N Wits 2 (R/Z,R3) to v and 7,
respectively, and each satisfy

1
5 inf [vil < inf |5; | <sup |3 | < 2suply;| i=1,2.

Moreover, 71, and 2 ¢ are ambient isotopic for all but finitely many & and

L.

Our main result in this section is that two curves which differ only locally and in
a set where they have small critical Sobolev norm, have the same ambient isotopy

type.

Theorem 3.7. There exists a uniform € > 0 such that the following holds.
Let y1,7v2 € CH(R/Z,R?) be diffeomorphisms with
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e 3< || <2 inR/Z fori=1,2
and assume that there is a ball B(p) C R/Z such that the following holds:
o flz—yl < |yi(x) = viy)| < §le —yl for all 2,y € B(10p),
! N
b [,yi]Ws‘%(B(lop)) <egi=12,
o we have dist (vi(R/Z\B(9p)),(B(8p)) > 1gagp fori=1,2,
o vi(z) =y (z) for all x € R/Z\B(3p),
I =2l Lo &/2) < 165 To05 -
Then v1(R/Z) and v2(R/Z) are ambient isotopic.

Proof. Let n € C*(B(0,2),[0,1]), [z n = 1. Denote by ns := d~'n(-/4).

Let 6 € C°(B(5p),[0,1]) such that § = 1 in B(4p). We can construct 6 such
that [|6/]| L~ S 5.

Set

yis(z) = /B o 1)+ 80(2)2)

In the following we need to choose first some ¢ > 0, and then obtain some £ > 0
depending on o.
1

7: is ambient isotopic to ¥; », for some uniform constant o € (0, 5)

vi,s would be the usual convolution if § = 1.
First observe that v; s(x) = v;(z) for x € R/Z\B(5p). Moreover, we have

5
Yi,s(x) —yi(w) = /B( )n(Z) (vi(@ + 00(2)2) — vi(x)) dz < [IVill Lo Ol16]| Lo 2= 0.
0,1

Also we have
Vialw) = [ )i+ 80(2)2) (1400 (0)z)
B(0,1)
Thus (recall |6'| < %)
i@ < I~ (1+€2),
that is for a certain (essentially uniform) o € (0,1) we can ensure that
iollie < 5 V6 <op.
It is the other direction which is more tricky. We have for any z, z € B(5p)
|17i.s ()] = 1]
< |hs(@)] = R + 5
< hsl@) — 2] + 7.
In particular, for any z € B(0, 1),
17,5 ()] = 1]

, 1
<|ris(@) —vile +00(2)2)| + 7.
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Integrating in z, as the left-hand side is a constant, we obtain

17,5 ()] = 1]
:][ / n(z2)7i(z + 60(x)22) (1 + 66 (x)22)d2e — i (z + 660(z)z)| dz + i
B(0,1) |/ B(0,1)
:][ / n(z2) (Yi(z + 60(2)22) (1 + 660’ () 29) — vi(x + 60(x)2)) d2a| dz + i
B(0,1) |/B(0,1)

1
g][ / |(Vi(z + 60(2)22) (1 + 660" (2)22) — vi(x + §0(x)2))| d2e dz + 1
B(0,1) J B(0,1)
s
s
Now observe that §(z) is a fixed, nonnegative number. If §(z) = 0, then the double
integral is zero. If 6(x) > 0, by substitution,

][ / (& + 66(x)22) — Lz + 80(x)2)]| dz dzs
B(0,1) J B(0,1)

1
g][ / (@ + 00(2)22) — L(x + 60(2)2)| d=dzs + ~ + C
B(0,1) J B(0,1) 4

1 / / (@ (9 vy
< 17 (%) — 7i(9)| dz dy
(60(2))? JB(a,50(2)) J B(x.060(x))

<[~/
N[’Yl}wé’q(B(m,ée(r))

<I!
<Dl damaonm <©

That is, we have shown that for each x € B(5p) we have
1 0
; -1 <=+C(= .
i@l =1 < 1+ CC +2)
The constant C is uniform, so if § < op and € < 1 (uniform constant), we get that

5 11
(3.5) S <his@) < Ve eR/Z

(Observe this estimate is trivial for all  where v; 5 = ;).
Next we estimate the Sobolev norm, namely we have

& +2,

/
[’yi,é] Wé’q(B(IOp)) P

1 <
W (B(9p)) ~
Indeed, we have

Vis(@) = 7is(W)]
< / [7i (@ + 80(2)2) (1 + 60 (x)z) — 7(y + 0(y)2) (1 + 06’ (y)z)| d=

B(0,1)

1) ’ —_ A zZ)| dz
§(1+Cp)/]3(0,1) il + 60(x)2) —7i(y + 30(y)2)| d

+ Wil / 160/ () — 80/ (y)] dz.
(

)

First we observe

[ 160 - w)] do 5 o -y
B(0,1) p
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and consequently, for any ¢ > 1

q
I} |66 (x) — 60" (y)] d= q
/ / ( B(0,1) . ) dx dy 5 (6> pq — §9.
B(9p) J/ B(9p) |z -y p

We thus arrive at

h/z (ﬂwa “(B(9p ))

<05q+(1+0 / / / (e + 80(@)2) = %y + B 5 o o
B(0,1) /B(9p) / B(9p) |z —yl

Observe that |14 06'(x)z| > 1 — C% >1— Co (for § < op). Moreover,

|z +00(2)z — (y +00(y)2)| < |z —y[+ - \w—yISQIJS—yI-

So we can use the change of variables formula, to obtain

/ / [vi(x 4 060(x)2) — vi(y + 56(y)2)|* dr dy
9p) B(9p)

|z —yl?
Vil + 00(x)2) — iy + 06(y)2)| / /
L ! 14 00" (x)z|dx |1 + 60’ (y)z|dy
1—00 /B(gp)/3<9p |$+59() — (y + 060(y)2)|? | (e)zidz | W)
i) —vi(y)|?
t dxd
1—00 /B(lOp)/B(lOp) |m—y|2 v

In conclusion, for o (and €) small enough we have shown
! < <
(3.6) Disslydoa popyy S0 YO < op.
Here ¢¢ can be the small constant of Lemma 2.1, and get that %7 s is uniformly
bilipschitz in B(9p). Outside it does not even change for all § < op.
Consequently,
Yis i [0,0p] x R/Z — R?
is an isotopy with uniformly bounded bilipschitz estimate, and by Theorem 3.2, ~;
and v; 5, are ambient isotopic.
V1,0p a0d 72 5, are ambient isotopic
Let

r:[0,1] xR/Z — R?
given by the convex combination
L(t,2) == t1,0p(x) + (1 = )72,00(7).
From the estimates above, we have
11
10T (L, ) || Lo < 3 vt € 10, 1].

We need to get a uniform bilipschitz estimate for T
First, since 1 = 72 in R/Z\B(3p) and o € (0, 1),

Vl,ap(x) = 72,0/7(:17) Vr e R/Z\B(% )
Thus,
I(t,z) = m,0p(x) Voe R/Z\B(% ).
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In view of (3.6) and (3.5) combined with Lemma 2.1, we know that 1 », is uniformly
bilipschitz in B(9p), namely

inf in F(t,l‘) — F(t,y)
te[0,1] 2,y B(9p)\B(7p/2) |z — vyl
Secondly, since 6 = 0 in R/Z\B(5p),

M,0p(®) = Y2,0p() = 11 (x) = 2(x) Vo € R/Z\B(5p).

(3.7) > 0.

Thus,
I'(t,x) =m(z) VzeR/Z\B(5p).
Since 7y, is a regular diffeomorphism, this implies that
(3.8) inf in L2 Tty
t€[0,1] z,yER/Z\ B(5p) |z — y|
Combining (3.7) and (3.8) we have

> 0.

(3.9) mf f LB TGy

> 0.
tel0,1] z,yeR/Z\B(Zp) |z — y

It remains to show the bilipschitz estimate for |I'(¢,z) — I'(¢,y)| only for z,y €
B(4p). For such z,y,
0t 2) =T 9)| 2[71.00(2) = 11.00(Y)
=Tt 2) = m0p(2) = (T Y) = 71,05 (1)

Z%M—m
=t = D11,00(@) + (1 = )72,0p(®) = ((t = DY1,0p(y) + (1 = )12,00 (1))
=§m—m

— (1 =D1,00¥) = Y1,00(T) — (V2,00(Y) — V2,00(7)) |

>l —y

_255 Y

- /[ 1 (2) =2 2
x,y

1 ! !
Z\l5— 171,00 = V2.0pll L0 (B(ap)) | 17— yl-
Since z,y € B(4p), 0(x) = 0(y) = 1. Thus,
||Vi,ap - ’Yé,ap||L°°(B(4p)) =[|op * " - Nop * Vé||L°o(B(4p))

1
§;p||’ﬁ - ’YéHLl(B(ep))

p ! !
<Py
~op %1 VQ]W%’Q(B(Gp))
=
[ a_ .
In the last step we used Poincaré inequality (and the fact that v = ~4 close to

9B(6p)).
So if we choose € such that € <« ¢ we obtain

1
IHLM*FQWHZZ@*yIVLyEBMM-
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Combining this with (3.9), we have shown that I' is an isotopy. In view of The-
orem 3.2, y1,-(R/Z) and 72 ,(R/Z) are ambient isotopic. Since in turn v; , and
~; are ambient isotopic for i = 1,2, we have proven that 7, is ambient isotopic to
Y2- [

4. HOMEOMORPHISMS APPEAR AS LIMITS: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

It is easy to construct Lipschitz parametrization of curves v : R/Z — R? with
vanishing tangent-point energy TP?Y(y) = 0, p > ¢ + 2, but with no reasonable

p—

regularity, namely v ¢ C'(R/Z,R?) and v ¢ W= 4(R/Z,R?).

Example 4.1. For any Lipschitz map 4 : R/Z — [0,1/2] with |3'| = 1, if we set
y(z) := (7,0,0) € R? then
' (@) A (v(@) = v(y)| = 0.
In particular, if for any = € R/Z there are only finitely many y € R/Z such that
A(z) = A(y), we have that
' (@) A (v(2) = ()| > 2
=0 L*ae (z,y) € (R/2),
[y(z) = ()P

and thus TP??(v) = 0.
E.g., take 4 to be

ol NI

ot t<
W)'_{é—t tel: 1]’

Then 7' has a jump discontinuity at ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 0. Thus 7/ ¢ C(R/Z,R?) and
p—q—1

~ ¢ WpTl’q(R/Z,R3) whenever v ¢ W'« 9(R/Z,R?) for any p > ¢ + 2 and
q € (1,00).

It is easy to extend this example into a map v with countably many points of
non-differentiability but still TP?9(y) = 0.

See also example of k-covered circle [69, after Theorem 1.1].

Example 4.1 shows that there is no hope to classify a reasonable energy space of
Lipschitz maps 7 : R/Z — R? with finite tangent-point energy. Rather we investigate
the space of diffeomorphisms with finite tangent-point energy, which turns out to
be more manageable — this is the content of the following Theorem 4.2 which is the
main theorem of this section. In particular, Theorem 4.2 implies Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 4.2. For any A > 0 and € > 0 there exists an L = L(e,A) € N such that
the following holds.
Let v, € CYR/Z,R3), |v;| = 1, be homeomorphisms with

sup ||z Lo 4 sup TPP () < A.
k k

Then there exists a subsequence (Vx,)ien and v € Lip (R/Z,R?) such that the follow-
ing holds for some finite set ¥ C R/Z with #% < L.
(1) &, converges uniformly to v and v € Lip (R/Z,R3).
(2) For any xo € R/Z\X there exists a radius p(zo) > 0 such that g, weakly
converges to 7y in W1+%’q(B(x0, 0)).
(8) =1 a.e.
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(4) ~ is uniformly bilipschitz in B(xq, p) with the estimate
(1 =e)lz —yl <|y(@) =W < |x =yl Yo,y € Blxo, p).

(5) We have lower semicontinuity, namely
TPP(v) < likm inf TPP ().
— 00

(6) v is a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism.
(7) v € WITS4(R/Z,R3) for any 0 < s < %,

We will prove a more detailed version of Theorem 4.2 in Proposition 4.10.
In order to prove Theorem 4.2, we proceed in several steps.

e First we prove in Section 4.1 that for the approximating sequence ~y; the
local tangent-point energy is uniformly small away from a finite set X (we
will refer to it as the “singular set”) of points of energy concentration.

e In Section 4.2 we obtain the Sobolev estimate for smooth curves whenever the
tangent-point energy is locally small, see Theorem 4.5, and as a consequence
a bi-Lipschitz estimate. This estimate is obtained by a gap-estimate. In
particular this method characterizes the energy space for the tangent-point
energies in the scale-invariant case.

e In Section 4.3 we adapt an argument due to Strzelecki and von der Mosel
[69] to obtain a uniform estimate on global injectivity of the approximating
sequence v away from the singular points, see Theorem 4.9.

e In Section 4.4 we then obtain in Proposition 4.10 the convergence outside
the singular set which implies Theorem 4.2.

4.1. Locally uniform smallness. In the first step we ensure that away from a

discrete set we have locally uniformly small energy in the approximating sequence.

Proposition 4.3. For any e > 0 and A > 0 there exists L = L(e, A) such that the
following holds.
For any sequence vy € Lip (R/Z,R3), |v;| = 1, such that

sup TP?(y;,) < A,
k

there exists a subsequence vy, and set ¥ C R/Z consisting of at most L points such
that for any xo € R/Z\X there exists a radius p = pg, > 0 and an index K € N

such that

! A . — V. q

sup / / Yk, (@) A (ks (2) — ks (9))] dyd < c.
i>K J B(20,pa0) JR/Z 1Yk () — ks (W) P

Proposition 4.3 follows for any integral energy from a relatively standard covering
argument, see e.g. [63, Proposition 4.3 and Theorem 4.4.].

Proof. We give the details for the convenience of the reader.
Pick § << 55 and let m € N. Then cover R/Z by at most 2[(627™)~!] intervals
B(z;,027™) such that every point € R/Z is covered at most two times. Then we

have
(@) A () = )L
Ei:/B(wi,(S?_m) ~/R/Z dy dx

V() — ve(y)|1H2

A A () = DI
= /R/Z /R/Z vk () — yi(y)|212 dyde < 2A = =e.




20 S. BLATT, &. REITER, A. SCHIKORRA, AND N. VORDEROBERMEIER

Hence for every ~y; there exist at most L := L(g, A) := L%J intervals B(z;,d27™)

such that ,
_ q
/’ t/ e () A (v () vﬁgﬁldy¢r2&
Blansz-m) Jryz (@) = ()]

Now assume that we have already shown for ¢ € {1,...,n} that

/ _ q
- [ ) - g,
k JB(z;,62-m) JR/Z I (z) — v (y)|7

If there exist more than L intervals B(z;,§27™), ¢ > n, with

/ _ q
sw/ / v (z) A (v () %@”@mza
k JB(z;02-m) JR/Z Ik () — v (y)|9

there must exist at least one B(x,41,027"") among them and a subsequence of 7

such that
/ _ q
sw/ /\%wAmm %@N@m<&
kE JB(enir,02-m) JR/Z Ve (%) — vk (y)]4

By repeating this step, we find a subsequence of 4 for which

Ve (@) A (e () — y(y))[?
sup dydr < e
k /]3(901',62’") /R/Z [k (2) — ye(y)]9t2

holds for all given intervals apart from L many B(%; ,, 02~ ™).
Applying this method iteratively for m — oo, we can construct a series of
subsequences such that for each subsequence 7 ,, we have

|’Yl/c,m(x) A (Yieym (%) = Ve, (¥)) ]9
sup ) dydx < e,
k JB(z:,62-m) JR/Z [Veem (%) — Vee,m (Y)
where B(z;,027") C R/Z\U,<,,_ B(wi;,0277).

Now we choose a diagonal subsequence 7, (one element per 7., ). Since

U®/Z\ ) B@im,627™) =R/Z\ [\ | B(@im,027™) =R/Z\{z1,..., 21}

i<L m <L

for at most x1,...,xp € R/Z there indeed exists for any zg € R/Z\{x1,...,2.} a
Pz > 0 such that B(:z:o, Pao) C B(zz,62 K) for a K € N and therefore

) q
Sup/‘ /’ Yk, (2 Wk() 'fff»|dy¢r<s
i>K J B(z0,pey) /R/Z Wk 'Yk( )|

4.2. Small local energy implies local Sobolev space estimates. The main
novel ingredient underlying our argument for Theorem 4.2 is a gap estimate for
Sobolev spaces with respect to the tangent-point energy.

As discussed in Example 4.1, it is impossible to control the Sobolev norm of
v in terms of the tangent-point energy of v, TP?%(~), without assuming a priori
bilipschitz estimates (as it was done in [11] see also [7]). This is however not a viable
method for the scale-invariant case p = g + 2 because the bi-Lipschitz constant is
not uniformly controlled as a sequence 7y converges to «v. We turn this argument
around and first a priori assume that the Sobolev norm is finite, and then conclude
that this is an estimate which is uniform for sequences 7, converging to =.

O
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The first step is the following gap estimate?.

Lemma 4.4. Letp € [q+2,2¢+ 1) and ¢ > 1. Let v € Lip (R/Z,R3), |¥/| = 1.
Then for any ball B C R/Z of diameter less than %,

41 P g, <O TP, B)+Cpa) W
w —a YB) W« UB)

whenever the right-hand side is finite.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. The assumption that B has diameter less than % implies that
B is a geodesic ball and thus convex with respect to the R/Z-metric. To simplify
matters even more, we assume w.l.o.g. that the ball B is centered at 0 so that
|z — y| is actually the Euclidean distance.
Recall the Lagrange identity for v, w € R3, |v| = 1,
lv Aw|? = |w]? = |v-w|?.

Moreover, observe that |y'| = 1 implies

(@) =y < |z —yl.

Then,
V' (@) A (v(@) — v @)
Iy(z) =~ (y)lP
@) A () =)
- |z —ylP
(@ A ) = @) =y @) - 2)IF)
a |z —ylr
(166) = 1@ =A@ =) = 1 @) - () = v(2) = ¥ @)y~ 2)IF)
a |z —ylr
We have
V(@) (V' (2) =7 (@) =5 (29 (@) -7'(z) =1 = 1)
(4.2) . )
=3 W@ -7,

Q=
£
a@

4Lemma 4.4 is called a gap estimate, because it implies the following: For ¢ := (Wlpq))

have either [y']7 , < 2C(p,q) TPT29(y,B)or [¥/] 1, >e.
wa Y (B) wa'?(B)
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Consequently,

[V (z) A (v(z) =y (»)|*
(@) —~v(y)IP

(166) = 2() =@ = 2D = dly = 2P [,y ) = 77|

|z — yl?

q
2

>

Observe that from our computations we know that in particular,
2

(YY) —v(x) — 7' (2)(y — 2))]* > in — x| V( ) 1Y () —+'(2) dz

Also observe that for any r > 0 there exists ¢, € (0,1), C, > 0 such that for any
a>b>0
(a=b)">cra" —Cpb".

From this, and by Jensen’s inequality

[V () A (v(z) =y (»)|*

Iv(z) —v(y)|P
0w - v(m|> - 7’|(x)(y ) A !f(z,yi ¥ (@) = ()P da
r—y p Tr—y p

‘v(y)—v(w)—v/(m)(y—w) 4
lz—y|

. @ =G
- |x — ylp—a |z — ylp—a

Integrating x and y in B we obtain

YY) = (x) v(m)(y z)|?

’ lz—yl
// = yp dx dy
. v ! quz
<C, | TPP(y //JC y)| 7 (2) drdy | .
Im*ylp e

Recall that p € [q +2,2¢ + 1), so 2=2=1 € (0,1). From Lemma A.1

(4.3)

’w(y w(r‘ vl(x)(y*z) 1
1nq r—Y
D1 g, // p—T dz dy.

From Lemma A.2

’ 29
[7/]2(1 o ~ / / ]C(wy) |’y (SU) Y (Z)| dz " dy
W%»ZQ(B) /5 P y|P—q

Also, from the Sobolev inequality, Lemma A.3, we have

! p—gq—1 < diam B p72q472 ! p—gq—1 < ! p—gq—1 .
e ,2q<B)N( ) ], 2= ,q(B)_MW =10 )

Thus, (4.3) implies
B s, STPPULB)+ [,

pP—q
w—a UB) W« YB)

which is (4.1). The proof is concluded. O
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The gap-estimate leads to the following control of the Sobolev norm. We stress
that we need to assume a priori that v already belongs to the Sobolev space in
question, which rules out the irregular curves in Example 4.1.

Theorem 4.5. Let gy, pg > 1, q1 < 00, p1 < 00 such that p1 —2qp < 1. Let e > 0,
then there exists & = 0(qo, po,q1,p1,€) > 0 and a constant C = C(qo, po,q1,p1) > 0
such that the following holds for any p € [po,p1] and q € [qo, q1]-

Let v € Lip(R/Z,R?), || = 1, and assume that for some ball B C R/Z,

diam (B) < 3, we have
TPP4(~, B) < 6
and
(4.4) eithery € CY(B)  or [Y]7 , ... < 0.
W (B)
Then
(4.5) V1 beumr < Cla0,p0,q1,p1) TPP(v, B)
W ¢ 7(B)

and we have the bi-Lipschitz estimate
(4.6) (I=ez—yl <) —v@)| < |z -yl Vz,yeB.

Proof. In view of [11, Theorem 1.1, Remark 1.6], v € C*(B) and TP??(v, B) <
implies
[,y/]q p—a—1 . < o9,
W e (B)
so that in (4.4) we can assume the Sobolev-space estimate to hold.
Assume that B = B(xg, R) for some zy € R/Z and R € (0, 1].
Set

A :=TPP4(~, B) <.
For r € (0, R] set B(r) := B(zo,T).
By Lemma 4.4 we have for any r € (0, R],

h/]q p—g—1 < OlTPp’q(’% B(T‘)) + 02[’7/}2(1 p—g—1

w (B () W 1B )

Set
f(T) = [’)/]q p—g=1

w ST B
Then we have
f(r) O+ Ca(f(r)? ¥r € (0, R).
Setting p(t) := Cot? — t + C1 A\, we have
(4.7 p(f(r)) >0 Vre (0,R).

The roots of the polynomial p are

t —— i _ 1 _ gA t —— i + i _ g
AT a0, (2052 G0 T 20, 202 Oy

Let ¢ be small enough so that ﬁ — %6 > @. Then, whenever A € (0,6) we

have t).1 < t);2 and moreover

(48) t)\;l < C(Cl,CQ))\ Ve (0,5)
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The polynomial p is negative only on the interval (¢x 1,tx2). From (4.7) we deduce
that for each r € (0, R) either f(r) <tx1 or f(r) > ty2. Since f(0) =0 and f is
continuous, we conclude that necessarily

f(r) <txp foreachr < R.
That is, in view of (4.8),

[’7/](1 p—g—1 . < C(Ch 02) A

W ¢ 7(B)

Recalling the definition of A, we conclude (4.5).

Choosing & > 0 possibly even smaller, we obtain also (4.6) as a consequence of
(4.5) and Lemma 2.1. O

Let us also remark, for the sake of completeness, that the argument in the proof
of Lemma 4.4 also gives a real classification of the energy space, if one assumes a
priori bi-Lipschitz estimates (cf. [11, Proposition 2.4]).

Lemma 4.6. Letp € [¢+2,2¢+1) and ¢ > 1. Let v € Lip (R/Z,R?), |/| = 1 and
v:R/Z — R be bi-Lipschitz, i.e.

(I=Nlz -yl < |v(x) =) < |z -yl

Then for any ball B C R/Z of diameter less than %,

TPp,g(’%B) S C(puqvA)h/]q p—g—1 + C(p7Q7)‘) [,VI}QQ p—g—1 .
w e (B) w e YB)
With the help of Lemma 4.6 we obtain

Example 4.7. There exists a homeomorphism v : R/Z — R3 which is bilipschitz,
whose derivative is not everywhere continuous, but has finite tangent-point energy
TP?29(y) for any ¢ > 1. Moreover, there exists a sequence of C*-diffeomorphisms
v converging uniformly to v with uniformly bounded tangent-point energy, i.e.

Pq+2,q(

supT Vi) < 00.

keN
Indeed, denote by N = (0,0,1) the north pole of S2.
Let u € Wa?([—1, 1] §2)\CO([~1, 1], R?) such that
1
(u, N) =
>

and u is constant for [z] < —1 and |z|

1
g.
For example for any n € C2°((—%, £),[0,1]) with p =1 in [- we could set

1 L]
16° 16

u(z) = <1 sin(n(z) loglog 1/|z]), % cos(n(z)loglog 1/|z|), \}5) .

Then ~ is bilipschitz in [—1, ] because

@) =W 2 6@ N = [N 2 el

Observe that 4/ is constant around = ~ —i and z ~ 1, so v can be smoothly

1 17
extended into a closed curve on [f%, %] which is a smooth 1-D manifold outside of
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[—1,1]. By Lemma 4.6 the curve ~ has finite tangent-point energy TP?">9 but ~
is not C'! since v/ is discontinuous.

On the other hand, in view of Section 3 any regular homeomorphism ~y € Wity

can be approximated by smooth homeomorphisms with uniformly controlled bi-

Lipschitz constant, so that in view of Lemma 4.6 the tangent-point energy TP4T2:¢

is uniformly bounded.

g

4.3. The Strzelecki—von der Mosel argument: Locally small energy im-
plies global injectivity. In this section we provide a reformulation of a powerful
argument due to Strzelecki and von der Mosel, [69], see also [11, Appendix]. They
used it to show that the image of a curve with finite tangent-point energy (p > ¢+2)
is a topological 1-manifold embedded into R3. Recall that this manifold could be
the twice covered straight line, Example 4.1.

We rework their argument to provide us with uniform injectivity for intervals
with small energy, Theorem 4.9.

The following is essentially a reformulation (with a slight refinement) of [69,
Lemma 2.1].

Lemma 4.8 (Strzelecki-von der Mosel). Let p > g+ 2. For any & > 0 there exists
0 > 0 such that the following holds.

Let v € Lip (R/Z,R3), || = 1, and assume that for some o € R/Z and p > 0
we have

1Y () A (v(y) — v(2))|?
(4.9) /Bm,p) /M h@ - <o

Moreover, assume that there is yo € R/Z with d := |y(yo) — v(z0)| < p.
Then

V(R/Z) O Baa(v(x0)) C Bea(L(v(w0),7(%0))),

where L(vy(xo),v(yo)) is the straight line containing y(xo) and v(yo) defined by

L(v(x0),7(y0)) = {(1 = )v(20) + t7(v0),t € R}.

Proof. For r > 0 and p,v € R? we define

A(r,p) :=={z € R/Z: |y(zx) —p| <7},
X(r,v):={z €eR/Z: |7 (z) Av| >r}.
Fix 2o, yo € R/Z and d := |y(x9) —~(yo)| as in the assumption. Set v := %
Step 1 is devoted to show the following: There exists dg, oo € (0,1) depending
only on p and ¢ such that if § < §p in (4.9) and o < o, we have

(4.10) |B(wo, p) N A(02d, v(x0)) N X (0, 0)°] > gde.

In order to establish (4.10), we first observe that for any = € A(o?d,y(z0)) and
y € A(o?d,v(yo)) we have

y(z) = ()l € [(1 - 20°)d, (1 + 20°)d].
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Moreover, for x € A(o?d, 7(560)) N X(o,v) and y € A(o?d,v(yo)),

V() A l\

>¥|
(1+202)d

1

’(w) A (v(@) = ()]

205 209)d (I () A (¥(0) — 7 (w0))| — 20°d)

__ "2 ¥(®o) —v(¥0) _ 9,2

~(1+20?) (7( )A |’}/(:L’Q)—'y(y0)|‘ 2 )
1

Zm (J — 202)

_ 1—-20

11207

Hence, whenever z € A(c2d,y(x0)) N X (o,v) and y € A(o?d,v(yo)),
(@) A (v(@) =) o ( 1-2 )q 1
(@) =" T d 14202 ) (1+20%)p71
From (4.9) we find
a
0> o (1) s 1Bl ANAG* 02 ()X (0,0 A )L
Observe that since |y/| = 1, we have |A(o%d, y(yo))| > 20%d. Then we have

p—q—1 /1 4 9252
(4.11) |B(z0.p) N A(6%d, 7(z0)) N X (0, 0)] < & 20
gat+2 1—20

a 1
) (1 +202)P*q§6.

Since d < p, o € (0,1), and |y/| = 1, we have
(4.12) B0, p) N A(0%d,(x0))]| > 20%d.

Taking o¢ and Jp to be small enough, combining (4.11) and (4.12), we obtain for
any o € (0,00) and any § € (0, do),
|B(z0, p) N A(0d, v(0)) N X (0, v)]
>202%d — | B(zo, p) N A(o?d,v(20)) N X (0,)]
3
> 202d

This establishes (4.10).
Step 2: We are going to show below that if o is small enough and

(4.13) V(R/Z) N Baa(v(20)) & Baoyza(L(v(20),7(0))),
then necessarily for a uniform constant C = C(p, q)
(4.14) 1 <20 6oP~147 1%,

Once we have obtained that we can argue by contradiction: Choose ¢ small enough
so that in particular 204/c < €. Pick ¢ depending on ¢ such that (4.14) is false.
Then (4.13) would lead to a contradiction and thus is false, meaning

V(R/Z) N Baa(Y(20)) C Baoyza(L(Y(20),7(%0))) C Bea(L(v(20),7(10))),

which is what is claimed in the statement.
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7(z0)

dist (v(20), L(v(z0), ¥(%0)))

(o)

[7(20) = (o)

FIGURE 2. Definition of «

So what we have to show is that (4.13) implies (4.14), which we will do now.
If (4.13) was true, there necessarily must be a point zp € R/Z such that

(4.15) Y(20) € Ba2a(v(20))\Bao/za(L(v(20),7(%0)))-

Denote the angle between v(zg) — (o) and v(yo) — v(zo) by «, cf. Figure 2.
Observe

Y(z0) = v(z0) . Y(yo) — v(z0) _ dist (v(20), L(v(%0), 7(%0)))

(o) — @) " o) — o)l O = T Gy = o)
(4;)202\3%1 _ 10,

Denote by 3 the angle between +/(x) and v(yo) — v(z¢) and 0 the angle between
v (z) and y(z9) — y(xg). Then we have

la] < [B]+ 1.
Thus,
) 7(20) — (o)
Gl
=|sin(0)]
>|sin(a)| — | sin(B)]
20 2e0) ) 0| 200) =30
I (z0) = v(@o)[ [v(mo) = v(xo)| [7(yo) — (o)
) 7(yo) — v(@o)
21005 - |y =0
Consequently, for any = € X (o, v)°,
’)/((13)/\ Y 0)_7(‘%0) ‘
[7(20) — v(20)]
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For all o small enough this implies that for any = € X (o, v)° necessarily
V(20) — ¥(xo)

4.16 N (z) A L2 T NREO) | g, /g

1o DN o) (o]

Observe next that for any = € B(zg, p) N A(0?d,v(x0)) and z € A(o?d,v(z0)) (it is
very important that z € R/Z and does not need to lie in B(zo, p)) we have

[1(2) = 7(@)] 2 hr(z0) = A(wo)| — 20%d > v/5(20 ~ 20% ).
and
7(2) = 7(@)] < [7(20) = y(wo)| +20%d < (2 +207)d.
That is, for all o small enough
(4.17) (2) = 7(@)] € (19v/5d, (2 + 20%)d).
We combine (4.17) and (4.16), and obtain for any x € B(xg, p) N A(0?d,y(z0)) N
X(o,v)¢ and z € A(0%d,v(20)),

. y(x) —(2)
TN D TG ‘

)
Y () A (y(2) = 7(2))]

> 1
~ () = ()]
R S TR
=@ — ()] (17 (@) A (v(z0) — v(20))] — 20°d)
b ey i ey 2@ =0 |
>t () =2t ) ZED 20| g2
d 2
2m(1800’—20’)
> 5503 (180 = 20).

Again, for all small enough o this implies for any = € B(x, p) N A(o%d,y(x0)) N
X (0,v)¢ and z € A(0%d,v(20)),
v(x) = (%)
(4.18) V()AL E s 8

v(z) = (=)
Integrating this inequality in z € B(zq,p) N A(o?d,v(z0)) N X(0,v)¢ and z €
A(c%d,v(20)), we obtain from (4.9), (4.17), and (4.18),

5> %E) | B(wo, p) N A(0d, 7(w0)) N X (0,v)°] |A(0°d,1(20))-
With (4.10) we find
5> ((jc\i@q ;"2(1 | A(0d, (20))].

On the other hand, since /| = 1, we have [A(0d, v(20))| = 20°d. That is,
20%d < |A(02d, y(z))| < CddP~1 1 gP=97273
That is,
R Yol e §
If p > ¢+ 2 we have (observe that d < 1 since diam (y(R/Z)) < 1),
1 <20 80P 9743,
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That is, under the assumption (4.13), we have shown (4.14) which, as explained
above, implies the claim of Lemma 4.8. (]

Theorem 4.9. Let p > g+ 2. There exists § > 0 such that the following holds.
Let y € Lip (R/Z,R3) be a homeomorphism, |v'| = 1, and assume that for some
xo € R/Z and p > 0 we have that

(4.19) either v € C*(B(zq, p)) or [7']Wp+q711q(3(mo7p))
Also assume
120) [ ] DAy,
B(zo,p) JR/Z [v(x) =~ (y)IP
If for any zo € R/Z we have
1

(@) = 1(z0)] < 150

then there exists T € B(xg,p) such that v(Z) = v(z0). In particular, we have
20 € B(xo, p).

Proof. Fix g, > 0 to be specified later. Take ¢ small enough so that Lemma 2.1
and Theorem 4.5 are applicable (in view of in view of (4.19)), so that we have

(4.21) (1 =o)lz —yl <|v(x) =yW)| < |z =yl Va,y € B(xo,p).
Moreover, we can assume that ¢ is small enough so that Lemma 4.8 is applicable.
Starting from z¢, we are going to construct a sequence (zx)5>, C B(xo, p) and a
sequence (di)3>, C (0, 00) such that for all k > 0,
|2 — x| < 25di,
[v(zk) = ¥(20)| = dk,
di1 < 15k
B(zy,10dy) C B(xo, p).
Once we have constructed this sequence, we see that xj is convergent to some
Z = limy 00 2 € B(xo, p) and (&) = limg 00 Y(xr) = ¥(20). Since + is injective,
this implies & = 2y and thus z9 € B(zo, p)-
Let zj, be already given, we need to construct xj4.
Set

di == [y(2k) = ¥(20)]
and

nk(t) = ’y(l’k + tdk).
Observe that for 1 < [t| < (1 — o)7L, by (4.21),

dy, < i (t) = y(ap)| < (1= 0) " dy.

Since 75 (0) — y(zx) = 0, we obtain from the intermediate value theorem that there
must be t_ € [-(1 —o)7!,—1] and ¢, € [1,(1 — o)~ !] such that

e (t+) — v(@k)| = di.
W.lo.g. (otherwise we interchange the role of ¢_ and ¢ below) we may assume that
1
(4.22) [ (t-) = (20)| = S di.
Indeed, if the inequality was false for both ¢, and ¢_, we would have
I (t—) — i (t4)] < dli,
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which violates the bi-Lipschitz assumption (4.21).
Set
Yk = Tk + t+dk.
Denote the line through v(x) and y(yx) by Ly, 4, , more precisely let
Loy, (8) := (L= t)y(zp) +tv(yk), teR.

Since B(zk,dy) C B(zo,p), we can apply Lemma 4.8 and have
(4.23) | Lap e (t1) = 7(20)| = If [ Loy (8) = 7(20)] < ed.
for some t; € [—1,1]. By Pythagoras,

(dr)*(1 = €%) = | Loy (1) — v(2x)|* = t(di)*.
That is, if € is chosen small enough, |¢t1| > 1 — 2¢.

We now argue that ¢t; > 1 — 2¢. Indeed, if we had ¢; < —1 + 2¢, then from the
bilipschitz estimate

7k (1) = me(t4)] = (1 = 0)(2 — 2¢)dy.
On the other hand,
| Lay oy (81) = i (t4)] = [1 = ta] [y (@) =y (yn)| = (2 — 2€)dy.
Moreover,
e (t1) — (k)| < di
and
| Ly yi (t1) — v(@k)| = [t1]dr < di.
So we have that
Ley i (t1), e (t1) € B(y(r), di) \B(ni(t+4), (1 — 0)(2 — 2¢)dy).
But we also have that
| (t4) = (k)| = di.
From elementary geometry this implies that for small enough ¢ and o we have

1
| Ly, (t1) — me(t1)] < de.
But then from the projection assumption (4.23)
e (t=) — v (20)| <[me(t=) = ni(t)| + [me(t1) = Lay sy (F1)] + [Lay e (1) — 7(20)]

1
<Jto —ty|dg + zdk +edy,
1
—d,
<2 k>
for small enough ¢ and o. This contradicts (4.22). That is, we have established that
ty € [1—2e,1].
Now we compare
1Y (Wk) = Loy i (1) < (1 = t1)|y(zk) = y(yw)| < 2edy.
Consequently, by (4.23), for € small enough

1
|v(yr) — v(20)] < 3edy, < mdk-

So if we set xgy1 1= yr = xk + t4dx € B(xo, p), we have from (4.21).

[Tps1 — 2] < (1= 0) dg.



SCALE-INVARIANT TANGENT-POINT ENERGIES FOR KNOTS 31
Also, by the definition, dgy1 := |y(xgt1) — ¥(20)] < ﬁd;ﬁ. Lastly,

1
B(2k41,10dk+1) CB(xgy1, Edk)
(4.24)

CB(an, (Tlo + (1= 0)"N)dy) C Blag, 10dy) C B(wo, p).

We thus have constructed zjy; with the required properties, and can conclude. O
4.4. Convergence.

Proposition 4.10. For any A > 0 and € > 0 there exists an L = L(e, A) € N such
that the following holds.
Let v, : RJZ — R3, |y;| = 1, be C'-homeomorphisms with

sup vl o + sup TP 9 () < A

Then there exists a subsequence (Vk,)ien and v € Lip (R/Z,R3) such that the follow-
ing holds for some finite set ¥ C R/Z with #% < L.
(1) &, converges uniformly to v and v € Lip (R/Z,R3).
(2) For any xo € R/Z\X there exists a radius p(xg) > 0 such that v, weakly
converges to 7y in WH'%"Z(B@O,/))).

(3) V=1 ae
(4) vk, and ~y are uniformly bilipschitz in B(xo, p) with the estimates
(4.25) (I =9)lz =yl <l (@) =, W) < |z =yl Va,y € B(zo,p) Vi.
and
(4.26) (1=g)lz —yl < [v(x) =yW)| < |z =yl Va,y € B(xo,p).

(5) For any point xo € R/Z\X and any yo € R/Z with |k, (zo) — &, (Y0)| <

1002(%0) or [v(z0) = ¥(y0)| < 1g5p(20) we have [zo —yo| < pl(xo).
(6) In particular, whenever v(z) = v(y), then either x =y or {x,y} C X.
(7) We have lower semi-continuity, namely

(4.27) TPPY(y) < lim inf TPP? (7).
k—o00

(8) v:R/Z — R3 is a homeomorphism.
(9) v is globally bi-Lipschitz.
(10) v € WIS 9(R/Z,R3) for any 0 < s < %.
Proof. Item 1: By Arzela-Ascoli, up to taking a subsequence, we may assume that
(1) holds.
Item 2: Fix § > 0 to be specified later. By Proposition 4.3 up to taking a further

subsequence we find a discrete singular set ¥ with #3 < L such that for any
xo € R/Z\X there exists p,, > 0 such that

/ /\ _ q
k=00 J B(z0,10p,,) JR/Z [vk(2) — Yk (y)|P
From Theorem 4.5 we find that for each zo € R/Z\X,

(4.29) sup[7;]? 4o < Co.
k W@ Y(B(zo,px))

p—q—1

By reflexivity of W« *P(B(zo, psz,)) and Banach-Alaoglu, combined with Rellich’s
theorem, we find that ~; weakly converges to 7’ in W P(B(x0, pz,)) and the
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convergence is pointwise a.e. in B(zg, ps,) and strong in L'(B(zo, ps,)). Observe
that by uniqueness of the weak limit we do not need to pass to a further subsequence
here. This establishes (2).

Item 3: In particular, ;, a.e. converges to v in R/Z\X, and since ¥ is a L'-zero-set.
we have that ~; a.e. converges to . This implies

|y (z)] = kl;n;o Ve(x)| =1 ae. z€R/Z.

We have established (3).

Item 4: Having chosen 0 in (4.28) small enough, we get a small W%’p(B(xo, Pro))-
norm from (4.29), and from Lemma 2.1 we obtain (4.25). From the uniform conver-
gence vy, — y we obtain (4.26). This establishes (4).

Item 5: The statement in (5) for . is a consequence of Theorem 4.9. By uniform
convergence this takes over to 7.

Item 6: Assume x,y € R/Z with y(z) = v(y). If z € ¥, we obtain from (5) that
y € B(z,p(z)). But by (4.26) this implies x = y. Similarly, if y € ¥ we obtain
y = x. So if y(x) = y(y) then either x = y or x and y both belong to X.

Item 7: In order to prove (4.27) observe that by (6) we have

(@) =) =0=A{(z,y) CR/ZXR/Z:x =y} UL x X
In particular,
{(z,y) ER/Z xR/Z: |y(x) —~(y)| =0} is a L>-zero set.

Consequently, we have from the pointwise convergence of v, to v and the £!-almost
everywhere convergence of 7, to ' that

/@) A () =1 @DI ) A (aa) = )
Iv(z) = ()P ko0 vk (@) = v (y)[P
From Fatou’s lemma we thus have

TPPv‘I(r}/) S hm lnf TPp’q(’Yk)a
k—o0

-a.e. in R/Z x R/Z.

and (7) is established.

Item 8: By now we know that + has finite tangent-point energy. By [69, Theo-
rem 1.1.] this implies that v(R/Z) is a topological 1-manifold. On the other hand
v : R/Z — R? has only at most finitely many self-intersection points, namely ().
This means that there can be no intersection points at all.

Indeed, assume there is an intersection x1,z9 € X, y(x1) = y(x2). Assume by
contradiction that x1 # x2. Then there exists € > 0 such that [x; —e,z; + ] N X =
{x;}, i =1,2, since X is a discrete set. Now v : [z; — ¢, 7; + €] — R3 is a one-to-one
map and it is (even Lipschitz-)continuous.

Now let denote by C' a cross,

C = {z = (Zlaz2) € [—1, 1]2,2’1 =0or z = 0}
and define f: C — R3?
f2) = v(z1 +ez1) =z i (21,0),
Y(z2 +e22) 2z = (0, 22).

Then f is injective and continuous. Since C is a compact set, we conclude that
f:C— f(C) C~y(R/Z) is a homeomorphism. Since v(R/Z) is a one-dimensional
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topological manifold, so around any point pg € v(R/Z) there exists a homeomor-
phism & : y(R/Z) N B;(po) — R for some small § > 0. Taking py := y(z;) we see
that ho f: C'NBs(0) — R is a homeomorphism for a smaller § > 0. But the cross
C' is not homeomorphic to any subset in R, and we have a contradiction to our
assumption that x1 # xs. In conclusion, whenever v(x) = v(y), we have x = y, that
is v is injective. Since v : R/Z — R? is continuous and R/Z compact we conclude
that v : R/Z — R? is a homeomorphism. Thus (8) is established.
Item 9: Assume
e @) =)

=0.
a#yeR/Z T — Y|

Then there exists a (w.l.o.g. convergent) sequences R/Z > xy, £, 7 and R/Z >
yr 2% with
koo |k — Yl
We make several observations:
e = = §. Indeed, assume that  # ¢, then continuity of v combined with
(4.30) implies
0=~(z) —(®).
Since 7 is injective, this implies T = y, contradiction.
e € Y. Indeed, assume that & ¢ 3. Then for all k sufficiently large,
Tk, Yk € B(Z, psz), thus by (4.26),

[y (k) — ¥ (yn)]
Tk — Y|
This contradicts (4.30).
e For all but finitely many & € N (up to interchanging the role of xy and yx)

we have zp < T <y for all k € N.
Indeed let K > 0 such that

— 1
(4.31) Do) =yl 1y g
|2k — Ykl 4
Also, combining Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 4.5, let § = §(¢) > 0 such that
for any ball B C R/Z of diameter < %

TPP4 ,B)<d d Y] peae <
(v, B) <dand [y] g,

>1—¢ Vk>1.

oo

(4.32) )
implies |y(z) —7(y)| 2 Slz —y| Vz.y € B.
By absolute continuity of the integral, and since TP?Y(y) < oo, there exists
a p > 0 such that
(4.33) TP?9(B) < § for all balls B C R/Z with |B| < p.

Now assume by contradiction that xg,yx € B(Z,p/2) and xp < yp < T
for some k > K. Take a sequence (fg;i)ien such that xzp < g, < & with
ki 1zoo, yi. There exists an open ball By ; C By; C R/Z\X of radius < p
such that g, Jr.; C Bis. By a covering argument, from (2), we obtain that

—q—1
v e Wi (By;) (without any estimate for the norm). However, since
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the ball By, ; is small enough, we have TP?9(~y, By ;) < ¢ by (4.33), so from
(4.32) we obtain

V() = V(T

1
— > .
[Tk — Jisil 2
This holds for all i € N, so letting i — co we get
[v(zxk) = v(yk)| N }
oe =yl T 2

a contradiction to (4.31).
e There exists K € N so that for any &k > K

(430 (o) = 1) 2 55 max{lae — &,y — a1}

Indeed, let § > 0 be from Theorem 4.9, and let R > 0 be such that (4.20)
is satisfied for any z9 € R/Z and any p € (0, R) — such an R > 0 exists by
absolute continuity of the integral and since TP??(y) < co. We can assume
by taking R possibly smaller that B(z, R) N X = {z}.

Let K € N such that |z, — yx| < 155 R for all k > K.

Set p := i|zx — @] < R. Observe that B(zy,p) NS = 0 and thus
v e W%(B(xk,p)) by a covering argument and (2). Since & € B(zy, p)
and z < T < yg, we have that yr & B(zk,p). Applying Theorem 4.9 in
B(zg, p), we conclude that
|1’k - i’|

Iv(zk) —v(ye)| > 20

By a similar argument we also obtain

1
_ > |y, — 7.
Iv(@k) —v(ye)| > 2O|yk |

To conclude (9), observe that by triangular inequality
_ _ 1
masc{loi — 71, lye — 71} > 2 [ox — el

Combining this with (4.34), implies
1
(@x) =yl = ggler = vil,

which is a contradiction to (4.30). This establishes (9).

Item 10: There are at most finitely many points ¥ where we do not know already
that ~ is Sobolev. For simplicity of notation assume that 0 € . Take r > 0 small
enough such that B(r) N3 = {0}, and that for § from Theorem 4.5,

TPP(y, B(r)) < 6.
For small o > 0 let
X, = ([=r,—0] x [=r,—a]) U ([o,7] x [o,7]) U ([~r, —0] x [o,7]).

Since £2([—r, 7|2\ X,) Z=% 0, it suffices to show that

/ A q
limsup// M dx dy < o0.
x, |z—y|tts

o—0t
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p—g—1 P 1

Since we already know that v/ € W™ 4([—r, —o]) UW ¢ ([0, 7]), we can use
Theorem 4.5 to obtain that

Y (z) =~ ()|
//X |z — y[1+sa de dy

") —~ q 1

5// wdxdy—&—ﬂv’ﬂmo / dedy.
[o,r]2U[—7,—0]? |.’E - y| (—=r,0) J(0,r) |£E - y|

The second integral is finite for s < é. O

Remark 4.11. Tt is unclear to us whether Proposition 4.10, property 10, holds for
s = %. If one were able to prove it, then there is a chance to remove the singular set
for the regularity theory in Corollary 1.8 with the removability argument as in [46].

5. WEAK LIMITS OF MINIMIZING SEQUENCES ARE CRITICAL: PROOF OF
THEOREM 1.6

We would like to compare our minimizing sequence 7, with the variation v +
typ, where @ is a locally supported test-function. Computing the Euler-Lagrange
equations then proves Corollary 1.8. For notational convenience, we restrict ourselves
to the case p = g + 2 instead of p > ¢ + 2. The case p > g + 2 follows the same way,
but it can also be obtained by simpler, more direct methods.

Theorem 5.1 (Minimizing sequence becomes critical point). There exists g > 0
such that the following holds.
Let ¢ > 1, v € CY(R/Z,R?), v € Lip (R/Z,R?), |v;.| = |7/| =1 a.e., with

sup TP7T29 () < oo.
k

Assume that i is approximately minimizing, in the sense that
1
TPq+2’q(’yk) < TPq+2,q(,~y) + z

holds for any 4 ambient isotopic to .
Assume that vy, uniformly converges to v in R/Z and for a geodesic ball B(100p) C

R/Z, e.g. p < ﬁ,

(5.1) sup/ / w(y, z,y) dy de < .
k JB(100p) JR/Z

Then for any ¢ € C>°(B(p),R3) there exists ty > 0 such that

// M(%x,y)dwdyé// pu(y+te,x,y)dedy Yt € (—to, o).
(R/Z)2\(B(p)*)? (R/Z)2\(B(p)*)>

Here,

_ lo'@) A (o(z) = a(y))|?

: o ()79 | (y)].
:U‘(O—7I7y) T |0‘($L’) _ O'(y)|q+2 | ( )| | (y)‘

For the proof of Theorem 5.1 we need to obtain first a fractional version of the
Luckhaus Lemma.
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5.1. A fractional Luckhaus Lemma in one dimension. The Luckhaus Lemma,
[45, Lemma 1], is an important tool for harmonic maps, usually it is given in the
following form, see [68, Section 2.6, Lemma 1]. It essentially provides a way to glue
together two maps u and v along the boundary 0B(0,1) with explicit dependence
on the size § of the glued region.

Lemma 5.2. Let N be any compact subset of R3, n > 2.

Assume u,v € WH2(S"=1) and § € (0,1). Then there exists w € W12(S"~1 x
[0,8]) with w = w in a neighborhood of S*~1 x {0}, w = v in a neighborhood of
St x {4},

/ |Vaw|™ gas/ (IVul® + [Vo|?) +C5*1/ lu —v|?,
Sn=1x10,6] §n-1 sn-1

and

dist ?(w, N) < '™ </ |Vul? + Vv|2) (/ lu — v|2) +C’57”/ lu—v|?.
Sn—l Sﬂr—l Sn—l

We will need a version of this lemma for fractional Sobolev spaces in one dimension.
Working in one-dimension has advantages and disadvantages: The advantage is
that the boundary of a ball consists of two points, and the possibility of explicit
computations. The main disadvantage is that there may be no reasonable trace
spaces for W*P([0,1]) when sp < 1. In any case, the following might be interesting
on its own.

Lemma 5.3. Assume u,v : R — R3 be locally integrable, have a Lebesque point in
r==1, and

lu(z) —u(y)” Iv
/ ‘H_ép |1+5p dy<oo z=-1,1.

Then for any § < % there exists w : (—2,2) — R3 with the following properties:

o w(z) = u(z) for|z| > 1 and w(z) = v(x/(1 = 9)) for|z| <1 -4, namely
we can choose

u(z) |z] > 1

o) = 4 (A= m)uD) as(a)ol=1) w1144
v(z/(1-=9)) || <1-=14
(1= ns(x))u(1) + ns(z)o(1) zell-01]

where n : R — [0,1] is any smooth map such that n =0 for |z| > 1 — %,
n=1for|z| <1-16, and | < %.
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e For any r > 1 we have the estimate
(5.2)

|u(z) —uly)P -

o dady + (1= 8P,

[l ) = /<y|<r/r>vr|>1 \Z*y““p y+1-9) Wl =1
z) —v(y)P
+2(1— / / dx dy
lyl<1 Jr>]z|>1 |x - 1 — O)y[LFep

lu(1) — u(y)l? / lu(=1) — u(y)?
+C 6 / —— dy + ——y

< r>lyl>1 11— y[trep i1 | —1—y[ttsp

_ sy—sp lv(1) — oy [v(=1) — v
v </y|<1 |1 —y[t*ep W /|y|<1 [ =1 —ylter dy)

+C 8 (lu(1) —v()P + [u(=1) = v(=1)").
o If we set K :=u(—2,2) Uv(—2,2), then
dist (w, K) < Ju(—1) — v(=1)| + |u(1) — v(1)].

Proof. Let n : (—2,2) — [0,1] such that n = 0 for |z| > 1 — 2 and n = 1 for
|z| <1— 36. We can find 7 such that || < 3.

Set
u(z) |z] > 1
we) i J A= TEED (1) e (-1 149
v(z/(1—-9)) |z <1—4
(I =n(2))u(l) + n(z)v(1) ze[l-461]
Then
|w(z) —w(y)[”
/22 / 22) \x—y|1+5p 4 by
o, e
y>1J|z)>1 Il‘— |1+°p
1ilsp/ [ el
<1 J|z1<1 \x— y|ter
+ 111421V 42V +2VI
where
- [ [ w@) =l ,
lyle(1=6,1) J|z|e(1— 61) |z — y[t+sp ,
e [ e,
lyl<1=6 Jja|>1 \93— y|trep ’
e[ [ ey,
lyle(1=6,1) J|z|<1-6 |z — y|t TP ,
VI ::/ / Md dy.
lyle(1-6,1) J|z|>1 |z — y| TP
We have

111 = \U(ﬂ)_u(ﬂ)v’/

lyle(1—-4,1)

/ ded < 6 (1) —u(£1)P.
ale-s1) T =yt
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v - / / ) —v(y/(1=9))P dr dy
lyl<1—6 J |z|>1 |=’U - \1“”
—u(y)
=(1- / / dx dy.
lyl<1 J|z|>1 |$_ 1 — O)y|tep

The tricky terms (that need to vanish as § — 0) are the remaining ones:

o(e/(1 = ) (1= n(y)u(l) — o)
'- /ye 1-4,1) /:,;|<1 § dz dy

Also

|z — y[t+sp
L€(11+5/;<15(IA1 »(Hxigpiil)n@ﬁxmwdx@/
/y€1 N /I|<1 5 [o(/(1 = 8)) — o I:)v—(1|1+sp( () ~u)p
le<1]+®/lklé(x“l 5)) —v(- ?;szgy”“NUTKD”pdxm,

14

:/ / [o(@/(1 —6)) —v(1) + (n(z) —n(y))(v@) —u@))]” dy
c(1-6,1) J|z|<1-5 |z —y[t+sp

+ /1 [0(2/(1=8)) = o(=1) + (n(x) = W) (e(=1) —u(=1)P
ye(—1,—1+6) J|z|<1-6

o — g5

That is,

V</ / v(z/( )2: O dx dy
ye(1—5,1) Jjz|<1—6 |z — y[tFep

lv(z/(1 = §)) —v(~1)|?
/116( 1,-144) /g;|<1 5 |z — y[lrep dx dy
517 (u(1) = o + Ju(=1) = o (1))

Now for y € (1 —6,1) and z < 1 — § we have | — y| > | — (1 — 0)|, thus

[ b/ =0) — P g
ye(1=6,1) J|z|<1—6 |z — y[t+sp

v(z/(1 =) —v(D)]”
/yel 5,1) /z|<1 5 |gg_ 1_ )|1+5p dx dy
[v@/(1 = 8) —v(D)l”
6/|m|<1 5 dx

o= (L= 8+

_ p
=5(1 — 5)*31)/ [olz) = o) 11’(1” dz.
Jz|<1 ‘LIJ - 1| +ep

Arguing similarly for the other part, we obtain

Vv <Co(1 - 5)*81’/ o) = vl=DP g,

lej<t | —1—a|ttep
- v(z) —v(@)
+C6(1—56 Sp/ ——dx
( ) o<1 |l‘— 1|1+sp

+ 61—31} (|u<1) _ ’U(l)lp + |u(—1) — ’U(_l)lp) .
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— p
VI :/ / M d dy.
yle=s51) Jjzj>1 |7 —y[+eP

Again we have two parts, of which we only estimate

lu(z) —w(y)|”
/yE 1-5,1) /:c|>1 |93_ |1+Sp drdy
[ M) e g,
ye(1-6,1) \z|>1 |z — y|ttsp
| e e i,
(1-6,1) J |z|>1 |z —y|Fep
/ (1-5.1) /l|>1 |x_y|1-(+51)3| dx dy + |u(1) — v(1)[P6' P

Ju(z) —u(D) R
/ye(l 5,1) /x|>1 \x—1|1+5p dz dy + [u(1) — v(1)["6

u(z) — p s
o M st s
x>

Now for V1,

For the last inequality we used that whenever § € (0,1) if y € (1 —4,1) and z > 1
or x < —1, we have that |z — y| > c|x — 1| for some uniform constant c. O

5.2. Proof of Theorem 5.1. Armed with the Luckhaus Lemma, we can now prove
Theorem 5.1. The idea is to work with v}, and 7' + t¢’, using Luckhaus Lemma to
glue v'+t¢’ into ~y;, where the gluing happens in an annulus B(R)\B(R(1—7)). The
important observation is that even under the assumption of only weak convergence
the norms on the annulus B(R)\B(R(1 — §)) vanish in the limit.

We face an additional technicality, which is that we want to glue derivatives.
Up to a adding a corrector term after integration, this leads to a curve oy, s wich
coincides with ~; outside of a ball B(R). The map o s may not coincide with
v + tp inside the ball B(R), however, its derivative 0;“ s is essentially 4/ inside the
ball, which is good enough for our purposes.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We may assume that the ball B(p) is centered at zero. Since
p is small, w.l.o.g. we will assume for simplicity that the distance |z —y| corresponds
to the Euclidean distance.

For any e > 0 there is g > 0 such that (5.1) implies

(5.3) [v'] sup[yy]

wi(s(1000) T PR w5100,

Indeed this follows, similar to the arguments in Section 4, from the fact that vy is
smooth and (5.1) implies by Theorem 4.5 a uniform bound of 7}, in W%’Q(B(l()Op)),
so that a subsequence of v}, converges to v weakly in W%’q(B(loop)).

Let ¢ € C(B(p).

By Fubini’s theorem, there exists R € (p, 2p) such that =R are Lebesgue points
of ;. and ~/,

e
(5.4) /h |x— )| dy+sup/Wdy<oo r=—R,R,
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and we can also assume that 7}, (£R) converges to 7/ (£R) for this R, and that

Yk hoo, ~" weakly in W%’Q(B(l()Op)) and strongly in L9(B(100p)).

Observe, this also implies

(5.5) / O+ 1) @) = O+ 8V W) o0 = R R vieRr
R |z —yl?
Construction of a comparison map oy, s
Fix § > 0. Apply Luckhaus Lemma, Lemma 5.3, to 7" + t¢’ (within B(R)) and
Y, (in B(R)¢). Then we obtain

Ve (@) r<—R
grs(x) = ¢ (v +to) (z/(1=46))  [z[<(1-0)R
. () x> R.

For (1 —0)R < |z| < R we have a interpolation between 4/(+R) and 7, (£R) as in
Lemma 5.3.

Observe that for tg < 1 we have that |(y + tp)’| is as close to 1 as we want, so
we also get the estimate

dist (g, 5(x), SN <e for k> 1, 1y < 1.

Pick § € C*°(R) with § =0 for z < —R/2, § =1 for x > R/2, and with [¢'| < .
We set

T R
(5.6) oks(x) == /1 9k,6(2) dz + v (—1) + 6(x) </ R%/C(Z) — gr.s(2) dz) )

Properties of o1 s We need to show that o s (for all small ¢, small § and large

k) is a comparison function for 7.

First we show
(57) Ok, =7k O R/Z\[—R, R]
Indeed, observe for x < —R/2 that we have

orsle) = [ guae)de+ (1),
—1
and thus o} ;(z) = gi,s() = 7} (z) whenever z < —R. Since moreover oy, 5(—1) =
vi(—1), we have
Oks =Yk on|—1,—R).

Moreover, for z > R we have

T R
Ok, () :/_1 gr,s(2) dz + e (=1) + (/ Y (2) = gr,5(2) dZ)

:/j v (2) dz 4+ e (—1).

Again, this implies that o} s(z) = v;,(x) for > R and since fil 7. = 0, we have

that Uk’g(l) = ’Vk(—].) = ’yk(l)
Therefore, (5.7) is established.
Next, we show that there exists tg > 0, dg > 0 and Ky € N such that for

1 3
(5.8) B <loksl < 3 Y|t] < to, 0 € (0,dp), k > K.
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Indeed, there exists to > 0 such that |y + t¢'| € (1
From Lemma 5.3 we then have

— To550 1+ 1o55) for all [t] < to.

910(2) 1 S 1005+ h(=R) =7/ (=R)| + pi(R) — 7/ (B

k—o0

Since by assumption v;,(£R) —— 7'(£R), we can find Ky € N such that

. —1| <

V\t| < to, k > Kp.

On the other hand, the term involving 6 is converging in C*°(R) to zero. Namely,
we have (recall that p(£R) = 0)

R
/ Yol(2) = grs(2)dz
-R

R (1-8)R
<\ ko= [, O 9 0= 9] + 29l g s
(5.9) R/ (1-9)R ,
N[ e - /( 0 19/ =0z + 16
— (B) = u(=B) — (1 = 0)( + ) (R) = (1= 8)(3 + L) (—R)) | + 40
— () = 26— B) — (1 = )()(R) — (1 = )7(~ )| + 40K
<2 max () - 9(2)] + dy(x)| + 4O,

ze{—R,R}

Since v uniformly converges to vy, we obtain that for any L € N
(5.10)

Vé > 036y > 0,Kg € N:

R
9(-)/ Y1(2) = gr,s(2)dz <& V5e(0,8), k> K.
—R

CL(R)

(5.9) and (5.10) readily imply (5.8).
Next we estimate the Sobolev norm of oy 5. From Luckhaus Lemma, (5.2), we
obtain the estimate

[9k.5)7
Wq (B(lOOp))
Sl s + [, + P 1,
W<1 (B(lOOp th (B(lOOp)) W a7 (B(100p))
</|’y+t<p — (v + 1) (y) d +/M+t@)( R) — (v+ts0)’(y)\qd
IR y[? |- R—yl?
|7k y)|4 /h/k — %@
C(R) dy d
(/ Tl mR—yp ¥
+ C(R) (|v(R ( )I‘“rl%( R) —+'(=R)|%)

+C(R)S ZH“Yk - ’Y||Lq(3(100p))'

)
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Here we have used that

- (@) = (v +te) W
2 /y<R /00p>|r|>R |z — (1 —d)yl|? dx dy

o O+ 1) (@) = (r+ 1Y @I
=2 5)/y<R/ R T (1o dr dy

<(1-9§ +t + (1 =882t — |2, .
S( (Ve sa)]Wq (B (1000)) +( )6k = ¥ 2 (r))

k—o0

In view of the convergence v;,(£R) —— 7/(£R), the L4-convergence of ; to v/,
(5.4), and (5.5) together with (5.3), we obtain that there are dy, to such that

V8 € (0,00)3K(8) : [gnal <de Vk>K(), |t < to.
"(B(100p))

From (5.10) we thus conclude that taking possibly dp and ¢y smaller and K () larger,

V6 € (0,00) IK(8) ¢ [o.5) <de Vk>K(6), |t| < to.
Wi “(B(100p))

The comparison

In view of uniform convergence, (5.1), and (5.3), we can apply Theorem 4.9 and
Lemma 2.1 to conclude that the assumptions of Theorem 3.7 are satisfied for oy 5
and 7 for all k > K(9) for some large number K.

Theorem 3.7 implies oy, 5 and -y, are ambient isotopic (technically: we can mollify
og,s around B(5p), then this mollification is ambient isotopic to i, so we get the
estimate and remove the mollification again (observe that 7y is smooth)), and thus

1
TPY"24(v,) < TPIT29(gy 5) + = Vk>K(9).

Since v, = o6 on B(R)® = R/Z\B(R), this implies

1
// (Ve o, y) de dy < // p(ok,s5,,y) dr dy + T
(B/Z)?\(B(R)*)? (B/Z)?\(B(R)*)?

But if (x,y) € (R/Z)*\(B(2p)¢)?, we have that v(z) = y(y) if and only if x = y (a
set of measure zero), that is we have

p(,2,y) = Hm p(y, z,y) e (2,y) € (R/Z)°\(B(20)")*.

From Fatou’s Lemma we then find

// w(vy, z,y) dedy < hmlnf// w(ogs,x,y) de dy.
(R/Z)2\(B(R)°)? (R/Z)2\(B(R)<)?

The convergence of oy, 5 as k — oo We now fix ¢ € (0, dy) and consider the limit as
k — oo. Set

~'(z) r < —R

V' (=R) z € (-R,—R(1-9))
gs(@) = (14 49) (@/(1 = 8)) |l < (1 - )R

v (R) z € (R(1-9),R)

~'(z) x>R

and

T R
os(x) == /_195(2) dz —v(=1) + 6(z) (/_R,y/(z) —g5(2) dz) .
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We claim that

(5.11)
lim sup // ,u(ok,g,a:,y)dxdy—// wlos, x,y) dedy| < C6.
k—o0 (R/Z)*\(B(R)*)? (R/Z)*\(B(R)*)?

First observe that
(5.12) log () B2 0% ()| V8 < o, uniformly for z € R/Z.
Indeed, by the support of ¢,

|z > R o5 ()] = (@) =1 = |y ()| = |os(2)].

Also for |z| € (1 — )R, R),

91,5 ()] =[n()y' (£R) + (1 — (@) 74 (£R)]
2% (@)Y (£R) + (1 — n(x))y (£R)|

=7 (£R)| = |gs(z)]-

and for |z| < (1 — )R we have

l9k,5 ()] = |gs(x)].

By the definition of o5 and in view of (5.10) we have established (5.12).
Next we observe that for (z,y) € (R/Z)*\(B(R)¢)? with |z — y| > % we have
by the bilipschitz estimate or the global distance estimate

inf o%,5(2) — o,5(3)| 5 C(6):

Thus we can make a brute force estimate

/ / p(ons,,y) dedy — / / (o5, 2, y) de dy
(R/Z)2\(B(R)°)2N|x—y|Zo (R/Z)2\(B(R)°)?N|x—y|Zd

SCO, vkl lvellz) /R/Z (@) = @) + () — ()| da.

Since i LN v a.e., by dominated convergence (recall |, | < 1), we have

lim
k—o0

=0.

// u(ok,&x,y)dfcdy—// w(os, z,y) de dy
(R/2)2\(B(R))2N|z—y| 26 (R/Z)2\(B(R)*)?|z—y| 6

That is,

lim sup // u(ak,a,x,y)dwdy—// wlos, z,y) dr dy
k—o0 (R/Z)2\(B(R)*)? (R/Z)2\(B(R)*)?

Stimsup| [ [ (05,2, ) — o3, 2,y) du dy|
k—o0 (R/Z)2\(B(R)¢)?,|z—y|< 1550

Also observe that p(og.s,z,y) = p(os, z,y) for all x,y € B((1 —J)R), k € N.
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So we have to consider the following terms, (observe y is not symmetric in z,y)

lim sup // u(ak,a,x,y)dirdy—// wlos, z,y) dr dy
k—o0 (R/Z)2\(B(R)©)? (R/Z)2\(B(R)*)?
5 / q / q
. 0k,s(x) N(og,s(x) — ok,5(Y os(x) N(os(x) —os(y _
Stimoup |37 [ [ (losele) A okale) =0t s _ o) A oute) = osIY ) p-siy )
koo |21 J A |lok,5(x) — ok,5(y)| los(x) — os5(y)|
where

Ay ==(£R,+R(1+6)) x (£R(1 — §),£R)
Ay :=(£R(1—6),£R) x (£R, £R(1 + §))
As :=(£R(1 — 26), £R(1 — 6)) x (£R(1 — 6), £R)
Ay =(£R(1 - 6),£R) x (£R(1 — 26), £R(1 — 5))

As :=(£R(1 — ), £R) x (£R(1 — §),£R).

Observe that in each of these regimes § = 1 or 6 = 0, that is

lim sup // u(ak,é,x,y)dxdy—// wlos, z,y) dv dy
k—o0 (R/Z)2\(B(R)*)? (R/Z)2\(B(R)")?

) Grs(@) A [V grs( (z)dz| g(s(as)/\ffg(;(z)dzq B
Slimsup Z /], (’ - D) os@i-toslasay

k00 lok,s(x) — or,s(y) |05 (x) — o5 (y) |
) G5 (@) A [V grs(z)dz|"  |gs(x) A [Y gs(2) dz|* _
:hmsupZ// (' )N ora @) Az ool ML @ A i) 0y
koo |z Ja, | gn.5(2) dz| | [Y g5(2) dz|
5 A Yy d Q_ A Y d
glimsupz// |lgws (@) A [y gr.s(2) dz|” — |gs(2) A [ g5(2) d2|* !
Ay

k—o0 —1 ‘fyg;“; dZ|q+2

, “f 95(2 dz\(H ‘fyg;“; ydz|"" ‘ l95(x) A [ g5(2) dz|"
+11msup // a2 |
Ay (2 dz‘ |fm Gs(z dz|

By the uniform bi-Lipschitz estimate we have

// lows() A 2 g15(z dz!  losta) A [ gs(2) dz]']
A

|q+2

5@ 5 (y)lde dy

a5 (@) o5 (y)|d dy

k—o0

<lim sup

k—o0

dx dy

q+2

5 “f g95(2) dz| —|fygk5(z)dz|q+2‘ A (Y dz|?

. T T ) gs\T z 9s\z)az _

rtmsw Y [ [ L oste) Ao 95 il )y
k—oo (=1 Ja, |z =yl | [Y gs(2) dz|

The second set of integrals converges to zero by dominated convergence theorem since
gk,s converges a.e. to gs. To establish (5.11) we argue as in the proof Lemma 5.3 to
obtain that the first terms satisfy

Yy q
liiri)sup //A Hgk6 /\f 9e.5(2 dZ| |q-’£6 36)/\f, g(s(z)dz| ’dxdyg&
0 2

The convergence of o5 as § — 0
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By now we have shown that for any ¢ € (0, dp)

// w(v,z,y) dedy < // w(os,x,y) drdy + Co.
(R/Z)\(B(R)*)? (R/Z)2\(B(R)*)?

Observe that o =0, v+ tp, in view of (5.10) — indeed essentially repeating the
Luckhaus-Lemma argument from above, we see that as § — 0 we get

// (o5, x,y) dxdyﬂ// p(y + tp, x,y) dz dy.
(R/Z)2\(B(R)*)? (R/Z)2\(B(R)*)

O

6. THE REGULARITY THEORY FOR CRITICAL POINTS: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.7

This section is dedicated to show C“-regularity of locally critical points for
scale-invariant tangent-point energies TPY7% with ¢ > 2. Our main goal is the
following decay estimate.

Proposition 6.1 (Local decay estimate). Let ¢ > 2 and v be a locally critical
embedding in the sense of Definition 1.5 with small tangent-point energy TPIT24
around a geodesic ball B(xo,7) C R/Z, and assume || = const > 0 almost

|:YT'\7 that is u : R/Z — S? such that fR/Zu = 0, and let
@:R — R3 be a L= N W a4-extension of u|B(zo,ry from B(xo,r) to R. Then there

exist ,7,0 € (0,1) and Ny € N such that the following holds.
If N> No, p>0, and y € B(xo, 5) such that Byn, := B(y, 2N p) C B(xo,7),

everywhere. Let u :=

and [Q]W;_Q(B ) <e, then
q’ aN,
O IS SE R 4
wa(B,) Wi (B,y,) ; (Byni,)

Proposition 6.1 implies Theorem 1.7 by the usual Dirichlet growth-type iteration
techniques.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. First note that by definition u and % coincide locally around
B(zg,r), therefore we have for any ball B C B(xg,r) that

[ul 1, = L]

By iterating the decay estimate on small balls, cf. [12, Lemma A.8], we obtain a
o > 0 such that

W)’

sup p 7y, < C(u).
0<p<3%,y€B(z,5) W e (B(y,p))

By Jensen’s inequality, we conclude that
swp T Ju(e) = (g s S C),
0<p<%,yeB(z,%) (y,p)

where (u)p(y,,) denotes the mean value of u in B(y, p), and hence u belongs to
the Campanato space L9177 (B(zg,r)). The characterization of Campanato spaces

with Holder spaces, cf. [27, Theorem 1.2], implies that u € Cl"oc( (w0, 5)), which
concludes the proof of Theorem 1.7. (]
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In order to obtain Proposition 6.1 — inspired by the investigations of critical
O’Hara energies in [13] by comparison to the theory of fractional harmonic maps, cf.
[22, 64] — we proceed as follows:

e In Section 6.1 we relate critical knots of the tangent-point energies TPP?
with p € [¢ +2,2¢ + 1) and ¢ > 1 to fractional harmonic maps: We first

define a suitable energy £P'9 such that the unit tangent u := \'VT:I of locally

critical embeddings v of TPP? with constant-speed parametrization are
locally critical maps of the energy €77 in the class of maps v : R/Z — S2.
We then establish that the new energy £P:? is locally comparable to a
Wp_g_l "I_seminorm, see Section 4. Consequently, the equations, that the
critical maps u satisfy, are indeed structurally similar to the Euler-Lagrange
equations of fractional harmonic maps into the sphere S? as treated in [64].

e In Section 6.2 we derive the Euler-Lagrange equations of the new energies
EPfor p € [q+2,29+1), ¢ > 1, and study the highest order and remainder
terms of the Lagrangian.

e In Section 6.3 we finally treat the actual decay estimate of Proposition 6.1.

Before continuing with the upcoming subsections, we need to introduce some
notation for integration on R/Z, cf. [13, Remark 2.2]:
(1) We identify by p(z,y) the distance of two points z,y € R/Z on R/Z, in
particular p(z,y) = |z — y| mod3.
(2) If x and y are not antipodal, which means |z — y| # %, we denote by z >y
the shortest geodesic from x to y. Hence, we define for any Z-periodic f

gébyf = /jf(z) 2,

where § € y + Z such that |z — | < 3.
(3) Furthermore, we write

olx>y) = sgnyg 1.
x>y
That means, if x>y is positively oriented, we have o(x>y) = 1, and if x>y
is negatively oriented, we get o(z>y) = —1.
(4) Now given a Z-periodic function f, we define

Ry
>y . p(z,y) 7:l>y-

We also have to deal with the fact that the critical embeddings of interest are
only locally known to be of class WH%’Q(R/Z,R?’), which motivates the use of the
extension @ as described below. This is a mere technical inconvenience, and we
recommend the first-time reader to mentally identify u and @ in the arguments to
come.

Remark 6.2. Let p € [q+2,2¢+ 1), ¢ > 1, and v : R/Z — R3 be a homeomorphism
with locally small tangent-point energy according to Definition 1.1 that is a locally
critical embedding in B(xg,r) of TP?”? as in Definition 1.5. Then Theorem 1.2
implies that ~ is globally bi-Lipschitz and of class W1+$4(R/Z, R3) for any 0 < s < é.
However, v is not known to globally belong to the class Wt a7 or even WHP_Z_l a4

p—gq—1

we only have the local statement v € W' 9(B(x0,7), R?) due to Theorem 4.5.
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—g—1
Although we aim to mostly work with the local W 4_Gagliardo seminorm
of +', we also have to acknowledge global terms thereof on account of the non-
locality of the proposed problem. For this reason, when necessary, we may interpret
B(wg,r) as an interval in [—1,2] and extend /| g(z,,) from B(zg,r) to a function
—g—1

@€ W %R, R3) such that @ is uniformly bounded. Such extension exists since
7]l < 1 and by standard construction of extensions, e.g. [23, Theorem 5.4].

Note that in this setting we have for any ball B C B(xg,r) that

U = ! 1 .
[U]Wp_g_lvq(B) N [PY]WP T (B)

6.1. A new energy EP9. Our first objective in this subsection is to construct a new
energy £P-1, which coincides with the tangent-point energies TPP? for sufficiently
regular curves ~, but only depends on the first derivative 4'. We then show that
any locally critical embedding of the tangent-point energies TP?'? parametrized by
arclength produces a locally critical S?-valued map of the new energy £P+9.

For this purpose, we recall that the tangent-point energies are for any v €
C%1(R/Z,R?) given by

pq (x)_V(y»lq o 1—q|/t .
v /]R/Z/R/Z |7 Sop @ W)l dy da.

Now we transform the wedge product in the numerator by Lagrange’s identity and
the fundamental theorem of calculus to

Y (@) A (v(y) — ()]
= (x) A (v(x) = v(y) — 7 (@) (y — 2))]
= (@)Ply(y) — (@) =7 @)y - 2)? = (¥ (2) - (4(y) — 7(z) — 7 (2)(y — 2)))?

y—xr“(w ||][ 2dz— /@) — | @) - ][ 7’(x)~7’(z)d2|2>

~ =P (W @F {70 -y @i 4 -y er

>y

+ @ - f Iv'(2)|2d22>~
>y
Additionally, observe that

@) =@ _
1y 7$|2 t)dsdt
>y TD:I]
= ][ |/ (2 |2dz—f][ ][ 7' (t)]? ds dt.
> x>y

Therefore, we can rewrite TPP?() in terms of the first derivative 7' as

TP (y)

2

(6.1)

2 2 2 2 2\ 2
/ / (W' @)Pl £, (= x)dz|* — 31 £,p, 1V (@) =7 )P dz + Y (@)]* = £, W (2)]?d2*)?
R/Z JR/Z

Iy—wlp e

’<i i '“**f f JMﬁ) Iy ()"~ (y)| dy da.

N\":I
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This motivates to introduce the following real-valued energy £P¢ for any maps
u:R/Z — R?

£ /R/Z/R/Z(u ||][ z) dzf* q
(£ wor -tz tiutor - f peras) )
(fomera 1 f f oo asa)

()P _dyde
o))

For n € C*(R, [0, 00)), we set moreover

EM(u / / <|u R/Z\ |][ x)dz|?
R/Z JR/Z

(][:;Dy [u(z) = w(z)]* dz + |u(w) —n(@) (Wr/z]* - ][

x>y

PN

N

[u(z) — (=) (w2 dz)2 )g

b

'(]ébyl u(z) —n(z)(u R/Z|2d2£>y][ 2dsdt> ’

Ju(a) — () Wzl fuly) ~ (o) (@2 <dy;>x ~

Its localized version for any D C R/Z x R/Z is denoted by

e = [ (1nte) =)l f u(s) - ute) s

( L. ute) = ste) P+ k) = ol = ) =) dz)2 )g

.(JQDJ R R/ZFdZ]{CDy][ 2dsdt>g

Julw) = (@) (W2 u(y) - n(y)(u)mmf’fﬁ_q-

We observe that the energies TPP'? and £P+? coincide for our embeddings of interest
accordingly, recalling that (v')g/z = 0.

N

Lemma 6.3. Let p € [¢+2,2¢+ 1) and ¢ > 1. For any embedding v : R/Z — R?
with finite tangent-point energies TPP? and constant speed parametrization as well
asn € C*(R,[0,00)), we have

TPP(v) = EPU(y) = EPU(Y'),

and, in particular, for any subset D C R/Z x R/Z,

Y (= — YOI g o era
// |7 ()|p Y (@) Y ()l dy de = EL (V).
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It remains to show that locally critical embeddings of the tangent-point energies
TP?9, cf. Definition 1.5, indeed induce locally critical maps into the sphere S? of
P,

The main result of this section is the analogue of [13, Theorem 2.1]: (Locally)
Critical knots  : R/Z — R? induce a (locally) £P-9-critical maps u : R/Z — S* by

’
setting u := ﬁ

Theorem 6.4. Letp € [q+2,2q+1), ¢ > 1, and vy : R/Z — R3 be a homeomorphism
with locally small tangent-point energy TPP? around the open interval B(xg,r), in
the sense of Deﬁm’tion 1.1, and assume |y'| = const. Denote the unit tangent field
of v by u := \'VI :R/7Z — S2.

If v is a locally critical embedding of TPP'? in B(xq, ), in the sense of Definition 1.5,
then there exists some n € C>°(B(xg,r),[0,00)) such that the map u: R/Z — S? is
a critical map of EP? in B(xo,) in the class of maps v : R/Z — S2.

Namely, we have for any ¢ € C(B(xg,7),R3), if we set u. = %;
4 EP(u,) = da EPI(ue —n(ue)ryz) = 0.
dele=o ™ V7 dele=o : o

Proof. We argue similar to the proof of [13, Theorem 2.1], but additional problems
appear since we only have the criticality in a ball, not globally (which is what makes
us to introduce n € C°(B(xg,r)), while in [13, Theorem 2.1] we can choose n = 1).
For simplicity we assume that zo € (0,1) and that r < min{zg,1 — 2o} (namely,
we can always assume that zg = % by the periodicity of the problem).
First define for ¢ € C°(B(zg,r), R?) the maps
U+ eQ
lu+ep|
Pick 0 € C*>°(R) with # =0 for x < xyg —r/2 and § = 1 for x > x + r/2, and with
0| < 1. We can also assume that §' > 0. Below we will chose n := ¢/
Similar to (5.6),

Ye(x) == 7(0) + /0 " (=) + 0(z) ( / ) — () dz) .

o—"T

e T

We observe that v.(z) = v(x) for © < o —r and = > z¢ +r. Indeed, for x < xg —r
we have

and for x > xg + r we have

v () 7(0)+/0m0 ' dz+/:+ dz+/0+T 2)dz + 6z )(/:jy(z)us(z) dz>
=v(0) + /OI z)dz + /wjo—:r z)dz + /IO_H z)dz +1 (/w:o_"’: ’y'(z) — ue(2) dz)
0 + /0 T s + / R / o
—O+ [ G
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Moreover, we find for almost every = that
us(z) = 7' () + € (p(x) = {p(2), 7' (2))7 () + O(?),

and, using again the support of ¢,

Ye(r) = ()
T 1
e ( [ 60— telar @ ) s — 00 ( JRCER ORI d))
+ 0(52)
as well as

(@) = ()
te (90(2) @)@ (@) - 0'(a) ( JRCERTCRICINE) d))
+ 0(£?).

By Lemma 6.3, we have for small € > 0
PP () = E79(x))

Since by assumption 7 is critical in B(z,r) and 7. is a permissible variation we
obtain

d X — §EPa
0=—| _E"0e) =8 (W],

where we observe that

1
b= ola) — (o (), (@)Y (2) — 0 () ( | 60~ 627 (12 dz)

0
has support in B(zg,r). Setting 1 := ¢’, we conclude the proof. O

Remark 6.5. The function n appearing in the previous theorem might remind of
a Lagrange multiplier. However, in our setting 7 can be chosen more freely. The
presented construction of n in the proof above is only one out of many possibilities
to define permissible functions 7.

6.2. Euler-Lagrange equations of £7-9. In this section, we derive the Euler-
Lagrange equations of &7 for p € [qg + 2,2¢ + 1), ¢ > 1, and suitable n €
C*(R,[0,00)). We realize that the new energies &9 have a nonlinear and nonlocal
Lagrangian. Furthermore, we obtain a decomposition of the Lagrangian into a term
of highest order, denoted by @, and terms of lower order, denoted by R.
The leading order operator @) on a subset D C R/Z x R/Z for u : R/Z — R3
and ¢ : R/Z — R3 is given by
(P, q)(

D

s p) =

AR R A

dy dx
- f ]{Mwl) —u(e) - (ple2) = (o) oy dza— L

LAl gy LN F . dyde
_2//Da (1 20) a(@)p(xyy)”‘q'

(For the definition of a,d’, ¢, etc., see below).

(6.2)
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The remainders, which are, as we shall see, “of lower order”, are given as follows

RYPD (u, ) = g//D <(a — L2yt a%) (1—1o) % a/(p) dy da

p(x,y)p=a’
dy dx
s y)Pa’

a —pi2 dy dx
R (1, ) o= // 11407 ()

RE" (u, ) :

Il

|
NS
/-\

S

|
—~
[

I
N[

2}
~
N
=
=
~
—
S~—

=
~~
8

RGO =4 [[ -1t (- 197 )
B8 we) =1 [ (@39 (- 19 Foao) 0
Ry ) = //D(a —1)E (1- 1) (1 -9 (9) + f’(s@))%.

a =

][ u(z)—u(x)dz ) —2][ ][ u(z1) —u(x)) - (p(z2) — @(x)) dz1 dza,
b= f () — u(@)Pdz, V() =2 ][ (u(2) — u(z)) - (pl2) — o)) dz,

cim ][ f (O dsdt, (p) =2 f ]{Mms)—u<t>>~<¢<s>—w<t>>dsdt,

and

a(p) = —2 f R CCONCNAS

"(x)u(x)'(W)R/z,
(@) = =n(y)u(y) - (9)r/z-

Note that in case of considering the entire domain D = R/Z x R/Z, we drop

the label D in the definition of Q} (p.a) (u, ) and the remainders R} k(p9) (u, ¢) and

k,(p,
REBD (u, ).

Lemma 6.6. (Euler-Lagrange equations) Let p € [q¢ + 2,2¢ + 1), ¢ > 1, and
u:R/Z — S? with fR/Zu =0 be a locally critical map of E* around the interval

B(xg,7) in the class of maps v : R/Z — S* and let n € C(B(xg,7),[0,00)). Then

—1

q

yd
for any test function ¢ € W, ’q(B(xo,r),R?’), which is also tangential, i.e.
v € T,S?, if we set ue = u+ €, it holds

3 7
2 = QP (u, ) + ZRk,(p,q) (u, @) + ZRf],(nq) (u, ) = 0.
k=1 k=4

d
“ D.q
de le= 0577 (u
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Proof. Let us recall the definition of &7 first by

= /R/Z /R/Z ('u(x) (w)ryz|” |][ ) dz|?
B <][ ) Z )P e fute) (Wryzl* — ][ lu(z) (wrzl’ dZ)2>g
| (]{fw [u(z) = n(2)(w/zl* dz = 5 ]{Dy ]{w lu(s) — u(t)]? ds dt) B

(o) = (o) )2l o) = () (2=

We set

SIS

F(a,b,c,d,e) := (e’a— L(b+€* — d)?)3 (d—3c) 2,
which implies
erttu) = [ [ F(a(0).50),c(0).d00).€(0) e(0)' " f0) LT
R/Z JR/Z p(x,y)P—1
where
2

ale) = ]éby%(z)us(x)dz ,

be) := ][D lue(2) — ue ()] dz,

(e) == ][ ][ e (s) — e (D) dsdt,
d(e) = ][ el = () )zl

e(e) == [ue(z) — n(x)(us)R/ZL
f(e) = [ue(y) — n(y) (ue)r/zl.

First we note that d(0) = e(0) = f(0) = 1 since |u| = 1 and (u)g/z = 0. Furthermore,
observe that

2(0) = a'(0)(u, p) = 2 ][ ][ (u(z1) — u(@)) - ((22) — p()) dor dza,
B(0) = b/(0)(us ) = 2 f (u(2) - u(@)) - (o(2) — () d,

KO =) =2 f ()= ule) - (ple) - pte) dsat

and due to u - ¢ =0 and (u)r/z =0

2(0) = d'(0)(u, 9, 1) = —2 ][ ) (Paz de

e'(0) = €'(0)(u, ¢, n) = —n(z)u(z) - (P)r/z:
£10) = £1(0)(w, 0,m) = —n(y)u(y) - (P)r/z-
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Hence, we obtain by the product rule

d / / 1— dy dx

— F(a(e),b(e),cle),d(e),e(e)) d(e) " Te(e) ————

€5=0R/ZR/Z(()()()()())() ()p(xyy)p_q
0

=1 a(0)5 (1= 1c0) 2o _dydr
s JR/Z//Z 0= (1 = 3¢(0) <O)P(w,y)”’q

2Lk 0 =a0)F) (1= 3e(0)) F 0(0) L
) 2" (1= 4el0)) F ) 0)= 1

L P (1= e(0) o)
e 0% (1= eto) " (0T

’ q/ﬂw /R/Z 127 (1 $e(0)) " (al0) - $5(0) e’(O);m

+Z/R/ /R/Z(a(o) — 1p(0)2) " (1= Le(0)) 2 b(0) d,(o)%

@ =07 (1= 3e00)F (- 90+ 710

O

Remark 6.7. For a given homeomorphism 7 : R/Z — R? with locally small tangent-
point energy TPP? and its unit tangent field u : R/Z — S?, we introduce the
following abbreviation

pt2

k(z,y) = _]{Dy].[ (0P dsdt =1 - 1e(0).

Note that in all terms of the Euler-Lagrange equation either k(x,y)~ 2 or k(z,y)~ "2
appears as a factor. The motivation behind this definition is the observation that
k(z,y)~" for any r > 0 is bounded: On the one hand it is easy to see that

1—7][ ][ (t)[*dsdt < 1.
>y

On the other hand, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

0<c<1—7][ ][ (t)? ds dt.

The latter can be shown by recalling that v denotes the unit tangent field of v and
by applying the fundamental theorem of calculus as in (6.1) as well as the global
bi-Lipschitz continuity of v due to Theorem 1.2, from which we conclude that

1—]£I>y ][ )|2d8dt |’y(y)—7(x)|2 2(1—6)2>0

ly — z|?

for any € > 0 small and = # y.
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As next steps we are going to show that @ is indeed the leading order operator
and the remainder R are of “lower order”. Namely, in Proposition 6.8 we essentially

show that Q(u, @) controls the Sobolev-norm [u]?"}_, _, \ for a good choice of

W« "(B(p))

¢ € C(B,), in particular, whenever B, is a ball compactly contained in B(xzo,r)

and [p] p-g-1 “®) < 1. Then, Proposition 6.9 shows that each of the remainder
woa IR

terms R essentially satisfy the following estimate

1
p—

oo
(6:3) |RM®D(u, (pun)ij)| S [U}'éw,q(gzp)ﬂLZ?_”l[U]; =1 +C(r,u)p?
=1

~ By )
for some § > ¢ — 1 and some ¢ > 0. Such terms on the right-hand side can absorbed

by an iteration argument, as discussed in the proof of Theorem 1.7.
Next we show that the leading order term Q¢ controls the Sobolev norm.

Proposition 6.8. Letp € [¢+2,2¢+1), ¢ > 1, and v : R/Z — R? be a homeomor-
phism with locally small tangent-point energy TP”? around the interval B(xg,r),
in the sense of Definition 1.1. Furthermore, denote the unit tangent field of v by
u:R/Z — S? such that fR/Zu =0, let yo € B(xo, 5), and choose p > 0 such that

B, := B(yo,p) C B(zo,7). Then we have

v u(z) —u(x) dz|?
[ 5/ k(ﬂﬂ,y)’5|f”'>y ) ,( ) dy dx
woa U(By) B,? p(z,y)P=a

~ QY ()

with constants only depending on p and q.

Proof. We begin with recalling the definition of the main term Qg’;’i) B, In (6.2) and
test it with u, such that the expression simplifies to

g;(QBP (u,u)
~aff | ]ébyuw) — u(w) o1 f ]{szl) — (@) - (u(z2) — u(e)) dz1 dzs
k (x,y)fg dyid:r_
plx,y)P=1
— q//Bg k(x,y)" " Sy Ziz)y y_):(:) i dy dx.

p
2

Note that the factor k (z,y)
Furthermore, we have

is strictly positive and bounded by Remark 6.7.

() — u(@)] < July) — ][

y>x

u(z)dz| + |][> u(z) dz — u(x)|,



SCALE-INVARIANT TANGENT-POINT ENERGIES FOR KNOTS 55

which implies by the previous arguments

q
0! g // [uly) —u@@) ) 4,
»q B,? gjypq

—u(z)dz|? —u(y) dz|?
wby ybw
//32 wy)p 1 dyd:c+//32 xy)” e dyde

dz|?
5// k(x,y) _7|fm>y () d| dy dr =~ g’;qx)Bp(u,u).
B,2

p(w y)p e

]

It remains to obtain the “lower order”-property for the the remainder terms R.
We recall that for any v € R? the linear map vA : R® — R? is represented by the
R3*3-matrix

0 —vV3 (%)
oA = | v3 0 —v1
—vy M 0

Proposition 6.9. Let p € [¢+2,2¢+ 1), ¢ > 2, and v : R/Z — R3 be a
homeomorphism with locally small tangent-point energy TPP? around the interval
B(xzg,1), in the sense of Definition 1.1. We denote the unit tangent field of ~
by u: R/Z — S? such that fR/Zu = 0 and take n € C°(B(xo,5),[0,00)). Fur-
thermore, let yo € B(xo,5), choose p > 0 such that B(yo,4p) C B(xo,r), and
define B, := B(yo, p). Let ¢ € C°(B,,R) such that [ap]Wp_Tq_l . < 1. Then the

“(R)
following holds for any j =1,2,3:
For the first remainder k =1 in case of 2 < q < 4, we have
|RY P (u, (pun)ij)| < [u)?42, o +Z2 (+1 ezt et + pr—(pmatl),
w q (B2p) =1 W Yq(BglJrlp)

For q = 2 we have R%"9 = 0. For the remainders k = 1 in case of ¢ > 4 and
k=2,3 for any q > 2, we have

RO, (un) )| S B Ly, 327 e
w e U(By) 1 W i (Byi1,)

and for the remaining terms k = 4,5,6,7 with ¢ > 2, we have

—q—2

Z\R wA>m>|<p<5M(>+r<M)+r‘“z W, )
W a  Y(B(zo,r))

~ p—qg—1 . .
where @ denotes a W™« -extension of u|g(z,r) from B(zo,r) to R as discussed

in Remark 6.2. The constants in these inequalities depend on the p and q and

may also depend on global properties of u such as ||ul|pe, [u] p—a—1 "Banr)) and
w " (B(zo,r

[U]Wrgil‘q(R).

A very similar statement holds for ¢ € (1,2), only the tail’s exponents change,
but one still obtains an estimate as in (6.3). We leave the details to the reader.
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Proof of Proposition 6.9. We begin with making some general observations on fac-

tors appearing in the integrands of the remainder terms. First the remainders
contain a factor of the form k(x,y)~", for some r > 0, which is strictly positive and

bounded by Remark 6.7. Next we consider the factors (a — 7b2) 2% and (a— 7b2)
appearing for the cases k = 2,...,7. Recall that

a—|][ 2)dz|? and bz][ lu(2) — u(x)|® dz.
x>y

As we have by (4.2)

(6.4)

b —v@P s =1 f )0 —u@) st <1 fue) - o) e,
x>y

it follows 0 < a — ibz and thus the factors can be simplified, when necessary, to

(a— %bz)% <a'T = ’][ u(z) —u(x)dz
>y

q
‘][ x)dz

For the case k = 1 we have to study the factor ((a — 7b2) — aq2;2) instead. For
q = 2 this factor equals 0, whereas for 2 < ¢ < 4 it can be estimated by

q—2

w\»n

2 q—2 =2
@-3)% 7 <2t = (e —ufa)
x>y

since 2" —y" < (z —y)" forany x >y > 0and 0 <r < 1, and for ¢ > 4 by

(a— %bz)% —a'T < p2a'T = (iby lu(z) — u(z)|? dz)2 ]iy u(z) —u(z)dz

since we have [2" — y"| < ¢(r)|z — y[|lz"~" +y"~!| for any > y > 0 and r > 0.
Last but not least we note that the test functions (¢uA);; are tangential, i.e.
(pun);j € T,S?, for any j = 1,2,3 due to the fact that u Au = 0.

After these first considerations, we proceed with studying the full remainder
terms.

We begin with the first remaining term Rg(p D for some general D C R/Z xR/Z
in the case of 2 < ¢ < 4 and gain with help of the introductory comments on
occurring factors for any j =1,2,3

q—4

IR (u, (puh))|
q—2
—u(z)|? dz

(. ue s ) - (f ountyten) =~ ounte)an )| S50
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If we consider the exemplary case j = 1, the dot product reads as

(éw >WQ'(£wwwmm@wwwmmum@)
< ug(z1) — ua () dz1> <]£|>y ©(22) uz(z2) — p(x) usz(x) d22>
( -wmmwg(iwﬂaﬂﬂmuﬁ—ﬂmewxmwg.

By adding 0 = () uz(z2) — ¢(z) us(z2) to second factor in the first summand,
respectively, 0 = ¢(x) (—uz)(22) — p(x) (—u2)(22) to the second factor in the second
summand, the dot product turns to

(][ )d21> : (]{Dy(SDW\)ﬂ(@) — (pun)i(z) d,22>
(iw ~u@)dn) - (£ (pte) = olo) (e )

+ (@) ( ][ (1) — u(z) dz1> - ( ]{M(w)ﬂ(@) — (wh)u(x) dZQ) .

But since (uA);1 € T, S?, the last summand in the previous equation vanishes. Now
by the same arguments for j = 2,3, we conclude

IREPD (u, (pun) ;)|

s S [ (f wer-uora) (f e - i)

.(iww@g—ﬂmm@)mfﬁim

Using ||ul|r~ < 1, simplifies this inequality. Now to take advantage of the local
behavior of v and ¢, we split the integration domain into

L(p.a)
|RR/§5R/Z|

D,q D,q 1,(p,q) 1,(p,q)
< IRB I, | IR B iR 2oy - RG22y | T RO ) x B2 B
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_|_

»::\»—A

The first term can be estimated by (6.5), Holder’s inequality for 1 = 4= 2 4
2

1
q
Jensen’s inequality, and identification Lemma A.2 such that for any j = 1, ,3

‘RBgf’quz (u, (pun)iz)

< ; ( ]iyu@)u(x)wz)q? ( f 1) ~ ula)| )

| (][ () — ol >|sz) e
(// Jca:by |u (20) —u(x )|2q dZo ) <// chy [u(z1) — u(z)|?2dz dydx>(1z
B2 T, y)P - P ENTE
<//32 el Z;Qs ,Y)P (qx”quQ dz dy> E
2q 4

z Ul pa- —a-
W% (sz)[ }WP 4 1,q(320)[90]WP izt
2q—3

S [u} qp—q—l q )
W a7 (Bgp)

Yq(BQP)

where we applied the Sobolev embedding Lemma A.3 and the assumption on ¢,
ie. [p] p-q ") < 1 in the last inequality. For the second term of the splitting,
W« YR

we subdivide the integration domain By, x (R/Z\ Ba,) into Ba, X (B(zo,7) \ Ba,),
for using the local fractional Sobolev regularity of u in B(xo, ) and the rest

Bs, x (R/Z\ B(xo,r)). At this point recall that % denotes a W =i *9_extension
of u|B(zy,r) from B(zo,r) to R, which coincides with u on B(zo,7) by construction,
cf. Remark 6.2. We then get by inequality (6.5) and the disjoint support estimate
Lemma C.1

1,(p,
LTS Y T

</ ) / . ( ILCE i) dz) ( £ ) - ata) )

. (]{»y lp(22) — ()] dz?) %

(66) -5 ;
RS ZT(HUT [a)**,2, [p] p=a=1,
I=1 W (By,) Wt T(Be)
< 2 l+1)p ‘ ~q_1 2 p—gq—1
i, g <R>; R 1*‘1<Bzzp>[ byt
Sy sl
; W g,
where the constant depends on [@] p—g—1 < oo as well as [p]  p-g-—1 <1
w ¢ UR) W a UR)

By the fact that p(x,y) > 7 for x € Bs, and y € R/Z\ B(zo,r), we estimate the
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rest term by (6.5) such that

11( ? )
|R32qu(R/Z\B(IOVT))(Ua (pun)ij)|

(6.7) S /32p /R/Z\B(zo,r) (]{wy Ju(z) - u(@)* dz) - (]£>y |u(z1) — u(w)] dz1>

. <][Dy o(22) — (z)] sz) m

2q—3
STl 2 el

Note that by ¢ € W@ ’q(R R) with suppy C B, together with the Sobolev
inequalities Theorem A. 4 and Theorem A.5 leads to

68 1 < p—gq—1 < .

(6.8) lellr S plel oy o S

The estimates on R (P, qu JZ\Bs,) also work for Rl]R(qu\)ng)x Bs, by symmetry. In

case of R R/Z\)sz)x(R/Z\Bz ) we have to consider

(R/Z\ Bap) x (R/Z\ Bzy) = (R/Z\ B(xo, 7)) x (R/Z\ B(zo,7))
U (R/Z\ B(zo,r)) x (B(xo,7) \ Bap)
U (B(zo,7) \ Ba,) x (R/Z\ B(xo,r))
U (B(zo,7) \ Bay) x (B(zo,7) \ Bay).

R1 /(P9 can be estimated for first three domains thereof like in (6.7), due to supp ¢ C

5, which implies that either JCny ©(z2) — p(x)dza = 0 or p(x,y) > r. For the
fourth domain we proceed with help of the tail estimate Lemma C.1 similar to
(6.6). Therefore, the statement follows for the first remaining term in the case of
2<g< 4

For the range ¢ > 4 in R(®% we notice that the same methods work as well, in
particular, for D C R/Z x R/Z,

IREP? (u, (@uA)ij)|

Shale= [[ ( £t u<x>|2dz)2 ( L |u<zl>—u<x>|dz1)”

. ( ]l lo(z0) — so(x>|dm) p(fyy‘;w

We only need to change the exponents in Holder’s inequality to 1 = % + % + %7
since we deal with the factor

<]£l>y [u(z) —u(@)l? dz) 2 ]{M u(z) — u(z) dz

instead of ( £, [u(z) —u(z)[* dz)?~?, and slightly adapt the disjoint support estimate
Lemma C.1 as well as (6.7), to achieve the desired result.

q—4
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For the second and third remainder we observe that we have to deal for j =1,2,3
with the scalar products

][ (u(z) = u(®)) - ((pun)ij(2) = (pun)i;(z)) dz,

f D f (us) = ule) - (P (s) = (pun)ss () ds dt, respectively,
in contrast to
£ e = @) (Gun)sse2) = (oun)is(o)) do deo

However, the techniques presented for the first remainder, in particular adding
zeros and using (uA);; € T,,S? for j = 1,2,3, work out similarly and lead for any
D CR/Z\R/Z to

IRS®D (u, (pun)ij)|

> e //D (]{cby [u(z) = u(@)F dz) (]{Dy u(z1) — u(z)] dzl)q_l
: (iby lo(22) — p(2))] dz2) m
as well as

IRSPD (u, (@uA)ij)|

st Jf (£ |u<zl>—u<x>|dzl)q“ (£ tete = plolaz )

Hence, by proceeding as for the first remainder, the statement follows for k = 2,3
from adjusting the exponents used in Hoélder’s inequality and the tail estimate in
Lemma C.1.

Let us turn the focus to the remainders k = 4,...,7 now. The remainder terms
for k =4 and k = 7 are easier to handle since

| ][ n(2)u(z) - ((pun)i)rsz dz| S [Inll e llull el o1,
>y

(6.9) n(@)u(z) - (eun)igryzl < Inlloe lulZe el

n(y)uly) - ((pun)ij)eszl S lnlle=lulli< el
Note that ||ul|ze <1, ||7]lzee S 1, and by (6.8) ||¢|lrr S p. We then obtain that
the remaining factors emerge to the energy £P9(u), in particular

IR, (pun)is)| S p€79(w),

since in case k = 4 we can extend the integrand with an extra factor (1 — 2c) due
to its boundedness, cf. Remark 6.7, and in case k = 7 the necessary factors of the
energy are already given. It remains to study the cases £k = 5 and k = 6, whose
factors in the integrand are not necessarily comparable with the energy. We begin
with k = 5 and observe by suppn C B(zo, 5) that
RY®0)(u, (pun):y)

a—2 _» dy dx
——af [ @4 TR Ha 1) (@) (eun)ae)

B(z0,5) JR/Z

plx,y)p=a’
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By splitting the integration domain into
B(xo, 5) X R/Z = (B(wo, 5) x B(wo,7)) U (B(xo, 5) x (R/Z\ B(zo,7))),

we have for the first domain by the previous comments on the factors appearing in
the integrand, inequalities (6.9) and (6.8), Jensen’s inequality, identity Lemma A.2,
and Sobolev embedding Lemma A.3, that

5,(p,q) -
R, B0, 5)x Blag (W (PUNis)]

1
Fon [u(2) — u(z)?? dz 2
Sl lulfeliolos ([ TR Ry
(6.10) B(o,r) J B(xo,r) p(@,y)

5 p[u]q p—gq—1 2q
W 2a N B(wo,7))

5/)7“ 2 [u}q p—a=1 , ?
7 (B(xo,m))

and for the second domain we notice p(z,y) > § for x € B(xo, 5) and y € R/Z\
B(zg,r), which leads by (6.9), estimates like (6.7), and (6.8) to

5,(p,q) | < (ry—(p—a) q+2 -
(611) ‘R’I’],B(zo,%)x(R/Z\B(Zo,r))(u’ (SOU/\)”” ~ (2) HUHLoo ||n||L ||S0||L1

<p r— (=9
In case of k = 6 we distinguish for the integration domain the cases

R/Z x R/Z = B(xq,r) X B(xo,T)
U B(xo,7) x (R/Z\ B(xo,r))
U(R/Z\ B(zg,r)) x B(xg,r)
U(R/Z\ B(zo,r)) X (R/Z\ B(z,T)).

For the first integration domain we gain the same estimate as in (6.10) and for the
other integration domains we find by suppn C B(xo, §) that either p(z,y) > § or

£ ntepute) (oun)iesedz =0,

Therefore, we deduce the same estimate like in (6.11). All remainder cases got
estimated hereby. O

6.3. Regularity theory for £9-critical points: Proof of Proposition 6.1. In
this section we finally apply the grand machinery of showing Hélder regularity for
(essentially) fractional harmonic maps, which correspond to the first derivative of our
critical knots of interest. We establish a proof for the scale-invariant tangent-point
energies, i.e. for TP?? with p = ¢ + 2 and ¢ > 2, along the lines of [64] and
[13], but face some major obstacles due to the local definition of critical points for
scale-invariant tangent-point energies, cf. Definition 1.5, on the way. Our main goal
is to show the decay estimate Proposition 6.1.

In order to attain the desired statement, we begin with estimating the Gagliardo
semi-norm of u by an operator I's pu reminding of the Riesz potential, which is
introduced in the following.
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First we recall that the term containing the highest order in the Euler-Lagrange
equation of £9, ¢ > 2, for maps u, ¢ : R/Z — R? and some small interval B C R/Z

is given by

QBXB(uv QO) = Q(Bg:gq) (U7 QD)

:q/B/B ]ibyu(z)—u(x)dz

: f ][ (u(z1) — ul@)) - (plz2) — o)) dz1 dza

q—2

dy dx
p(z,y)*

Note that for our functions of interest the factor k(z, y)_# is strictly positive and
bounded, cf. Remark 6.7.

As in [64] and [13], we now define a vector-valued potential for some 0 < g < 1
by

(6.12)

Pomepu):= [ [ ]ﬁbyuw) ~ u(w) dz

. ][> ][> (u(z1) — u(x)) (|zf,22|/3*1 — |z 733‘,871)(121 dzo

—2
a q+2

k(z,y)~ =

dy dz
plz,y)?

following the definition of the Riesz potential Zz of order 3, which is defined by

Tof(a) = [ Iz =al*"' 1) .

The inverse of the Riesz potential Zg is called the fractional Laplacian of order 3,
which for 8 € (0,2) has the form
8 o [ ) = f2)

—A
( ) R |T— y|1+ﬁ

flz) = dy

for some ¢ > 0, cf. [23]. Applied to our situation, we hence observe that

wlw

(6.13) Qpxp(u,p) = c/Rf‘g,Bxgu(z) (=A)2p(2) dz.

Note that we have

(6.14) Zal's BxB U = Layp BxB U

for any «, 8 > 0.
Our first interim result is the following.

Proposition 6.10. (Left-hand side estimates) Let ¢ > 2, % - i > 0 small, and

v :R/Z — R3 be a homeomorphism with locally small tangent-point energy TP

around an interval B(xg,r) in R/Z, in the sense of definition Definition 1.1. More-
over, denote the unit tangent field of v by u : R/Z — S? such that fR/Zu =0 and
for any yo € B(xo, %), choose p > 0 such that Bov, := B(yo,2%p) C B(wo,r) for
large L € N.
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Then we have for any § > 0

[w]? S X8, Tam, xm,,, ull, g +0[u]? 4

1
WE”](BP) W a q(B2Lp) [T P P L= Wa)q(Bsz)

+Cs <[U]q 1, —[u? a >
Wa(B,L,) Wa(B,)

for any L, K € N large enough with L > K. The constant in this inequality only
depends on q.

Proof. Let 1) € C®(By,), n =1 on B, with [VFn| < C(k)p~". Set (u)p,\5, =
1
‘BQﬂ\Bﬁl fB2p\Bﬁ u and

P(z) = n(x)(u(z) = (w)B,,\8,)-

Then for any x,y € B, we have

| ]{sz) 2)dof? = | f 7) d2f?

and therefore by Proposition 6.8 for any L > 2

[u]? s

wa(B,)

o o, o e -t

Now we decompose

b(2) = ¥(z) = (u(z) = u(z)) = (1 = n(2))(w(2) - u(z))
+(n(2) = () (u(z) = (u)B,,\B,),

which leads to

ul? <I—1I+1III,
W (B,)

where

pi= LV e -

~ ][ f;pyw(zn (@) - ((z2) — () dor dz

I —// \][ ) dz| T2 k(z,y)”
B,L,

][D ][ (1= ) u(z0) = @) - (6(z2) = @) 21 dza

II1 7// \][ ) dz| T2 k(z,y)~
B,L,

() = @) @) — () 8,)) - 5(z2) = 0l N

dx dy
pla,y)?’

We start to deal with the terms involving the cutoff function. Observe by
2
the boundedness of the factor k(z, y)*% in Remark 6.7, Holder’s inequality for
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= q 2 + + 3 L Jensen’s inequality and identification Lemma A.2 that

IUI

<. (. |u<z>u<x>|dz)q_2
QLp i dz dy

) ][D (1 =n(z1)) |u(z1) — u(x)| dzy ][> [1h(22) — ()| d22 p(z,y)?

fzby |’LL(Z) - U(Z‘)|q dz q
- <//<3sz>2 plz,y)? de dy)
v ooy (L= ) ue) Zu@)ltd A
(BQL,J)Q p(w,y)
. // fwby W)(Z?) - ZZ;($)|q dzo d dy q
(B2Lp)2 p(xay)

q—2 - quz—u:chde i
Sl W (BQL)<// o (77 o) p(z,x)z)

Then W}]WE q(B2L )~ [ ]WE q(B )
B,, and Young’s mequahty lead to

1

dz d ¢
1) < [} / / fu(z) — u(a)|1-22E
W (Bye,) \J By, /By, \B, p(z,x)

< 8[u) +C — [w)? .
~ [u}wéyq(Bﬂf ) ’ <[ ]WE q(BQL ) [U]W;q(BP))

Regarding 111, we estimate along the lines of I, first of all

by Proposition A.7, the assumption n =1 on

1

dzdx \*
171 < (w3 / / g 4Z0T
U TS (BM( W) = (W10,
and next with help of Proposition A.6 for L 2 2 as well as Young’s inequality
dzdz \*
I17] < [u) ) / / Uz 1=
s, ( s o, 10 = H0) = (0,11
Sy ! = [u]?
W4 (Byz,) Wa(B,L,) Wa(B,)
S O[u)? +Cs | [u]? = [u]?
Wa 4(B2Lp) W ( 2LP) Wa ‘I(Bp)
Hence



SCALE-INVARIANT TANGENT-POINT ENERGIES FOR KNOTS 65

For the remaining term I we see by definition of @px 5 in (6.2) and Proposition A.7
for L >1

INS ) 1 sup @B, xB,. (u,¢)]
| | [ ]quq(R) @6C§°(B2P,R3),[<p] L <1 2Lp>< 2L, )
wW a7 (R)
Slu]oa sup QB B, (u,9)].
b 5,0,) ey e L, g e )
wa(®)

By using the identity (6.13) for u > ¢ with % - i > 0 small and introducing cutoff

functions np, € C>°(Bsg) with ng, =1 on Bg and |VFnp, ||z~ < R7F for R > 0,
we get for any K > 1 and some ¢ € C°(Bs,, R?) such that [(‘D]W%’Q(R) <1

‘QB2LP><32LP(U’7 p)l =c

LT e, 1(2) - () F )

1
S| [ e O 1) (D) L)

£ | [, = 0 YT 5 e 1) (A2 0
k=K

We estimate the first term by Hoélder’s inequality, Sobolev’s inequality, cf. Theo-
rem A.5, and [cp]Wl <1as

a"*(R)

s, (O 1) (-2 (2

1
S 8,02, U1 im0 <, 2o (=8)2 @] L
S ||X32Kprﬁ,BngxB2LPUHLﬁ [@]W%’q(R)
N ||X132KPFA

UH JZ2
wiBarL,xBor, Ml T

Using integration by parts and the property ZoI's g, L, %Byr, U

= Fa+ﬁ,B2LPXB2Lpu7
cf. (6.14), the second part can be rewritten as

NE
‘H

Yl
S
~—
I8
Na
Q.
I

[ o, =18 ST e ) (<)

B
=

M

L (T 3Ty 1) G- (0, = 15, ) (=8 ()2

T
>

o

1_1 1
/R Tasp, vy, u(2) ()75 (s, = nm,, ) (-8) %) (2) dz
k=

=
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and then estimated by Holder’s inequality, Proposition A.8 for % — i > 0 small
enough, the localization argument Proposition B.1, and Sobolev’s inequality Theo-
rem A.5,

> 1_1 1

S| [T e e, 102 ) (rm, = s )(-8)F0) (2)

k=K /R

S em gt N F (s, i (A FQ a3
k=K

<SS W) 277 ||(=A) 7 |

2,

<> 2R )y ,

& M,

for some o > 0. The statement of the proposition follows by choosing K large
enough. 0

In the next step we need to investigate estimates involving the operator I' 1 Bx BU,
which appears in the left-hand side estimates Proposition 6.10, to obtain the decay
estimate Proposition 6.1 subsequently. We start by splitting the operator I'1 5, pu

)

by projecting it into the linear space spanned by u as well as into linear space
orthogonal to u. More precisely, we observe by |u| =1 a.e. that

||)(B2KPI‘i BQL XBzLPuH

K
(6.15) L=t
Slxs,e,u-Tip tlxp,, u AL By, xB,. ull,

2L XB2L || Lu—1

Lu =1
Here we recall that vA for any v € R? is given by the R**3-matrix

0 —Vs3 (%)
VA = V3 0 -V
—V2 U1 0

We then treat each part of the splitting separately. However, both estimates are
based on effects of integration by compensation using non-linear commutators as
well as information from the Euler-Lagrange equations.

Lemma 6.11. (Right-hand side estimates I) Let q > 2, % — % > 0 small, and
v :R/Z — R? be a homeomorphism with small tangent-point energy TP around
the interval B(xzg,r) in R/Z, in the sense of definition Definition 1.1. Denote the
unit tangent field of v by u : R/Z — S? such that fR/Zu =0 and let @ be a Wal-
extension of u|p(z,,ry from B(wo,r) to R as discussed in Remark 6.2. Moreover, for

Yo € B(zo, %), choose p > 0 such that By, := B(yo,2**p) C B(zo,r) for large
L eN.

Then we have

||XB LU Fl B, ,XBy1, UHLﬁ

< [u]q . 22 L+k)
WEYQ(B22L ) =1 (322L+k )

for any K, L € N large enough with L > K. The constant in this inequality only
depends on q.
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Proof. First observe by |u| =1 a.e. in B(xg,r) that

// u(z1) — u( )(\2722|M |zfo:|%_1)dzld22

D) u(z1) — u(x)) - (u(z1) +u(@) — 2u(2))(|z — 2|7 " — |z — 2[¥ ) d21 dz
—QLL<<> () - (u(z1) + u(z) — 20(2))(12 — 5~ = |2 — alF ) dzn d

for almost any x,y, z € B(xg,r). Therefore, we have with help of the definition of I'
in (6.12) and the boundedness of the appearing factor k(x, y)_&22 by Remark 6.7

Xbye,u() - T1 5,y xp,, ()

S X / / (][ (20) - <:c>dzO)”

1_ 1_ dyd
][ |u<z1>—u<x>||u<z1>+u<x>—2u<z>\dzl][ e = 2ol 370 — |2 — afF 7 dap 2L
>y >y p(x,y)

Observe that u is evaluated only in B(xg,r) here as both Byx, C Byr, C B(zo,7)
(L > K). Since u and @ coincide on B(zg,r) by construction, cf. Remark 6.2, we
can continue with @ from now on as it is globally W%’q—regular in comparison to u,
which is only in W1 (B(zg,7),R3).

For the next step, we need the notation of the uncentered Hardy-Littlewood
maximal function, which is given by

Mf(xz)= sup \By |/ ) z)| dz.
s T (y,r

B(z,r)3y

By Proposition D.3 for small § > 0

(fwy [@(20) — ()] dZO> " Slr—y

|@(z1) — @(z)||a(z1) + @(z) — 2a(z)| dz into

1_5s q—2
(i =0)(a=2) <MM( A2 ﬂ(x)) :

Now we decompose the integral

four terms -

/ i)~ M) ) —2003)
(6.16) < ]{M (1) — a(y) |2 d=a
(6.17) +f 1) i)l de i)+ () —23(2)|
(6.18) T laly) — (@) { Jala) — aly)| dz

>y

(6.19) + la(y) — a(z)| a(y) + a(x) — 2a(z)|.
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For the first term (6.16), we obtain by duality for some ¢ € C*(R) with
lellon <1

||XB2K u - 1 BzL ><B2L U” L
q—2
i) )

H/ / e W(MM( N
dy dx

A ) —a(y>|2dzl][ | —zl# |z — 2|51 dey
]{:Dy >y P(xyy)Q

1

<[ ) / ) (MM(—A)“?éa(x))q_ o(2)

][ |a<zl>—a<y>|2dz1f |2 — 2|5t = |z — 2|5 da o — y| DD 2 dy da .
>y

>y

T
Lr=1(B,yk,)

Hence, for an admissible ¢ € (0,1) and (% -d)g—-1)+ 2%1 —-l<e< i, we can
apply Lemma D.6 to the previous inequality and achieve
(6.20)

[ ostor (necaru)
E LSO ][ [ e L

1_s q—2
S/RI(; 8)(g—1)+ = +e—1 <XBZL MM(=A)"> ﬂ@))

M (M(—A)

u
Lr=1(B,yk,)

=5 1/(2¢
TaMEa) ) () T, el
b N0
+ [ (o, MM T 002))
R P

L(1-5) gD+ +e—1M (M(—A) 2

m - 1/(29) _
T3 gty dre (MM(—A) i MM(—A) u) (2) Ty _.lol(2) dz

The integrals appearing on the right-hand side do make sense as they can be traced
1

back to @ € W4'9(R) by applying Holder’s inequality and the following estimates:

First we have by Hardy-Littlewood maximal inequality and Sobolev’s inequality
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Theorem A.5

1
m

5
I(xp,,, MM(=A)"= ﬁ)q*2||L((%75)(q,2)),1

1, NG
= ([ 1, (IMME2) T 00 )
R P

1, L NG
< ([rea e o)
R
Slac?, <o
Wi (R)
and with additional help of Theorem A.4
A
IZx a0t o1 (X, MM=AY T2y sy o
1_s
S 1xs,,  MM(=A) = ﬁ)q_2||L((%75)(q72)),1
S@F, <o
Wi (R)

In a similar fashion with slightly adapted Holder’s inequality we observe

M (M(—A) aM(-a)TE u)

1
122t (E=
i 1
SI=2)7=7al 1os [(=A) T a] L2
S [Q]Q 1, < 00,
(R)
and hence also
B0 Yy 9
MM(=A) 2 a MM(=A) =2 a|| - Sla)” .,
L,_%qﬂﬁ—&) wa ?(R)
7 , M M(—A)igéaM(—A)UgQ)a , < [@)?
(i =0)(g=1)+zg+e—1 L E e Y wi®)
1_s
m 1/(2q)
) _ i AT 4 . < 12
otamgres (MM T asameay S | sl

as well as
1Z2_clelll 1 < lleplle

Therefore, we conclude by composing these observations and recalling |||/« < 1,
that

Bsz B2Lp

1 i"s -2
G=0a=2) <XB2LPMM(A) > a(@)

dyd
][ |a<zl>fa<y>\2dzl][ |z = 22| # = |2 — aF T dzy |
>y >y p(x,y) Lm(B2Kp)
Sl ., .
Wil(R)

In view of the desired decay estimate Proposition 6.1, we need to take advantage
1
of the local Sobolev regularity of u, i.e. u € Wa'9(B(xg,r)). Recall that u and
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@ coincide on B(xzg,r) by construction, cf. Remark 6.2, and therefore also their

Gagliardo seminorms on subsets of B(xq, 7). For this reason, we localize the previous

estimates with help of the factor XB,,  to gain for some o = o(g) > 0 the upper
P

bound
ul? 2- L+k)
[ ]W;q(BQM Z 3"‘(B22L+k,,)

instead. In particular, we apphed Prop081t10n B.3 to (6.20), localized maximal
inequality Proposition B.4 and localized Sobolev inequality Lemma B.5 here.
We proceed with the remaining terms (6.17), (6.18), and (6.19), shortly

U(z,y,z) = (6.17) + (6.18) + (6.19)
- ][ li(z1) — ay)| dz [aly) + a(z) — 2a(2)]
i) - a@)| £ Ja() - )] da

>y
+ la(y) — a(x)|[a(y) + a(x) — 2a(z)|,
in the following similar manner. We begin with estimating the first factors
fwy |t@(2z1) — u(y)| dz1, respectively, |a(y) —@(z)|, by Proposition D.3 and Lebesgue’s

differentiation theorem by

1_5s 1_s
o (MM(—A) T a(x) + MM(—A)"= a@)) .
Together with Lemma D.4 we gain the upper bound

/2L / o=yl 3700 (am-a )T i) + MM(-A) fa@))ql

o - ylite (MM(— () + MM(=A)Fra(y) + MM(-A) % a(2))
dy dz

pla,y)*

We arrive for some ¢ € C°(R) with ||¢]

H/zL /BQL o=yl (MM(A)izs (z) + MM(-A )‘l“sa(y))q1

dy dx
'U(x,y7~)]£[>y|~ p(g,y)z Lﬁ(sz,(p)
< L (6, MMED 5 070+ (i, MM a0 0)
(MM(=2)T () + MM(=A)Fa(y) + MM(=A)Fa(2)) k11 (5,5.2)

dxdydz
2—(;=0)(q=1)—g—¢

lz —y

ki1 i(w,y,2)
w n

LK S 1 at

| dZQ

x —y|

~1q— L
(=)= a3 I(-A) 0] e @]
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where we applied Proposition D.5 and then estimated analogously to the case (6.16).

In consideration of u € W%’q(B(xo, 7)), we make use of the factor Xp,, again and
P

localize the estimate as described in the case above. ]

It remains to treat the second term appearing on the right-hand side of the
projection estimate (6.15).
Lemma 6.12. (Right-hand side estimates II) Let q > 2, % — % > 0 small, and 7 :

R/Z — R be a locally critical embedding of TP in the interval B(xo,r) C R/Z,
in the sense of Definition 1.5. Denote the unit tangent field of v by u : R/Z — S?
such that fR/Zu =0 and let @ be a W a9-extension of u|B(ag,ry from B(zo,r) to R
as discussed in Remark 6.2. Moreover, for yo € B(xo, §), choose p > 0 such that
Byt , := B(yo,22Fp) C B(zo,) for large L € N.

Then we have

||X32Kpu A Fﬁ,BQprBQLPU”Lﬁ

S [u)? Sy 2
W%'q(B22LP) Wa’ (B22L Z W%YQ(BZZL#»ZP)

s p<eq<u>+r3+ l? )
wa’ (Bz2L) Wa' " (B(zo,r))

for any large enough K € N and L € N with L > K. The constant, besides
depending on q, may also depend on global properties of u such as |u||pe, ||| g,
[u] and [@] 1

w2 UR)
Proof. We prove the statement along the lines of [13, Lemma 3.8]. We first have by
duality that

e, 1A Ty el e S [ W) ATy, )00 d

for a map ¢ € C°(Bayx ,, R?) with |[9| .« < 1. Hence, it is sufficient to show for a
scalar ¢ € C°(Byx,) that

LU ATy e, )0 d

W3 (B(z0,r))’

5 u q +lu 2q—3 + 2—0‘(K+l) i q—1
| ]W% (By2L,) [ }W% (By2r,) ; | ]W%’q(BﬂLHp)
+ 270Ky} + <5qu + 773 4 [u]? )
[ ]W%,Q(BQQLP) p| & u) [ ]W;q(B(IM))

Note that v in

[ ) ATy e ) 602
R

is only considered on B(xg,r) due to supp® C Bax,, the local definition of I" for
By, in (6.12), and Byx, C Byr, C B(x,r) (L > K). Therefore, using that u
coincides with @ on B(zg,r) by construction, cf. Remark 6.2, we can continue with

4 from now on as it is globally Wé’q—regular in contrast to w, which is only in
1 1

W4 B(zo,r), R?). However, if later on we obtain W 4*-seminorms of @ restricted

to subsets of B(z,r), we may switch back to the original function w.
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With the help of usual cutoff functions, i.e. ng, € C°(Bag) with g, =1 on
Bg and |VEng,||Le < R for R > 0, we decompose the left-hand side into

/a(z) AT g, wp, W(2)0(z)dz =1+ II,
R o P P

=1

Fim [(C8)F oy, Ty 0)EN) ATy e )
R

1_ 1 1 ~ ~
In = / (=8)G ) ((=2) (3 0 \Byorc e, T2 0)T) (2) A Tz _2)Ts 5, s, 0(2)d2
We first focus on the terms I1;. For that, we define
11 1 _
o(z) = (—A) G <(_A)2“ (77322“%\322“%1%¢)u) (),
and get by equalities (6.13) as well as (6.14), and the boundedness of the factor
k(x, y)_%T2 by Remark 6.7, that
(6.21)
/Rgp( )/\I(z 2l g, «p, U a(z) dz
= | [P ATs sy e, ) d
e // I][ (20) = W(x) dzo| "~ k(w, )%
B2
3 dx dy
N)i N)ij NZ2_1 -7 dz1 d
(][f i) = N (@) - (T o) =T o) dadz)

dx dy
Ziz_1yp(% Ziz_1yp(z)| dz
< [a1e T
O tas,, FG-HFyhags,, )
< [y]dt
Sk “(BQLP)M'L%% ,

where we applied the identity Lemma A.2 and Sobolev inequality Theorem A.5 at

the end. It remains to estimate ||| __1_. For this purpose we introduce the three
La »

term commutator for any a > 0 by

Ho(f.9) = (=A)%(fg) — f(-=A)%g —g(-A)% .

Taking advantage of the three term commutator estimate Theorem B.6 and, in
addition, of the uniform boundedness of @, cf. Remark 6.2, Holder’s inequality,

Sobolev inequalities Theorem A.4 and Theorem A.5 for % — i > 0 very small, and
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Proposition B.1, we estimate

73
loall oy
La »

S llaflzell(-A

)2 5(+ +2(*—*))(

n322K+l+1p\B22K+LPIl V)l L

2_1
La w

29)l|

(773221<+L+1 \B22K+l

(77322K+L+1 \322K+l iw))HLgil
a
—1
3 fL|L#> 2—(K+l+1)“7||¢,“m
iy (=2) 262G
L a

< 9= (K+l)o (|a||Loo + [a]Wé,q(R)>

for some small 0 = o(g) >0

Dy
Byortita, \B22K+’

19|

zi
La #

Now we switch to the term I. We again start by introducing

90(2) = 773221(0"[%17[)(2)
and observe by Proposition B.1 together with our assumption ||¢||z« < 1 that
1
(6.22) [(=A)z ol S 1.

Next we split I into three terms with respect to the three term commutator (6.3)

I .:/(,A)%ﬂ(w )(2) AT1 g, xs,, 0(2)dz,
R
I ::7/ oz )(—A)% (z) AT 1B, xB,eL, i(z) dz,
Ig = /H 90;

) A I‘1 By, xB,L, u(z) dz.
For the term I, we have up to a constant depending on ¢ by (6.13)
‘Il| =C

(@, 1, (wteuNE))

W7 ) =1
//BzL (]{wyf‘(zo) —a(x) dz0)"? k(z,y)
(., Lo

=cC

_at2
2

3
dy dz
~ T
D (o) = o) dad) |
T
exchange @ back to u, as they coincide on B(zg,r) by construction, cf. Remark 6.2

Note that @ is considered only on Byr, C B(xo,r) here anymore. Hence, we can
) i T
Then we simplify the expression by the skew-symmetry of puA and split I; by
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triangle inequality into

q+2

—u(x)dzg)T 2 k(x,y)” 2

dy dx
_, plz,y)?

(£ f. e = uta) - Counsyten) — (ouns(o) do )

< Z ZIQ(‘” , (pu A,

m=1 j=1

where

D, =R/Z x R/Z,

D2 = (R/Z \ B2LP) X BQLP,

D3 == BQLP X (R/Z \ B2LP)’

Dy = (R/Z\ Byz,) x (R/Z\ Byr,).
For the term with integration domain D;, we employ the assumption of locally
critical embeddedness of v with respect to TP?* in B(z,r). Hence Theorem 6.4
yields that u is a critical map of & in B(zo,) for some suitable smooth function

n € C&(B(xo,5),[0,00)). As therefore v fulfills the Euler-Lagrange equations
Lemma 6.6 for any (puA),; € T,S?, j =1,2,3, we observe

Q) (u, (pun)iy)| S ZIR’“’ ; (pun)iz) IJrZIle D (u, (pun)ig)l,
k=1 k=4

where we set R¥(®) = RF-(4+2:9) for ¢ > 2. Therefore, Proposition 6.9 leads to
Q) (u, (pun)i;)|

23 1
ST + [u] ") .
W (B ) W1 (Byar )

+) 2o BRG] + <5qu +r W, )
Z W%’Q(BQBKHP) ’ ) | ]WE’Q(B(’IOW))

for0 < o:= % < 1. We estimate the terms with domains D,,, for m = 2,3,4 up to
positive constant by methods similar to (6.5) by

i Jf(f. tuteo) = uto) ) ( L teten) = et ) 2

Due to the fact that w is not known to be in the fractional Sobolev space W7 outside
of B(zg,r), we need to distinguish for the domain D5 the cases (R/Z\ B(zo,7)) % Bt
and (B(xo,7) \ Bor,) X Bar,. The first case we estimate along the lines of (6.7)

since p(z,y) > 7 and to the second case we can apply due to supp ¢ C Ba2x, an

adapted version of Lemma C.1, which gives in total with @ € W%’Q(R) the upper
bound up to a positive constant

+ Z 9- U(L—H

(BQL+2K+l )
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We treat the term with domain D3 similarly by symmetry. For the integration
domain D4 we can deduce the same bound in the following manner. First we
also distinguish several subdomains according to the only locally known fractional
Sobolev regularity of u in B(zg,r). In particular, we have to study the cases

(R/Z\ Bsr,) X (R/Z\ Byr,) = (R/Z\ B(xo, 1)) x (R/Z\ B(xo,7))
U(R/Z\ B(xo,7)) x (B(xo,7) \ Bar))
U (B(zo,7) \ Bar,) x (R/Z\ B(xo,7))
U (B(zo,7) \ Barp) x (B(xo,7) \ Bar,),
where we observe in the first three cases that the double integral either equals 0 due
to supp ¢ C B2k, or can be estimated with help of p(x,y) > r similarly to (6.7).

For the last appearing case we use an adapted version of Lemma C.1.
For the term I, we first observe by the definition of I'g pxp in (6.12)

a+2

L~ / / | f ii(z0) — ix) dzol =2 k(x, y)~ 4
Bsz B2L;> >y

U —ﬂmTzl 1(p(=A)2eq ZQ—;—ﬁaxZQ .
]{Mwul) (2))7 d ]iy(lu(w( D)) (22) = Ty (o) i) o) de

Now since @A is orthogonal to @, we rewrite

|t — @) f @ e-mFan ) -1

>y

I\J‘)_‘

_ iby(a(zl)—~(x))sz1 ][ B(z0, ) dzs,

>y

where

B(22,7) i= T (p(—A) @A) (22) T
Therefore, we have by Remark 6.7
(6.23)

where

1 1

D(z2,7) := L1 (p(=A)% ) (22) = L1 (p(—A) % @) () — 5 (A(22) —u(z)) (o(x) +(y))-

1 1
Now we are in the position to apply an adapted version of [64, Lemma 6.6]. For
that reason, we begin with defining U := (—A)ﬁﬂ, and find

®(22,2) = L1 (pU)(22) — L1 (9 U)(x) — 5(0(22) — u(x))(p(z) + ¢(y))

S/(|22—Z
R

% (lJz2 — 2
R

1
m

e — 2| Y U(2) () dz

11 _ z— 2 %—1) U(2) (¢(z) + o(y)) dz

S=4 [z = alF 7 — o = s UG) (0lo) + (o) - 20(2) =
R
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Together with Lemma D.4 we obtain for ; < 3 large enough and ¢ < i — 5, <1
small enough

| D (29, ) dzo|

x>y

s/R(]{Dy||z2—zi1—|x—z|i1|sz) () 1(@) + oly) — 20(2)] da

< / & — y| 7T (MM(=A) T p(2) + MM(—A) p(y) + MM(~A) T p(2))
- ki—;—e,ﬁ(% y,2)|U(2)| d=.

Furthermore, we have by Proposition D.3 for small § > 0

(iwhu%)_ﬂ@md“>¢4<|x—y““1 CMAM—A)EJMquA.

We conclude,

|12 <///|x_y| shet(E=o)a-1D-2, Y5, (@) (MM(—A) }L;{sﬂ(x))q_l

(~A) % p(z) + MM(~A)T1 o(y) + MM(~A) 7 p(2))
(x,y,2)|U(2)|dy dz dx.

| ’%f ek
Arguing along the lines of the proof of Lemma 6.11, we therefore gain with assumption
(6.22)

1_5s )

(L] S I(=4A)"= IIq, [(=A)3 @l L2a |U] L
< qull —A)2 LY
ST (NP IO
< q
~ [ ]W%’Q(R)’

where we applied Sobolev’s inequality in the last step. To take u € W%’q(B (z0,7))
into consideration, we localize this estimate by introducing the factor x B,. in the
P

inequality (6.23) and using Proposition B.3, localized maximal inequality Proposi-
tion B.4, and localized Sobolev inequality Lemma B.5.

With help of integration by parts, equality (6.14), and Holder’s inequality, the
last term I3 can be bounded by

/H (p, 0 /\Fl Byi,%xBye, u(z)dz

/| ViRHL (0, 0)(2)| [T aTs g, g, (2)|da

S = )E FH, ( )”L(%—ﬁ)*l ||F%7%,BQLPXB2LP1~1‘||L(17%+%)*1'
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Then applying the three-term-commutator estimate Theorem B.6, Proposition A.8,
Sobolev inequality Theorem A.5 and assumption (6.22), we obtain

a1 a g

Is S (=) pllo | (~A) Bl i}
< i Tk )
(Gl 40 gy 8 bags,, )

Also this estimate can get localized, in particular by the localized Sobolev inequal-

ity Lemma B.5 and the localized version of the three-term-commutator estimate

Theorem B.6.
In total, using again that u and @ coincide on B(xg,r) by construction, cf. Re-

mark 6.2, we obtain an estimate of the form

||XB2KPU A Fi,BQprBQLﬂU”Lﬁ

S2K ") + [, + [

Wil (Bpr,) L Wi(Byk,) o Wi(Byk,)
22L, 23K, 23K,

+ 2= 3K+l) -1 + <5q " _|_,r,*3+ Uq )
Z W%"%Bﬂmp) P& | ]Wﬁ"’w(zo,r»
-3 —o(L+1)1r19—1
pr—=+ ) 2 1
Z [ é (BzL+2K+l )

+[u]? ZQ a(L+l)

Wq’q(BQ2L ) =1 (322L+l )

q— 1 270(L+k) ~
+ [ ] (B ., ) <[U]Wé1q(BQSKP) + ; [U]Wéyq(BQISKHp)) )

which can be simplified by choosing L > 3K and factoring out the constant

[u] 1, , wherever it makes sense, to
W@ (B(zo,r))

||XB2K0U A F%,BszxBZLPUHL“‘%l

5 [u q + [U]2q_3 + ZQ—J(K+I)[ ll

1 1,
W‘Z'q(B22Lp) Wa q(B22Lp) (322L+l )

+277%u ] L p(fq(u)+7‘_3+ [w]? 4, )
W' (B,ar,) W a(B(zo,r))

O

It only remains to prove the decay estimate based on the elaborated left-hand
side and right-hand side estimates.
Proof of Proposition 6.1. This proof is in the spirit of [13, Proposition 3.9].

First let Ky be a large number, which will be specified later, and we set for
K > Ky L :=10K and N := 20K. Moreover, let £,§ > 0 be small numbers, that

will be chosen in the following, and assume

(6.24) [U]W%’Q(BZNP) < E.

We then combine the left-hand side and right-hand side estimates to obtain a
recursive estimate. First recall from the left-hand side estimate Proposition 6.10
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that there exists a large constant C's > 0 such that

[u]? 4 Sl 1,
wa'(B,) Wa'(B,L,)

+Cs [ [u) — )
6<[u]W5‘q<B2L,,> [u]wé’%m))

for K large and % — i > 0 small enough. In the next step we split the operator
Fi!BQK XBZL by (6.15) intO

q
HXB?KPF%’BQLPXBQL/?UHL% +(s[ljl]W%’q(BgL )
P

||XB2K F B2L XBZLpu”Lﬁ

W

L Plxee w AT g, wp,, ull, e

The first term on the rlght—hand side may be estimated by Lemma 6.11

u~F wl] e < fu]? +ZZ ‘T(LH
D, T e S, 3 oy

S HXBQK u - Fl :Byr ,x By, Y ull

whereas the second term on the right-hand side is by Lemma 6.12 bounded by

||XB2K0U A F%,BQprB,ZLPU”L“%l

< ul? + ul?973 + 9—o(K+l)[m1a— 1
T L SrCT lZ [

+ 2_"K[u]q_i,q +p (Sq(u) +r73 4 [u]? 1, ) :
Wa (322LP) W (B(zo,r))

We conclude with setting ¢ := g5 > 0 that there exists a large constant C' =

“(By2r11,)

C(q,r, Eu), ||lull Lo, ||| Lo, [u]W%,q(B(%’r)), [ﬂ]W%’q(R)) > 0 such that
q
L a%(B,)
< Clu)? 1 +6+ 2“’N>
< [U]W;,Q(BQNP)([U]W;,q(Bng)
+CCg([] —[u? ., >+Cp
“(Byn,) Wa(B))
+C 9~ O(N+1) [ ]
; “(Bynti, )
Now we employ the hole-filling technique: We add CCjs[u ] L to both sides

(B2N )
of the inequality and divide by 2C'Cs + 1 subsequently so that we obtain under
consideration of the initial bound (6.24) on [u]? |
w

q$q(B2Np)
—ON
[u]q ) < [u}q ) et+d+2 +2CCs
wa(B,) W4 (Byn ) 2CCs +1

+ ZQ N+l)

If we then choose d and ¢ small enough7 whereas K big enough, such that

et+o+27 %0 <1

(BQN+L )
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we gain by defining

% + 2CCs
2CCs +1
the desired estimate for any N > Ny with Ny = 20K

0<7:= <1

u)? < 7lul? 27N +
[ ]W%'Q(BP) | ]W%’Q(Bzw ) 121 Wq [(Bavsy)

APPENDIX A. GAGLIARDO-SOBOLEV SPACE

Recall that the seminorm for the fractional Sobolev space W*P?(B) for s € (0, 1),
€ (1,00), and B C R is given as

(flwsr) = </B B dedy)i .

In this section we gather a few useful facts that we need throughout the paper. Most
likely all of them are known at least to experts and we do not claim any originality
here, but we could not find them in the literature.

We begin with two identifications for the fractional Sobolev space.

Lemma A.1 (Identification 1). Let s € (0,1), p € (1,00). Then for any ball B C R
or B=R and any f € C*(R),

‘f(y f(m <r><y ) |?

1)~ £ )l
Bsvin = [, [, g teto= [ [ ey

The constant depends on s and p, but not on the set B or the function f.

Proof. The <-estimate.
We have

@)~ F WP S (@ / PR P+ 1) - 2 / [(z) dzPP.
By the fundamental theorem of calculus,

1@ -t [ r@ar e -2 [ re
FW)~ £&) - F@) - )l

ly — x[?

=2

Thus, we have the <-inequality,

’f(y) fr) f(w)(y x) P

|f |pd dy S dx d
e Sy S g

The i—estimate.
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For the opposite inequality, by the fundamental theorem of calculus and Jensen’s
inequality,

’f (z) = f'(2)(y — x)
\x—y\

P

(y—2) (555 ) /() = () dz) |”

|z -yl

1 / ! P
- dz.
<y e s

We integrate both sides over B in x and y,

’f(y f(x) f"(:c)(y—x)
lz—y

// z — y|iFep dydx<///($y) |f|x_ |2+(Sp)| i dy da
///>z>y lflx |2+(5p)| dzdydz

Observe that by Fubini for any =z € B,

[f'(z) = f'(@)[”
/B ~/y>z>m |{E - y‘2+sp dz dy

> 1

< PO F@F [ g dyds

(A.1) /BH{ZM} L |r—y|2tee
: 1 1
= / g P
[ =@ i
1 [f'z) = F@)P

_1+sp B |£L’*Z|1+5p

Thus,

) = PP -
/B/B -/y>2>w W dzdydr 5 |f ]WS‘Q(B)’

7G) ~ f@) e
S S et S0

We can conclude.

and likewise

(]

Lemma A.2 (Identification 2). Let s € (0,1), p € (1,00). For any g € CX(R) and
any B C R a ball or B =R we have

(@) |9(2) — 9(2) P dz
. f :v) dz dy.
W p(B) |fIf — y‘1+5p

The constant depends on s and p but not on the set B or the function g.

Proof. The <-estimate
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We have by Jensen’s inequality,

r)— z)dz _ 2)de
9(z) ﬁwﬂ() 9(y) ﬁmﬁ()
Sﬁ@wwuﬁ—gwﬂuu+ﬁ%wm@)_ﬂdfd&

Faw l9(@) —9(2)I"d=
[g Wss p(B / / Y |I7y‘1+sp dl’dy

The Z-estimate
The opposite direction is a consequence of Fubini’s theorem and the fact that B

is convex. Indeed,
F oy l9@) = g(2)I7 dz
/ / \x—y|1+31’ dy dx

9(z)|
dzdyd
///$>Z>y |x_y|2+9p zayaxr
—g(2)”
dzdydz.
///y>z>:1: |3?— ‘2+Sp e

Now we argue as in (A.1) to obtain the claim. O

p
+

l9(x) —g(W)IP <

Thus,

Lemma A.3 (Sobolev embedding). Let B C R a ball. For s,t € (0,1), t < s,
p,q € (1,00) with

1 1
s—=>t—-,

p q

we have
. s_¢_l41

(A2) [flweasy < Cls,t,p,q) diam (B) 775 F% [flyen ().
IfB=R ands—%:t—%, then
(A.3) [flwea) < C(s,t,p,q) [flwer(p)-
The constant C(s,t,p,q) does not depend on f and B.
Proof. We first treat (A.3), for B=R, s — <+ =1 — =

q
In R we can use the abstract Sobolev embeddlng theorem for Triebel-spaces,

[glweam) S [glwsr®)-
Indeed, by [62, Proposition, p.14], for s € (0, 1),

[Q]Wt#I(]R) ~ [Q]F;q(n@)-
By [62, 2.2.3 p.31] we have

9] Ft,(R) < gl Fg,(R)-

So (A.3) is established.
Next we treat (A.2), for a ball B.
Observe that for any zg € R and r > 0 we have

1

[f(zo +m)weaso1) = 9 [flwta(Bror)
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and .
fr)wer (o)) =777 [flwea(B(zo,1))-
So (A.2) follows by scaling and translation from the case B = B(0, 1).

Moreover, we can assume that (f)p := f pJ = 0. Indeed, once we have shown
(A.2) under the assumption (f)p = 0 we can apply it to f — (f)p to get the full
result.

So from now on we assume (f)p =0 and B = B(0,1).

Set
_ 1@ 2l <1
o) {f<x/|x2> 2l > 1.
We claim that

(A.4) [glweaw) = [flweas),  glwar@) = [flwers).
Indeed, we have
[glwram) = [glweas) = [flweas)
which establishes the Z-case for (A.4). For the <-case of (A. 4) observe that

a g(x) — g(y)l*
Ilwt.a g q + q + 2/ / .. dzdy.
[ ]Wf (R) — [ }Wf (B(0,1)) [ ]Wf (B(0,1)°) B0.1) JBO.1) |9: _ y|1+sq

First we observe by the substitution & := 2/|x|?,

— (~)|q ~ AN Fod
W y| dx dy.
s o /;ml)/;m1>W/WP-—yﬂylP+m 7l

For Z,§ € B(0,1) we have |Z — §| < |Z/|%|*> — §/|9|?| and thus

\ @ =@l
000 o) oy T gto 4= UThaisony

Similarly,
lg(z) —g(y)|*
dx dy
/ B(0,1)¢ / 01) |$_y|1+sq

/ / (2!: |g] dx dy.
B(0,1) J B(0,1) \x—y/|y\| 1

For z,§ € B(0,1) we have |z — g| < |z — y/\y| | and thus

/ [ s,
B(Ol)f B(0,1) |$—y‘1+sq

e, 4(B(0,1))"

This establishes (A.4).
From (A.4) and (A.3) we obtain (A.2) in the case s — % =t—

For (A.2) in the case s — % >t — % we define

h(z) := n(z)g(),
where n € C(B(0,2),[0,1]), n = 1 in B(0,1) is the typical cutoff function. We
apply the inhomogeneus Sobolev-inequality, [62, Proposition, p.14], [62, 2.2.3 p.31]
to h, namely

Q=

(lweaw) S [Rlwsem) + 1Pl ey < [Rlwsp@) + 19]lLe(B(0,2))-
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Now its not too difficult to obtain

(lwer®)y < 9llLrB(0,2)) + [9lwerm)-

Moreover,

lgllzrB(o,2)) < IflleBo.)) = IIf — (f) B0y lLr(B0,1)) S [flwsr(B(0,1))

where in the last step we used the fact that (f) B(0,1)) = 0 and Jensen’s inequality.
This establishes (A.2). O

Theorem A.4 (Classical Sobolev Inequality). [64, Theorem 1.5] Let n € N, s >
t>0,pe(1,%) and define p;, = Then we have for any f € C§°(R™)

np
’ s—t n—(s—t)p "

(=292 1 oz gy S 1=2)2 Fllzoqer),

or in other words
| Zs—e £l S llzege)-

Theorem A.5 (Sobolev Inequality). [64, Theorem 1.6] Let n € N, s > ¢t > 0,

Lps,t(Rn)

p € (1,5%) and define p; , = ﬁ. Then we have for any f € C§°(R™) that
@) = )l N
-8ty 5 ([ T IO o)
or in other words, let s+ <n and p < %, then for p; s = nﬁ’(’;p

7, 7, s
(/ / Tolte) —Zol)F dzdy) < o
N P

Proposition A.6. [64, Proposition D.2] Let s € (0,1), ¢ € (1,00), and n €
C(Bay) wzthn—l on B,. Then for any L €N, L > 1,

In(z) = n(y)|*uly) — (4)By,\5,|
/ / — i 2p 4 d d <[ }Wé p(B2L ) [ ]g/VS’p(BP)'
By, /By, Iw yl

Proposition A.7. [64, Proposition D.3] Let s € (0,1), ¢ € (1,00), n € C°(B2))
withn =1 on B,, and

P(z) = n(2)(w(z) = (w)B,,\B,);
then for any L € N, L > 1,
[Wlwerm S [Wlwers,.,)-
We also find use of an adapted version of [64, Proposition D.4]:
Proposition A.8. For § > 0 small enough, we have

IT1ys5m,ull ya-1-5 S [“Viv_q “B,)

\'—‘»—l

Proof. For some ¢ € C°(R), ||¢||L1/<%+5) < 1, we have by Remark 6.7, Holder’s

inequality, the identification for fractional Sobolev spaces Lemma A.2, and the
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Sobolev inequality Theorem A.4

||F§+6,Bpu||L1/<1—§—é>

/F1+6B u(z2) p(z) dz

_ dy dx
=1y ][ Ti_sp(z9) —T1_so(x)|dzg———=
/ / L e —u@ir e f o)~ Ty sp@lden

I
w

1
[u i, ||<P||L1/<§+5>'

“(By)

~

APPENDIX B. LOCALIZATION ARGUMENTS

For the convenience of the reader, we recall some results related to localization.

For a good overview of these statements we refer to [64], but they can be found
throughout the literature.

Proposition B.1. [64, Proposition B.2] Letp > 1, t € (0,1), and 6 > 0 small.

Then for any ¢ € C§°(Bax) and L > 2 we have

V9

¢ —L(p—+t t
((UBQK+L _nBzK+L—1)(_A)§SD)|| B f, 2 p=1 H(_A)ZSDHL”

[ ntdp

1(=4)

n

t+46

||(_A)T((7732K+L "B,k 1)11590)” e < 2 T H‘)OHLP

Proposition B.2. [64, Proposition B.3] Let s € (0,n) and p € (1,%). Then we
have for some 0 >0 and any L € N

S
S ”fHLp(BQLP) + Z 9—o(L+1) ||f||LP(B2L+,p).
=1

IZ: £

np
L7 (B,)

Proposition B.3. [64, Proposition B.4] Let s1, s2, 83 € [0,n) and p1, p2, ps € (1,00)
such that

pi = ——— €(1,00).
If moreover
3
Dn s
pi n
i=1

then we have the following pseudo-local behavior for any L € N and some o > 0:

/Rn ISI(XBpfl) T, f2 Tsy f3

S W fillzess,e I f2llzes (s, ) f3llLes (5, )

+ Z 2_(L+l)al|fl HLPl (32L+l,,) ||f2||LP2 (BQL-HP) ||f3 HLP3 (BQLHP)'
=1

fmy lu(z1) — u(z)|? dzy by \Il_(s@ z2) — I%-a@(x)‘q dzo
: (/Bp /Bp plz,y)? W dx) <// [z —yl?
<

dx dy)

Q=
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Proposition B.4. Let p > 1. Then we have for some o >0 and any L € N
1M Flloeo,) S 1 lrae ) + 32 E DN flliriaye, )
1=1
Proof. We first split by Fatou’s lemma and Minkowski inequality
[M(H)lers,) < HM(XBQLPf)HLv(BP) + Z HM(XBZLHP\BQLH,IPf)||LP(B,J)~
=1
For the first term, we get by Hardy-Littlewood maximal inequality
IMxa,, Hlliacs,) < 1Ms,, Dl
<lxs,., fllr@ny = 1 fllLes,e,)-

For the remaining terms, we observe for any x € B, by the definition of the
Hardy-Littlewood maximal function and Hoélder’s inequality

1
M T) =sup ————— d
(XBZLPf)( ) r>18 ‘B(xv T)| B(z,r) XBQLHP\B?L“*%(y)lf(y>| Yy

S [ s, @I dy

Byrti,
< (2L+lp)n(2L+lp)’ﬂ*E ||fHLp(B2L+Lp).

Therefore, we obtain

||M(XBZL+lp\BzL+L—1pf)HLP(BP) = (-/B |M(XBQL+lp\BQL+l71pf)(x)|p d(E)
P

< (QLHP)n(?LHP)n_;p; ||f||Lp(BQL+lp)

~ 2 ;n( +)||fHLp(BzL+lp).

Sl

We also need a localized version of the Sobolev inequality Theorem A.5:

Lemma B.5. [64, Lemma C.1] Given 0 <t < s < 1 and define p, = %, p; = %.
Then for any L € Z and K € N, we have

IxXB,, (=2)% fllee S [flweraBye ) + D 27 7 F ) [flwewe (8,10
k=1

B.1. Three-Term-Commutator Estimates. For a > 0 the three term commu-
tator is defined by

Ho(f,9) = (=2)%(fg) = f(-D)%Fg — g(-A)% .
This operator measures the deviation from the Leibniz rule for |D|*. For fractional
harmonic maps it was discovered in [22, 21] how H, (-, ) takes the role of the div-curl
term, and in particular it was shown that in R!, (fA)%Hl/z(f, g) belongs to the
Hardy-space if (—A)3 f,(—A)ig € L2(R), sce also [43]. There have been multiple
extensions since, the following estimate and its localized version on the three term
commutator will be helpful.
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Theorem B.6. [64, Theorem A.1] For any e > 0 small and p € (1,00), we have

1(=A)2 Ha(f,9)[Le S I(=2)% fllim[[(=A)F gl L2,
where p1,pz € (1, 2] such that

11 1 a-¢

P P1 P2 n -

If supp f C Byx, then we have for any L € N
I(=2)2 Ha(f,9)llr S I1(=A)% flLes (II(—A)%QIILP2(32K+L)

+ 302 R (- 8) gl s )
k=1

APPENDIX C. TAIL ESTIMATES

Lemma C.1. Let ¢ € C°(B;), p > q+2, ¢ > 2, and L,k € N. Then we can

estimate
/131 /D2 (]iy lu(z) — u(x)|? dz> " <]:[wu |u(z1) — u(x)] dzl>

. (][Dy lo(22) — ()| d22> p(;ﬁ;;f—q

5 2—(L+k:)P—;q [u]Qq—3 ,
W By W T B

where
Case 1: Dy x Dy = Bor, X (Bor+r, \ Bor+r-1,.),
Case 2: Dj X Dy = (Bar+r, \ Byrti-1,) X Byr,,
Case 3: Dy x Dy = (Bar+k, \ Bortr-1,) X (Bor+r, \ Bortr-1,.).

Proof. Since fwy |o(22) — @(z)| dzg = 0 for either z,y < —r or z,y > r due to the
support of ¢ in B,., we only need to consider the cases

Case 1: —2lr<a<r, 2LFFlp <y <olthy

Case 2: 2Lt 1p < g < obthp 9Ly <y <y and

Case 3: —2L7hp < g < oltk=lp oltk=lp ) < oLtk
The cases

Case 1: —r<z<2bp —2ltkp <y <« _oltk=1p

Case 2: —20thp << —obHk=1p < y < 2Ly, and

Case 3: 2Lth—1p < p < 2BFhy  _olth, oy« _oltk—1p

follow analogously. We first examine Case 1. By using Holder’s inequality, Jensen’s
inequality and the Sobolev embedding Lemma A.3, in consideration of constants
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depending on the domain, we get

Lol e (st [ 1)~ utorP? d)
(ot [T i ) (ste [ lete) - ploldze) ayas
S @ty [ ( [, ) - dz)

~ ( / R dzl> ( / et ) sz> da

< (2L by == (gt 0 ( I, ICCRUCIREE dw) N
(@F ey ( //( L G dm)
(@FHE ( RIS dx)

< (2LHkp)=(p=0) (gLhyy (=) 152 [ 204

p—g—1 .

Q=

Q=

(2L+kp) (P0G [y

q
W 2aq )zq(BzL+kr) wa q(BzL-Hcr)

PG |

4,0] p—g—1

~ 2 (BRI 208 ¢ peg-1 :
| ]W q l'q(BzL+lcr)[ ]W a (By)

Case 2 differs from Case 1 by symmetry only in the integration on y, where we

used
/ dy < 2Ltk
B,r,

In Case 3 the estimates also hold since the distance of x and y is even greater than
in the previous cases. (Il

APPENDIX D. MEAN VALUE ARGUMENTS

In the following we introduce mean value arguments and compensation effects,
which turn out to be crucial for elaborating the right-hand side estimates, subse-
quently.

The first statement is a typical mean value argument, cf. [47, Lemma 3.3.].

Lemma D.1. Let o € R and a,b € R with |a — b| < min{|al, |b|}. Then for any
e €0,1],
lla|* = 16I%[ < o — b min{|a[*™, [b]*°}
In our situation we will have to deal with the expression
1

“’E*y| (z,y)

l|z2 — 22|t — |2 — 2]* | dzo.
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The following lemma tells us, that it behaves very similarly to
Iz =yl*7" = [z — 271

Lemma D.2. Let z,y,z € R three distinct points be inside a geodesic ball B C R
and a € (0,1). Set

1
F(z,y,2) = —— |z — 20|%7t — |2 — 2]* Y| dzo.
o If
(D.1) |z —y| S min{|z — 2], |y — 2[}
then for any € € [0,1],
(D2) Pla,y,2) S o — yl° min{lo — 2[5, |y — 21},
o If
(D-3) o — 2| S minfle — yl.ly - 2[}
then for any e € [0, 1],
(D.4) Flo,y,2) S fo— 20 S Jo — gllo — 2],
o If
(D5) jy— 2| S minlz — gl | — 1)

then for any e € [0, 1],
(D.6) F(z,y,2) Sly— 27" Slo—ylly — 2!
Proof of Lemma D.2, (D.2). Observe that (D.1) implies
[z —z[ =~y — =]
Case 1: |z — x| < 10]z — y|.

In this case |z — y| = |z — z|, and for any z3 € (x,y) we have |z — 29| S |z —y| S
|z — z|. We then simply integrate

F(z,y,2) S |z —y| ™ / |2 — 2ol Lz

|z—22| S|z -y

~ o -yt
~ |z —y[fmin{|lz — 2|*77 |y — 2[*7° 7

Case 2: |z — x| > 10|z — y|. In this case, for any 29 € (z,y) we have |z — 23| =
v =yl and [z — o] < o — 9] S |2 — 2.
In particular, for any zs € (x,y)

|22 — 2| S min{|z, — 2|, ]z — a}.

By the typical mean value theorem argument, Lemma D.1,

Iz = 27" = [z =2l S |2 —al e — 2[* 7 S o — g2 — 2|72

Integrating this, we obtain
F(z,y,2) S o —ylle —2|*7?
Sl —ylflz — 27!

~ o —yl* min{lo — 2[*77 Jy — 2|77



SCALE-INVARIANT TANGENT-POINT ENERGIES FOR KNOTS 89

This settles (D.2). O

Proof of Lemma D.2, (D.4). Observe that (D.3) implies that |x —y| = |y — z|.
Observe that for o > 0 the function 23 + |2 — 22|*~! is integrable with antideriv-
ative & |z — 22|*, we have

|x—y|-1/ 2 — zpfo?
(z,y)

Sle =y 7 (|2 = 2[* + [z = y[*)
=lz—y|" e —2|* + |z —y| 7z —y|*
Sl =2 e —ylo !

Sle—2 4z -zt

In the last step we used that « € (0,1) (i.e. « — 1 < 0)
Also observe that

|z —y|! /( ) |z — 2|* tdzy = |z — 2|*7 L.
@,y

This settles (D.4).
O

Proof of Lemma D.2, (D.6). In this case observe that (D.5) implies |z —y| = |z — x|
o (a<1)
1

|.13 - y| (z,y)

For the remainder we argue as for (D.4) and have

|x—y|1/( ezl
x,y

Slz =yl (|2 — 2 + [z — y|*)

e =2l |z -y Sy — 2

=lz —y| 7z — 2] + ]z -y -yl
S e
Sle—yl*h
This settles (D.6). O

For the upcoming statement, we need the notation of the uncentered Hardy-
Littlewood maximal function, which is given by

M) = s L

f(2)|dz
Bla.rysy 1B, B(y,r)| )l

Let us recall the following proposition first.
Proposition D.3. [65, Proposition 6.6.] For any « € [0, 1],
Ju() — uly)] S 2 — 1 (M(=A) % u(z) + M(~2) Fu(y))
This implies

fb fu(z1) — u(@)| dr < Ja — g MM(—A) Fu(a),
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and

][> fu(z1) — u(y)| dar S |7 — g MM(=A) u(y).

We develop an adapted version of [64, Proposition 6.3] now.

Lemma D.4. Let
1_ 1 _
Gla,y,2) = |u<y>+u<m>—2u<z>|f 2 = 222 = |2 — 23 d
>y
and

1_ 1_
Ho.9)i= f Juler) = u(@)des f[Jz = sal# " = [z = afE | doa
>y >y
Then for any a < i and e € (0,1—«) such that € < %— S, G(z,y,2) and H(z,y, 2)
are, up to a constant, bounded from above by

ja—y| S (MM(=A) Tu(z) + MM(=A) Tu(y) + MM(=A)Tu(2)) k1 _g_.1(2,y,2),

w2 m
where ks~ has the form
(D.7) kor(,y, 2) = min{lz — 271 [y — 271}
‘y — Z| e s—n
(D-8) + (|x =) AT X ysgmint el e a1y
[z —2[\"77° -
(D-9) + (|x =) AT X e sigmingia - y-a

Proof. In the case of |x — y| < min{|z — z|, |y — 2|}, we estimate by Proposition D.3

[u(y) + u(z) — 2u(2)|

< fu(z) — u(y)| + 2[u(y) —u(z)]

Sle—yl? (M(=A)5u(z) + M(=A)5u(y)) + |y — 212 (M(=A)Fu(y) + M(=A)5Fu(z)),

respectively,

][> fu(z1) — u(@)| des < o — 5|3 MM(—A)Fu(z).

Therefore, we get by (D.2) for y1 = § +¢e,72 =a+¢e € [0,1]
G(2,y,2)

Sz —ylF (M(=A)Fu(z) + M(—A)E

e

<y>)][ 2 = 250 |z — 2f# Y d
x>y

+ly —2[F (M(=4)

IN}s)
=
<
N~—

_l’_

MEBRuE) = 2l = o= ol

>y
S (M(=2) T u(@) + M(=A) Fu(y)) |z — y|2 7|y — 2[5!
+ (M(=A)Fuly) + M(=A)Fu(z)) |y — 2|3 52 g — y|2,
respectively,

H(z,y,2) < |x—y|%MM<—A>%u<x>][ |z — zo|# 1 — |2 — 2" T dze
x>y

S MM(=8)Tu(a)fe —y|* |y — z|nE 7,
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In the case of |y — z| < min{|x — z|, |z — y|}, we start with the same estimates as
in the previous case, but apply (D.6) for v, = § +¢,72 =a +ec € [0,1] as

G(z,y,2)
<o — T (M—A) T ule) + M(—A)Fu(y)) f 2 = 250 |z — afF Y d
x>y

= 2|7 (MEA)Fuly) + M TuE) £ [l = s~ |z -l dz

S (M(=A)Fu(z) + M(=A)Fuly)) |z — y|Fly — 2/
+ (M(=A)Fuly) + M(=A) Tu(2)) [y — 2| 3|y — 2|+

2 1y (ly =2 \"
w(y)) e —y| Ty — 2w ( >
) |z — y

AN
<
|
b
wR
=
&
_|_
<
|
s
wR

ly — 2|

Y1+ (v2—71)
|z — yl)

+(MEA)Fuly) + M-2)Fu() o = oy = 2|53

respectively,

H(w,y,2) < |x—y|%MM<fA>%u<x>f 2 = 22 E Y — |2 — 23 d

x>y

< MM(=A) Fu(a)|e —y|Fly — [+

gte
a a-+e =G —e— y—2
= MM(=A)7u(z)|z —y|*Cly — 2|+~ 2 1<||x—y|> .

For the last case of |z — z| < min{|y — z|, |z — y|}, we gain by Proposition D.3 that

u(y) + u(z) — 2u(2)|
< Ju(z) —u(y)] + 2Ju(z) - u(2)|
Sl —ylf (M(=2)Fu(@) + M(=A)Fu(y)) + |z — 2% (M(=A)Tu(z) + M(=A)Tu(2)),

and hence, by (D.4) for y1 = § + 6,72 =a+¢e€[0,1]

G(z,y,2)
<z — g% (M=) Fu(z) + M(-A)Tu(y)) ][ 2 = 250 — |z — 2f# Y dy
>y
e — 28 (M«A)%u(xwwfm%u(z))][ 2 = 251 |z — afF Y dzy
x>y

< (M(=A)Fu(z) + M(~A)Fu(y)) o — y|Fa — 2[x !
+ (M(=A) Tu(z) + M(~A)TFu(2)) |z — 2| Flo — 2|57}
—A)Tu(x —A)iy z—y|EtN|p — |u L L_d b

< (MEA)Fule) + M(-8)Fut) o — ol = 2137 (£25))
& — 2|
|z — vy

> Y1+(v2—71)
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respectively,

H(z,y,2) S |x—y|%MM<—A>%u<m>][ |z — za|# ™1 — |2 — 2 T dze

x>y
< MM(=A)Fu(e)|e —y|F |z — 2|5

@

2te
a a+te n—g—e- S
= MM(=A)Tu(z)|z — y|*te|e — 2|+ 2 1<|$—y:> .

Eventually, note that by Lebesgue differentiation theorem, for a.e. x € R,

M(=A)Fu(z) < MM(=A) 5 u(x).

Furthermore, we also need a result inspired by [64, Proposition 6.4].

Proposition D.5. Let F,G,H : R" - R,, a € (0,n), 5,8 € (0,1), s+ a < S,
and consider

Lim [ (P@+F)G@ GG )l " H@he(o.y.2) do dy
where kg g(x,y, 2) is of the form (D.7), (D.8), or (D.9). Then

I< GHIs+aF+/

FGT oH +/ FT.GI.H+ | GZI,FI,H.
R?L

n R

n

Lemma D.6. Let G,H :R - Ry, a,8 € (0,1) such that f < a < %, and

1;_/R/R/RG(Q:)]£W |u(zl)—u(y)|2dle(z)]£l>y|z—22|i_1—|z—zi_1|d22

a =y 722 dg dy d.

Then
15 [ TutgrepensGM (M=) Fum(-8)fu) 7

+ [ OTagaareaM (MR Fu(-a)
+/Rl'a(q—1)+,8+e—1G MM(=A)Zu MM(—=A)

+/GIQ(,1_1)+5+5—1 (MM(—A)%UMM(—A)%O T
R

for any admissible e € (0,1), a(¢g—1)+8—-1<e< %
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Proof. We begin with treating the term fwy |u(z1) — u(y)|? dz1 by Proposition D.3
as

][> (1) — u()|? dz

S ][ 21 = yl” (M(=2)Fu(z1) + M(=28) Fu(y) |21 = 9l* (M(=8)Fu(z1) + M(=2)Fu(y)) d=

<fo— o [ Meaytuta-a)

N

N3}

u(z)dz + ]:[my M(=A)

X

+M(=A)Fu(y) ][|> M(=A)5u(z1) dz +M(A)3U(y)M(A)§U(y))

S lo = ylot (M (M=2)FuM(=2)%u) (4) + MM(—A)é‘u(y)MM(—A)?u(y)).

We first consider the cases | — y| < min{|z — z|, |y — 2|} and |y — 2| < min{|z — 2|, |z — y|}
and observe by (D.2) and (D.6) that

][ lz = 2l Jz — a3V dz < Jo — gy — 23—
x>y
for an admissible € > 0. Thereby, we get
// G(z) M (M<—A>%uM<—A>§u) (y) H(z)|x —y| 2@ D484ey o ln=e" 4z dy dz
R3
* // G(z) MM(=A)F u(y) MM(=A) Zu(y) H(z)|zw —y| 2@ D0ty 2m—e=d gy dy dz
R3

~ / Tatgtyee1Gly) M (M(=2)FuM(~A)u) (y) T2 H(y) dy

+ [ TutamsienGlo) MM=8)Buly) MM(=8)Fu(y) T, (y) dy

For the case |z — z| < min{|y — z|, |z — y|}, we have by (D.4)

][ 2 = za|# 7 — |2 — 2| Y dzo S |z — y[la — 2[F
>y

for an admissible € > 0, which implies

JI[ 6) M (M-85 uM(=2)%0) ) HE e -y #0550k — oy

+ [J] 6t MME-8)20(0) MM-2)Futy) H o gl 2500054 — 2= drdy dz
RS

~ [ 60) Tugrayeprea M (M-8 FuM(-8)F0) (0) T, () dy

+/G(x) To(g—1)+B+e—1 (MM(—A)%u(x)MM(—A)gu(xD IifaH(l") dy.
R
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