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Abstract. We give a new proof of a theorem of Bethuel, asserting that arbitrary weak so-
lutions v € W2(IB, IR?) of the H-surface system Au = 2H (u)uz, A ug, are locally
Holder continuous provided that H is a bounded Lipschitz function. Contrary to Bethuel’s,
our proof completely omits Lorentz spaces. Estimates below natural exponents of integrabil-
ity are used instead. (The same method yields a new proof of Hélein’s theorem on regularity
of harmonic maps from surfaces into arbitrary compact Riemannian manifolds.) We also
prove that weak solutions with continuous trace are continuous up to the boundary, and give
an extension of these results to the equation of hypersurfaces of prescribed mean curvature
in IR™ ™, this time assuming in addition that |V H (y)| decays at infinity like |y| ™.

1 Introduction
In this note, we consider the regularity of weak solutions of the H-surface equation
Au=2H (u)ty, A g, , (1.1)

where u is a mapping from the unit disc B C IR? into IR*, and H:IR® — R is a
bounded Lipschitz function. It is well known that those classical solutions of (1.1)
which are conformal, i.e. satisfy the conditions

‘u$1|2 - |u332|2 = <u$1 ) u$2> = 07

parametrize (away from branch points) surfaces of prescribed mean curvature H;
at a point u(z), the mean curvature is equal to H (u(x)).

We say that u = (u', u?,u®) € WH2(IB, IR?) is a weak solution of (1.1) if and
only if

/ VuVpdr = —2/ OH (u)uy, Ay, dx for every ¢ € C5°(IB, R?).
B B
(1.2)
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This is the only condition imposed on u. By a standard limit argument, (1.2) holds
also for all compactly supported ¢ of class L> N WH2(IB, IR?).

The regularity results for solutions of the H-surface equation, under various
additional assumptions, form a part of the vast regularity theory of nonlinear elliptic
systems with a right hand side growing critically with the gradient of solution.
(Another prominent example is supplied by harmonic maps.) A thorough discussion
of known facts is beyond the scope of this paper; let us just mention the pioneering
works of Wente [26] and Hildebrandt and Kaul [15], and the papers of Griiter
[11] and Bethuel [1], who considered, respectively, conformal weak solutions for
bounded H, and arbitrary weak solutions for bounded and Lipschitz H. For more
information we refer the reader to Chapter 7 of the monograph [4] and the references
therein. A good survey of existence results can be found e.g. in Duzaar and Steffen
[7].

The purpose of this note is twofold. First of all, we give a new proof (without
any use of Lorentz spaces) of Bethuel’s theorem [1] on interior regularity of weak
solutions of (1.1).

Theorem 1.1 (Bethuel) Assume that H:IR® — IR is a bounded Lipschitz func-
tion. Then, every weak solution u € Wl’z(]B,IRS) of equation (1.1) is Holder
continuous on compact subsets of IB.

We deduce this theorem from interior Morrey type estimates, working with
exponents 2 — g9 < p < 2, where ¢ is a small (absolute) constant. We show that
for such exponents 72 [ B, |Vul|P dx goes to zero faster than some positive power
of r. A rough description of the method of proof — which has its origins in the
works of T. Iwaniec in the theory of quasiconformal and quasiregular mappings—
is given at the end of the Introduction.

Once it is known that weak solutions are continuous, well-known methods lead
to the following result.

Corollary 1.2 Let u, H be as in Theorem 1.1. Then u is of class 0120’5(]]3, R?) for
any B < 1.

Our second aim is to prove that weak solutions with continuous trace u‘ OB
are continuous up to the boundary. We deduce this from interior decay estimates,
combining them with Morrey’s Dirichlet Growth Theorem in a scale invariant
version and the ACL property of Sobolev functions.

Theorem 1.3 Let u, H be as in Theorem 1.1. If the trace 1) 0B — R?

is continuous, then u € C° (1B, R?).

= “|aIB

In this generality that result, apparently, seems to be unknown in the existing
literature. Under more restrictive assumptions on H, and using a different method,
a similar theorem has been obtained by Jakobowsky [19].

Higher boundary regularity of conformal weak solutions follows then from
known theorems, see [4], Vol. 2, Theorem 7.3.2.

One of the main difficulties in the proof of Theorem 1.1 stems from the fact that
for uof class W12 the right hand side H (u)uy, A u,, is only an integrable function.
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(A priori, u does not have to be minimizing, bounded or conformal; no extra decay
conditions on H are imposed, etc.) Although u,, A u,, has its coordinates in the
Hardy space, multiplication by H o u destroys this special structure. Besides, since
there is no imbedding of W12 into L°°, the gradient of (u — const) H (u) does not
have to be square integrable — and there is no apparent reason why (v —const) H (u)
should belong to BMO. Thus, even sophisticated tools like the duality of Hardy
space and BMO do not justify the use of {(u — const), where ¢ € C§°(£2), as a
test function in (1.2).

To overcome this difficulty, Bethuel [1] has been using Lorentz spaces. He
proved that for a small, fixed number « € (0, 1) the decay inequality

1
ull 2.0 (B(z,ar)) < §||UHL2’°°(B(9C,7"))

holds for all x € (2 and all sufficiently small radii r. His proof heavily relies on
various properties of Lorentz spaces, on fine-tuned imbedding theorems, and on
Wente estimates for the equation

—Av = fo,90;, — [229a inU,
v=0 on oU,

where f,g € WH2(U),and U C IR?. (Strictly speaking, Bethuel combined classi-
cal Wente estimates, i.e. L° bounds for v and L? bounds for Vv, with an additional
bound for Vv in the Lorentz space L?!. The last improvement, attributed in [1]
to Tartar, can be obtained via the interpolation theory, or via the theory of Hardy
spaces.)

We present a different proof. Some theory of Hardy spaces — notably the duality
of Hardy space and the space BMO of functions having bounded mean oscillation
— is still present in the argument. Fefferman’s duality theorem serves here as a re-
placement for the isoperimetric inequality that has been used much earlier (see e.g.
[26], [12]) for similar purposes. Apart of that we use only standard estimates in var-
ious LP and Sobolev spaces. No knowledge of Lorentz spaces, and no nonstandard
imbedding theorems are necessary.

As we have already said, {(u — const) is not an admissible test function, and
there is no direct way to obtain decay estimates for [ Bla.r) |Vul|?. To circumvent
this problem, we adapt an idea that originates — in a different context of quasiregular
mappings — in a series of papers of T. Iwaniec and his various coauthors; see e.g.
[16], [17], [18]. This idea is to work below the natural exponents of integrability.
One employs test functions ¢ for which V¢ behaves, modulo harmless divergence
free terms, roughly speaking like |Vu|~¢Vu, where ¢ is a small positive parameter.
Standard L9-estimates for Hodge decomposition yield various bounds for ¢ and
its gradient. In particular, ¢ is Holder continuous by Sobolev imbedding theorem.
(Due to a stability theorem of Iwaniec [16, Theorem 8.2], asserting that for small
¢ the divergence free term is small in L9, this idea has proved to be a fruitful and
powerful one in the theory of quasiregular mappings. We hope that it can find new
applications also in the regularity theory of nonlinear elliptic systems of variational
origin; this belief was part of the motivation for writing the present note.)
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Plugging such ¢ into the weak form of the equation, one immediately obtains
integrals of |Vu|P, with p = 2 — £, from terms which correspond to the Laplacian.
It is less clear that the nonlinear expression on the right hand side can also be
estimated in terms of such integrals. To achieve this, we perform one integration
by parts and apply the Fefferman duality theorem [23, Chapter 4], combined with a
result of Coifman, Lions, Meyer and Semmes [3]. Due to the small parameter ¢, the
norms of o in L and its gradient in L? (or even slightly above L?) are bounded
by norms of |Vu| below L. It follows from Poincaré inequality that the norm of u
in BMO can also be controlled by appropriate maximal functions of |Vu/|?. (In this
respect, duality of 1! and BMO is better suited for our purposes than isoperimetric
inequality.) Finally, integrals of |Vu|? are (locally, on small balls) dominated by
small constants, and it is possible to apply a variant of the hole-filling trick. See
Section 2 for details.

Boundary continuity of weak solutions follows from uniform interior decay
estimates and standard properties of Sobolev functions. The details are given in
Section 3. In Section 4, we briefly sketch another application of the method of
Section 2 (i.e., a new proof of Hélein’s theorem on regularity of harmonic maps
from surfaces into compact Riemannian manifolds), and discuss a generalization to
the equation of hypersurfaces of prescribed mean curvature in IR" !, The method
of Section 2 does not work in the latter case, and we need an extra decay assumption
for VH.

The notation is mostly standard. WP stands for the usual Sobolev space of
those functions in L? whose first order distributional partial derivatives also belong
to LP. For definition and an excellent discussion of basic properties of the Hardy
space H'(IR?) and the space of functions of bounded mean oscillation BMO(IR?)
we refer to Chapters 3 and 4 of Stein’s monograph [23]. A ball in IR? with center a
and radius r is denoted by B(a, r). The barred integral f | dz denotes the average
value of a function f over a measurable set E, f . f = [f]g := |E|™" [}, f da.
If £ = B(a,r) is a ball, we use the abbreviation [f]g(a,r) = [f]a,r- The letter
C denotes a general constant that may change even in a single string of estimates;
writing C(p, ¢, . . .) etc. we emphasize sometimes that C' depends on p, ¢ etc. Primes
are used to denote Holder conjugate exponents.

2 Interior estimates

Continuity of solutions is derived from a Morrey type lemma. To state it concisely,
we need some notation.
Forp € (1,2],a € B,and r < 1 — |a| = dist (a, 9IB) we set

1
— P 2.1
har)= o [ vl eR)
and
My(a,r):= sup  Jp(z,p) (2.2)
z€B(a,r),

p<r—|a—z|
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(the supremum is taken over all balls contained in B(a,r)). Note that M, (a, -) is
a monotone function of r, and, by Holder inequality,

p/2
Mp(a,r)<7r1-’£</ Vu(:r)Qda:> .
B(a,r)

Therefore, M, (a,r) goes to zero as r tends to zero.
We sometimes write M,,(a, r; u) to indicate that M, depends on w.

Lemma 2.1 There exist numbers €y € (0, %) and Ao € (0,1) with the following
property: for every exponent p with e:= 2 — p € (0,&9) one can find an Ry =
Ry(e,u) > 0 such that the maximal function M,(a,r) of a weak solution u of
(1.1) satisfies the decay inequality

My(a,r) < AoMy(a,4r) (2.3)

foralla € B and all r < 1 min(Ry, 1 — |al).

Proof of Lemma 2.1. Fix a point a € 1B and a radius r < 1(1 — [a|). Let ¢ €
C§°(B(a, 2r)) be a standard cutoff function with ¢ = 1 on B(a,r), |V¢| < 2/r.
Set

= ((u—[u]a),

where [u] 4 is the mean value of u on the annulus A := B(a,2r) \ B(a,r).
Throughout this section ¢ and p are constrained by the condition € = 2 — p.

Step 1. Choice of test functions. Set
GF .= |Vva|~*va*, k=123 (2.4)

Note that G* is a vector field of class L¢(IR*,IR?) forall 1 < ¢ < 2/(1 —¢). In
what follows, we restrict our attention only to

1
0<e<—, 2—e<q< . (2.5)
4 1—¢
Applying Hodge decomposition, we write
Gk = vk + gk (2.6)

Here, 5% € L9(IR?,1R?) is a divergence-free vector field, and v* belongs to Sobolev
class Wl’q(IR2) for all ¢ satisfying (2.5). With no loss of generality we can also
assume that

][ v*(z)dz =0 fork =1,2,3. .7
B(a,2r)
By well-known estimates, the inequality

V¥ | Laqrey + 185 | Lar2y < ClIGF | Lam2) (2.8)
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holds for all 1 < ¢ < 2/(1 — €). (Papers of Iwaniec [16], Iwaniec—-Martin [17],
and Iwaniec—Sbordone [18], are an excellent source of information about L esti-
mates for Hodge decomposition.) Moreover, by a standard application of Poincaré
inequality,

1/q
1G*||Le < C(/ | V|1 =) dz) . (2.9)
B(a,2r)

We shall use ¢ = (¢!, 2, ¢?), where ©F := (v¥, k = 1,2, 3, as a test vector for
the H-surface system (1.1). Since V is integrable with power ¢g = 2/(1 —¢) >
2 = dimension, Sobolev imbedding theorem implies that ¢ is Hélder continuous
with exponent 1 — 2/qgo = &, and, of course, bounded.

Before proceeding further, we have to make

A remark about constants. The constant C' = Cj in (2.8) depends on q. However,
since we impose the restrictions (2.5), all exponents g for which inequality (2.8) shall

ever be applied in this paper belong to some fixed interval, say [%, %] Therefore,
by Riesz-Thorin convexity theorem, one can use (2.8) with a fixed constant, e.g.

C = max(Cy/4,Cg/3) -

Tracing constants in Poincaré inequality, one can also check that for all g that satisfy
(2.5) inequality (2.9) holds true with a constant C that does not depend on . Thus,
assuming (2.5), we have

1/q
V0¥ a(mey < c(/ V|12 dx) (2.10)
B(a,2r)

with some absolute constant C.

Step 2. Estimates of the test function. We shall need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2 The function ¢ = (v, where v is defined by (2.6) and (2.4), satisfies
the following inequalities:

Vel 2 (Ba2ry) < Cr€Jp(a, 2r)P=1/P @2.11)
o]l Lo (Ba2ry) < C(e)r€Jp(a,2r)P=D/P (2.12)

Remark. The constant in (2.12) blows up to infinity as € tends to zero.
Proof of Lemma 2.2. We first prove (2.11). As [V(| < 2/rand f 5, v = 0, we

have
c 1/2
IVellL2(Ba,2r)) < sup ¢l VY] L2(B(a,2r)) + . (/B v]? dz)

< C|VvllL2(B(a,2r)

(a,2r)

(by Poincaré inequality). Now, applying (2.10), and then Holder inequality with
exponents & = (2 —¢)/(2 — 2¢) and (%)" = (2 — ¢) /¢, we obtain

1/2
||VU||L2(B(a,2r)) < C(/ |Vu|(1_e)2 dﬂ?)
B(a,2r)
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(1-e)/(2-¢)
< or=e)/e </ |Vu|?~¢ dx)
B(a,2r)

= CrJ,(a,2r)P~1/P

To check (2.12) note that |p(z)| < |v(z)|. As v is continuous with zero mean
value, ||¢[| Lo (B(a,2r)) < |oscB(a72r) v|. To estimate the oscillation, we employ
the fact that Vv € L% forq; = p' = %%i > 2. The Sobolev imbedding theorem,
combined with estimate (2.10), yields

‘ osc v’ < C(e)r'™ Q/quVUHLm(B(azr))

(a,2r)
/a
< Ole)rt=%n (/ |Vu|(1—8)a dm) .
B(a,2r)

As before, the right hand side is equal to C(¢)r<.J,(a, 2r)®=1/P O
The same proof yields the following.

Corollary 2.3 Both inequalities (2.11) and (2.12) of Lemma 2.2 are valid if one
replaces by v. O

Step 3. Estimates of the left-hand side. We compute (Latin indices are summed
from 1 to 3, Greek indices from 1 to 2):

k 9k
/V“de:/ 007 4
@ B(a,2r) 0Ta 024
oAk
B(a,2r) 0Ta 024
o¢ (ouF . ok
010 \Ozo  Oxe° =11 + I.
+/B(a,2r) 04 (8%” GEN (uw—[ula) |do =1 + I,

Since div ﬁ’“ = 0 in the sense of distributions,

~k k
B(a,2r) OTa OTq B(a,2r) 8x0¢ axa
:/ |Vi(z)]P de > / [Vu(z)]P dz
B(a,2r) B(a,r)

(in the second line we use the definition of G*, v* and ﬁk, and then shrink the
domain of integration).
As V( is supported only in the annulus A,

c
< 5 [ (ol 1Vl + Vol ju = fulal)do.
A

We apply here Holder inequality with exponents p’ = (2 —¢)/(1 — ¢) and p =
2 — e = (1 — ¢)p/, and then Poincaré inequality to estimate integrals of |v|P and
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|u— [u] 4|”. A bound for [ |Vv|?" follows from the Hodge decomposition estimate
(2.10) Finally, we use Cauchy inequality to separate integrals over the annulus from
those over B(a, 2r). Here is the whole (routine) computation:

C , 1/p' 1/p
|I] < — (/ [v|? dx) </ |VulP dx)
r B(a,2r) A
, 1/p' 1/p
4 (/ IVol? d:z:> (/ o — [u}A|pdx>
B(a,2r) A
, 1/p’ 1/p
C’(/ [Vol? dw) (/ |Vul? dm)
B(a,2r) A
1/p’ 1/p
< C(/ [Vul? da:) (/ [Vul? da:)
B(a,2r) A

1
< C/ [VulP dz + f/ |Vul? dz . (2.13)
A 8 B(a,2r)

IN

Both estimates of 17 and 5 yield

/ VuVedr > / [Vul|P de — C’o/ |Vul|P de — 1/ |Vul|P do ,
0 B(a,r) A 8 B(a,2r)
(2.14)

with some absolute constant Cy. (Note that no estimates of the divergence free field
(% were necessary.)

Step 4. Estimates of right-hand side. This is the heart of proof. The integral

=2 [ H(u)pugy, Aug,dx
I7)

is a linear combination (with coefficients +2) of terms
Jikj :/ H(u)¢! det (Du*, Dw/) dx
0

with ([, k, j) being a permutation of (1,2, 3). We show how to estimate J = J23;
other terms can be handled in the same way. For sake of brevity, let w: = H (u)¢®.

Integrating by parts, we obtain
/ ¢1(u? — [u?]a2r) det (Dw, Du®) dx
IR2

where (7 is a function of class C§°(B(a, 3r)) with ( = 1 on B(a, 2r) and |V (1| <
2/r. To bound this integral, we employ a theorem of Coifman, Lions, Meyer and
Semmes [3, Theorem II.1] combined with the duality of Hardy space and the space
of functions of bounded mean oscillation [23, Chapter IV]. This yields'
] < Cll¢i(w® = [w?]a2r) IByor2) | det (Dw, Du®) 1 (2
< C|[¢i(u = [Y]a2r)IBMOr?) [ DW]|L2(B(0,20)) VUl L2(B(0,2r)) 2-15)

7| =

! The reasoning requires some care; one first extends the gradients of w and u> to the
whole space, without increasing their norms too much, and then applies Theorem II.1 of [3]
and Fefferman duality theorem [9]. For a more detailed explanation, we refer to [24], [22].
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Employing Lemma 2.2, we quickly check that

| Dw||22(B(a2r)) < 1H ooVl 2m2) + [@lloo|V(H 0 u)|| L2 (B(a,2r))
< C(Ha E)Te(l + Hvu”LZ(B(a,Qr)))Jp(a, QT)(p—l)/p
< O(H,e)r* My(a,4r)P= 177, (2.16)

(With no loss of generality one can assume here that [, (a,2r) |Vu|? dx < 1. Such
estimate holds anyway when 2r < Ry, with Ry to be specified later.) We also claim
that

161 (= [ula.20) B30 @R2) < CMp(a, 4r)1/7. 2.17)

Inserting (2.17) and (2.16) into the right-hand side of (2.15), and estimating other
terms Jj;; in the same way, we obtain

2 < Ol(H7 g)TEMI)(av4r)||vu||L2(B(a,27‘)) , (2.18)

/ H(u)pug, Ay, dx
2

with Cy (H, ¢) that is finite for every positive € but blows up to infinity as e goes to
zero. It remains to verify (2.17).

Step 5. Proof of the BMO estimate (2.17). Recall that

1/ lesowme) == sup ][ 1f = [f]op| d
B(z,p)

2€IR2,p>0

Let f = (1(u — [u]q,2r). We consider two cases. If p > r/2, then

2 8
][ 1F = [flep| do < — fldr < > .~ [t].20] e
B(2,p) TP" JB(2,p) 7T JB(a,3r)

By Poincaré and Holder inequalities, the last integral does not exceed
M, (a,3r)H/P.

If, on the other hand, p < r/2, then we can assume that B(z, p) C B(a,4r),
since otherwise f vanishes on B(z, p). Set ¢ = u — [u]q,2,. For z € B(z, p), by
triangle inequality,

[f (@) = [flz0] < 1C(@)g(2) — Ci(2)[g]z,p| + |1 () 9]0 — [C19]z,p]
C
<lg(x) = [9]Bzp)| + m/B(w) lg| dy (2.19)

(note that |(1(x) — (1 (y)| < Clz —y|/r). As Vg = Vu, we have, by Poincaré and
Holder inequalities,

1/p
f |g—[g]z,p|da:<c(pp-2 / |v9pdx) < OMy(a,4r)7.
B(z,p) B(z,p)
(2.20)
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The second term on the right-hand side of (2.19), C(rp) ™! [, (=.0) lg| dy, is simply
constant, and does not change after averaging. Applying consecutively Schwarz,
Poincaré—Sobolev, and Holder inequalities, we estimate it as follows:

C C 1/2
— lgldy < — </ |g|2dy>
TP JB(z,p) T \JB(z,p)

c 1/2
< (/ i — [u]a,%?dy>
r B(a,4r)

¢

T JB(a,ar)

IN

|Vuldy < CM,(a,4r)/?.  (2.21)
The desired BMO estimate (2.17) follows at once from (2.20) and (2.21).
Step 6. Choice of 3. We combine inequalities (2.14) and (2.18). Dividing both

sides of the resulting inequality by ¢ = r27P, we obtain

Ip(a,r) < in(a, 2r) + Cy (ZEJp(a, 2r) — Jp(a,r)) (2.22)
+ C1(e)Mp(a, 47)[|Vull L2 (B(a,2r))

Fix gp > 0 so that 2°°Cy < Cy + i. Thus, for all € € (0, &), we have
1
(Co+1)Jp(a,r) < (Co+ 5 ) pla,2r) + Cr(e)Myla, 40)[Vul 2oz

Choosing Ry (¢) so small that || Vu|| 12(5(a,2r)nm) < (4C1(€)) ~foreverya € B
and every r < §Ry(&), we obtain for such radii

Jp(a,r) < AoMyp(a,dr) with Ao =

For any smaller ball B(z, p) C B(a,r) we have B(z,4p) C B(a,4r). Thus,
Ip(z,p) < AoMp(z,4p) < AoMp(a,4r).

Upon taking the supremum over all B(z, p) C B(a,r), we obtain (2.3). m|

Fixing an ¢ € (0, (), where £ is specified in Lemma 2.1, and using the decay
inequality (2.3), one shows, via a standard iterative argument, that for each compact
subset K C {2 there exists a constant C'x such that

/ |Vul*~¢dy < Cgp~t forall a € K and all p < dist (K, 012).
B(a,p)

(2.23)
Here, ;1 = log,(1/Xo) > 0, where ) is the constant from Lemma 2.1. Hence,
the assumptions of Morrey’s Dirichlet Growth lemma (see, e.g., Giaquinta’s mono-
graph [10], Chapter 3, pages 64—65) are satisfied. Thus it follows that u is (locally)
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of class C7 with v := u/(2 — €). More precisely, when 0 < r < R < Ry and
R <1 — |a|, the following scale invariant inequalities hold:

My(a,r) < A5 (%)”Mp(a,R), (2.24)
o Y
lu(z) —u(y)| < C ('le") M, (a, R)MP, z,y € B(a, £).(2.25)

Interior Holder continuity follows.

The proof of higher interior regularity, Corollary 1.2, is standard. First, one
shows that u € C17 for some v > 0. This follows e.g. from a theorem of Tomi
[25]. Then, C?* regularity of u (with any 3 < 1) follows from a classical L? and
potential theoretic bootstrap reasoning. We omit the details.

3 Boundary regularity

We begin with the following simple lemma. It is a counterpart of [15, Lemma 3],
adapted to our purposes: one assumes that Morrey type estimates hold below natural
exponents.

Lemma 3.1 Leru € WY2(IB,IRY). Assume that for some p < 2 and some j1 > 0
the inequality

My (a,ru) <C (%)NMP((L,R; u)

holds for all a € B and for all 0 < r < R < min(Ro, 1 — |a|), where Ry is a fixed
positive number. If the trace V: is continuous on OB, thenu € C°(IB, IRN).

:“’aIB

Proof. By Morrey’s Dirichlet Growth Theorem, u is Holder continuous in the
interior of the unit disc IB. Moreover, the scale invariant inequality (2.25) holds. It
remains to show that « is continuous at boundary points.

Write u(z1, 22) = v(p, 0), where (p, 8) denote standard polar coordinates. Fix
apoint yy € 9IB, yo = (1, 6p) in polar coordinates. Set

€(0): = p(exp(if)) -
Let w denote the modulus of continuity of (. Define

2,(8): = sup{ M, (a, §)*/: dist (a, OIB) > 8} .

/2
Recall that M, (a,r) < const (fB(a " |Vu|? dx)p . Hence, X',,(§) - 0asé —

0.
Let z = (x1,22) = pexp(if) be an interior point of IB. We assume that
1—p < Rp.Putd =1 — p. Note that for any 0 < o < 27 we have

O+oc 1
/ / oy (r, 9)|? rdrdd < / |Vu|>dz =: I(5).  (3.1)
0 1-6

{w:1-6<|a|<1}
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Thus,
040 1
/ / v, (r, 9| drdd < @.
0 1-6 1-9

Therefore, there exists a set £, C (0,6 + o) having positive one-dimensional
Lebesgue measure and such that

1
/ v (r, 01)|2dr < ﬂ lim v(r,0;) = {(61) (3.2)
1

s o(l—-9¢)’ r—1-

for every 6, € E,. For such 64, applying Schwarz inequality and (3.2), we obtain

1
1C(81) — v(p. 01)] = [v(1,01) — v(p,01)] < / o, (r,00) dr (33
P

S / o 91>|2dr)1/2
<(5) e

We set now o = 14. By (2.25), for any point z’ € B(x, $6) one has

& — |

& — |

>W./\/lp(x,5)1/p < Cy ( >72p(5).

(3.4)
Pick 2’ € B(z, 16) withradial coordinate equal to that of -, and angular coordinate
0, € E,. By triangle inequality,

u(@) = ¢ (yo)| < [u(z) —w(z’)] + |u(a’) — (@' /12" + [V (2"/]2]) = P(yo)l -

We estimate the first and the second term on the right-hand side, applying (3.4) and
(3.3), respectively. Finally, continuity of ¢ and choice of ¢, yield

(2’ /]2"]) = ¥(yo)| = I¢(61) = ¢(b0)] < w(fr — bo]) < w (16— bo| + F) -

Combining all estimates, and plugging in § = 1 — p, we obtain

fu(z) — u(')] < Co (

_ 1/2
() — ()| < CoSy (1 — p) +2 (I“Pf’)) Fw (060l + 52)

For x — gy, i.e. for p — 1 and 6 — 6y, the right hand side of the last inequality
tends to zero. The proof is complete now. O

I am grateful to Stefan Hildebrandt who carefully explained to me a simple
proof of this lemma in the case p = 2.

By Lemma 2.1 of the previous Section, all weak solutions of the H-surface
system satisfy uniform Morrey-type decay estimates on (small) balls contained in
IB. Therefore, every weak solution v which has continuous trace on 01B, automati-
cally satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 3.1 for some p > 2. Theorem 1.3 follows
immediately.
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4 Remarks and comments
4.1 An application to harmonic maps

The method described in detail in Section 2 can be also applied to obtain a new proof
of regularity of harmonic maps from surfaces into compact Riemannian manifolds,
[13], [14, Chapter 4]. The original proof of Hélein relies on the properties of Lorentz
spaces. The construction of test functions through the Hodge decomposition of
|Vu|~#Vu (or, strictly speaking, of the coefficients of its projections onto the
tangent space of image manifold) can replace Lorentz spaces also in this case. We
sketch the reasoning briefly.

Let u € W12(IB, V) be a weakly harmonic map from the two dimensional
disc IB into a smooth, compact, closed n-dimensional Riemannian manifold A .
We assume, as it is usually done, that V' is isometrically embedded in a Euclidean
space R?. Weak harmonicity of « means that Au L TN, or, to be precise, that

2
ou Jy B

for every p € L N W, (1B, RY) with ¢(z) € Tyz)N ae.

Theorem 4.1 (Hélein) Every weakly harmonic map u € W'2(IB, N) is contin-
uous (and therefore smooth).

It is known [14, Lemma 4.1.2] that without loss of generality one can assume
that A/ is diffeomorphic to an n-dimensional torus. Then, to prove Theorem 4.1
via the method of Section 2, one checks that the conclusion of Lemma 2.1 holds
true also for weakly harmonic maps. We fix ¢ € IB and r < idist (a,0B). To
construct test functions for the system (4.1), we employ the Coulomb moving frame
[14, Lemma 4.1.3], i.e. a map

e=(e1,e,...,e,): Bla,4r) — R™*?

that satisfies the following conditions:
(i) (ei(x))i=1,...n is an orthonormal basis of Tu(z)]\/ for ae. x €
B(a,4r);
(i) fB(a,4r) |v€‘2d1‘ < CfB(aAr) |Vu\2da:,

Qi) 2, 2 <g§;,ej>:Oforalli,j:l,...,n.

0% o

Lorentz space estimates for de, [14, Lemma 4.1.7], are not necessary here.

Test functions and decay estimates. Asin Section2, weset A = B(a, 2r)\B(a,r)
and @ = ((u—[u]a), where ¢ € C§°(B(a,2r)),{ = lonB(a,r),and V(| < 2/r.
Introduce differential forms

2 _
ou

i = da|~¢ -6 d a = da|~¢ d~, i) s ':1,..., s

w O§=1|u| <8wae> x |da|~¢ (da, e;) i n
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and apply the Hodge decomposition [17, Theorem 6.1] to write
w; = dv; +d*B;
where v; € W' (IR?), 8; € WL (IR%, A2), and p/ stands for the Holder conju-

gateof p =2 —¢.
By (i) above, we have

/ |dul? do < Z/ (dii, ;) - (dv; + d* ;) ;
B(a,r) i—1 YIR?
the dot denotes the standard scalar product of 1-forms. Now,

‘ | tdne-avs

This follows from the duality of Hardy space and BMO combined with [3, Theorem
II.1]. (One has to take the LP -bounds of d*3; into account, see [17].) To estimate

the crucial term
Titz / <da,€L> 'd’Uz',
IR,2

we employ (4.1) with ¢ = {(v; — const)e;. One checks that

Z/ <aaxu < o ej>6y‘>C(w — const) dx
R2 o T,

+ integrals (over A) that contain derivatives of (.

< Colldull 2 (a2 |9 Lo (B (0,20

Performing one integration by parts, we can repeat almost verbatim the proofs of
inequalities (2.13) and (2.18) to verify that

111 < Cu [ 1duP do + Ca(e)r My(a.40) [Vl oo -
A

Next, we proceed as in the last part proof of Section 2 to obtain interior Morrey
type decay estimates. This yields Holder continuity; higher regularity of u follows
from a classical bootstrap reasoning.

4.2 Problems involving the n-Laplace operator

If, instead of assuming that H is just Lipschitz and bounded, one adds a decay
assumption
1+ wDIVH(y)| < C, (4.2)

(which was used already by E. Heinz in [ 12]), then the whole proof of local regularity
of weak solutions of (1.1) can be shortened drastically. Namely, one checks that
(u — const) H (u) belongs to BMO, and therefore ¢(u — const) can be used as a
test function. In this case, one obtains directly a decay estimate for | B, |Vul? (see
[24], where a related hole-filling trick is explained carefully).

In fact, assuming (4.2), one can prove the following.
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Theorem 4.2 Let H:R"! — IR, n > 2, be abounded Lipschitz function. Assume
that (4.2) holds for all y € R" ™, and let 2 C IR" be a bounded domain with
boundary of class C".

Then, every weak solution u € W5 (2, R™ ) of the system

div (|Vu|" " 2Vu) = H(u)ug, A ... AUy, (4.3)

is locally Holder continuous in 2, and if the trace u‘ o I8 continuous, then u is
continuous up to the boundary of (2.

It is known that under less demanding assumptions on H one can prove reg-
ularity for bounded weak solutions (Duzaar and Fuchs [5]) or conformal weak
solutions (Mou and Yang [21]). For minimizing weak solutions a similar theorem
has been obtained by Duzaar and Grotowski [6]. Mou and Yang conjecture that
weak solutions are of class C1 if H o u is just bounded, and the problem is wide
open for n > 2. (For n = 2 the question is also not yet fully settled; see, however,
the paper of Bethuel and Ghidaglia [2].)

To prove Theorem 4.2, one takes ((u — const) as a test function. By (4.2),
¢(u — const) H (u) is of class W™ C BMO, and the hole-filling argument [24]
can be carried out. This leads to interior Holder continuity. Then, continuity up to
the boundary can be obtained upon introducing minor changes to the proof from
Section 3. We leave the details as an exercise for interested readers.

(The method of Section 2 breaks down. It is easy to see that the power of
maximal function M, which enters into the estimates of the right hand side is
equal to nis + ;;_i For n > 2 this exponent is smaller than 1, and the resulting
inequality cannot be iterated in a reasonable way.)

A similar reasoning implies that a counterpart of Theorem 4.2 holds for weak
solutions u € W™ (2, IR" ™) of the system

div (|Vu|"?Vu) = H(x)uz, A... ANy, (4.4)

where H is a function of class W14 (IR™) for some ¢ > n. Again, we omit the
details.

We hope that modifications of the method of Section 2, combined with a stability
result of Iwaniec [16, Theorem 8.2], can be used to cope with regularity questions
for other nonlinear conformally invariant problems involving the n-Laplacian.
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Note added in proof. When this paper has already been accepted for publication,
the author has learned that the first part of Theorem 4,2 (interior regularity) had
been obtained earlier by Wang [27].



