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On the Morse Index of Branched Willmore Spheres in 3-Space
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Abstract

We develop a general method to compute the Morse index of branched Willmore spheres and
show that the Morse index is equal to the index of certain matrix whose dimension is equal to the
number of ends of the dual minimal surface. As a corollary, we find that for all immersed Willmore
spheres ® : §2 — R? such that W (®) = 47n, we have Indw () < n — 1.
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1 Introduction

It was proposed by Tristan Riviere in [33] to study the topology of immersions of surfaces into Euclidean
space by means of a quasi-Morse function (say ). Fix a closed surface M? and let Imm(M?2 R") be the
space of smooth immersions ® : M2 — R". We look for a Lagrangian . : Imm (M2, R™) — R satisfying
the following properties for all $: M2 - R™

(1) L(®+ &) = ZL(®) for all € R™ (translation invariance)
(2) L(R®) = .Z(®) for all R € O(n) (rotation invariance)
(3) L(A®) = ZL(®) for all A > 0 (scaling invariance).
Indeed, an immersion does not change geometrically when one translates, rotates or dilates it.

Now, assume that n = 3. To an immersed surface one can attach two natural quantities: the principal
curvatures k1, k2 (introduced by Euler in 1760 [11]) which are the maximum and the minimum of the
curvature of normal section of the surface at a given point. Then we define the mean curvature H and
Gauss curvature K (introduced by Meusnier in 1776 [21]) by

H1+Ii2

H = , and K = Kika.
Thanks to the third property, £ must be a quadratic expression of the principal curvatures (see also
[28] for a more general study of conformal invariants of Euclidean space), which says that up to scaling

Z(®) = / (H? + A K) dvol,
M‘Z
for some A € R, where g = gz = o gr3. Thanks to Gauss-Bonnet theorem,

K dvol, = 2mx(M?)
M2
is a constant independent of the immersion. Therefore, up to constants, the only non-trivial such quasi-
Morse function is

ZL() = /E H2dvol,,

which is generally denoted by .2 = W and is called the Willmore energy.

This Lagrangian actually first appeared in the work of Germain and Poisson in 1811 and 1814
respectively in their work about elasticity ([13], [31]). It was considered by many geometers in the
following years, including in important work of Navier ([29]). For more information on the history in
which these considerations of elasticity emerged, we refer to the comprehensive work of Todhunter ([43]).
Poisson was the first one to obtain the correct Euler-Lagrange equation, more than 100 years before
Blaschke and Thomsen, who attributed it to Schadow in 1922 ([42], [4]). He also found in 1814 the
first version of Gauss-Bonnet theorem, and his student Rodrigues computed the following year the exact
constant 4 for ellipsoids, but unfortunately made a sign mistake and found 8 for tori ([35], [34]). The
famous memoir of Gauss on the subject of the curvature of surfaces appeared only in 1827 ([12]), and
Gauss-Bonnet in a published form in 1848 ([5]).

This Lagrangian only reappeared in 1965 in Willmore’s work who proposed the famous conjecture
about minimisers of the Willmore energy for tori ([44]), which was finally proved in 2012 by Marques-
Neves (]20]).



In higher codimension, we can also define the Willmore energy as follows
W(®) = / |H|?dvoly,
b

where H is the mean curvature vector (the half-trace of the second fundamental form). It has the fun-
damental property of being invariant under conformal transformations (of ambient space). In particular,
as minimal surfaces (ﬁ = 0) are absolute minimisers, inversions of complete minimal surfaces with finite
total curvature are Willmore surfaces (though they may have branch points in general). Furthermore,

Bryant showed that all immersions of the sphere in R3 are inversions of complete minimal surfaces with
embedded planar ends ([7]).

Now, a basic problem that we can address is to try to understand the following quantities : let
v € 7 (Imm(M?,R™)) be a non-zero class (of regular homotopy of immersions) and let

By = inf sup W (®y).
{ @i}~y teSk

Then one would like to understand if we can estimate these numbers and get some information on the
critical immersions realising them (if this is possible to realise the width of these min-max problems).

The first non-trivial number is given as follows : let M? = S2, n = 3, and v € m; (Imm(S?,R")) ~
Z x Zs be a non-trivial class (Smale, [40]). Then we define

By = inf sup W (D). (1.1)
{®,}~v t€]0,1]

By the work of Smale, the space of immersions from the round sphere S? in three-space R? is path-
connected (mo(Imm(S? R3)) = {0}), we have

fo= inf sup W (D)
{®:}eQt€]0,1]

where ) is the set of path {(I;t}te[o,l] C Imm(S2,R3) such that $¢ = ¢ and &; = —, where ¢ : §% — R3
is the standard embedding of the round sphere. These two min-max widths are equal since the Froissart-
Morin eversion generates w1 (Imm(S?,R3)) (see [33]). We will explain in the following what can be said
about this problem in general and show a path to determine (1.1) and find which immersions may realise
it. In relationship with these quantities, Kusner proposed the following conjecture.

Conjecture (Kusner, 1980’s [17]). We have Sy = 167, and an optimal path is given by a Willmore
gradient flow starting from the inversion of Bryant’s minimal surface with 4 embedded ends.

Thanks to Bryant’s classification ([26]) and our extension to a large class of branched Willmore
spheres ([26], [27]), it makes particularly sense to compute the index of inversions of complete minimal
surfaces with finite total curvature in R3. Indeed, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.1 (Riviére [33], M. [24], [23]). There exists compact true branched Willmore spheres
(f)lv"' 7(f)p;\1_;17"' ;\I_;q : 52 — R3 such that
P = -
Bo=> W(&,)+Y (W(\Ifj) - 47r9j) (1.2)

i=1 j=1

and
p . q .
ZIndW(d)i) + ZIndW(\I/j) <1,
i=1 j=1

where 0; = 90(\17]-,]7]-) € N is the multiplicity of \I_}j at some point p; € \I_;j(SQ).



Here, recall that a Willmore surface ® : & — R™ has no first residue if for all path v around a branch
point p of ® (which does not contain or intersect other branch points)

1 — — - o —
%((I),p):ﬂhn/(8H+|H|28¢+2g’1®<H,h0>®8¢)) ~0.
Y

We refer to [32], [1] and [26] for more information on this quantity.

This theorem shows that the previous conjecture should be interpreted as follows.

Conjecture. Let @1, - - ,Cﬁp,\ﬁ, e ,\I_}q be given by (1.2). Then p =1, ¢ = 0 and ®, is the inversion
of Bryant’s minimal surface with 4 embedded planar ends.

2 Main results

If U : © — R3 is a branched Willmore sphere, we write for all normal admissible variations v = vii €
&5 (3, R?) (see Section 3 for a precise definition)

Qg(v) = D*W(¥)(7,7)

the quadratic form of the second derivative of the Willmore energy W at U. Then we define the
Willmore Morse index as the maximum dimension of sub-vector spaces of &5 (¥, R?) on which Qg is
negative definite.

Theorem A. Let ¥ be a closed Riemann surface and let U : Y — R3 be a branched Willmore surface,
g= \f'*g]Rs be the induced metric on' Y and assume that W is the inversion of a complete minimal surface
d: ¥ \ {p1, -+ ,pn} — R> with embedded ends and fix some smooth metric go on ¥. Assume that
0 < m < n is fired such that p1 --- ,pm are catenoid ends, while pmi1,--- ,pn are planar ends, and
foralll1 <j<m,let B; = Flux(@,pj) € R* be the flux of d at pj. There exists a symmetric matriz
A() € Sym,,(R) defined by

5% Atg oo e i
A2 5% Ao
N : . .. ~'2. .. .. : — 4 2
D | R D P Y
Ao Ao wrr e e e 0

with the following property. For all a = (a1, -+ ,a,) € R™, there exists an admissible variation
v € W*2(Z, dvoly,) N {v : |dv|, € L>®(Z, dvoly,) and Agv € L*(X,dvoly)},
such that (v(p1), - ,v(pn)) = (a1, - ,an) and
Qg(v) *167T2ﬂ2 ij)+47r 2n+1) Z Aijo(pi)v(p;)- (2.1)
Jj=1

1<i,j<n

Therefore, we have
Indyy () = Ind A(¥) < n
Furthermore, zf\I_} is a smooth immersion then m = 0 and we have

Indy (¥) = Ind A(¥) < n — 1,

where Ind A(9) is the number of negative eigenvalues of A(V).



Remark. This theorem was first presented in detail on November 13, 2018 at the Institute for Advanced
Study in the seminar Variational Methods in Geometry Seminar

https://www.math.ias.edu/seminars/abstract?event=138881

The video was uploaded and is freely available on the internet since then at the following links:
https://video.ias.edu/varimethodsgeo/2018/1113-AlexisMichelat
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1AYcy220Iec

The interested reader will find at 1:05 the main theorem, at 1:31 and 1:35 the special negative
variations with logarithm behaviour at the ends and at 1:39 the additional term coming out for variations
including a logarithm term.

Remark. There are examples of complete minimal surfaces of genus 1 with planar ends discovered by
Costa and Shamaev ([9], [38]). Kusner and Schmitt also studied the moduli space of such minimal
surfaces in detail (see [16]), and showed in particular that there are no examples with three planar ends
(this is the first non-trivial case thanks to Schoen’s theorem on the characterisation of the catenoid as
the only complete minimal surface with 2 embedded ends [36]). They all have an even number of ends
(at least 4). In fact, all values of ends 2n > 4 are attained.

Corollary B. Let ®: 52 — R3 be a Willmore immersion. Then

- 1 -
Indy (®) < —W(®) ~ 1.

™

In general, we can obtain a general bound which generalised [22] to the case of branched Willmore
surfaces.

Theorem C. Let U : X — R3 be a branched Willmore surface and assume that U is the inversion of a
complete minimal surface with finite total curvature $:x \ {p1, - ,pn} — R3. Then there a universal
symmetric matriz A = A(¥) = {Aijti<i j<n such that for all smooth v € W22(X) and admissible normal
variation U = vitg, € £3(3,R?)

Qg(v) = Qg(vo) +4m Z Aijv(pi)v(p;),

1<ij<n

for some vg € W22(X) such that vo(p;) = 0 for all 1 <i < n. In particular, we have

- 1 - 1
Indw (V) <n = EW(\II) ~ o /2 Kgydvol, + x(%). (2.2)
Remark. For true branched immersions with ends of multiplicity at most 2, we have
= 1 - 1
Indw(¥)<n-1= EW(\I]) ~ 5 /2 Kydvol, + x(2) — 1.

by showing that A; ; = 0 for ends of multiplicity 2 in (2.2). See Section 10 for the proof (Theorem 10.7).

We can generalise Theorem A to the branched case at the price of getting a possibly weaker bound.

Theorem D. Let @ : % \{p1, -+ ,pn} — R3 be a complete minimal surface with finite total curvature,
and U = 10® : X — R3 be a compact inversion of ®, and let A(¥) = {Aiiticij<n € Sym,(R) be the

matriz given by Theorem C. Then there exists a matriz {Xi,j}lgi,jgn € Sym,, (R) such that X“ =0 for
all 1 <1 < n with the following property. Define

)\1,1 )\172 + 2n XLQ cee )\l,n + 2n Xl,n
N A2 +2n XI,Q A2,2 o Ao+ 2n X27n
A =
)\1,n +2n X1,n )\Q,n +2n Xl,n o )\n n-


https://www.math.ias.edu/seminars/abstract?event=138881
https://video.ias.edu/varimethodsgeo/2018/1113-AlexisMichelat
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=lAYcy22OIec

Then for all @ = (a1, -+ ,a,) € R™, there exists an admissible variation v € W%2(X) (such that v =
vitg € Eg (X, R?)) such that (v(p1), -+ ,v(pn)) = (a1, ,an) and

Q@(’U) =47 Z )‘i,iUQ(pi) —+ 47 Z (Ai,j + 2n Xiﬁj) ’U(pi)’U(pj).
i=1 1<i,j<n
i)

Therefore, we have
Ind A(¥) < Indyy (¥) < Ind A(F).

Remark. It seems very likely that X” = \;,; (for 1 <i# j < n), but our current methods do not allow
us to check if this fact holds or not in general (it holds for embedded ends by Theorem A).

Acknowledgement. I would like to thank my advisor Tristan Riviere for his constant support and
for suggesting the analogy with the renormalised energy appearing in the Ginzburg-Landau model from
super-conductivity (see for example [3], [30] and [37]).

Added in proof. Recently Jonas Hirsch and Elena Méader-Baumdicker wrote a paper on this subject
in the special case of minimal surfaces with flat ends ([14]).

3 The second derivative of the Willmore energy as a renor-
malised energy

Let ¥ be a closed Riemann surface, n € N, py,---,p, € X be fixed distinct points and d: 3 \
{p1,-- ,pn} — R® be a complete minimal surface with finite total curvature and assume without loss of
generality that 0 ¢ ®(X \ {p1,--- ,pn}) C R%. Then the inversion

‘*@*1

U = (Y S R?

=

is a compact branched Willmore surface. Now, recall that we defined in [23] a notion of admissible
variations of the Willmore energy as the maximum set of variations for which the second derivative of
the Willmore energy is well-defined.

| 2

Theorem 3.1 ([23]). Let S be a closed Riemann surface and let U : X — R? be a branched Willmore

immersion and let g = \ff*g]Rd be the induced metric. Then the second derivative DQW(\f/) is well-defined
at some point

W = &5 (S, RY) = W22 0 WL (R") N {w L (p) € Ty, R™ for all p € 2}
if and only if
we L%, go) and L, € L*(%, dvoly),

where go is any fized smooth metric on ¥ and Lyw = A’;u_ﬂr o (W) is the Jacobi operator and of is the

-

Simons operator. We denote by Var(V) this space of admissible variations.

Notice that at a branch point of multiplicity #y > 1, the condition are equivalent to

di
E

"=
g9

€ L>™(D?), and

2 2
[P0 € L*(D?).

In particular, if @ is a smooth variation, the conditions are equivalent to

@ = w(0) + Re (72%) + O(|z|%T).

We can now define the Willmore Morse index as follows (see [23]).



Definition 3.2. Let ¥ be a closed Riemann surface and let  : ¥ — R™ be a branched Willmore
immersion. Then Willmore index of <f), denoted by Indy (<f)), is equal to the dimension of the maximal
sub-vector space V' C &z (X, R™) on which the quadratic form second variation Qg(-) = D2W (D)(-, )
is negative definite.

Now, thanks to Proposition 4.5 of [22], for all ¢ = viig € Var(¥), we have

Qs(v) = W () (5.7) = [

1 1
. {5 (Agu — 2K u)* dvol, — d ((Agu + 2K gu) * du — 3 * d|du|§) }

where u = |‘£|2’U. In particular, thanks to Stokes theorem, we have

1 - 1
Qg(v) =lim | £ / (Agu — 2Kgu)2 dvoly + E / ((Agu + 2K u) xdu — - * d|du|§) . (3.1)
2 e i=1 0Bc(pi) 2

e—0

where
Se =3\ |JB:(p)
i=1

In particular, the limit (3.1) exists for all such 7 € Var(¥). Here, the balls B.(p;) are fixed following the
following definition for some covering (Uy, -+ ,U,) of {p1, - ,pn} fixed once and for all.

Definition 3.3. We say that a family of chart domains (Uy,--- ,U,) is a covering of {p1, -+ ,pn} C 2
ifp,eU;foralll<i<nand U,NU; =@ foralll1 <i<n. Foralll <i<nify;:U; — Bc(0,1) CC
is a complex chart such that ;(p;) = 0 and ¢;(U;) = Bc(0,1), we define for all 0 < e < 1

Be(pi) = ¢; ' (Be(0,2)).
This definition is independent of the chart ¢; : U; — Bc(0,1) C C such that ¢;(U;) = Be(0,1) and
@i(pi) = 0.

The independence of the chart ¢; with the above properties is a trivial consequence of Schwarz lemma
(se [22] for more details).

4 Decomposition of the renormalised energy

We fix a Willmore surface ¥ : ¥ — R3 which is the inversion of a complete minimal surface P .
Y\ {p1,- -+ ,pn} with finite total curvature. We fix v € W>2(X) (such that ¥ = viig € Var(V)), and as
in the introduction, for all € > 0 small enough, we consider the following minimisation problem

1

inf = A,w — 2K w)%dvol 4.1
Ry 5o (B = 2w, (4.1)

where the class of admissible functions is

&.(p;) = W22\ Bo(p;)) N {w : { w=1u on 6Ba(pi)}

o, w = d,u on 9B:(p;)

Notice that for an end p; (for some 1 < j < n) of multiplicity m > 1 of a complete minimal surface with
finite total curvature ® : X — {py,--- ,pn} — R™, in any complex chart z : B(0,1) C C — ¥ such that
z(0) = p;, there exists Ay € C” \ {0} (depending on z) such that

$(z) = Re <f—72> +O(|z]=™)



for m > 2, while for m = 1 there exists 4y € R" such that

- A
®(z) =Re <7O> + Yo log |z] + O(1).

Therefore, we have up to scaling

1

_ 2
=20:90 =

(1+0(l2))) -

In particular, we deduce that
Ky = —Agh = O([z[?("*D),
and
Ly =0y — 2K, = e (A+2A)\) = |2)2m D (1 + O(|2]) (A 4+ O(1)),
so £y is not elliptic in a neighbourhood of p;. Therefore, we will have to consider another problem than

(4.1).

Recall first by definition of B.(p;) that By(p;) N Bi(p;) = @ for all 1 <4 # j < n. Therefore, for all
0<e<l,and forall 0 < d < ¢, and 1 < ¢ < n consider the domain

Lo =2\ | Be(pi) U Ugé(pi)
JFi

We will also write

=J=is =2\ (Be(pi) U{p1,-- ,pn}) -

6>0

Then £, and £ 2 are strongly elliptic on %% 5 and have the uniqueness for the Cauchy problem i.e. if
Zyu = 0 (resp. $2u = 0) and u = 0 on some open U C ZE 5, then u = 0 (this fact was first proved in
general by J. Slmons [39]), thanks to a classical theorem of Smale (see [41] and [8]) there exists 0 < £
such that for all 0 < & < g, there exists 0 < d(¢) < € such that for all 0 < 6 < d(¢), the operators .Z;
and £, 2 have no kernel on ZZ s for all 1 < i < n. More precisely, the only solution of each of the two
followmg problems
Lyu=0 in Xl
u=0 on 0%,
and
Lu=0 in X,
u=0 on J¥.; (4.3)
O,u=0 on 82;6

is the trivial solution u = 0. Therefore, thanks to the Fredholm alternative (see [6], IX.23) for all
1 <4 <n and all but finitely many 0 < ¢ < g¢ there exists a unique minimiser u; ; of (4.1) such that

392%;5 =0 on 22,6
Ué,a =u on 9B:(p;)
dyul s =0,u on IB.(p;)
uts =0 on 0Bs(p;) forall 1<j#i<n
dyuz 5 =0 on 0Bs(p;) forall 1<j#i<n




where u = |®|2v and £y = Ay —2K, is the Jacobi operator of the minimal surface S\ {p1,-- ,pn} —
R?. In particular, we fix 0 < & < g9 and we assume 0 < § < dy(¢) < e. Furthermore, notice that u’ 5 is
the unique solution to the variational problem

= 2
SOF B2 dvol 4.5
weé’?a(m) 2 /z: (Agw gw)~ dvoly (45)

7

£,8

where

w=1u on 0B.(p;

(

. o, w = 0d,u on 0B.(p;
8slp) = W22 )0 w E
(

)
)
w=0 on 0B:(p;) forall 1<j#i<n
o, w =20 on 0B:(p;) forall 1 <j#1i<n.

4.1 Estimate of the singular energy of the minimisers

Recall the definition
Qg (v) = D*W () (vitg, vitg),

for some admissible variation v = vilg € é"‘fj(Z,H@). Fix some 1 < 7 < n and assume that p; has
multiplicity m; > 1. Then there exists o; > 0 such that

3% = =5 (14 0(2)))

PR
mia?

9= [ZPome+D (1+0(z]))

K, = O(]z|*™*?). (4.6)

For all v € C*(X), define u = |®|2v. Then there exists a function f. : ROM+TDEmi+h) 4 R such that
1
f/ <(Agu + 2K u) « du — - * d|du|g|2) = fE(Jif”v),
aBs(pi) 2

where JPQZ”I' is the jet of v of order 2m; at p; € ¥. However, thanks to the Sobolev embedding
W22(X) — C°X) and the absence of Sobolev embedding W22(X) + C(X), f- can only depend
on v(p;). Furthermore, as Qg (v) is quadratic in v, we deduce that there exists Q¢ € R such that

fs(‘]zzniv) = QiUQ(pi)-

See [22] for an explicit argument and Section 5 for the explicit singular energy associated to minimal
surfaces with embedded ends. As ¥/ is admissible and v is smooth, there exists v € R such that

v =v(p;) + Re (72™) + O([2™ ).

The previous expansion (4.6) shows that
u=|®>u = |B|?0(p;) + Re (2‘?) +O(|2]1 ).
Therefore, as ® is conformal and harmonic, we have A,4|®|? = 4 and
Lyu = (4= 20,2 v(ps) + O(|2™+),

This expansion implies that

1

2 m2a2(1+0
: / (L) dvol, = ma2(1+0(J2)))
2 BEO\BE(pi)

4-2K,|®?) v(p;) + O(|z[™*) : |dz|?
/Bgo\ﬁg(m(( ! ) ) |22t

N~



= =0\ 2 e e miazidr
:”/s ((4—2Kg|¢|2) 0 (pi) + 8u(p ) O™ H) + O™ l*”>) T

2
_ 2V (pi) 1
= 8mm;a; Z2m, +0 (752(””_1)) il
Notice that v(p;) = 0 implies that Z,u = O(]z|™T!) and
1 2
5 _ (ZLyu)® dvoly, = O(gp)
20 \Be(pi)
which shows that the limit (3.1) reduces to

1

= —/ (ZLyu)? dvol, < co.
2 s

Therefore, for all v € C°°(X) such that ' = viig be admissible, we have
Q\i; (’U) > 0.
Therefore, we deduce the first extension of [22] to the case of branched surfaces.

Theorem 4.1. Let X be a closed Riemann surface and T : X — R3 be a branched Willmore sur-

face. Assume that U is the inversion of a complete minimal surface with finite total curvature P .
S\ {p1, - ,pn} — R3. Then we have

1. -

Indy () < 47r W (D) 27T/Kg‘f’ dvolg, + x(X). (4.7)

Proof. Write g = ®*ggs be the induced metric on ¥ \{p1, - ,pn}. The preceding argument shows that
for ¥ = viig € &(X,R?) and v : ¥ — R smooth such that v(p;) = 0 for all 1 <7 < n, we have

Qg () = %/E (Xg (|<I;|2v))2 dvol, > 0.

Now, let 7 = viig € &(X,R?) be an arbitrary variation such that v(p;) = 0 for all 1 <i < n. As

AT = (Ag,v) g € L*(Z,9g) (4.8)

and
g l@dve L=(%, go), (4.9)

where go is a fixed smooth metric on . The estimate (4.9) must be interpreted as follows. If p;

corresponds to an end of multiplicity m; > 1 of 6, then ¥ admits a branch point of multiplicity 8y = m;
at p;, and (4.9) means that in the chart ¢, : U; — B(0,1) C C

|2|:|V9—0”_|1 € L>®(B(0,1)). (4.10)

we deduce that in particular v € W22 N W1°°(%). Therefore, let {vr}pen € C°° such that

v —> v in W*%(%).
k—o00

Then up to a subsequence, we deduce that (up to taking a subsequence) V2uvy, k—> V?2v almost every-
—00

where on . In U; we have an expansion for some 7]’?1 j» ER (as d is smooth)

ve = vg(ps) + Z Re (’yul pz]lz”) + O(|z:|6OJrl (4.11)

J1,J22>0
1<j1+52<60

10



As vy — vin C%(), and by (4.10), we deduce (as v(p;) = 0) that vg(p;) — Oand vF, . — 0 for
k— o0 k— o0 BIIZ 0o
all 1 < ja + jo < g — 1. Furthermore, as by (4.8)
Av

Ei

€ L*(B(0,1)), (4.12)

and Avp — Av almost everywhere, we also find by (4.12) that ijl 2 k—> 0 for all j; + jo = 0 such
W —00

k—o0

that (j1,72) ¢ {(00,0),(0,6p)}. Finally, this implies that if p; is a cutoff function such that p; = 1 on
¢; (B(0,1/2)) C U; and supp(p;) C U;, and

n
Bomn Yoot Y Re (b, uele) 0,
=1 J1,§22>0
1<j1+j2<m;

also satisfies

Uk(pi) =0 forall 1<i<mn, and ug A strongly in W22(%),

and furthermore, by the expansion (4.11), we deduce that
5]&75\1; S g@(E,RB).

Therefore, v is an admissible variation of \f/, and by the preceding discussion we have
- 1 20 \)2
Q@) = 5/ (< (19175)) " dvol, > 0. (4.13)
b

Now, by the strong W22 convergence and as Uy is admissible, we have (see for example the explicit
formula for Qg in [22] or [23])

Qg (k) — Qg(v).

k—o0
Then (4.13) implies that Qg (v) > 0, but notice also that by Fatou lemma
1 . 2 1 . 2
o -marun - s (6)) = 5 (97 20
Qgv) thglong‘ll(vk> 23 /Ehknigo}f (Xg (|<I)| Uk )| dvolg 2/2 Zy [|®]°v) ) dvoly >0

This observation concludes the proof of the theorem, as the last equality in (4.7) comes from the Li-Yau
inequality ([18]) and the Jorge-Meeks formula ([15]). O

Remark 4.2. The proof of the theorem shows in particular that for all admissible variations ¥ = viig €
&5(3,R?) such that v(p;) = 0 for all 1 < i < n,

%/E ("% ("I;F”))Q dvoly < Qg (v) < co.

Therefore, we have QL > 0 for all € > 0 small enough, as by (3.1) we have

. 1 2 — io
Qg(v) = lim (5 [ v, - >k <pi>> (4.14)
In particular, as the metric g is real analytic on all compact subset K C X\ {p1,---,pn}, we deduce
that forall 1 <i<n
1 .
= / _ (ZLyu)? dvol, = Q' v?(p;) + O(1). (4.15)
BEO\BE(pi)

The following theorem is the analogous of Theorem V.1,2, 3 [3]. Here, the vortices are already fixed
and correspond to the points pi,---,p, € ¥ where the metric of the corresponding minimal surface
degenerates. We first obtain an estimate of the singular energy by a geometric argument, and show that
the Jacobi operator of the minimiser UZ s is bounded in L? away from p;. This will allow us to pass to
the limit to a limit function as § — 0 and ¢ — 0.
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Theorem 4.3. Let 0 < ¢ < g9 and 0 < § < d(¢) < ¢ and ul ; be the unique solution of (4.4). Then
there exists a non-decreasing function w : Ry — Ry which is continuous at 0 and such that w(0) = 0
(independent of € and §) such that

1 . .
_/E ("%gué,é)z dV019 - Qév2(pl) S w (HUHWQZ(Z)) (416)

2

i
e,6

and

1 )
3 () avoly <o (lolless). (@17)

0,0

Proof. Recalling that $. = X\ J;_, Be(p;), we define the continuous bilinear form B. : W2?%(X,) x
W22(S.) - R by

1
B.(u1,u2) = =

Zyu Lyug dvoly
2 /.

and let Q. : W22(X.) — R be the associated quadratic form. Then we have

Qg (v) = lim Q. (u) — Z Qv (p;) (4.18)

e—0
and the limit is well-defined. Now, fix a cutoff function p; > 0 such that

pi=1  on Bgs(pi),  and supp(p;) C Be,(pi)-

Notice in particular that for all 1 <i <mn, 0 <e < ¢gp and 0 < 0 < d(g), we have by (4.15)
1

2 Js
Now, if 0 < e < ¢gp and 0 < d < d(g) < € define

n
— i
Ue,s = U — E Ug g5
i=1

(Zy(p))* dvoly = 5 (s (piu))” dvol, = Q1*(pi) + O(1).

Beo\Be(pi)

) 1
(Xgué 5)2dvolg < —/
;5 ' 2 25,6

(4.19)

We have
n n
Qs(u) = B. (us,S + Z u;(% Ue,s + Zu;(5>
=1 =1

= Qe(Ue,5, Ue,5) + Z Qs(ué,é) +2 Z Be (ue,s, ué,é) + Z BE(ué,év ug,é)-
i=1

i=1 = 1<i#j<n

Integrating by parts, we find

|~

Bs(usﬁg,u;é) = / o (U&g 8U($gu;6) — &,u&g(‘iﬂgu;é)) At
OB pi

As

Ue s = — Zuiﬁ, Oues = — Z&,Uiﬁ on 9B (p;),
J#i J#i
we deduce that B.(u.s,ul ;) does not contain a quadratic term of the form C.v*(p;), as the functions

u! 5 (j # i) are independent of v(p;). A similar argument applies for B, (uf,ul) (i # j), so we deduce by
(4.14) that the only possibility for the limit (4.18) to be finite is that

Qe (ul) = QLv*(pi) + O(1) (4.20)

12



where O(1) is a quantity bounded independently of 0 < &€ < g and 0 < 6 < §(g). Therefore, combining
(4.20) with (4.19), we deduce that for all 0 < § < d(e) < ¢

1

5 [ (k) dvol, = Qi) + O(1),
25,6

where O(1) is a quantity bounded independently of 0 < & < g9 and 0 < § < d(g). Therefore, we deduce
that

Qi (i) + O(1) = /

7

e,6

(Zg(piu))Q dvol, = /E (ng (piu — u?é))Q dvoly

ts
w2 [ o) it avoly+ [ (L) dvol,

i
e,6 25,6

= / - (ZLy(piu— u;é))Q dvoly + 2/ Zy (piv— u;(;) fg(u;(s)dvolg + Qv (ps) + O(1).
El

i

e,6 25,6

(4.21)

Furthermore, the boundary conditions imply that uZE s = u = piju on 0B:(p;) and auu; sU = Ol =

Oy (p;u) = 0, while for all j # 4, u;(; = auu;5 = piu = 9, (p;u) = 0. Therefore, we deduce as f;uélg =0
that

/ - 2y (piu— ué,é) Zg(u;é)dvolg = / (piu — ué,é),f;u;(s dvol,

i
e,6 25,6

)

b ()0, (Zut) - 0, (i ) Zi s 4
0Bc(pi)
+ Z/ (Pz‘u - Ué,é) Ay (fgu;(;) = 0y (piu — u) gg“é,a dx"
j#i 9Bs(pj)
—0 (4.22)
Therefore, (4.21) and (4.22) imply that

[ o i g)avol, = 0(1)
25,6
and as supp (p;) C Be,(p;i), we deduce that

/2 (Xgu;é)Q dvol, = O(1),

£0,0

or in other words

e—0 §—0

lim sup lim sup/ (Zgu;(s)Q dvoly < oo.
250,5

Furthermore, as the error terms are continuous in v € W22(X) (such that 7 = viig), we deduce that
there exists a modulus of continuity w = wg : Ry — R, independent of 0 < e < eggand 0 < 4§ < d(e) < e
(that we can take non-decreasing and continuous at 0) such that

1 i \2 i
3 () dvoly = Q)| < wllole )
€,8
and
1 P2
5 (ggus,é) dvoly < w([[vllya.z2(s))-
2 Js.,.6 =)
0>
This concludes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 4.4. Notice that the preceding proof implies that the limits of Be(u. s, u? 5) and B (ul s, u;(s)
(1 # j) are well-defined as € — 0 (and 0 < 0 < d(¢g) < €).
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4.2 Local estimates near the ends

As the operators £, and f; are uniformly elliptic on . for all € > 0, the only difficult estimates come
from the asymptotic behaviour near the vortices p; (for 1 < i < n). As the estimates depend on the chart,
we fix some covering (Ui, - - ,U,) C ¥ by domains of charts ¥ such that p; € U; for all 1 <i < n and
all estimates will be taken with respect to a complex chart o; : U; — B(0,1) C C such that ¢;(p;) = 0.

Theorem 4.5. Let 1 < i <n be a fized integer and uE s be the solution of (4.4) for some 0 < e < eg and

0<d<de). Let 1 <j Fi<n and assume that the end of d has multiplicity m > 1, and define in the

chart U; the function U5 =€ M ug 5. Then there exists real analytic functions {p, (2 : B(0,1) = R and

51, 53 : B(0,1) — R? and a universal constant C = C(Uj, \I_}) > 0 depending only on the chosen chart Uj
around p; and on U such that

1)2 Y
/ (Av (m+1)< 2+V§0> v%ﬁ%(uz.g)v;é) da
B1\Bj5(0) || || ’

<[ (k) avoly < 0o (Julhyescs) (4.23)
€0,0
’ 7, 2 i 2
. . v
/ Av s+ (m+1)(m—1) 8’6 das+4(m+1)(m71)/ %~Vv§.5 Eg dx
B1\Bs(0) ' |[2 B1\Bs(0) |z] ’ ||
x 2
_/ (Ve Gly) de < Cw (||u||w2,2(2)) . (4.24)
B1\B5(0) []?

Proof. As the end has multiplicity m > 1, there exists a; > 0 and ag € C such that

2 = 2|z 2m+D) (14 2Re (a02) + O(|2]*))
62’\Kg = 0(1).

Furthermore, let ¢ : B(0,1) — R be the real analytic function such that
A(z) = —(m + 1)log|z] + ().

Notice that ¢ is real-analytic by the Weierstrass parametrisation [10]. Then we have

+1) (m+1)? 2 1

A2 = L 1 2 1— ) L2 2
[VA| FE 2(m + )| E -VC+ V¢ = FE (erl)ac V(¢ + mt 1)2|36| [V¢|
Therefore, we have if u;(s = e)‘v;é as Al = —eP K, forall 0 < k < 1

/ _ (Aguls— 2ngé,5)2dvolg = / (e A(eMly) —2¢? ng276)2 dvol,
B1\Bs(0) B1\Bs5(0)

- / (Aviy 4+ 2(VA V) + (VAR - 36K, ot ) da
B1\B;(0)

= Av! n(-Z - 1 — Vv ) -Vl
/BI\EJ(O) ( ’Ua,é (m+ )(| |2 (m+1) C ’UE,(S

(m +1)? 2 1 o S\’
+ P (1— (m+1)$'v<+7(m+1)2|$| (Ivel +3A§)) vw) dx

2 2
>(1-k) Av —2(m+1)— - Vol 5+ Mu dz
— €,0 2
B1\Bs(0) | | ||

1 1 3 i 2 i ?
(1) i (204 0156 Tkt (21 (VP 380)) i)
(4.25)
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where we used the inequality for all a,b € R and 0 < Kk < 1
2 2 LY .o
(a+b)°>(1-kK)a”+ (1——)1) :
K

In particular, the first estimate follows directly from (4.17) of Theorem 4.3, with

1
O T mrn©
- 2 T 9
G = CEIP 1)2V(+ (R 1)2(|V§| + 3A().

Now, thanks to the computations of Lemma, we have

T

. . 1 2 2
/ (Av;52(m+1)—2~V1};5+(m%)u> dx
B1\Bs(0) ’ || ' ||

i\ 2 i\ 2
; Ye,s z j Ye,s
= AVt s+ (m+1)(m—1)—= das+4(m+1)(m71)/ — Vol —+— | do
/Bl\Eg(O) < =0 > BABs) \ 22 Jaf?
- /S (o 0 Font ) — Doty Lot ) A /S (D (B0 ) — D0 )Mok ) A

+A4(m+1)(m —1) / ((v2,5)* —vi 5000z 5) A
Sl

N N
i v;,é €T i v;,é
= _ AUM—|—(m—|—1)(m—1)|x|2 dx +4(m+1)(m—1) _ I Vg s — FE dx
B1\B;(0) B1\B;(0)

— [ 0L = Ay ) = Dol (i = A)uhg)

+4(m+1)(m—1) /Sl (vl 5)* —vls 000k ) dA. (4.26)
Now, if
Ly = L),
we have (as A\ = —e?*K)
Ly =A+2(VA\V-) + (VAP + 3AN),
SO U; s solves
Ly Lyl s =0,

where one checks that there exists polynomial functions Py : R2 x R* — My (R), @ : R? x R* — R2 and
R :R? x R* — R such that

Ly Lyl s = AL 5+ P(VA,V2A) - V20 5 + Q(VA, V2A) - Vol s + R(VA, V2A) vl 5.
Therefore, thanks to elliptic regularity and (4.17), we deduce that
[ (50 = 8) k) =00k (L= Aol ) A =l D = 1) [ (05 = ok 020k ) "

is uniformly bounded in 0 < € < gp and 0 < § < d(¢) < €. Furthermore, there exists Cy = Cy(Uj, \I_}) >0
such that

[ 00— A0 ) = Dk s (L= B ) ot
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—alm+ 1) =) [ (0L =1k 080l ) ] < Co (ol (4.27)
Therefore, we have by (4.23), (4.25) and (4.27)
N N
/ Av! +(m+1)(m—1)vé—’(S das+4(m+1)(m71)/ L _ Yes dz
BB \ || BB \ |22 50 [af?
11 / < . . < x ) S\’
-—— 2(m 4+ 1)°V(¢- Vol s+ [ —2(m+1)— - V{ + (|V{|]* + 3A() ) vl dx
K (m + 1)4 B1\§5(0) ( ) £,0 ( )|.’L'|2 (| | ) £,0
1
< 7 Grwlllvlwess))-
1
Choose now k = vk and define
G =4(m+1)¢
G = eV (VG + 3AC)
= xX - - T )
5T m+1) (m +1)2

we find

T

. 2 )
/ Av25+(m+1)(m— )i‘; dx+4(m+1)(m_1)/ —z-Vvis— vs,g dr
B1\B;(0) ’ |:C| BI\Bs(0) |1,| , |:C|

2
\v4 i x - 4
B G2 Vo _'Cvl)sz—C’w V|lwe, )
/Bl\E;(O)< 2 Vg5 22 o3 V= 3¢ (II szz(z))

This concludes the proof of the theorem. [l

4.3 Indicial roots analysis : case of embedded ends

The following theorem is the analogous of Theorem VI.1 of [3] and Theorem 1 of [2] from Ginzburg-
Landau theory.

Theorem 4.6. Assume that the minimal surface 3 of Theorem A has embedded ends. Then there exists
vl e C®(S\ (B:(pi) U{p1,- -+ ,pn})) such that for all compact K C X, we have (up to a subsequence
as 6 —0)

vl s — vl in CY(K) for all | € N.
77 0—=0
Furthermore, for all j # i, we have an expansion in U; as
vi(z) = Re (Y02 +712°%) + 72l2|” + 73]z log |2] + ¢ (2)

for some real-analytic function @. such that o.(z) = O(|z|3). Therefore, if ui = |®|2vi, there eists
a;ij,bi; €R and ¢; j,d;; € C and . € C>*(B(0,1) \ {0}) such that

U;(Z) = Re <CZj + di,j

ISR}

) + a; jlog |z + bij + e (2).
and for alll € N,

Ve (2)] = O(|=' 7).

Remark 4.7. Although a; ;,b; j,c;; and d; ; depends on &, we remove this explicit dependence for the
sake of simplicity of notation.
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Proof. Step 1: Indicial roots analysis.

We make computations as previously in the previously fixed chart ¢, : U; — B(0,1) C C such that
¢;(p;) = 0. By [30] (p. 25) the asymptotic expansion of U; s at 0 depends only on the linearised operator

of e*.Z,(e*-), which is as ® has embedded ends

4
L=A-4t vy =

|[? x>

Therefore, without loss of generality, we can assume that £*.% vé, s = 0. Taking polar coordinates (r,6)
centred at the origin, recall that

1 1
A=92+-0,+ 0.
T r

Therefore, we have

1 1 1 4 3 4 1
L=0+20, 4+ =040, + —==0°—-20,+ =+ =02
TJFT +r20 r +r2 ooy +r2+r2 0
and
5 4 1
L =040, + = + —0.
"oy r2 = r2

Projecting to Vect(e®*") (where k € Z is fixed), the operator . (resp. .£*) becomes

4 —k?

r2

G=02— 30, +
T

r2

5 4 — k2
(resp. L =04+ =0, + )
T
and we define for all k € Z the functions v/ 5(k,-) : (6,1) — C by
02,5(7"7 0) = Zvé,é(k, 7’>€ik0-
kEZ

As Zg‘fkv§76(k, -) = 0, and the space of solutions to £} Zu = 0 is four-dimensional, we only need to
find a basis of solutions to .’ -Z3u = 0 to obtain all possible asymptotic behaviour at the origin.

Let a € C fixed, we have

Lr® = ala — Dr*™? =3ar®* 2 + (4 — k*)r*"2 = (a® — 4a + 4 — k*)ro 2
LrLr® = (o —k?)(a® — da + 4 — K*)ro™1, (4.28)
so the basis of solutions to . Z*.Z,u = 0 is given by

+ +

+
_ o« +__ B
up = 1% Uy =1k

)

where
of =2+ k|, BE =4[k
In particular, for £ = 0, we need to find two other solutions. For k = 0, we have
Ly = O %aﬁ - 71283 + r—lgar
so one easily check that a basis of solutions of .£* Zu = 0 is given by
1,72, log(r), r* log(r)
and that furthermore,

Lo(r?) = % (r*log(r)) = 0.
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Finally, for |k| = 1, as {o[,:,oz,;} = {1,3} and {B;,ﬂk_} = {—1,1}, we only have three solutions and
we need to find an additional one. As Ker(#7) = {r~3,77'}, we need to find a solution u such that
Lu#0, Lu € Ker( L) and u ¢ Spang(r—!,7,73). One checks directly that this additional solution is
given by

u(r) = rlog(r),

which satisfies indeed

Zu=1 > (log(r) +1) + 5 (rlog(r)) = 2 € Ker(£*).

Notice that these computations also show that #*.% = A2, but we did not want to use this result
directly to obtain a formally similar proof in the case of ends of higher multiplicity.

Step 2: Estimate on the biharmonic components.

Now, recall that

(m+1)2 N )
Av —2(m+1) < + V¢ ) Vva 14z G0 dr < Cw (||v]|ys.e .
/BI\EJ(0)< || 0 0 |]2 ( 1) 0 ( w (z))

Now, let v, v}, 72,72, 7¢ € C (for k € Z) be such that

ve 5(r,0) = Z ('y,irﬂk + y2r2 R 4Bk 4 'y,%r_k) ekf 4 (v ret? + Vre_i‘g) log(r)
kezZ*

+ 7 + 78 log(r) + vir® + ygr? log(r). (4.29)

As vgé is real, we have for all k € Z

’sz =Yk and ’Yik = ’Y;i’-
Now, we have

- i v Y o 4’)/1 472

vis =4 3 (=(k = 1ir = + (k + Dojr™"72) 0 —2 (;69 + e 9) + =5+ —5 (log(r) — 1),
keZx*

(4.30)

Therefore, as

—

Ly =L — AV -V + (m+ 1) - |2-gl

for two real-analytic functions ¢y : B(0,1) — R and ¢} : B(0,1) — R, we deduce from (4.30) that

Zpis=4 Y —(k—Drt A+ 0 +4 YT (k+ Dyir 21+ O(r))e*?
kez\{0,1} keZ\{-1,0}
1

-2 (%(1 +0(r))e” + g(l + O(T))e_i‘g) + w(l +0(r)) + % log(r)(1 + O(r)).

Notice that the first two sums do not involve powers in 1/r (this justifies why there are no cross terms
between these two sums and the remaining terms). Now fix some 0 < R < 1 such that the “O(1)
functions” be bounded by 1/2 (in absolute value) on Br \ Bs(0). Then we have by Parseval identity

/B\E(o (XUM) dzf327r2/ < )2|vd |2 2(k— 2)+(k:+1) |74|2 —2(k+2)
R )

keZ*

2(k+1)(k—1)Re (vi’v_ii) 7’4> (1+O(r))rdr + 167 /R <|Z—L2(1 + O(T))) rdr

)
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R 1 ~2)\2 1\2 (0]
+327r/6 ((% Tﬂ(’) + (77?4) log?(r) +2(38 — 1) f( )) (1+O(r))rdr

=167 > (k- DhiP (R0 4 0(R) - 625D (1 4 0(9)))
keZ\{0,1}

+16m > —(k+ Dyl (R*2<’“+1>(1 +O(R)) — 62 (1 4+ 0(5)))
kezZ\{—1,0}

+ 165008 =) (L +00) - 701+ 0(R))

+8m(75)? <512 (14 0(6)) (2log(5) + 21og(8) + 1) — %(1 +O(R)) (log*(R) + 21og(R) + 1)>

#8308~ ) ( 33 (1 00)) (210g®) + 1) = 35 (1+ O(R) (21ox(R) + 1))

#a2n 3 Re (5) (3 0+ 06) - 5 (400 )

kezZ*

53 20K
= 16w (K - D PR (1 rom-(z)  a- o<6>>>

k>2

sy 1 PNEILERY
+16m > (k[ + 1)y SSTED (1 +0(6) - <E) (1 +O(R))>

k<—1

1 S 2(|k|+1)
+167 Y (k] + 1) ey <1+0(5) —~ (E) (1+O(R))>

k>1

5\ 20k1=D)
+16m > (|k| — 1|y 2R2IF=D <1+0( ) — (E) (1+0(5))>

k>-2

+ 167y (log (%) (1+0(3)) +log(R) (1 + O(R))>
+167(v) — 13)° 512 (1 +0(0) - (%) (1+ O(R))>

+87(0)? <512 (1 +0(6)) (2108*(5) + 2108 (8) + 1) — 75 (1 + O(R)) (log?(R) + 2log(R) + 1)>

#8730~ ) ( 33 (14 00)) (210g®) + 1) = 35 (1+ O(R) (21ox(R) + 1))
+32r Y (k+1)(k — 1)Re ('yg’yﬁ) 5 <1+0(5) <%> (1+O(R))>. (4.31)
keZ*

As the quantity in the left-hand side of (4.31) is bounded independently of 0 < § < R, we deduce that
for all £ > 1, and some uniform constant C' > 0

3 |k|+1
12| < €84y

"yflm’ < cslit . (4.32)

Notice that the second estimate follows from the first one as 74 =3 ,. Furthermore, as

1
3 |12
> (k4 DIV, Sa0RFD <

k>1

and is bounded independently of § > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that

C
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Now, we see the next order of singularity is given by log?(8)/62, so we have

<
ol = log(%) <:0>0

Another singular term is

1 J—
= >, (R D(k—DRe (%),
kez\{-1,0,1}

but (4.32) implies that (as the 7 are also uniformly bounded)

5% S (k4 (k- DRe (477 _522|k|+1 (1k[ =

kezZ\{-1,0,1} k>2
30 662 263
<CY (k[ + D)k[H = -
_C|k|>2(| [+ DIk C<1—5 (1-5)*(1—5)3>

for 0 < 0 < 1 small enough. The next singular term is

167(7d — ~2)2 512 <1+0(5) <%> (1+O(R))),

and using (4.34), we deduce that

2|2

1 |y 1
1 . 2\2 - 0
(70 70) 52 52 +O <1Og2(%)> ?

so we deduce that

15| < C§ — 0.
6—0

1
167||? log (5)

vl <C

Finally, the last singular term is

and we deduce that

o5 (3) 50"

)5\k\+1

<4C5 — 0.
6—0

(4.34)

(4.35)

(4.36)

Step 3: Estimates on the harmonic components. Now, we have the inequality (from Theorem

4.5)

2
i 2 X
/ _ (Ava,é) dx — / _ <V§2 V’UE 6 §3 Ua 6> dr < Cw (H’U”WZ,?(Z)) : (437)
Br\B;(0) Br\B;(0) | 2

Thanks to (4.29)

Avé,é =4 Z ((k+1)ypr* — (k= )yir*) e k0 42 <%ew + %ew) + 493 + 473 (logr + 1).

kez*

Furthermore, we have

V§2 vvaé | |
keZ*

20
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+70(1) +7%0 (%) + 13 log(r)O (1) +950(r) + 75 log rO(r).

Therefore, we have

/ _ (Al z*32”2/ <k+1 i Pr? (k= 1% P2
Br\B5(0)

kezZ*
— 2
—2(k+1)(k — 1)Re (7;7,3) >rdr + 167r/ ('Z' (1+0(r ))> rdr
s
R
+ 32WA (176 +701* + 151> log?(r) + 2(75 + 70 )6 log(r)) rdr. (4.38)
Notice that the second integral involving the square of the radial component of Av! 5 is bounded, so

we can neglect this term. Now, we also have as [a + b+ ¢+ d]*> < 4 (Ja]* + [b]? + |c|2 + |d[?) for all
a,b,c,d € C and by Parseval identity

2
T
/ B <VCQ V’UE(; | E §3v8 6) dx
Br\Bs(0)

< 87 Z/ <|’yl|20( 2+2k)+ |7 | O(r 2— 2k)+|’y |20( 2k— 2)+|’y4|20( —2k— 2)>7’d7’

keZ*

vsn [ (b0 () + baro (50) + o0 + biRou 08 ) rar + bl o(R).

(4.39)
Now notice that
Z/ (PO =2) + |42 PO (r**=2)) rar (4.40)
k>1
is bounded in ¢, and (4.33) imply that
3 2k-2) 2k—2 S 2k—1
_ _ < ok
S (RO + o2 rar| < €Y [ i ar
k>1 k>1
52 5\ 2
= —  _(1-(= <C(1-—)¢* 4.41
C§2k(k+1)2< (R) —C( 12)5 oo (441)

where we used

oo

[e%} [e%} 1 1 ) 7T2
;kk—"l ;(E_k——l—l)_z(k+1)2:1_@(2)—1):2—4“(2):2_?_

k=1

Finally, by (4.39), (4.40) and (4.41), we deduce that there exists C > 0 (independent of § and €) such
that

87 Z/ (l’y | O( 2+2k | 2|20( 2— 2k +| 3| O( 2k— 2)+|’74|2O( —2k— 2))7‘6[7“

keZx

vin [ (ipo (5 + e (L)) 4 ppow) + hiror? g

“sn 3 [ (iPouE) + hiPoe ) Y| <

kezZ*

<C (4.42)
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Therefore, by (4.38), (4.39), (4.42), and (4.36) (for the term in |y|?log(1/6)~!) we have

T

2
.2 . -
/ _ (Av;(;) dr — / _ (VQQ . Vv;(; — 3 V(3 v;(;) dzr
Br\Bs5(0) Br\B5(0) ||

R _
> 327 Z /5 ((k: F 1222 (1 4+ O(2)) + (k — 1272226 (1 + O(r2)) — 2(k + 1)(k — 1)Re (7;7,3)) rdr
keZx*

R
+87r/ (W11 20(1) + |43 20(1)) rdr
)
R
+ 327?/ (I8 + 01> + 70 1? og® (r) + 2(7§ + 7) g log(r)) rdr — C. (4.43)
5

As previously, the terms involving positive powers of k are bounded, and
F 2),112,.2k 2 1 12 1 2 §\2H=Y 2
Z/ﬁ (b PP 00 = 5 37 (= DR gy (1000 - (7)  arowy).

so for all k > 2, as (4.37) implies that (4.43) is bounded independently of § (and ¢), we deduce that for
some universal constant C' (independent of 0 < € < g9 and 0 < § < d(e) < €).

| <G8 ——0.
—0

and as 'yi = ’y_,i, we also have for all £ > 2

V2| < colkl=1 — 0.
0—0

Step 4: Conclusion and limit as § — 0.

Finally, we deduce from the two previous steps that
vis = (11 +7) e + (v +aty) reT 4 95r? + ygr? log(r)

_‘_711763631'0 —1—7317“3@’3“’ n Z ((%iruk n %z,rk) ik 4 (VZIJQHC +7fkrk) eik&)
k>2

+ Z ((ﬁﬂ—lkl +7ﬁr‘|k|) etk 4 (Wlkf2_|k| "'VEN_W) e—ik9>

k<—2

+ 96+ log(r) + (ve +7e ) rlog(r).

Thanks if the previous estimates, all coefficients are bounded, and for all fixed (r,6) € Bg \ Bs(0),

Z ( (7,37’27““‘ + ’y,%rf‘k‘) et 4 (’ylkr%‘k‘ + ’yikrﬂkl) eike) (4.44)

k<—2

+ 9 + 73 log(r) + (ve® +7e ) rlog(r)

— 0. (4.45)
§—0

Furthermore, as the operator ,93‘027; is uniformly elliptic on X, for all fixed 0 < € < €¢ and thanks to the

uniform bound , we deduce that up to a subsequence, there exists vi € C* (X \ (Be(pi) U{p1,--- ,pn}))
such that for all compact K C £\ (Be(p;) U{p1, - ,pn})),

vl s 0 o in CY(K) for all [ € N.

Furthermore, as § — 0, (4.44) implies that

vi= (v +3)re + (vEy +92y) re T+ 4ir? + yir? log(r)
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+ 711T383i9 + 731r36_3i9 + Z ( (VéTHk + 727"k) eik? 4 (ngr2+k + kark) e—ik@)
E>2

= Re (102 +7112°) + 72/2)” + 132 log | 2| + ¢(2),
= Re (Y02 +712°) + 72|2|> 4+ 132|* log | 2| + O(|2]%),

where ¢ is real analytic and ¢(z) = O(|z|?). Finally, by the Weierstrass parametrisation, if ® has

embedded ends, we can assume ([36]) that up to rotation ® admits the following expansion for some
a>0and feR

-

() = Re (% +0(el), "2 + O], o).

Therefore, we have
and

Therefore, we have

. . o
up = el = ﬁ(l +0(12%)) (Re (02 +712%) + 2[2]* + 73]2[* log 2] + O(|2]))

a0 z
= Re ( JJO + ajﬁg) + ajy2 + ajv3log |z + O(|z2])

and this concludes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 4.8. Notice that as |z|?, |z|?log |z, Re (702) € Ker(.Z), we have
; z
Lvl = —4Re (ﬁ;) + O(|z)),

which implies that

ggui = e”‘%vé = —4a; Re (7122) +0(|2)
0y (Zyut) = — 22 Re (122) + 0(=[2),

E

where we used

0. +09+ F= 50, — 09 = L (20. +709 = 2Re (20.(-)).  (4.46)

|| ||

4.4 Indicial roots analysis: case of ends of higher multiplicity

Theorem 4.9. Let 1 <i<n and 1 < j#i<mn, and assume that ® has an end of multiplicity m > 2
at pj, and define v;(; in U; as u;(; = e/\v;(;. Then there exists v: € C*°(X \ (Be(pi) U {p1,- - ,pn}))
such that for all compact K C ¥, we have (up to a subsequence as § — 0)

£

Ui,a v vl in CY(K) for all | € N.

Furthermore, for all j # i, we have an expansion in U; as

m 0 m

X Y5 s _

vi(2) =[] 3 Re ( —Zi’k> L2177 S " Re (9 12 HE) 02 27 492 21" og 2] + pe(2)
k=1 k=0
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for some real-analytic function . such that p.(z) = O(|z|™*2). Furthermore, we have an expansion
ul(z) = e*vl = Re (z_m)+ Z Re(cZLklz z)—i—a”log|z|—|—w5( ),
1—m<k+1<0
for some . € C°(B(0,1) \ {0}) such that for alll € N
Viye = O(2'7),
and the c; j 1 are almost all zero, that is all but finitely many as j,k € Z and1 —m < j+k <0.
Proof. Step 1: Indicial roots analysis.

We have the expansion

2

o2 IISTH (14 2Re (ag2) + O(|z[?)) . (4.47)

Now, let v? such that ul = e*v’. Then we have as
rAgul = e My, (eM]) = Avl +2VA- Vol + (BAN+ |VA]?) ]
Now we have
A= —(m+1)log|z| + log(a;) +log (1 + O(|z]))
so we have A\ € L°°(D?) and

(m+1)?

Vi=—-(m+1)— PE

+O()|VAP = (1+O(|2)))

||2

AAul = <Ag2(m+1) (W +0(1 )> V4 <(m|+|21)2+0<ﬁ>))“§

As e K, = O(1), we finally get

ALt = (A 2(m +1) (|$|2 +0(1)) V4 (% +0 (ﬁ)))%

Now, denote by .%, the elliptic operator with regular singularities (see [30])

so we obtain

(m+1)2
ZLm —A—2(m—i-1)| E 'V‘FW
As
x
e =V log|z| (4.48)
and log is harmonic on D? \ {0}, we have
(m+1)2

where .2 is the formal adjoint of .%,. As the indicial roots of on operator of the form

x4 b(x) c(x)

A4 =)
TP EE

where b and ¢ are C* and b(x) = O(|x|?) only depends on ¢(0) and is independent of b ([30]).
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Therefore, the indicial roots of eAde)‘ (e>‘.$g(eA . )), giving all possible asymptotic behaviour of a
solution of ZZul = 0 in D?\ {0} are the same of the indicial roots of the operator Z,.%,,. Therefore,
consider first a solution v of

L5 Lrv = 0. (4.49)
First, recall that
1 A
A=+ -0, + =3
T T
2 1 A 1)2
Z=z Emtl,  Ast(m A7
T T

Therefore, for all k € N the projection %,  on Span(e®*) of .%,, is given by

2 1 1)2 — k2
fm,kzﬁf—(m—i_ )aTJr(m-i-l .
r r
and we first look for solutions of the form
o(r) =r®

for some o € C. We have by a direct computation
Lo = (ala—1) = 2(m+ La+ (m+1)? = k?) ro 2
= (0% = 2(m+ D+ (m+ 1)% — §2) ro2
= (= (m+1+ k) (= (m+1—[k])r"">.

Therefore, for all k € Z\ {0}, we have two linearly independent solutions

m-+1+|k| m+1—|k|
, .

vgo(r) = vga(r)=r

Now, we compute if o/ = o + 2

Lk Lwr® = L (@ — (A 1K) (0" — (m 41— [K])r®
= (ala—1)+ (2m+3)a+ (m+1)> —k*) (¢/ — (m+ 1+ [k]))(e/ — (m + 1 — |k[))r*
= (® +2(m+ Da+ (m+1)> — k?) r®
= (o= (=(m+1)+ k) = ((=m+1) = [k])) (@' — (m+ 1+ [k])) (' — (m +1—|k]))
and we find two independent solution for k € Z

—m~+1+|k| —m~+1—|k|
, .

vg2(r) =7 vgs(r)=r

Now, for k£ = 0, we need to find two additional solution and one check immediately that

il log(r), pl=m log(r)

are two additional solutions. Furthermore, notice that when |k| = m,

{Tm—i-l—i—\k\,rm-i—l—\k\,rl—m-ﬁ-\k\,rl—m—lkl} _ {rl—Qm, ,r2m+1}

”
so we need to find another solution. As Ker(.Z};, ,,) = Span(r=(mT+m p=(mt)=m) — gpan(p=1 p=@m+1)
we compute that

1 (@2m+1)

Finan (rlog(r)) = — = T (log(r) + 1) + 7

(L o)) = 2 € Ker( 2,

m,m
Therefore, for |k| = m, we have the basis of solutions

rl*Qm, r, 7,2m+1

, 7 log(r).
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so we find the additional solution rlog(r) when |k| = m. Therefore, we finally get

7 _ 1, m+1+k 2. m+1—k 3. 1-m+k 4. 1-m—k 1k0O
vz 5(r,0) = E (mer + VT + T + W% )e
keZ*

+ (v ™ +3eT0) rlog(r) 4ot T gt T log(r) +gr™ T 4 g™ log(r). (4.50)

Step 2: Estimate coming from .%,v! ; € L*. As

_ 1)2 Y
/ _ (A’U (m+1) ( 3 +VCO> 'V’Uéjé‘i’w (1+1‘<1) ’Uz.,(;) dx
B1\Bs(0) || ||

S / (ggu;é)QdVOlg S Cw (||U||W22(E))
b

0,0
2 N
A 4 15 € i ’U::‘,(S
_ ve 5+ (m+1)(m—1) dr +4(m+1)(m—1) B T Vuis 5 | dz
B1\B;(0) |[2 B1\B;(0) |z] ||
- 2
_/ - (V@ Vol s— — Gyl 5) dz < Cw (||u||w2,2(2)) . (4.51)
B1\B5(0) ER

and m > 2, we deduce by the same argument as Theorem 4.6 that the following three integrals are
bounded uniformly in € and §

/ (Lol 5)2 dx = / <Av 2(m+1)—5

Bi\Bs ’ Bi\Bs(0) |$
; Vs :

[ (g msnm -

B1\B;5(0) ' x|

x ; Vs :
Vol s — —= | dz.
/Bl\Bg o \ |22 770 Jaf?

2
i (m+1)*
VU&S —+ WUE’E dﬂf

Now define
7 _A . (m 4+ 1)( 1)
" |z[?
T 1
P =— -V ——.
|| ||

Furthermore, notice that for all k € Z*, if P, is the projection on Span(e’* -), then

Ker(Pp-) = Span (k™ 145, 1K) | Ker(PoZ,,) N Ker(P, ) = Span(r™ =1+, pm=1-k),
(4.52)

Furthermore, for all o € Z,
1
2(r*log(r)) = =0, (r*log(r)) — ro—2 log(r) = (a — 1)7“0‘_2 log(r) + roT2,
r

so we deduce that the coefficients 73 and 4¢ vanish when § — 0, as |z|(1 =) =2 = |z|~("+1) ¢ 12(B(0,1)).
Furthermore, thanks to (4.52) and the proof of Theorem 4.6, we deduce that whenever a power a =
m+1+km+1—k1—m+k,1—m-+k satisfies

a <0,

then the corresponding coefficient vi vanishes as 6 — 0. Notice that all powers r™ 1tk pmtl=k ,l-m+k
and 71~™~% are all distinct, except when |k| = m, where the powers become either

7,2m+17 T, T172m
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or

T2m+1, rl*Qm, r.

/r"
Notice also that the coefficient v in (4.50) also vanishes as yrlog(r) e*™? ¢ Ker(.%,,) (and using the
same argument as in the proof of Theorem 5.4). So we have a remaining coefficient in Re (7pz) in the

expansion of vl 5 as § — 0, as re=™? € Ker(Z,,) NKer(£,,) NKer(2). Finally, we deduce that as § — 0,
vl = vi € O (X1) for all | € N such that
’ —

loc

vi = pmtl Z rk(yLetk® 4 42 emik0) 4 plom Z Pk (y3eik0 oyt emih0) 4 aBpmtl 4 adpmtl o0 ()

keZ* k>m
k>—m
=2t Z Re (y4zF) +2r' "™ Z Re (vi2") +~5r™ T + 45r™ 1 log(r),
keZ* k>m
k>—m

where we used v2, = ’y_,i and 74, = 7. The last expansion of u! follows directly from this estimate
using (4.47). O

Finally, we obtain in the following theorem the expansion as € — 0 of the previously obtained function
u’. Notice the shift of notation for v..

Theorem 4.10. Let ul € C*(X%) be the function constructed in Theorem 4.9, and v € C*(XL) be the
global function such that ul = |®|?vi. Then there exists v € W22(X) such that up to a subsequence,

vl = vy in CYE\{p1,--- ,pn}) forall | €N,

Furthermore, we have vi(p;) = 0 for j # i, vi(p;) = v(pi), and for all 1 < j < n, and if p; has

multiplicity m > 1, v§ admits the following expansion in U; for some 'ygj,%',j,k,z € C (k,l € N) and
1

Yij €R

vé(z) = v(pi)di; + Re (fygjzm) + Z Re (’yiyjﬁk,lzkfl) + yi{j|z|2m log|z| + O(|z|2m+1 log |2|).
m+1<k+I1<2m

Furthermore, if m = 1, there exists vgj,%-l’j € C and %-27]»,%3’7]» € R such that
vp(2) = v(pj)di; + Re (v 2 +7i;2%) + 1751217 + 77121 log [2] + O(|2]°).

In particular, for all 1 < ¢ < n, the variation v; = véﬁ\f, is an admissible variation of the branched
Willmore surface ¥ : ¥ — R3.

Proof. The first claim on v follows directly from the uniform bound (4.17) and a standard diagonal
argument. Furthermore, as v = v = v(p;) + O(g) on dB:(p;), we deduce that v{(p;) = v(p;). Finally,
the expansion in U; follows from Theorem, as

; Ci 4 —
ul = Re (z—"z) + Z Re (Ci,j,k,zzkzl) + aj jlog |z| 4+ e (2)

1—m<k+1<0

and as |2 = B2|z|72™(1 + O(|z|)) (for some B, > 0), we find that for some Vj.erYigkie € C and
1
Yije €R

vi=Re (702" + > Re (ijwae2'7) + 0, 2 logz] + Oz log |2]),
m+1<j+k<2m
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so as € — 0, by the strong convergence v; ; r,1,c — 7,5,k € C and we get the expected expansion. Finally,
the indicial root analysis shows that

V2U8 = V2Re (vgjzm) + O(|z|m_1 log|z]) = O(log|z]) € ﬂ LP (%)

p<oo
and as v) € C*°(X\ {p1, - ,pn}), we deduce that
UNS ﬂ W2P(¥%)
p<oo
and this concludes the proof of the theorem. [l

Remark 4.11. We emphasize that the variations v € W??2(3) are admissible at a branch point p € %
of order 6y > 1 corresponds to an end p; (for some 1 < j < n) of multiplicity m = 6y > 1, and the
previous theorem shows that in Uj

vh(2) = v(Pi)dij +Re (7:,32%) + O(|z|"* log|z2]),

so these variations are indeed admissible by the discussion in Section 3. For more details on this important
technical point, we refer to [23]. Notice that in general, at a branch point of multiplicity m > 2, we have

vty € L°(B(0,1))
which implies that
v e C™(B(0,1))
while for m =1,
V2v = O(log |z|)
so that

ve () ¢ (B(0,1)),

a<l
but v ¢ C1(B(0,1)) in general.

Definition 4.12. For all admissible variation v € W22(X) of ¥ we denote by u}, = |®|2v}, where
vh € W22(X) is the admissible variation of ¥ constructed in Theorem 4.10.

5 Renormalised energy for minimal surfaces with embedded
ends

5.1 Explicit computation of the the singular energy

First recall the definition of flux of a complete minimal surface.

Definition 5.1. Let X be a closed Riemann surface, py,--- ,p, € ¥ be fixed points and $:¥ — R be

a complete minimal surface with finite total curvature. For all 1 < j < n, we define the flux of d at Dj
by
7r

- 1 -
Flux(®, p;) = —Im /6(1) € R?
ol

where v C £\ {p1,--- ,pn} is a fixed contour around p; that does not enclosed other points py for some

k.
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By the Weierstrass parametrisation, we have at an end of multiplicity m > 1 for some Ay € C4\ {0}
and Ay,---, A, € C% and 7y € R¢

- o A .
B(z) = Y Re (me_j> +Folog 2| + O],

and we compute
> Yo d
/ aq>:/ WL _ 7iF.
S1 S1 2 z

Flux(®,p;) = 7o € R?

Therefore, we have

is a well-defined quantity independent of the chart.

Theorem 5.2. Let 2 a compact Riemann surface, $:x \ {p1,  ,pn} — R® a minimal surface with n
embedded ends p1,- - ,pn € ¥ and exactly m catenoid ends py1,--+ ,pm € X (0<m <n). Let ¥ :% — S3
a Willmore surface in S obtained by inverse stereographic projection of ®. Then the index quadratic

form Qg : W*2(X) - R of U satisfies for all v € C?(X) the identity

> 0w (2) )

Jj=1

e—0

i L 2 ~af
Qg (v) =lim {5 /Ez(Agu — 2K 4u)“dvol, — 8#2 =V (p;) — 167

+ 16w2ﬁ§v2(pj)}, (5.1)

j=1

where u = |20, and 3. = £\ J B.(p,), where the Be(p;) are chosen as in [22] (with respect to a fized
i=1
covering Ur,--- , Uy of p1,-++ ,pn), and

B; = |Flux(®, p;)|.

Proof. We make the computation of the residue at a catenoid ends, as the residue at a planar end will
be the same if we simply take the formula by plugging 0 at the place of the catenoid residue. This simple
fact will become clear at the end of the proof. there exists 8; € R\ {0} (m < j < m+n) such that in a
conformal local chart D? C R? — B, (p;),

<I_5(z) = <aj# + O(|z|), Bjlog |z| +a - x + O(|:c|2)) (5.2)

where a € R?. Furthermore, in the remaining terms, as Q : W%2(X) — R is continuous, and by Sobolev
embedding theorem, W22(X) < C°(S?) but does not embed in C'(X), we deduce that @ cannot depend
on the higher derivatives of v at p;. Therefore, one only needs to compute

Yy 1 . N 1
/u2 Ag|B|? # d|B|? — = * d|d|D|?|? :/ d (4812 — LadpR) + o (180
S% 2 S% 2 T

because as ® is harmonic, we have
e
Ag|DI* =4

while
- 1
|D° = |z|* + 87 log® (M) +0 (—Og|z|)

o ||
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and

log |z
V|<I>|272:c+2ﬂ]| |210g<| |>+O< |i||2|)

QO

. 1
|d|®|?? = (|x|2 + 22 log (le) +0 (—Oi'x'))
therefore

- 1 - I
482 — Lai@p) = 4 (| + 5210g2 (12 ol + 2682108 (21} 4 0 (Blel
2 Qa; Qj ||
I
= 2|z|* + 457 log (m) (log (m) ) +0 ( og|x|)
o @ ||
|z|> r1dxy — 2odT 5 T1dTe — TodT

- 1 -

J

SO

We deduce that

Finally, one gets

— =g 1 g 1
/ 02 (Ag|‘1>|2 wd|B)? — . *d|d|@|2|2) = 8mrv2(p;) + 167rﬁ]2 log (QL) 2(pj) — 87rﬁ2 2(p;) + O ( OET)
Sk J

(5.3)
and for a planar end, we have the same expression with 3; = 0. This translates if u = |<I_5|2v as
1 2 1 2
Q-(v) = 3 (Agu — 2K ju)=dvol, — d | (Agu+ 2K u) x dw — 3 * d|dul
1 n+m 2 1
= 2/ZE(A u — 2K ju)*dvol, — 87 Z —v (pi) 167r]215210g< > v (p;)
+ 167rz B %(pj) + O(eloge)
and this gives
lim ~ Agu — 2K 4u)?dvoly 1 2log (1) o2
Q(v)fsg%Q ( u — 2K ju)*dvo 787‘(2—’0 Di) — GWX;ﬂ og v*(p;)
j
+ 167 Z ﬂ?vQ(pj)
j=1
which concludes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 5.3. We can easily see that the preceding expression if well-defined directly, even is we already
know that it is (as this quantity is the second variation of a compact Willmore surface for an admissible
direction). Indeed,

B3 1
Z,|8% = A|<I>|2—2K|<I>|2—4+2W+O TE

2 2 2
LB = 8ﬁ—+26 <4+2|ﬁ|2>+0< 1>

|t |

2
16 +0(o5)

|t [
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Therefore

1 .
) / ($g|q)|2
2 JB.\B1(0)

N—

2
2 1 2 1 2
dvol, = —/ 425} detoq) = —/ 164167 ) da
2 /B, \B.(0) || 2 JB,\B1(0) ||

= 8mr? + 16537 logr + O(1)

and this proves by (5.3) that (5.1) makes sense.

5.2 Renormalised energy identity

Theorem 5.4. Under the hypothesis of Theorem A, assume that & has embedded ends. There exists
a symmetric {\; j}1<ij<n with zero diagonal terms independent of v, and a function vy € W?2(X)
vanishing on {p1,--- ,pn} such that

Q(u) = Q(uo) + 16”2@2“2(]%) +4m Z Aijv(pi)v(py)
i=1 1<i,j<n

where ug = |®|2vo and Q(ug) > 0 and Q(ug) = 0 if ZL2u = 0. In particular we deduce that the index
cannot be more that n — 1.

Proof. We fix € > 0 small enough such that the ball {Egg(pi)}KKn
following symmetric bilinear form B, : W22(2,) x W22(%.) = R

are disjoint, and we define the

B (uy,u2) = / Lyur Lyus dvol,
e

and Q. : W??2(S2) — R the associated quadratic form. We note that

e—0

n 2 m m
Q(u) = lim Q. (u) — 87rz %1;2(1,1.) — 167rZBJ2 log <§> 02 (p;) + 16”25?1)2(]7]-)
i=1 j=1 j=1

n
if u = |®|%v. We now define u. = u — g U

=1

Q:(u) = Q- (us + Zuzs> = Qc(ue) + Z Qe (ug) + Z Be(ue, uz) + % Z Be(ug, ul). (5.4)

i=1 1<i#j<n

Step 1 : Estimation of Q.(u.). We first remark that Q.(u.) cannot depend on the derivatives of v
at p1,--- ,pn by Sobolev embedding theorem. Therefore, each time we differentiate v, we know that
analogous cancellations as observed by the explicit computations in [22] will actually make these residues
vanish as € — 0. Whenever one of these terms occur, we shall neglect them.

For all 1 < i < n, let vi € C°°(By. \ Be(p;)) such that ul = |®|2v! on Ba(p;) \ Be(ps). We fix a
chart D? — B,.(p;). We recall that close to p;, we have
2 _ of

|$(2))* = FE + B log? |2 + O(|z| log |])

Then we deduce by the Dirichlet boundary condition that
vi=v on dB.(p;)
and

dyul = 8,|0v + |B20,v! = 8,|B|%v + |B[?8,0°  on IB.(p;)
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and as

dyul = 8,(13*)v + |B?d,v on dB.(p;)

we also have
auvé =0,v on IB:(p;)

=)
i a7 27 .2
ut = (% + B2 10(e) ) v+ O(1)
_ o? 2 o?
Oyu, = ( 2— + 25 logs) (E—; + B2 log? 5) d,v+ 0(1)
then on Ba.(p;) \ Be(pi), we have
Agul = Ay (1B[201) = 40! + 2dBP, dvf) + B0}

z|* [ oF log(m) T
et ()

@;

Vol 4 |z)?Avt + O(|z|* log? |z])
|| Ja]
1

2
i i |2
= 4v} — 4|z| (1 + a—$|x| log (|x|

)) 7 SVl + |z Avt 4+ O(|z|* log? ||)
and

—2K ul 72 |z|2vz +O(|z|*)

Z

so on OB:(p;),

BE » B; o 1 20,1 4y 2
Lyl =2 2+$5 v—4e 1+a—€ log 0yv +e*Av. + O(e” log”¢)

Therefore
T

— -V (Agul :4—-vug—4( :c%og(—))—-vug
¥ (Baue) =47 e () ) T

Z

4 2|:c|2 <1+21og<| |)> |x v

|
1 z )\’ ;
— 4] (1—|— 2|90|210g(| |)) (ﬂ) DQU§(| |) + 2|z|Av! + |z]x - VAL 4+ O(|z|? log? |z])

ﬁ~V(72Kgui)*4—| vt 42 2|:c|:c Vo
z 1

while

so on 0B:(p;), we have

iy _ 87 ﬂQ 1 2 1 T\t 5 /% i
3U($gu) 45 12’0* al +31 g (9,,1)746 1+a—$10g g (g) D UE (g)+2€A’U8

+£20,Av + O(&3 log €) (5.5)

as we can neglect all terms containing derivatives of v, we can replace v by v(p;) and replace d,v by 0,
which gives

Wi, (L) — (D) Lyut = (j—j + 32 1og2(€)) o(p:) (455—1;@(@) 4 ( ig log (1)) (g)t D (%)

K2
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+ 25Av2) +2 (j—g + glog (é)) v(p;) ((4 + 25—25 ) v(p;) + 52Av2) + O(log? )

2 2 1 2 2 )
:83—;v2(pi)+8—110g <g> 2(p )+8ﬂ—v (p i)+2%Av;v(pi)

+ ‘;‘—22 (45 <1 + 5—2 log <i>) (g) D% (2) + 25Avg> v(ps) + O(log? e). (5.6)

2

Furthermore, we note that if

D% = (“171 “1’2> +0(e)

az;1 a2
then

a1,2 +ag1

27
/ ' D*lzdt = &* / (am cos?(0) + az,asin*(0) + sin(29)) df + O(e*)
0B:(pi) 0

= 7T(a111 + a212)€3 + 0(64)

while
/ Avi = 27(a1,1 + az2)e + O(e?)
636(2’1)
so if we write 0; = a1 + ag,2, we have
af ﬁz 1 TN o i (T i 1
Fnapy 5 (e 1 G (0)) () ot (2] e
1
=—4 (af + B2 log (—)) 70; + 207 - 216; + O(e loge)
= —47nB? log ( ) 0; + O(eloge)

we obtain finally

Q) =5 [ o, () - @) Lyt
2 Job.(v,)
= ST () + w7 0g (1) 020 + 887079 — 2 10 (1) vt + 220 + Ofc o).

(5.7)

Now thanks to the asymptotic behaviour of {v:} _._ , we know that Be(uc,ul), and Be(ul,ul) are
bounded terms, so for the energy to be finite, we must have

Q:(ul) = 87;@ v3(p;) + 16742 1og( ) +o(1)
which imposes
0 = —4v(p;)
and we get
Q-(u) = BT 2(p,) + 16752 1og (2) w0+ 010z (5.5)

Step 2 : Estimation of B.(ul,u!) for i # j.
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For all 1 <4,j <m, and k # i, j we have by Theorem 4.6

/ W, (Lyud A — / 0 (i) O(|22)d A" = O loge)
OB.(pr) oB.(p)  \|7|

and likewise

/ 0, (i) Lyuld " — / 0 <L2> O(|2*)d#" = O(?)
OB (pr) oB.(p)  \|Z|

therefore

Z / L (Lyul) — 0, (ul) Lyul) d# = O(e loge) (5.9)
k+#i,j OBc(px)

So we need only to consider the boundary integrals for B (p;) and B:(p;). We have up to O(e?loge)
error terms by (5.9)

/ fguéiﬂgug = / (ué@u(ofgug) — (&,ué)afgug) d#t —|—/ (uiay(fgug) — (&,ué)afgug) d#!
e 9Bc (p; o

Bs(pj)
and
. ‘ . , 1 1
/ (ul8,(ZLyul) — (D,ul) Lyul) dAt :/ 0 (—2) O(|z)*) -0 (—) O(|z[*)d#" = O(e)
6Bs(pi) 635(17»5) |:C| 1"|
so by symmetry, we have

Lo i) = / (i, (Lyud) — (B,u')Lyul) A + Oe)
2 9B.(p;)

N | — wl»—n

/ (w30, (Zyul YA — (D,4) Lyul) + O(c).
0B:(pi)

From now on, we find useful to use complex notations. Recall the expansion on 9B (p;)

. Cii z
u’ = Re ( Z’J + di,j;) + a; jloglz| + b;; + O(|2]).

Furthermore, as
. 2
|8* = e |2 + 7 1og” |2 + O(|z[ log |=])

we have

2
a?
|J ( (p;) + Re (v2) +O(|z|210g [2]) )

= |8 (v(py) + Re (v2) + O(I]*)) = FE

Furthermore, we have

n_ % 1.0
€ 7|Z|4( + (|Z|))7

so we deduce that
Agul = 4v(p;) + O(|2)* log? |2]).
Furthermore, as K, = O(|z|*), we have also

Kqul = O(|2]*),
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so we get

Zyul = 4v(p;) + O(|2]* log|))
0 (Zyul) = O(|z|log? |2]),

so we recover a weak form of (5.5) (however sufficient for our purpose here). Now we note that

z

/ uld, (Lyul)d A" = / <Re (cg) + O(log |z|)) O(|z|log? |2|)d#" = O(elog®€).
O0Bc(p;) 9Bc:(p;)

Now, notice that for all smooth ¢ : B(0,1) — R, we have

a1 €2
81/50: m '81150+ m '81250

(D 304 E it B)) = Lot o) = Zhe:
|Z|( 5 (0 +9)p+——i(d 8)50) |Z|(8<p+ D) |z|R (20.¢) .

Therefore, we have (as Z/z has no radial component)

dyul = — 2 Re (CZJ) + 34 o),

) |z |2
while
ZLyul = 4v(p;) + O(|z[*log |z]),

therefore

2z|z 2z|z 7]

[ aigiant = [ (g S Ot ) ) Gt0(e) + O o)t
8B.(p;) 9Bc(p;)
= 8ma; ju(p;) + O(elog” €).
Therefore by symmetry
1 o
EBE(UQ, ul) = —4ma; ju(p;) + O(elog? €) = —dma; i(p;) + O(elog” €)
SO
az(pj)v(p;) = alv(p)
therefore there exists A; ; € R such that a; ; = X j9(pi), aj; = A\i ju(p;) and we deduce that
1
EBE(pi,pj) = —4An\; ju(pi)v(p;) + O(eloge). (5.10)

We note that these notations imply that for r > 0 small enough, for all 1 <14 < n, for all j # i we have
on any conformal chart D* — B, (p;)

: Ci,j z
us(z) = Re < zj + dm-;> + A jv(pi) log |z| + bi; + O(|2]).

Step 3 : Estimation of B.(uc,ul) for 1 <i < n.

We note that the boundary conditions imply that for all 1 < i < n, we have on dB.(p;) (for some
i, € C and b; € R)

n . . Yi _Z
j=1 J#i J#i
Vi

=Re (2) = 2 o(py)log |2/ +0(1)

z y
J#i
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1 i 1

where we used 0, <%E) = 0. As by the Remark 4.8 for all j # 4, we have on 9, B:(p;)
z
Lyl = 0(e?)
0y (Zyul) = O(e)
we deduce that

/ Wy (L) — D Lyuld A = Ofe),
9B. (pj)

and as on 0B¢(p;)
ZLyut = 4v(p;) + O(e? log® €)
0, (ZLyul) = O(elog?e)

we have

/ U0y (Lyul)d A" = / O(log? €)ds#" = O(clog®€)
9B (pi) 0Be(pi)

so finally, as f;ué =0on X,

B:(ue,ul) = Lyue Lyul dvol, = /2 ue L ul dvoly + Z/a
€ J_l

w0, (Lyul) — Oyu. Lyul dA*
z. )

B (p;
= /BBE(M - (Re (1)~ ; N jo(pg) + 0<e>) (40(p;) + O(e))dA" + O(elog?e)

=87 ijv(pi)v(ps) + O(clog®e),
JF#i

where we used by obvious symmetry

/83(076) Re (%) A" = 0.

Therefore for all 1 < i < n, one has

Be(ue,ul) = 8w Z Aijv(pi)v(p;) + O(eloge). (5.11)
[eT

Conclusion : We have finally by (5.4), (5.7), (5.10), (5.11)

n 2 m
Q:(u) = Q- (ue) + 8#2 %UQ(pi) + 16#2@2 log (%) v%(p;)
i=1 j=1
+2 Z (47T Z /\iij(pi)v(pj)) —A4m Z Aijo(pi)v(p;) + O(elog?€)
: i#i oy

n 2 m
= Qc(ue) + 87TZ %UQ(pi) + +167TZ BJQ» log (é) v?(py) + 4#2 i jo(pi)v(p;) + O(elog?e)

i=1 j=1 i#j
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and finally

Q(u) = lim | Q:(u) — 87rz %1;2(1,1.) — 167r2ﬂj2- log <§> v?(p;) + 16”25]2-1)2(10]-)
pt =

e—0 <
Jj=1

= Q(uo) +167TZBQ (pj +47TZ)‘1J (pi)v(p)),

j=1 i#£]
which concludes the proof, as the last claim follows from the fact that
1

/ U0, (Lyue) — Oyue (Lyue) dA* = / O(loge)O(?) — O (—) O(¥)dA" = O3 loge).
oB (pw oB (pw) €

which concludes the proof of the theorem. O

We deduce from the preceding theorem an improvement of theorem

Corollary 5.5. For all 1 < i < n, there exists Ajj € R such that for all j # i, for all 0 < ¢ < &g, on
every complex chart around p; there exists ¢; ;j,d; j € C and b; j € R such that

. Cij
uc(z) = Re ( St di- >+Au (pi) log |z] + bij + O(|z[log |z). (5.12)

6 Equality of the Morse index for inversions of minimal surfaces
with embedded ends

Theorem 6.1. Let X be a closed Riemann surface, ® : & \{p1, - ,pn} — R be a complete minimal
surface with finite total curvature and embedded ends , and U : % — R3 be its inversion. Assume that
0 <m < n is fixred such that p1 --- ,pm are catenoid ends, while py+y1,--- ,pn are planar ends, and for
all1 <j<m, let B; = Flux(é,pj) € R* be the flur of ® at p;. Let A(D) € Sym(R™) be the symmetric
matriz defined (see Corollary 5.5) by

Bf Atg oo g
A2 53 Ao
A — : - . -2. R : L4,
( )* AM,m N - Amn , = 2n+1ﬂ
D N | R D P Y
)\Ln )\27n 0

Then for all a = (a1, - ,a,) € R™, there exists v = v, € W?2(X) such that (v(p1), -+ ,v(pn)) =
(a1, -+ ,an) and

Qg ) —16ﬂ2ﬁ22pg)+47f @2n+1) > Xijo(p)v(p;). (6.1)
Jj=1

1<i,j<n

Therefore, we have IndW(\I_;) = Ind A(\I_}), where the index Ind of a matriz is the number of its negative
eitgenvalues.

Proof. Let v € C%*(X) be such that v(p;) # 0 and consider ug = > i, uf = | B2 ", v} obtained in
Theorem 4.10. We assume for simplicity that the end is planar, as the computation for a catenoid end
would be identical up to the addition of two extra terms. Recall now that in the chart U; around p;, we
have for all j # @

|(I_3;|2 _ ﬁ(2)

IRER

(1+0(21)
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7 62 . Vi _Zz
Ug = ﬁ (v(ps) + O(]2])) u}) = Re J 4 Vid + i jv(ps)log |z| + pij + O(|z]).

z

Therefore, we find

v = v(pi) + O(|2])

j Wi Vg Aij irj
vl = Re (75; Z+ Wﬂg 22> + 2 =P log 2| + ”ﬂ’; |22 + O(2 ).
0 0 0 i

Furthermore, as v} is regular at p;, this implies if uy = |<13|2U0 that there exists 79 € R and (p,¢(; € C
such that

A17]
54

vo = o(ps) +2Re (Goz + (12°) +0lzl* + D Z5o(py)|=1* log |=] + O(|=f*). (6.2)

i

Therefore, one needs to compute the renormalised energy for variations not only C? but also of the form
given by (6.2).

Let v € W22(%) such that
v="uv(p;) + 2Re (Coz + Cle) + 'yo|z|2 + ’yl|z|2 log |z| + O(|z|3) (6.3)

We will now compute Qg (v) for the variation v in (6.3). Now, recall that at a planar end there exists
B2 >0 and g € C such that

53

|32 = EE (1+2Re (ap2?) +O(|2])) .
As @ is minimal, we deduce that
27| 7.2 =z _ Y 2 3
g =edz|? = 00|®|* = P (1 —2Re (a0z®) + O(|2]%)) .
Therefore, we have
2
u= 90 = % (v(pi) + 2Re (Coz + (aov(pi) + (1) 2%)) + B + Bgmi log|2| + O(|2])

2
_ B (v(pi) + 2Re (Coz + (227)) + B30 + B31 log |2 + O(|2])

IRER

and (as |z|72Re ({pz) = Re ({pz~!) is harmonic)

— 4_5(2) ) 2 3
_—2AAL ﬁ 2 3 453 N 2 3
Agu=e Ay = 52 (1+2Re (a02?) + O(|2]%)) x Br (v(pi) — 2Re ((227) + O(|2]%))

0
= 4v(p;) +2Re ((aov(pi) — (2) 2°) + O(|2[°)
= 4v(pi) + 2Re (32%) + O(|2]%) (6.4)

Now, we have
ou = — B (v(pi) + G0z — (22* + (7°) dz + By d +O(1)
z|z]? z
2 2
= z|ﬂzo|2 (v(pi) + G0z — 2iIm ((227)) dz + @% + O(1).
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This implies that we have for some Ag, A\ € C

A, (|<f>|2v) 0 (|(f)|21)) = Agu (Ou) = z|§(|) (v* (i) + Cov(pi)Z + Xoz® + MZ%) dz + 253710(;;1-)% +0(1).

This implies that

Im A, ([80) 0 (18170) = — ﬂo v (pi) + AmBimv(pi) + O(e). (6.5)
0B(0,e) g2

Now, we compute

2
Ea

z|2[?

|ou|? = ‘_ (v(pi) + Gz —2iIm (§2z2)) ds + 50270 dz Lo

4
) (% (2(p1) + 2Re (Cov(po)2) + [Gol2[2 + O(1 ) — ﬂo’YO)|d 2

EE
4
= % (v*(pi) + 2Re (Cov(pi)2) + (1Gol® = 20)I2[> + O(= )

Therefore, we obtain

4 4
9ul? = o= 0,uf? = 'ﬂ' (1+2Re (aoz2)+0<|z|3>)x|§if( (0:) + 2Re (Goo(p)2) + (Gl — 10)]=[2 + O(l=[)
0
82

- W(v%pi) f2Re (cov<pi>z+aoz2)) T (160 — 0) + O(l2])

and notice the constant (|p|?> — 70). Finally, we find for some A, A3 € C

2 —_
8|8U|§ = Z|BZO|2 (UQ(pi) + Cov(pi)EJr /\22’2 + /\322) dz + 0(1)

Finally, we have

N 2
9 ’d (|<I>|21)) ‘g = —0|dul? = —40|0u|?

4 2 —
= z|§?2 (v*(ps) + Cov(pi)Z + A2z + A3Z%) dz + O(1).
and
. 2
Im ~o|a (18| = 8”50 +0(e). (6.6)
9B(0,¢) g

Gathering (6.5) and (6.6) we obtain as K, = O(]z|®) by planarity of the end (notice the factor 2 in front
of the Laplacian)

Im 2 (Agu+ 2K u) Ou — 8|du|§ =1Im 2 (Agu) Ou — 8|du|§ + O(e)
0B(0,e) 9B(0,¢e)

= 2( 87 50 +4ﬂ'6071v(p1)> +

- 8”50 1 8BEu(pi) + O(e). 6.7)

850

+ O(e)

Now, coming back to (6.2), we see that for vy written above we have (with 8; replace by (o)

ZBQ (pj);

J#i
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so that
8 Bay1v(p;) = 87 Z i jv(pi)v(p;)- (6.8)
J#i
Therefore, each end will bring this new contribution (6.8) by, so we obtain (as A; ; = 0)
Qg (vo) =8 Y > Aijv(pi)v(py) +4m > Nijo(pi)v(p;)
i=1 j£i 1<i,j<n

=dn(2n+1) Y Aijo(pi)o(p)).

1<ij<n

Indeed, let u} the solution of (4.4) where v is replaced by vy. We notice as .2 ug = 0 that

i/ <(u0iug)&,(,fg(uo Y ug)) 8y(uoiug),fg(uoiug)>difl.
i=1 7 0Be(pi) j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1

Now, recall that on 0B.(p;), we have
ul =By, 9, (ul) = 0, (B w)
Furthermore, the computations of (6.4) imply that
Lyt = 4v(p;) + O(?) Lyuog = dv(p;) + O(e?)
which implies that

Zy(uo — uz) = O(?)

ug:O(l>, ayug:O(%).
5 5

Therefore, we have on 9B.(p;) forall 1 <i<mn

while for all j # 4

j=1 j=1
Lyt = 0(e%), 8, (Lyul) =O0(e)
(uo—Zug)ﬁy(Xg(uo— ug)) —8,,(u0 qug)fg(uo—Zug)
j=1 j=1 J=1 i=t
1 1
=0 <g x O(e) — O (?) x O(e%) = 0(1)
and finally
Qe (Uo - Zlué) O(e) —0.
=
which shows by the analysis of Theorem 5.4 the announced formula (6.1). O
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7 Jacobi fields associated to the Universal Matrix A

Theorem 7.1. Let & : ¥ \{p1, -+ ,pn} — R3 be a complete minimal surface with finite total curvature
and embedded ends (not necessarily planar) and ¥ : ¥ — R3 be its inversion. Let {Aiiticij<n be the
matriz with 0 diagonal of Theorem 5.4, and assume that A;; # 0. Then there exists a Jacobi field
wé’j X\ {p1, - ,pn} — R such that wé’j forall k € {1,--- ,n}, in every complex chart around p; there
exists Cl]f] € C and uf,j € R such that

k.
wy? = Re <%> + Xij (0 + 0 5) logz| + ,qu + O(|z)),
where 0; ), s the Kronecker symbol.
Proof. Fix a covering (Uy,---,U,) such that p; € U; for all 1 < ¢ < n and U; NU; = @ for all

1 <i # j < n, and we assume that U; is a domain of chart for all 1 < i < n, i.e. that there exists a
complex diffeomorphism f; : U; — D? C C such that f;(p;) = 0 and f;(U;) = D?. Notice that for a
function u € C**(X\ {p1, - ,pn}) admitting the following expansion in the chart (U;, f;)

= Re (ngz) + Mog |2| + 1+ O(|2]) (7.1)

for some A\, u € R and ¢,k € C. The constant A does not depends on U; and f;, and y does not depends
on f; as a complex change of chart D? — D? fixing 0 is a rotation, while the expansion (7.1) is invariant
under rotations.

Now, assume that n > 2 and fix 1 < i # j < n. For all ¢ > 0 small enough, there exists thanks to

Theorem 4.9 a solution u’y € C*(X\ (B.(pi) U Be(p;) U{p1,- - ,pn}) such that
LIub =0 in 3\ (Be(pi) UBc(pj) U{p1,-- ,pn})
ubd = |B|? on dB:(p;) UdB:(p;)
dut? =0, (1) on OB.(p:) U OB.(p;).

Furthermore, by the argument of Theorem 5.4, we have (this would also be true for catenoid ends up to
an additional singular term in log, notice that v(p;) = v(p;) = 1 here)

1 o 8ra?  8ma?
5/ (Xgug])zdvolg = 7;(;1 L+ O(eloge).

€

2

By the previous indicial root analysis of Theorem 4.6, for all k& # i, j there exists /\ﬁ ; € R such that we
have in f; ' (Bc(0,¢)) C Uy the expansion

k _
ubl = Re <7J + n@;) + ¢ log 2|+ 0(1)

fgui’j = Re (EfJZQ) + 0(53)
Oy (ZLyul’) = =Re (i} ;2°) + O(¢?).

||
Recall also that for all 1 <1 # k < n, we have the expansion in f;"'(B(0,¢)) C U,

l —
uf = Re <% + Hiz) + >\k,l 10g|Z| + 0(1)
Lyul =Re (8,2%) + O(e?)

2 ~
Oy (Lyul) = mRe (71,2%) + O(e?).
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Notice that these expansions imply that for all [ # i, j, k we have on 0B.(p;) the estimate
w90, (Z) - 0, (u24) 2yt =0 (1) o) - 0 ( ) 0% =0,
which implies that for all [ # 4, j, k
/6 b (w10, (Lyul) — 0, (ul?) Lyuk) d#t = O(e). (7.2)

Now, recall that on 0B, (p;) we have

o
EE

|@[° = 5 + O(log? |z]).

Therefore, we have

0,8 = 2% 1 0 <1°g|z|) .

1 E

Therefore, we deduce that we have on dB.(p;) thanks to the boundary conditions
ui’jau (Zgulsc) -0y (u?j) "ggulsC = |(f)|28l’ ("S’ﬂgulg) 0 (|§|2) ggu};
2 2 207 1 2 Re (7
= (oot ) = (R () 01eh) = (=gt +0 () ) (R () +00e1)

E E

2
- 6|O‘—|i3Re (7L2%) + 0(1). (7.3)
z

Asforallce C

1 1 2 )
/ —3Re (c2®) dA#" = ~Re (c/ teedG) =0, (7.4)
8B(0,¢) |2| € 0

we deduce from (7.3) and (7.4) that
/BBE o (700 () =0, (u?) Zyut) AX" = O(e) 7.5)
and by symmetry
/BBE ) (4210, (Lyuk) — 0, (u7) Lyub) dA" = Ofe). (7.6)

Finally, using the expansion on 9B;(px)

Lk =4+ 0()
Lyl = 0(e)

together with the previous estimates (7.2), (7.5) and (7.6), we deduce that

/ Lyt Lyuldvol, = Z/ (w0, (Lyul) — 0, (ul?) Lyuk) d#? (7.7)
e

1—1 Y 9Be(p1)

_ /a o (W0, (Lyul) — B, (ui9) Lyul) dA™ + O(e)
_ /@BE(M (o (é) 0(=2) - 0 (5_13) 0(53)) P /aBE@j) (0 ({}2) 0(2) -0 (5_13) 0(53)) A
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! 1 i]fj k 9 1
i /BBE(pw <O (g) Ok -7 <Re <7> + Am) (4+0( ))) A
= =87}, + O(e). (7.8)

Likewise, we have
/ Lyt Lyuldvoly = —8m(Ai + A j) + O(e). (7.9)
e
By symmetry of A, 4, we obtain by (7.7) and (7.9) for all ¢ # j and k # 4, j
iy = ik + Mgk (7.10)
Now, let wi/ = u%J — ul —ul. Thanks to (7.10), we have for all k # i, on dBc(py)
- k. k.
wy? =Re <A> + )\fj log |z| — Aiklog |z| — A\jklog|z| + O(1) = Re <£> +0(1),
z : z

while on B (p;), we have

wid = |8 = [B|* — ul = —\;;log|z[ + O(1) = —Re <%> — Aijloglz[+0(1)
o - - _ 1 [
Dywhd = 9,|®* — 0,|®|? — dul = B <Re <?J> - AZ-J—) +0(1). (7.11)

while on 0Bc(p;)

N J
we? = —Re (j) = Aijloglz| +O(1)

Opwii = %I (R <i> /\”> +0(1).

Furthermore, as we have on 9B.(p;)
fgué’j =4+0(%
Lyul =4+ 0(?)
Lyul = O(e?)
we have on 0B (p;)
Lywhl = 0(e?)
0y (ZLywi?) = O(e)
In particular, we have the estimates on 9B (p;) U 0B¢(p,) (by symmetry of the previous estimates)
w19, (Lywh?) — dywi! Lywt! = O (%) O() -0 (5%) O(e%) = 0(1). (7.12)
We also easily deduce by the preceding arguments that for all k £ i, j

/ (w219, (Lywb?) — Oywl! Lywl?) dAT = O(e). (7.13)
9B:(pk)

Finally, we find by (7.12) and (7.13)
/ (Lywi?) dvol Z/ w8, (Lywi?) — 0, (wh?) Lywb?) dA" = O(e).
e 0B- (Pk)
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Therefore, we have

. .92
lim (ng;ﬂ) dvol, — 0,
e—0 S e—0

which implies (by the proof of Theorem 4.10 and Fatou lemma) that (up to a subsequence) w®’ ="
E—

wi? € C®(S\ {p1, - ,pn}) where wl’ is a Jacobi field, i.e. Z,wy? = 0. Furthermore, by (7.10) and
(7.11), wg? is bounded at py, for all k # ¢, while in U; (resp. U;), we have an expansion of the form

i G ; Z ;
wi? = —Re <7J + fﬁ’j; —Xijlog|z| — i+ O(]z]). (7.14)
In particular, we have wé’j € C*(X\ {pi,p;}). Furthermore, notice that we have near p;
Ly =0y —2K, =" (A -2 K,) = e (A+O(1))

as €2} = |j—|i4 (1+0(]z*)) and K, = O(|z|*) (at an embedded end, not necessarily planar). As Lyh! =

0, we deduce from the expansion (7.14) that

. 1 1
vl =ame (wi,3) + (i)
¥z z

. 1
—2@2)‘Kg wy? =0 (—)

E

and trivially

which implies that

. 1 1
0= e Z,wy” = 4Re (/i”;> +0 <m> .

Therefore, we deduce that

Ii;j =0
and
wy?! = —Re ( ;j> — Aijjlog|z| — pi ; + O(Iz)). (7.15)
The conclusion of the theorem following by replacing wé’j by fwé’j . O

8 Renormalised energy for ends of arbitrary multiplicity

Theorem 8.1. Let ®: % \{p1, -+ ,pn} — R3 be a complete minimal surface with finite total curvature

and U = 10o® : X — R3 be a compact inversion of ®. Then there a universal symmetric matric
A =A) =A{Xij}1<; j<n with such that for smooth all normal variation ¥ = viig € &3 (5%, R™)

D?W(9)(#,) = Qg(vo) + 4 Z Aijo(pi)v(p;),
1<i,j<n
for some vy € W22(X,R) such that v(p;) =0 for all 1 < j <n. In particular, we have

- - 1 1
Indw (¥) <IndA(¥) <n=—W(¥) - — | Kgdvol, + x(X).
4 2m Jg2
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Proof. As previously, fix a some residues charts (Uy, - - ,U,) around p1, - - , p,, and assume that p; has
multiplicity m; > 1 for all 1 <7 < n, and fix some 1 < ¢ < m. Then the same argument as in Theorem
9.1 shows that there exists a; > 0 and aé,vé € R and B; € R such that for all smooth variation v (if
u =)

1
/ <(Agu + 2K u) * dw — 5* d|du|§)
636(1’1’)

2 2mi
: 1 1
=i (e St (veton(2)) st () o 0 e

In particular, we deduce that

= 1
D?*W (V) = lim {5/ (Ayw — 2K yw)? dvol,
€ x.

- 47r§; {Eﬁ {1 + zi_il alel (1 + 4 log (é)) } + B log (%) } UQ(pi)}. (8.1)

As the limit in (8.1) exists, retaking the notations of Theorem 5.4 we find that for all 1 <i <n

2m;
Qs =am{ S5 {1 oot (v o (1)) Lt (1) bt et ofem) 02

=1

for some finite constant ¢, otherwise the limit would be +0co or —oo by taking variations non-zero at
only one end, as the other contributions are only depend on quadratic expressions v(p;)v(p;) for ¢ # j,
so they cannot involve singular terms which are all involving quadratic expressions v(p;)2. Furthermore,
by the Sobolev embedding theorem, we have ¢ = )\m-vQ(pi) for some A;; € R.

For the sake of simplicity, we will remove the indices i of the multiplicities m; (1 <i < n).

First notice that for all k # 4,7, we have if py has multiplicity my = m > 2 (for m = 1 this was
already treated previously)

As e = af|z| 720" (14 0(]2])), and K, = O(]z|*™*Y). Therefore, we have by the harmonicity of
Re(cz™™) for allce C
Auf = O(|z|~"+)
Aul = O(|z|7"HD),
so that (as A, = e 2 A)
ZLyui = Agui — 2K gui = O(|z[™")
ZLyul = O(|2|™*1).

Therefore, we have

20y (ZLyul) = O(|2[™™) x O(|z[™) = O(1)
0, (ul) Zyul = O(|2|~" D) x O(|2|™*1) = O(1).

u
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This implies that
ug Oy (Zyul) = 0y (uz) Zyul = O(1),
and
[ () -0, (i) Zuidr' = 0)
OB: (pr)
As the indices i and j do not play any role, we also have

/ ul 9, (Lyul) — 8, (ul) Zyulda" = O(e).
aBz(pk)

Now, as v is an admissible variation, we have at p; (if p; has multiplicity m; = m)
vt =v(pi) +Re (3z™) + O(|z"*1).

Therefore, we have

= 18Po(p) + e (2 ) +0(sm)

which implies that
Agul = 4o(pi) + 221+ O(|2))) x O(l2| =) = dv(pi) + O(|2|™+).
Therefore, we have as K, = O(|z|2(m+1))
Lyl = (4= 2K,|P*)o(pi) + O(|2|™*)
0 (Lyut) = =0, (28,|B2) v(pi) + O(12I™)
This implies that

dul Lyl —uld, (ZLyul) = = [ —mRe (CI—J) + Z Re (kc,iﬁlzkfl) + Yi,j (4 - 2Kg|<f>|2) v(p;)

1—m<k+1<0

+ | Re (Cz—nfb) + Z Re (c,iylzkfl) + i, loglz| | Ou (2 Kg|<f>|2) v(p;).
o 1-m<k+1<0
(8.3)
Notice that the quantity
Be(u,ul)
is bounded as € — 0. Therefore, cancellations occurs as we integrate (8.3). Furthermore, there is a

non-trivial contribution coming from (as K4|®|2 = O(|z[?))

/ Il (4 - Kg|‘f>|2) v(pi) A = 8y ju(pi) + O(?). (8.4)
19}

Bs(pi) |Z|

As B.(ul,u?) is bounded, we deduce that there exists u;; € R (a priori different from ~; ; if the

gr e

multiplicity m satisfies m > 2) such that

/ Doul Lyl — w0, (Lil) dA = Srpju(py) + (). (8.5)
9Bc(pi)
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Finally, recall if ul = e*w! that in our fixed chart near p; (if p; has multiplicity m; = m > 2)

m—1

m /y m m m m m
= I “ZR (3)+# D e (3f=") 4l el ol + Ol )
Recalling that

T m+ 1)2

and introducing the notation

Ll = e Lt

€

Recalling that for all £ > 1
J
[2[" " Re <12> 2[1TMRe (172™), |2 2] log 2] € Ker(Zn),
z

we deduce that

m—1
Lnwh =[] N " Re (2 + O(|2|™).
J=1

Now, recall that & admits an expansion of the following form (up to translation)

= Z Re < ) + O(]z]).

=0

— —

Therefore, we have (as (Ag, A1) =0)

AP < A, /Y> 1 (Ax, A1) —m
Z |z|2(m k) Z —m—k=m—1 zm— + 5 Z Re 2m—k—l +O(|Z|1 )
O<k<l§m 1 z 0<k<l
(k,1)#(0,1)
As e = 6§E|<I;|2, we find
12 (= B2) A, (A, &) _
2)\ - o B 5 (m+1)
9 Z Tz RmAi=R) Jr 9 Z (m —k)(m — [)Re S + O(|2| )

0<k<i<m-—1
m?| A 2 = Ao k z (A, A) 1y
=———11 1-— 1—— 1-— R Ak R LA 4 O(|z|m*1
2[z |2+ > ( ) |Ao|2| * 2 ( m) ( m) ’ | A2 HOET
k=1 0<k<I<m~—1

Therefore, we have (up to normalisation 77”L2|14_1'0|2 = 2) for some aj,; € C and f; € R

(m—1)/2
- _ |Z|m+1 14+ Z ﬂk|z|2kJr Z Re (Oék,lzkzl) +O(|Z|m+1) 7
k=1 0<k<l<m—1
k+I1<m

and

(m—1)/2
Ll =14+ > B+ D Re (ar2"2) + O(l2|™ ) (Z Re (382 +0(|z|2m+1)>

k=1 0<k<l<m—1
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=Re(¥1z")+ Y Re (@iz"7) + Ol ).
0<k<Ii<m—1
m+2<k+l

Furthermore, we have on 0B.(p;)
ul = |$u(p) + O(l2| ™),
Therefore, we deduce that
ul 0, (Lyul) = 0, (ul) Lyt = (18120, (Lyul) - 0, (1B2) Zyul) vl(ps) + O(1)
As Bc(ul,ul) is bounded, we deduce as previously that there exists v; ; € R such that

/ ul 0, (Lyul) — 9, (ul) Lyul ds" = 8y ju(pjy) + O(e).
0B-:(p;)

Therefore, we deduce that (as we may have also ends of multiplicity 1, there is an additional error in

O(eloge))
Be(ul,ul) = 8mp; jv(p;) + 87v; jv(pj) + O(eloge).
Now assume that v(p;) = 0 and v(p;) # 0. Then
Be(ul,ul) = 8mp; jv(p;) + O(eloge)
and by symmetry, in ¢ and j, we deduce that
B.(ut,ul) = 8mp; v(pj) + O(eloge) = 0.

Therefore, v(p;) = 0 implies that p; ; = 0, which shows that there exists )\}, ; € R such that

Hij = )‘zl,jU(Pj)-
Furthermore, by symmetry of the argument, we deduce that there exists )\i ; € Rsuch that

Vij = )\?,jU(Pi)-
Therefore, if A} ;= )\}7]- + )\fyj, we deduce that

B.(ul, uf) = 872 ;0(pi)o(py) + O(log ).

(8.6)

Likewise, we find by the previous argument and the proof of Theorem 5.4 that there exists )\i ; € Rsuch

that
Bs(usa u;) =dm Z /\Lil,jv(pi)v(pj) + O(E IOgE).
i
Combining (8.6) and (8.7), we deduce if A; ; = X} ; + A}, that

i 1 i, 0\ 2
ZBE(us,uE)+5 Y B(ulul)=4m Y Aiju(pi)o(ps) + Olelog®e).

i=1 1<i#j<n 1<i#j<n

Therefore, (8.2) and (8.8) show that

Qc(u) = Qc(uc) +4m > Nijv(pi)v(p;) + Olelog’e)

1<ij<n

and finally
Q(u) = Q(uo) + Z Aijv(pi)v(pj)-

1<i,j<n

This concludes the proof of the theorem.
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We deduce as previously the following corollary.

Corollary 8.2. For all 1 < i < n, there exists X” € R such that for all j # i, for all 0 < e < g9, on
every complex chart around p; there exists ¢; j,¢; k1 € C

. Ci 4 — N
uz(z) = Re (—Wz) + Z Re (ciyjﬁkﬁlzkzl) + X jlog |z| + ¥ (2),
z 1—m<k+1<0
where 1. € C*(B(0,1) \ {0}) such that for alll € N
Vige = O(2'7),

For ends of higher multiplicity m > 2, we do not know a priori if X” = )i j, where ); ; € R is given
by Theorem. Nevertheless, the proof of Theorem 6.1 implies the following result.

Theorem 8.3. Let & : ¥ \{p1, - ,pn} — R3 be a complete minimal surface with finite total curvature,
and U = 10® : X — R3 be a compact inversion of ®, and let A(V) = {Aiiticijon € Symy(R) be the
matrix given by Theorem 8.1, and {)\i,j}1<i¢j<n be given by Corollary 8.2. Define

)\1,1 )\1,2 + 27’LXLQ s )\l,n + 2n Xl,n
B )\1,2 + 2n X1,2 )\2,2 s )\2,n +2n Xgm
A =
)\1,n +2n X1,n )\2,71 + 2nxl,n e )\n n-

)

Then we have
Ind A(¥) < Indy (¥) < Ind A(F).
Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 6.1, it suffices to compute the renormalised energy for variations v of
the form (if p; has multiplicity m > 1)
v=u(pi) + Re (72™) + - + [2[*"Flog |2 + O(1).

where - - - indicate terms of lower order that |z|?"log|z| and higher than |2|™. Now notice if uf is the
limit of u’ that
ub = |B[2v(p;) + Re (f—i) +o 4 inij(pj) log |z + O(1).
J#i

Therefore, as v} = |<I_5|_2u6 is admissible, we just need to compute if u = u} the additional constant term
in

1
Agu+ 2K, u) % du — = * d|dul?> = Im 2 (A u+ 2K u) Ou — 9 |dul?
g g g g9 g g

0Bc(pi) 2 9B.(p:)

coming from the addition of the log term. As log |z| is harmonic, we have
Agu+2Kqu = 4v(p;) + O(|2[*),

which implies that the additional constant term in

Im 2 (Agu+ 2K 4u) 0u (8.9)
aBs(pi)
is
9 1 ~ dz ~
2Im (4v(pi) +O(121%) | 5 D X)) — | =87 Y Xijo(pi)v(py)- (8.10)
9B(0,¢) i z i
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Furthermore, as
2
|du 7
has no component on log |z| in its Taylor expansion, there is no constant term in
Im 8|du|§.
0B. (pl)

Finally, the proof of Theorem 5.2 shows that if
Uug = Z ’U,B
i=1
and ug = |®[2vg that

§(vo) = 4m Z Aiju(pi)v(p;) + Zsﬁzxi,ﬂ(m)v(l’j)

1<ij<n =1 j#i
=4r Z Aiiv® (pi) + 4 Z (Mg +2n A 5)v(pi)v(py).
i=1 1<i,j<n
i#]
This identity completed the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 8.4. This is very likely that X” = A j, which would give the exact analogous of Theorem 6.1
for higher order ends, but the argument here does not permit to check this. An explicit computation for
precise examples permits nevertheless to compute the additional contributions in A; ; from A, ;.

9 Morse index estimate for Willmore spheres in S*

Recall that we have from [23] we have the formula (valid in 2'(X)) for all weak immersion ® € &(X, R™)

d2

o (K dvoly, )y = dTm ( (AL + 4Re ( “2g (5(5@8 ) ) —a (V)

— 208, ), ((H,00) — g7 @ (ho ©04)) - 8 (aq>®aw) <ﬁ,5w>>

—

In particular, as (d®, dw)y = —2(H,w), for a minimal surface (H = 0), we obtain

i,
J2 e =2 .=\ > ., 12
=5 (K dvoly,) ,_y = dTm ( (AL +4Re ( (acp & aw) ® ho) ,0w) — 0 |V wlg))

(2<A;w —2Re (g*2 ® (7, o) ® EO) o) — 8 (|v%a|§))

=dIm (2(A; @ — o (), 0w) — 0 (|V-07))

=d (<A;w — o (), % di) — % *d (|v%3|§)) :
where o7 () is the Simon’s operator. Observe that the sign is different from the Jicobi operator % of
the associated minimal surface, acting on normal sections of the pull-back bundle ®*TR™ as

Ly = A;‘ + o/ (W).

Specialising further to the codimension 1 case m = 3, as the minimal immersion that we consider is
orientable, it is also two-sided and the unit normal furnishes a global trivialisation of the normal bundle
so W = wii for some w € W2?2(S5?) and we get

d2

1
pTEl (Kq, dvolgt)‘t:0 =dIm (2 (Agqw +2K,w) 0w — 0 (|dw|§) ) =d <(Agw + 2K, w) xdw — 3 * d|dw|§) ,
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and we recover the computation of [22]. We have the following generalisation of the afore-cited result to
S,

Theorem 9.1. Let U : $2 — S* be a Willmore sphere, and n € N such that W(\f/) = 4mn and assume
that ® is conformally minimal in R*. Then we have Indy (¥) < n.

Proof. First, use some stereographic projection avoiding lf/(52) C S4 to assume that U : $2 — R*is a
Willmore sphere. By Montiel’s classification, let @ : S2 \ {p1, -+ ,pn} — R* be the complete minimal
surface ¥ : $2 — R? is the inversion, which we assume centred at 0 € R* up to translation. Thanks to
the argument of [22], for all normal variation 7 € &5 (5%, TR*), we have

D*W (¥)(7,7) = /

1 - o - A -
o) {§|A;‘w + o () [*dvol, — dIm (2<A;‘w — o (W), 0W) — 9 (|VLw|§) ) },

where
@ = I5(0) = | 920 — 2(B,0)P.
Then at every end, we have an expansion (up to translation)

$(z) = Re (%) + O(]#])

for some Ay € C*\ {0}. Then (Ay, Ay) = 0 and we find that for some a; > 0

2

- (0%
| = ﬁ +0(lz])-

Thanks to the Sobolev embedding W22(5%) — C9(S?) and as W22(S?) does not embed in C1(S?) in
general, we deduce that for all smooth 7 € &(S?, TR*), the residue

/ Im (2(Ayw — o (@), 00) — 0 (|V+i]2))
aBa(pj)

only depend on a;, € > 0 and ¥(p;), up to a negligible term as ¢ — 0 (it cannot depend on higher
derivatives of ¥ at p;). Furthermore, as we can assume ¥ to be a normal variation, we deduce that

(Ao, ¥(p;)) = 0. In particular, we deduce that

/ Im (2{A}d — o (@), 00) — 0 (|V*+@]2)) = |#(p;)|* Im 20,|B|0| B2 —8(|d|§>|2|§) +0.(1)
aBs(pj)

aBs(pj)
= 870 |5(p;)|* + 0:(1)

by the same computation as in Theorem 5.2. The rest of the proof follows [22]. O

Remarks 9.2. (1) In order to understand fully the indices of Willmore spheres in S%, one would also
have to estimate the index of images of (complex) curves in P? coming from the Penrose twistor
fibration P3 — S4.

(2) The same proof applies to R™ for m > 5 without any change, but as not all Willmore spheres are
conformally minimal (or images of complex curves of P2 through the Penrose twistor fibration),
this result has little interest ([19]).

Here, we show as in [22] that there is a well-defined notion of residues at ends of embedded minimal
surfaces in arbitrary codimension.
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Proposition 9.3. Let S be a closed Riemann surface and ® : % \ {p1, -+ ,pn} — R™ be a complete

minimal surface with embedded planar ends. Fix a covering (Ui, .- ,U,) of {p1,+- ,pn} C C. Then the
limat
2 o 1 o
lim f—/ wd (4|82 — =|d|B||2
e—0 47T aBa(pi) 2 9
is a positive real number independent depending only on (Uy,--- ,U,) and & and we denote it Res,, (X, Uj).

Proof. As the ends are embedded and planar, there exists Ay € C™\ {0}, By € C", and C; € R™ we can
assume that

—

S A . -
$(z) = 2Re <70 + BO,z) +Co+0(2%

and we obtain

3z‘f):*z—§+§0+0(|z|),
and as @ is conformal, we have
S o (A, A Ao, B 1
0:(5Z¢,az@>:< 0, 0> _2< 05 0> +O -,
24 22 |z

which implies that

In particular, we obtain

- 2| Ao |2 Ay, C, 5 = Z
1B(2))2 = Aol | Re <<0270>> +2Re ((AO,B0>§> +0(]2)).

|22

Now, to simplify notations, write

Oé2 = |A‘0|2’ B = <A‘Oa§0>a Y= <A'Oac_;0>; (91)
which implies that
()P = 22 4 aRe (2) +2(82) +0(=2)
2|
We obtain
202 2y B =%
D(2)]* = E_B=+001))d
oli)P = (- 225 - F+ £-F5 o) ds
202 (1 vz 153 B z2 9
— —_ _— = - - d
|z|2 <z a?z 202 202 +0(2] )> *

Therefore, we have

s dat (1 1L B2\ Bz
OIB1 = 5 (1o —2Re (o7 ) +2Re (53) —2Re (137 ) + 00D
4
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We also compute

— 9 - = 2
e = 200,98 = 2407 ype (HoBod) o (L) 207 (1 ope (L) 4 o(|z*)
|Z|4 2 a2

z EIVANEL

and we obtain finally by

2|z|* at

21212 _ 4.—20 9181212 _ B 3 4 = 3
[dIBI2[2 = 4e= 20|82 = =2 (1+2Re (52 ) +0(]] )) x (1—2Re (;z) +0(]2] ))

|2[°
8a? Y _ B
= oE (1 —2Re (?Z) + 2Re (522) + O(|z|3))
8a?

TP

~ 16Re (g) +16Re (ﬁ%) +O(2)).

Therefore, we have

> 1 . = 20 vy z 1 (8a? vy z
4B — SIdIBP2 = 4 (W +4Re (;) +2 (/3%) + O(|z|)) -5 (W ~ 16Re (;) +16Re (/3%) + O(|z|))

_ 402
INEE

+ 24 Re (g) + O(|z]).

Therefore, we obtain

402 dz d

- 1 .- z
o (182 - 31411 ) = -2 - 20% + o),

22
which implies that

2
(0%
*87'(8—2 + O(E)

- 1 -
Im o) <4|o1>|2 - —|d|q>|2|§> =
51(0,¢) 2

Therefore, we obtain

2 - 1. -
lim f—/ *d <4|<1>|2 - —|d|<I>|2|2) =4a* >0,
e—0 4 S1(0,¢) 2 g

and concludes the proof of the Proposition. O

Remark 9.4. Although this quantity is independent on the coordinate, it depends on the covering
{Ul,"' ,Un} of {p1,"' 7pn} C .

10 Explicit renormalised energy for ends of multiplicity 2

10.1 Restriction on the Weierstrass parametrisation

Lemma 10.1. Let ¥ be a closed Riemann surface, p1,--- ,pn € % be distinct points and d - DIAN
{p1,-+ ,pn} — R3 be a complete minimal immersion with finite total curvature and zero flux. Suppose
that U C X is a fix chart domain containing some point p; € ¥ (1 < i < n fized), and that end p; has
multiplicity m = 2. Let (Ay, A;) € C"\ {0} x C" be such that in a chart  : U — D* C C such that
w(pi) = 0 we have the expansion

Then A, € Span(Ay).
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Remark 10.2. This Lemma does not hold for m > 3 in general, as for the Enneper surface

- Ay A A,
D(z) = 4= 1).
(2) Re< +Z2+Z>+O()

23

where (up to scaling) Ay = (—1,4,0), and A; = (0,0,3) (see [10]). In general, one can also check that for
an end of multiplicity 3 of a complete minimal surface without flux there are no linear relations between
Ag, Ay, Ay € C3.

Proof. If 3 Y\{p1, -+ ,pn} — R3 is a complete minimal surface with no fluz and p; (for some 1 < i < n)
has multiplicity 2, then we have thanks to the Weierstrass parametrisation in a conformal parametrisation
around p; the expression

B(z) = Re (/ (1—92,i(l+g2),2g)w)

for some meromorphic function g (this is the stereographic projection of a the Gauss map 7 : ¥ — S?)
and a meromorphic 1-form w = f(z)dz. As ® has no flux, we see that the maximum multiplicity of the
pole at zero of the following 1-forms

2
W, gw, g w

is exactly equal to 3 (as p; has multiplicity 2), and each of these 1-forms must be exact (this is equivalent
to the exactness of (1 — ¢g%)w,i(1 + g?)w and 2gw).
Case 1: The function g has a pole at 0 of order k& > 2,

Let j € Z\ {0} and A_j, € C\ {0}, w; € C\ {0} be such that

A 1
o) = 5+ 0 1)
w = (w;z) +O(|z]7)) dz

)\,kwj 1
w= (570 () ) o
A2 w; 1
2, _ —k*
o (7 +0 () ) &

And as g%w has a pole of order at most 3, we deduce that j > 2k — 3 > 1, so w is holomorphic at
z=0. As (1,9, 9%)w has a pole of order exactly 3 at zero, we deduce that gw has a pole of order 3 at
0. Therefore, j = 2k — 3, and

Then we have for some

)\_kw k—
gw = (ﬁ + 0(1)) dz (10.1)

As gw has no residue, k = 2 is excluded by (10.1) (as A_pwar—3 # 0). As k > 3, we deduce by (10.1)
that gw is holomorphic at 0, and as w is also holomorphic, we have the expansion

(1—9¢%i(1+¢%),29)w = (—1,7,0)g°w + O(1). (10.2)

Therefore, if (110, 1) € C* x C are such that (recall that g?w has no residue)
2 Mo  ta
gw= (—2z—3 ) +O(1)) dz

we obtain by (10.2)

[(1 — g% i(1+ ¢%),29)w = (~1,4,0) (g + &) +0(1)

z
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and

where

Ao

Ho (_15 ia O)
i b g

—1,i,0)= M1 4.
pa ( ) g 10

Therefore, we have proved the Lemma in the first special case.

Case 2: g has a pole of order 1. Then g%w must have a pole of order 3, but w is exact, so this is
impossible.

Case 3 : g is holomorphic. Therefore, w must have a pole of order 3 at 0 (as the maximum order
of the pole of the 1-forms w, gw, g°w at 0 is the one of w - g may vanish at 0), so there exists \;,w; € C
such that (recall that w is exact)

g(2) = Ao+ Az + X222 +O(]2])
_ (9w
W= ( T+ +O(1)) dz.

Then we compute

g = <>\0:133 n )\ow—zzﬂz)\lwfs n Atw_2 ;L A2w3> &
As gw is exact, we have
AMw_g + dow_3 =0. (10.3)
Now, we have
97 = A5+ 20012 + (202 + A7) 2% + O(|2]*)
w= (%Jr%JrO(l)) dz

SO

gw= 2

23 z z

5 (A%w_3 n MNw_g + 2\ w_3 N 2 oA w_o + (2)\0)\2 + )\%) w-3 n 0(1)> ds.

The exactness of g?w and (10.3) imply that

0 =2XMw_2 + (2XX2 + AT) w_3 = 200 (Mw_2 + Aaw_3) + Njw_3 = AMw_3
and as w_3 # 0 we obtain A; = 0. Therefore (10.3) becomes

Aow_3=0
s0 Ay = 0 (recall that w_g # 0). Finally, we see that
9(2) = X + O(|z)

and if A = \g we find

(1—g%i(1+¢%),29)w = ((1 —020 (14 22),2)) (% + %) + 0(1)) dz

Therefore, we have

/ (1-g%i(1+¢%),29)w= f% (1= X241+ A?),2)) Z; — (1= X%i(1+2%),2)) 222 L oq).

z
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Finally, defining

—~

recall that w_s # 0)

Ao =

= (1 =220+ M), 20 ) wos, A= — (1= 2201+ 22,20 ) w_s =

N)I»—l
-
w

we obtain

Therefore, the two coefficients /YO and A; are linearly dependent, which concludes the proof of the
Lemma. |

10.2 Explicit computation

Let & : D2\ {0} — R be a conformal parametrisation of an end of ®. Thanks to the Weierstrass
parametrisation, there exists Ag € C™ \ {0} and A;, As, A3, A4 € C™ such that

- g A‘ — —
®(2) = 2Re <z_20 + 71 + Asz + A322> +0(|2*)
Notice that by a translation the constant term can be taken equal to 0. We compute
- A A
9,0 = _2_0 - _1 + Ay + 2432 + O(|2?)

and we have by conformity of d the identity

0= (0.8,0.8) :4(140,140) +4(140,A1> n (A1, Ar) _4<A0,A2> _24(140,14?,) + (41, 42) L0 1
26 25 z4 23 22 |z]
Therefore, we have
(Ao, Ao) = (Ao, A1) = (Ao, Ao) = (A1, A1) = 4(Ay, A3) + (A1, As) = 0. (10.4)
Now, we compute
e 712 |1‘Y0|2 —25-3 |/_1’1|2
S =108 =4 4 aRe (Ao, A1)22772) + o
_ T A)z3) - FApREAN R 1
4Re (Ao, 42)z7%) — 8 Re (<A0,A3>_3) 4Re ((Ay, A2)z72) + 0 <|Z|>
1 = — — — — - — -
=P (4140[2 + |42 2 22 + 4Re (o, Ar)z — (Ao, Aa)2* = 2(Ao, As)z* — (A1, A3)22) + O(2I7))
_ 2B
=T (14 Bi]z]* +2Re (o2 — 12 — 2002 — a32°2) 4+ O(|2]%))
where

R 1
Bo =2[Ao|* >0, Bof1= §| 12

aofo = (Ao, A1),  a1fo = (Ao, As), asfo = (Ao, A3), 3B =

Remark 10.3. Notice that

| |* =

C1]AP 1[4y, A1)[?
pr=-—=-, off ==
4 Ap|? 4 At

Therefore, we have by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality 81 > |ag|?. Furthermore, as by Lemma 10.1 we have
Ay € Span(Ap), the equality 81 = |ap|? holds for n = 3. However, for the sake of verifiability of the
proof, we shall only use this relation at the end of the computation.
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Therefore, we have

4
o2 — | 5|2 (14 Bi]z]> +2Re (02 — a1 2® — 2002 — a32°2) + O(|2]%)) . (10.5)

—

Now notice that for all A BeC”
N -\ |2 = e L =
’2Re(A+B)‘ —(A+A+B+B.A+A+B+B)
= 2|A1> +2|B? + (A, A) +
=2 (JAP +|B?) + 2Re (<A’, 1)+ (B, B)) +4Re ((4,5)

We also compute thanks to (10.4) and (10.6)

|B(2)]? = 2|i0|f + 2'@5 +4Re (<A_0, A’1>z—1z—2) +4Re ((ATO, A’2>zz—2) +4Re ((ATl, A’2>zz—1)
+4Re ((ATO, £3>z2z—2) +2Re (<£0,£3> + </Tl,£2>) +0(|2])
i4 (2|/TO|2 + 2|41 2)2[? + 4Re ((ATO, Az + (Ag, As)2® + (A, As)2* + (A1, Ay)2 z) +O(2 )
|— (14 451)2[* + 4Re (apz + a12® + aoz® + 2032°%) + O(|2[°)) + Bo
where

By = 2Re (<A’0,A’3> + <A’1,A’2>) — _6Re (<A’0,A’3>)

thanks to (10.4). Therefore, we compute

oD = |ﬁ0|4 (=2 —4B1|2)° — 2002 — 405 Z + 201 2° — da7 2° 4 8i Im (22" + 32°Z) + O(|2]%))
z|z
(10.7)
As
d
/ H3EE — on ey, (10.8)
dB(0,¢) z

where dj,; is the Kronecker symbol, we directly obtain

- 1 2
Im 4a|(1)|2 — _ 671/80 3 ﬂ-/820/81
8B(0,¢) € €

+ O(e).

Now, we will compute the singular residue for an admissible normal variation v = vii € & ‘%(E,R?’).

First assume that v € C*(X). We see that thanks to the previous section v must admit the following
development

v=u(pi) +7lz* + 2Re (Coz” + (2°F + G2 + (P2t + (12Z) + o(|2[*)
To simplify the different estimates, we see that it is equivalent to assume that v € C°(X), so that
v =v(p;) +7|2|* + 2Re (COZQ + G222+ G2+ 3+ §4z‘°’2) +O(|2°)
Now, we see that all functions |§|2, e?*, v have the following general development for some m € Z
122 (o + g |2]® + polz|* + Re (voz + 1127 + v22° + 132°Z + vz + 152°Z) + O(|2]%))

and K, two (but up to O(|z|®) order). Therefore, as the singular residue is a quadratic expression of
derivatives of these functions and by (10.8), we see that may assume that v = v3 = vy = v5 = 0 in all
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these developments. By abuse of notation all such coefficients appearing in computations will be taken
equal to 0 (a formal notation would be to write an equalities (mod Spanc (23,23, 24,74, 23%, 223)) instead
of the equality symbols, but we find it both heavy and unnecessary). With these new conventions, we
obtain

|ﬁi)4 (1 +4Re (a02) + 412> + O(|2]° ) + B2

22 _ 450
IRER

v=1v(p;) +7[z[* + 2Re (Goz* + (12°Z) + O(|2]).

|8 =

(1+2Re (a02) + Ai|=* + O(12]"))

Now we compute

|<f>|2v = |f—|04 (’U(pi) + 461v(ps)|z|? + 2 Re (2a0v(pi)z + G022 + 1227 + 2000602 + 2a0C02°Z + 86160 2% + 2a0C1232)

+0<|z|5>> 5

= |f_|04 (v(pi) + 4B1v(pi)|2|* + 2Re (2a0v(pi)z + Coz® + (2a0¢0 + (1) 2°2) + O(|2]%)) + B3

for some constant 83 € R. Therefore, we have
0% (I8%0) = |ﬁ|°6 (4v(p;) + 4B10(pi) 2% + 8Re (agu(pi)z) + O(|2]%))
= TR (U Bl + 2Re (002) 0(p) + O(J1%) = e o(0y) + O(1=P)
so that
Ay (18[20) = 4v(pi) + O(2P)

This implies that there exists some A; € C such that

0 (|<f)|21)) __ % (14 2B1]2]* + a0z + 200%) v(pi) + A12° + A7 + A32°Z + Ma2Z” + O(|2]°)) dz

R

This finally implies that

[, (18P0) 0 (1870) = - SER ) - P ) 106, (109)

1 2
dB(0,¢) € €

Here, we see that no constant term occurs. However, we will see that they do occur for other
contributions of the residue. Let v : D? — R such that

2 _ 4_6062u
|26
Then
—Au =K

g»

and we have
2u = log (1+ B1|2|* + 2Re (apz — a12® — 202" — 32°%) + O([2]*))
Therefore, first compute

o + B1Z — 3a12? — 8awz® — 3a32?z — a3z + O(J2|*)
14 B1]2]2 + 2Re (apz — @123 — 2022% — a323Z) + O(|2[?)

2 (0yu) =
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Then

B — 3asz® — 352" + O(|2]*)
14 612 + 2Re (apz — @123 — 2002 — a323%) + O(|2/?)

2 (82 u) =

|a0 — 30122 —dowz® — 3032°Z + iz + O(|z|4)|2
14 61]2]%2 + 2Re (apz — a123 — 2a22* — a323Z) + O(|2|?)
—ou —du _ 2
=e 2 (61 —6Re (a3z2) + O(|z|3)) —e 4 ’ao + B1Z — 3an 2% + O(|z|3)‘

Now we have
21,9 2,12 | =22 1 2.2 L9 2
Re (ap2)” = 1 (ag2? + 2|aol?|2)* + @°7%) = iRe (0g2%) + §|a0| |2
lag + B1Z — 3a122 + O(|2|*)]? = |ao|* + 2Re (Blaoz — 3a_0a122) + 62212 + O(]z?).

450
Furthermore, as —K, = e" 2 Au = 46_2)‘8§Eu, and e?* = ——¢?*, we have

ki

K, =2 Bl g (920)
g9 4ﬂ0 2z
6
= % (64“ (B1 — 6Re (a32”) + O(|2]*)) — e (Jao|* + 2Re (Brawz — 3apen 2°) + Biz|* + O(|2]?)) )
0

Now, we compute

e ™ = (1+2Re(apz) + 61|z|2)72 =1-2(2Re (aw2) + B1]z[*) +3- (2Re (a02))> 4+ O(|z*)
=14 2Re (—2a0z + 3a32%) + 2 (3|aw|* — B1) |2[* + O(|2|*)

e70" =1 -3 (2Re (a0z) + A1]2*) + 6 (2Re (a02))* + O(|z]*)
=1+42Re (—3a0z + 6052%) + 3 (4|ao]® — B1) |2|* + O(|2]*).

Therefore, we have

e (B1 —6Re (a32®) + O(|2z*)) = (1 4+ 2Re (—2a0z + 3az?) +2 (3ao|* — B1) |2|* + O(|2*))
x (B1 — 6Re (a32®) + O(|2]*))

= B1 + 281 Re (—2a0z + 30§2°%) + 281 (3|ag|”> — B1) 2> — 6Re (a32”) + O(|2]*)

= B1+2Re (—2B100z + 3 (Brag — a3) 2°) + 21 (Blaw|* — B1) [2I° + O(J2[*)

and

e~ 6u (|on|2 + 2Re (ﬂlaoz — 304_004122) + ﬂf|z|2 + O(|z|3)) = (1 + 2Re (730402 + 604322) +3 (4|a0|2 — ﬂl) |z|2)

x (laol® + 2Re (Braoz — 3agaiz?) + Bi|z%) + O(|z[°)

= |ao|* + 2Re (Brapz — 3apasz?) + B7|z* — 1258 Re (a0z)” + 2Re (=3Jao|* oz + 6lan|*af2?)

+ 3laol? (4]aol? = B1) [2]* + O(|2])

= |ao|* +2Re ((81 — 3lao[*) a0z + 3 ((2]anl* — B1) af — anan) 2%) + (87 — 6ao|*B1 + 3laol® (4]aol® — B1)) |2
+0(|z%)

= |ag|* + 2Re ((B1 — 3|aol?) aoz + 3 ((2lao|* — B1) af — @) 22) + (87 + 12]anl* — 9]ao[*B1) |2 + O(|2%).
Finally, we get as

=281 = (81 = 3laol*) =3 (|aof* — 1)

(Brag — a3) — ((2lao]® = B1) of — qoen) =2 (B1 — | |?) af + Ao — a3

261 (3lao|® — B1) — (BT + 12[ao|* — 9 aw|*B1) = 15|ag|*B1 — 12]eo|* — 387 = 3 (5|awo|*Br — 4lao|* — B7)
(10.10)
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the expansion

6
9= il (ﬁ1 — ao* + 6 Re ( (Jew|® = B1) awz + (2 (Br — |ow|?) af + @y — a3) 22)
260

13 (5laofB1 — dlaol* — B2) |2 + 0<|z|3>).

Now, recall that

|§|2v |f|04 ( (pi) + 4ﬂlv(pz)|z| + 2Re (20401)(1)1)2 + G2 + (2a0Co + G1) 2 z) + O(]7] )) + B3

|ﬂ(|)4 ((1+4B1]21* + 4Re (a02)) v(pi) + 2 Re (¢oz2) + O(|2[)) .

Therefore, we have as 16 Re (ap2)” = 8|ag|?|2|* + 8 Re (a32?)

B[4? = ﬁ; ((1+851|z|2+16Re (a02) + 8 Re (aoz)) v2(p;) + 4Re (Cov(pi)22)+0(|z|3))

|ﬁ|08 ((1+8 (81 + laol*) [21> + 8 Re (ap2)) v*(pi) + 4Re ((Gov(pi) + 2050 (pi)) 2°) + O(|2[*))

|Bi)s (148 (81 + |aw|?) |2 + 8Re (a2)) v*(ps) + 2Re ((32°) + O(2]*)) ,

where
C3 =2 (Cov(pi) + 2050° (pi)) -

This implies that

o (I8*0?) = - 250 (148 (B + aol?) |2[ + 8 Re (002)) v2(p1) + 4Re (522) + O(J2[)) d

bo ((8 (31 + |a0|2) |z|* + 4aoz) v (p;) + 432 + O(|z|3)) dz

z|z[®
) _
z|§|0 ((146 (81 + |aol?) |22 + Bapz + 4ag 2) 0% (p) + (322 + 25372 + O(|2)) d=

Therefore, we have for some A; € C

K, (|<f>|402) - jf?; ((B1 — aol?) + 3 (50281 — 4lao|* — B2) 212 + 6Re ((ao|? — B1) a0z) + Re (C12%))

% (146 (81 + |aol?) 2> + 3aoz + a5 2) v* (ps) + (32 + 2332° + O(|2*)) d=

_ 2|ﬁ| ({ (B~ laol®) +6 (81 — laol®) (81 + laol®) [2* + 3 (Jao|* ~ $1) a0z - 4857 + 3 (Jao[* — 1) Bz 302

+ 3 (5|Oéo|2ﬂ1 — 4|040|4 — ﬂ%) |Z|2}’U2(pi) + )\12’ + AQE‘F A32’2 + A422 + O(|Z|3)>d2’

5 _
— z|f(|)2 < (81— |aol?) v*(pi) + 3 (B — |oeo|2)2 2202 (ps) + M1z + X% + Asz® 4+ MZ° + O(|Z|3)>d’z
as

2
6 (87 — laol!) + 21|aol* (|aol* — B1) + 3 (5laol*B1 — 4laol* — 57) = 367 + 3lao|* — 6lacl*B1 = 3 (61 — |aol)”.

for some A; € C. Therefore, we have

Im

K, (|<13|%)a(|<13|2@):4”50 (512 [90) 25,) + 120 (81 — Ja0l2)? 2(ps) + O(e).
8B(0,¢) €
(10.11)
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We find the appearance of the square remarkable. Now, recall that

8(|<f)|21)) = z|§|0 (14 2B1]21* + a0z + 200%) v(pi) + A12° + A2 + A32°Z + M2Z” + O(|2]°)) dz
This implies that

=2 V|2 _ 480 2 20,12 20,12 2,
al|®*v])| = 20 (1+4B112% + |aol?|2]* + 4]aol?[2]* + 2 Re (apz) + 4 Re (02)) v*(pi)

+ Re (p12% + p222) + Balz|* + O(|z|5)>

|z|ﬂ0 ( (1 + (4B1 + 5|ay| ) |z|2 + 6Re (aoz)) vQ(pi) + Re (,u122 + ;LQZQE) + B4|z|4 + O(|z|5))
and as
4
2= % (14 Bi]2]* +2Re (apz — a12® — 2002 — a32%2) + O(|2]%))

we also have

1+ B1lz|* + 2Re (apz — a12® — 202" — 32°Z) + O(|2]°)) '

(
— (1 Bilz|> — 2Re (apz — a1z — 202" — 32°Z) + BF|2|> + 4 Re (apz)?
e (apz)Re (a12”) — 8Re (a02)® =3+ (2Re (apz))? - B1l2]? + 16 Re (apz)" + O(|z|5)>

2|a |2 — ﬂl) |z |2 (6|0¢0|4 + ﬂf) |z|4 4+ 2Re ( — ooz + 04322 + (oq - 2043) 23

- 3|a0|2a0222 +2 (az — apar + o) 2* + (—2apa1 + (4)aol* — 381) o) 232) + O(|z|5)>
_ e

46

Finally, we have

(1 + (2lao* = B1) |21* + 2Re (—aoz + agz” — 3lao|*ap2’Z) + Bs| 2|t + O(|z|5)) (10.12)

. 2
o (18P0)] = f;z ((1+ (361 + aol?) [2[?) v*(pi) + Re (4h2* + s %)) + fis + O(2])

and
- 2 - 2 Y
—8‘d(|<1)|2v) :748‘8(|<I)|2v)‘ = Yo (24 (381 + laof?) 127) 2 () + Re (1422 + 1h=*2) + O(1=I7)).
g g zlz|*
Therefore,
= 2 2
Im —a}d (|<I>|%) _ ﬂfozﬂ(pi) | 8mho (3B12+ |l )’1)2(]%') +0(e). (10.13)
dB(0,e) g € €

Finally, we have

/63(0 5 (Ag (|‘f)|20) + 2Kg|(f)|2v) *d (|q_5|21)) — %*d‘d (|(f)|2v) 2

g

—tw [ 2 (a5 (180) +2K,|820) 0 (|820) — 0 ‘d (1820) E

:2(_%1,2(%) 327 Pof X (p )) +2<47T50 (81 = lewol)

gt g2 g2

v (pi) + 127 (B1 — Iaol2)202(m)>
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16;&) (1) + 8B (3i12+ jaol®) v2(p;) + O(e)
- —‘16;1ﬁ—0v2(17i)_ 327750@ w2 (pi) + 24780 (87 — o [2)” v (pi) + O(c).

Finally, thanks to Lemma 10.1 and Remark 10.3, if n = 3 (recall that n is the ambient dimension if the
immersed minimal surface ®) we have 31 = |ap|?, so

L (3 580) s 2060880) () - a5

Furthermore, notice that replacing |ag|? = £; we find by (10.10)

? = _16_776%2(]%)

g et

327Tﬁ0ﬁ1 2
52

(pi) + O(e).

121°
200
+ 3 (5|O¢0|261 — 4|C¥0|4 — B%) |25|2 + O(|Z|3)>
_lR°
© 26

We have proved the following result.

-K, = <B - |040|2 + 6Re ( (|0¢0|2 — ﬂl) apz + (2 (ﬂl - |o¢0|2) a% + @po — ag) 22)

<6 Re ((@ai1 — as) 2?) + O(IZIB))

Proposition 10.4. Let ¥ \ {p1, -+ ,pn} — R3 be a complete minimal surface with finite total
curvature and assume that p; (1 <1i < n)is an end of multiplicity 2. If U; C ¥ is an open subset such
that p; € U; and such that there exists a complex chart ¢ : U — C such that p(U;) = D?> C C and
©(pi) = 0. Then there exists a3 > 0 and o3 > 0 (independent of ¢ : U; — C such that o(U;) = D* and
©(pi) = 0) such that for all 0 < e <1 and for all v € W22(Z) N C*(X)

m [ 2 (Ag (|<f>|2@) +2Kg|<f)|21;)8(|<f)|2@) ,a‘d(@zv)’z B 16;Tozo (1+ 022%) (py) + O(2)
(10.14)

We write these coefficients oz (Uy, pj).

Proof. The independence on the chart is clear as change of charts are rotations D? — D? under which
the expression in (10.14) is unchanged as the ag, a1, @z are norms of coefficients scalar products of ® in
the expressed chart, so they are rotationally invariant. O

Remark 10.5. Notice that these “residues” are not independent of U.

We will now state most the following theorems for spheres for simplicity.

Theorem 10.6. Let 3 be a closed Riemann surface d:% \{p1, -+ ,pn} — R3 be a complete minimal
surface with finite total curvature and zero flux and T DIt R3 be a compact branched Willmore surface
such that U = 10®. Assume that the ends Pl Pm ofq) are flat (where 0 < m < n is a fized integer) and
that P41, Pm < ma < n have multiplicity 2, and fiz a covering Uy,--- Uy, C X of {p1,--+ ,pn} C 2.
Then we have for all v € W22(X) N C4(X) and for all normal variation U = vitg € &3(X,R?)

oy ] ?
D?*W (¥)(, 7) = lim (5 /EE (Agu—2K, u) dvol, 787rZ—v (pi) — 167 Z 1+a125) 2(1%‘))

e—0 — e}
— P2 2 2(1T ms
where u = |®|*v and of ;, = oz (Uj, p;)-

We can improve Theorem 8.1 by showing that the diagonal coefficient of the universal matrix vanishes
for ends of multiplicity 2.
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Theorem 10.7. Let S be a closed Riemann surface, ® : & \{p1, -+ ,pn} — R3 be a complete minimal
surface with finite total curvature and zero flux and U:Y = R bea compact branched Willmore
surface such that U = 10 and assume that the ends of ® have multiplicity at most 2. Then there
a universal symmetric matriz A = A(T) = {Aijti<ij<pn with zero diagonal entries such that for all

v e W22(2) N C*X) and normal (admissible) variations ¥ = vitg € &z(X,R3)
1 . 2
Qgv) = 5/E (Xg (|(I)|2UO)) dvoly + 4w Z i jv(pi)v(ps)

1<ij<n

=Qg(vo) +4m Z Aiju(pi)o(p;),

1<i,j<n
for some vog € W22(X) such that v(p;) = 0 for all 1 < j <n. In particular, we have

. 1.~ 1
Indw (¥) <n—1=—W(¥) - — /E Kgdvoly + x(X)

and if T : ¥ — R3 is assumed to have no branched points, then

- 1 -
Indw (V) < —W(¥) — 1.
ndw (¥) < - W(D)

Proof. We have already treated the case of embedded ends. Furthermore, as the expansion is universal
(i.e. independent of the multiplicity, see the proof of Theorem 5.4), we only need to compute

Qs(u;) = 1 / (Agué — 2Kgué)2dvolg = 1 / u; 0, (Zgué) — (8,,14) Zguédffl
2 Js. 2 JoB(o,e)
_1 / wdy (L) — (Byu) Lyuid A (10.15)
2 JaB(0,e)

as ul = d,ul = 0 on OB.(p;) for j # i and Llui = 0. Let v! € C(X.) such that uf = |®[2vi. Then
we have

Agul = 4v + 2e” PV |B2 - Vi 4 D240 (10.16)
Furthermore, as we know that Q.(ul) is only a function of €,ap = ap 4,1 = @14, a0 = az; and v(p;),
we can (by an abuse of notation) replace all terms d,v by 0 and v by v(p;). Furthermore, as

vl =wv, and vl =0,0 on IB(0,¢).

Furthermore, observe that for all smooth function f : B(0,e) — R, we

auf:Vf(x)-%:é—|(8zlf-x1+5z2f-$2)
7L _ — (z —%). 5
= 30 ((z+z)(8+3)+—i i (8 8)>f
~ (e 0470) = ke (-0.1).

Now, recall that the volume form on 9B(0,¢) is

.Tldl‘g — .ngl‘l 1 _ o . 1 _ 1 _
(10.17)
Finally, we deduce that for all f,g € C>(B(0,¢))
2 z dz
gO,f =Im g—Re (z-0.f) —dz=2Im gRe (z-0.f) —.
8B(0,¢) 8B(0,¢) |2| |2| 8B(0,¢) z
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Therefore, we have
Agul = 4v(pi) + 2 AV|B? - Vol + DA vl (10.18)

By the preceding remarks, we have

) 1 R ) o )
Q- (ul) = 50(p:) / (B20, (Zyut) — (0,18]2) Zutdsn"
9B(0,¢e)
= v(p;) Im {|<I_5|2Re (z-0. (Lul)) — Re (z . 8Z|<i5|2) fgué} % (10.19)

9B(0,¢e)

Now, define w! = Z,u’. Then one checks directly by the expansion (10.18) that

/ B |wé|2dvolg0 <C
E\Bs(pi)

for some constant C' > 0 independent of € as w’ = 4v(p;)+O(]z]) in a conformal annulus around 9 B. (p;).
In particular, as ¢ — 0 we have w; 0 w} for some wf) € L?(%,dvoly,). Furthermore, wj satisfies in
E—

the distributional sense
Lywy =0, in Z'(S\{p1,--+ ,pn}).
Now, let a : ¥ — R be a conformal parameter such that
g=¢"go
for some constant Gauss curvature metric go of unit volume on 3. Then we have
Ly =€ (Ag, — 26 Ky) = e >* (Ag, + V)

where V = —2e2°K| is a real-analytic Schrodinger potential (by the Weierstrass parametrisation for
example). In particular, we have in the distributional sense

Agowé + Vw6 =0, in @/(E \ {pla T apn})'

As wi € L*(%, go) and V € L*®(X), we have Ay w! € L*(X, go). By an immediate bootstrap argument
we obtain

wh € C2().

Furthermore, by direct elliptic estimate thanks to Theorem, for almost all ¢y > 0 small enough and
0 < e < gg, we have

/ (w2)2 dvoly, < C
Seo

and fgwé = 0 implies that for all K C ¥, there exists C}, < oo such that
/K |VEw! [2dvoly, < Cy,

so wt = wh in CF (S \ {p1, - ,pn}). In particular, as wi € C°°(¥), this implies that w! admits a

Taylor expansion in the annulus (for some ey fixed and small enough) B, (p;) \ Be(p;) of the form (the
first term is given by (10.16))

wh = 4v(p;) + v0|2|? +71l2|* + 2 Re (Coz + G224+ G222+ G322 + Gzt + C5232) +0(|z]%).

so that no singular power Re (Az™Zz") for some n < 0 or m < 0 occurs (these coefficients depend a priori
on € but converge when ¢ — 0 so they are not singular in € > 0 small enough). Now recall that

_

Ky = B (6o (@0 — as) ) + 012
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4
e? = | B|g (1 + B1)z|* 4+ 2Re (apz) + O(J2|? )

This implies that

—2¢** K, = 24 Re ((@pa1 — a3) 2%) + O(|2]*)
—2e* K, =4 (24Re ((@oo1 — as) v(pi)z?)) + O(|2]?)

Furthermore, a direct computation shows that
Awl = 407wk =4 (0 + 4m 2> + 2Re (G2 + 3¢52°) + O(|2]*))
Therefore
0= e Zw! = Aw! — 2e** K w! =4 (yo + 47(2|* + 2Re (G2 + 3 (8 (@0 — az) v(pi)) + G5) 2°) + O(|2).
Therefore, we have
Yo =7 =G =0,

and (5 is a function of a; and v(p;), but this latter fact is of no importance. In particular, we deduce
that w} reduces to

wt = 4v(p;) + 2Re (oz + (12”7 + (32° + Gz + 2%2) + O(|2]°).
Now, we have

[wi? = 16v°(p;) + 16v(p;) Re (Coz + (127 + (32° + (2" + (527%)
+2|¢o[2)? + 2|G 2 |2]* + 2Re (GF22 + C0Ci2® + (0G12%Z + (Gl + (F) 2* + (0(32°2) + O(|2)°)
= 160%(p;) + 2|Co|?|2> + 2/¢1P[2|* + 2Re (8v(ps)Coz + p12® + (0C12°Z + p3z® + paz + ps2°z) + O(|2)%),

for some unimportant p; € C. By (10.5), we have

ax _ 460

= (14 Bilz]> +2Re (02 — 12 — 2002 — a32°2) 4+ O(|2]%)) . (10.20)

Therefore, we have for some v; € C

45 _
wil?e* = ||2 16v*(p) + 16810% (pi)|2[* + 2[Col*|2|* + 2|¢1[?[2]* + 2ICo[*B12]* + 16 Re (@ Co)v(pi) |2

+2Re (a0 Co¢1) |2|* + Re (voz + 112° + 102°Z + v32° + g2 + 152°2) + O(|z|5)>

ﬁg (16 (pi) + (16810 (pi) + 2|Co|* + 16 Re (@0Co) v(ps)) |2 + (2|11 + 2/¢ol*B1 + 2Re (a0 Co1)) |2

+ Re (V()Z 4122+ 192% 2+ 132 gt + 1/5,232) + O(|z|5))

Now, we know that
1 ) 1 )

—/ B (Xgu;)deolg = —/ _ lwt [2dvol, =

2 Jo\B.(pi) 2 Jo\B.(p)

Otherwise, as u. and u? (for all j # i) are independent of ¢ > 0, we would obtain in the limit an infinite
quantity, although Qg (v) is finite, a contradiction. Now, we have by polar coordinates

167Tﬁ0 2
4

A(pi) + 2200 5

03 (p;) + O(1).  (10.21)

1 . 1 .
5/ jwt Pavol, = 5 [ w22 |dz?
2 JB(0)\B(0.2) 2 JB(0,)\B(0,¢)
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=t 1 (16”:5@ ) | 16002(p0) + 20GF + 16Re (m6o)(p) , 2P + 26l + 2Re (TG

s, (4Uzgpi) L 8810% (i) + [Gol? —16-216Re (@06 VP) | (o112 1 21¢o[2B, + 2 Re (acCoct)) log (%)) +o()
_ 16;5%2 ) + 327;7/20/31 o) 1 TP (Il +8;e (@60)v(pi))

+ (217 + 2/¢[*B1 + 2Re (@60¢1)) log <§> +0(1)

_ 16;5%2(@) + 3217@)&“2(“) +o(1) (10.22)

where the last equality comes from (10.21). Therefore, (10.22) gives the two equalities

{ |0 4+ 8 Re (apCo) v(p;) =0 (10.23)

2/C1]? + 210?81 + 2 Re (@loC1) = 0.
Now, by Cauchy’s inequality, and as |ag|? = $1 we have
[2Re (@6C0¢1) | < 161l + leol*[Gol” = [Gif? + [6o[* 1.
This implies that
0 =2|¢1]* 4 2|¢o]*B1 + 2Re (@o¢1) > 2|¢1[* 4 2|¢ol*Br — [2Re (@0CoC1)| > 1G1I7 + Bil¢ol?

so (o = 0 and ¢; = 0 if B; # 0. However, if 31 = 0, then ag (as 81 = |ag|? and the first equation of
(10.23) becomes

0= [¢o|? + 8Re (@nCo) v(p:) = [¢o|?

so (p = 0 in all cases.

Therefore, we have (o = (1 = 0 and w’ reduces to

wz =4v(p;) + 2Re (ng?’ + Cazt + §5z32) + O(|z|5) (10.24)
Finally, (10.22) becomes
1 2 403 (p;) . 8B1v* (i) 16780 , 327BoB1 o
™ lwz|“dvoly = 47y o+ 5 +0(Q1) = ——v*(pi)) + —5 —v°(pi) + O(1)
2 S\B. (p:) € € € €

as expected. Now, as the factors in Re (2%), Re (z?) and Re (23Z) do not contributes to the renormalised
energy in (10.19), we deduce by (10.24) that

_ . . . N d

Q- (uz) = v(p;) Im {|<I>|2Re (z- 0. (Lyul)) — Re (z . 62|<I>|2) fgué} e

0B(0,e) <

Loy d
= 40%(p;) Im ~Re (z : az|<1>|2) = (10.25)
8B(0,¢) z

Now, recall that by (10.7)
Bo

z|z|t

oD = (=2 —4B1|2|° — 2002 — 480 Z + 201 2° — 47 2° 4 8i Im (anz” + a32°Z) + O(|2]%)) .

Therefore, we have (notice that the purely imaginary term cancels)

—Re (z . 8Z|<I_5|2) _ b (24 4B1]2]* + 2Re (3apz — a12%) + O(|2]%)) .

Els
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Therefore, we directly obtain

-0\ d 4 8
Im ~Re (z : az|<1>|2) &= ”fo + ”ﬁgﬁl +0(e) (10.26)
dB(0,¢) z € €
and finally by (10.25) and (10.26)
i 1673 327 Bo B
Qe(ul) = — 0% (pi) + 5 (p) + O(e),
so that no constant term occurs. O

Remark 10.8. Notice that the absence of diagonal entries is a consequence (and is equivalent) that the
minimal surface ® : £\ {p1,- -+ ,pn} — R3 has zero flux.

11 Appendix

11.1 Estimates for some weighted elliptic operators

We fix an integer m > 2. Let w : R — R4 a measurable function and for all k € Nand 1 < p < oo
define the weighted Sobolev space

WkEP(R™) = LP(R™) N {u ullyre < oo}

where

T =

k
fulhso = | [ razm + 3 [ [wupart-agn
R™ =0 RrR™

By the classical Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have a continuous injection WP (R™) « Wk»(R™).

Lemma 11.1. Let § > 0 be a fized real number. For all u € W22(R™ \ Bs(0)) such that either u = 0
or O,u =0 on 9Bs(0), for all 1 < a < co we

2

2

Vu

||

Au

|SC|O‘71

u

<2« |:C|T+1

L2(R™) L2(R™) L2(R™) L2(R™)

provided the integrals on the right-hand side of (11.1) be finite. In particular, if w : R™ — R is such that
w(x) = |2|~1, we have a continuous injection

W22(R™) N L2 (R™) — W22(R™). (11.2)

Proof. We first assume u € W22 N C®(R™ \ Bs(0)) such that either v = 0 or d,u = 0 on d,u = 0 on
0Bs5(0) (so that ud,u =0 on 0B;(0)). Then we have

div(uVulz|72) = |Vu|?|z] 2% + uAulz| 2% — 20u(Vu - z)|z| "2+ (11.3)

Therefore, fixing 0 < 61,0 <1, 1 < p < oo, we have by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and as v d,u = 0 on

9B5(0)
2 . A
/ |V1;| dr = 204/ uzuizl)dx—/ v Qde
Rm\B,(0) |T** Rm\Bs0) |22t Rm\B,(0) |T]%“

1

1 1
u? : |Vul? :
< 2 / —————dx / ———————dx
( Rm\B;(0) |z[2@a+1)6: ) ®m\Bs(0) |2|2(2a+1)(1—61)
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u? : (Au)? :
+ / 5 o |z]4o0 dx / — (-6 %@
R™\Bs(0) | R™\ B (0) ||

As we want to recover the same exponent for |z| in the denominator of u? (and |Vu|?) on both sides, we
choose 6; such that

Ca+1)(1-61) =«

i.e.

- a+1
Y9011

and 6> such that
20[92 = (2a + 1)91

SO

for all @ > 1. Finally, we get if

9 3 2
X = / @daz , a=2«x / %dz ,
R7\B;(0) T[> rm\Bj (0) 2%
2 % A 2 %
R7\B(0) |22 Rm\Bj (0) |72

=

X?<aX +b
Therefore,
1
X < 3 (a—|— a2—|—4b) §a+\/5,

or

Vu U 2 Au |2

Tolo S 2a a+1 + a+1 a—1 :

|| L2(R™\B5(0)) || L2(R™\B;(0)) || L2(R™\B;(0)) || L2(R™\Bs(0))

Notice that this inequality cannot be improved by scaling argument because of the singular weights. The
general inequality for v € W%2?(R? \ Bs(0)) such that either u = 0 or d,u = 0 on dB;(0) follows by
standard regularisation. This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 11.2. Let § > 0 be a fized real number, and define for all for all m > 1 the second order elliptic
differential operator

x (m +1)?
CEANE

L =A—-2(m+1)

Let u € W22(R?\ Bs(0)) be such that u = d,u = 0 on 0Bs(0) and assume that Z,u € L*(R?). Then
we have the identities for all m > 1 the identity

x

2
/ (L)’ dx:/ <Auz(m+1)—2-vu+(m+1)2i2> da (11.4)
R2\B;(0) R2\B;(0) |z] ||

2 2
u T u
= Au+ (m+1 m—l—) d$+4m+1)m—1)/ (—-Vu——) dz.
/]RZ\E(;(O) ( ( ) ) z[? ( ( R2\B5(0) |z[? ||
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In particular, we have for m =1

4 \2
/ (L) do = / (Au - 4% -Vu + —2u) dx = / (Au)? dx.
B2\, (0) R2\B,(0) || || B2\, (0)

Furthermore, if m > 1, then

: = - AU 2 e\ (o)) + < [RZ -
2 [l 2@2\B, 0y ~ (M +1)(m—1) YllLz @2\ Bs (0) (m—+1)(m—1) mUll12®2\Bs(0)) -
If m > 3,
Vu-z 1 1
H 21?2 @a\Bs(0)) = 30m+ 1) A 2(m+1) 1Ll 2o\ Bs o))

while for 1 <m <3

1 1

Vu-x
5 <— 0 ||Au N _
H L2(&2\Bs(0)) (M +1)(m—1) Atz e\ By o)) (m+1)(m — 1) 1L 2 22\ 5 (0

||

Proof. Step 1: Equalities. Observe that for all z € R? \ {0}, we have

1 _ 40
|:C|2a - |1.|2a+2

and assuming that u € W22nNC>(R?\ Bs(0)) without loss of generality, we have as Au? = 2u Au+2|Vul|?

2 1 1 Au? A 2
/ 7ga+2dx:/ u2—2A—2adx:/ 72u2ad$:/ gau vl u;'j:l dx
B2\, (0) |7 R2\B,(0) 4a? || R2\TB,(0) 40?|7] R2\B,y(0) 20°|7|

Furthermore, recall that by (11.3)

A 2 .
/ sourvel +2|Vu| dr = / 2q 0 1) (V2u+2:c) dz.
R2\B;(0) || R2\B;(0) ||

Therefore, we find

2 1 . 1 2
/ ’;La-‘,-Q dZE == / . (V;La-‘,-z)) dZE S - / Za+2 dZL'
R2\B;(0) || @ Jr2\B;(0) || a \ Jr2\B;(0) |z]

which implies that

1
2

Vu-z)? \°
[ S,
R2\Bj(0) |z]

1

L2(R2\B,(0))

Vu-zx
=1

u

11.5
x|+t (11.5)

L2(R2\B;(0)) .

Now, if a = 1, we find equivalently

/ U—de— / Vs g (Vu-x)dx
R2\ B (0) || R2\B5(0) |z[*

e
B:\B,(0) [21* \[2[* [z]

Now, compute for all u € C°(R?)
u 1 1 1 1 €T 4
Al — ]| =—A 2V — ) -V Al —]|=—|A—-—4— . V+ — .
<|w|2) T <|x|2> u (W) EE ( EEA |:c|2) !
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We also have

%y (Ta“) - (ﬁ - |2i|) Onvu
(L) s v R L
2, (o) = (~p + ) o = Tt o

Therefore, we find

8 2 2
A (ﬂa u> = <% + M) Ot 1 |28x1 (02 u+ 02 u) + Wail

|27 ||t ||®
1 92 331352 2
- (| Aot el RS )
2 1 92 331952 2
= [0 = (| T 5“)
and by symmetry this implies that

Al-Z . Vu) =2 VA A gy, 4 2 292 T3 gy

B 7)< VA g (e ot i

T 2 T ¢ T
=— VAu+—Au—4(—) - Vu - (= |.
FEAR R <|w|2) ! <|w|2)

Therefore, we deduce that
4m+1) z\' _, x
A (L) = A2 —2(m+1)W.VAu—WAu+8(m+1) P V2 - EE

L (m+1)* (Au— B Vu+|4|2)

|z|?
12 -4 1 K
=A*-2(m+1)— VAu+(m+ i 2(m+ )A +8(m+1)< z2> .v2u.<i2>
le || || ||
4(m +1)?
—4 12i. N T
ot D Vet T

Now, we have

T 1 2 T
v ey == . Vu,
EE (W“) EERREFTAA

T 1 202 2r179 T
210, (_.w) x1{<__1) Dpu— 21225 b 2 G,
S Jzf? lz2 fzft) lz|* 7 ol '

and

o (—x% +x%)a B Qz%xga (92 xlscg 9
N | PO T e
z zs (23 — 23) 22103 3 ALYy
a0 (i V) = o= G0 e P8

t
T T T ZT
. v ( . vu) B v + ( ) . V2u . ( ) ’
ERANEE o P P
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which implies that

t

x x x x x

—5 - V(Znu) = —5 - VAu—2(m +1) <—2> Viu- <—2> +{(m+1)2+2(m+1)}—4~Vu

|| ER || E |2

2(m +1)2
e

Therefore,

. m+1)2
L L = (A +2(m+ 1)| 7 V+ %) (L)

m/P/ e
W s 17 () Ve () + gm0 17} v

4(m+1)3 dm+1)7
|| *
1)? 1)*
+7(m+ )Au—2(m+13$ .Vu—i-i(m—i_ )u
|z[? |z[? |z[*
2(m+1)(m —1) z \' x (m+1)2(m — 1)?
= A2 Au —4 Dim—-1)(— | -Viu- | —5
M D=\ ) V) T e
and we indeed recover .£*.#; = A?. We deduce that for all u € W22 N C>(R? \ Bs(0)) such that
u = d,u =0 on 0B;(0),

2 2
/ <Au —2(m+ l)i2 -Vu+ Mu) dx = / (Lnu)’ dx
R2\B,(0) || || R2\B;(0)

u z x
= uA*u 4 2(m 4+ 1)(m — 1) —= Au — 4(m + 1)(m — 1)u (—) -VQU-(—)
Lo ( e P P

L (mt1)20m 1)

op u2>dgg + /BB " (w0, (L) — 0y (Lmu)) d"
5

= /R2\§6(0) ((Au)2 +2(m+1)(m — 1)Au# + (m+1)*(m —1)? w )dx
—4(m+1)(m — 1)/RZ\§5(O)U (#)t.v%. (#) da
:/W\EJ(O) (Au—i—(m—i—l)( —1 |2) dm—4(m+1)(m—1)/RQ\§5(o)u (i)t-v% ( ’ )d:z:

|z[? |z[?
(11.6)
Now, observe that by (4.48)
z \* x
ul—) -Vu- <—> dzr
/]1@2\55(0) <|$|2> |2
1 xr1 x X2 X1 x2
= —u | —=0z, (Op,u) + —5 01, (amlu)) + = (—azl (Oz,u) + —5 0y (amlu)) dx
/]R?\Eg(o) |z[? (|SC|2 |z[? 22\ [=|? |z[?
1 X o x
= —u——V(0pu) + —su—> -V ((’)Izu)) dx
/]R2\§5(0) (|SC|2 |z[? |z[? |96|2

T

= —/ (—2 (—2 Vu) Oy U+ 5 (i? -Vu) &Czu) dz —|—/ -Vudz
R2\Bs(0) || || | | x| R2\ B (0) |$|
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xr1 x2 1
— —— 10y (Og ) + —5u 0, (Oz,u ) At
/wm (|z|3 ( FERSR

2
:f/ (V“—f> dz+/ u——  Vudr <0 (11.7)
R2\Bs(0) |z] R2\B;(0) |z]

where we used
ofm ) = _ L (= 2% 2ma3) oz
o S o o N O L P ||t

The last inequality come from the following observations (see the computations before (11.5) for an
alternative derivation)

1
[t vuae= | LQdiV(iQu)dx/ (<i4.vu>u+v(_2>.i2uz)dz
R2\B5(0) || R2\ B (0) || |z] R2\B;(0) |z] || ||

2
:—/ u%-Vudm+2/ u—4dx,
R2\ B (0) || R2\Bs(0) |z]

so that

u? x
_ Tgpdr= _ Ut - Vudz, (11.8)
B2\ B, (0) |7 R2\Bs(0) |T|

Therefore, thanks to (11.8), we rewrite (11.7) as
C\ 2 Lo\ 2 . 2
/ <VU—2$> dz—/ u%~Vudx:/ <VU—2$> 2<VU—2:E>L2+U—4 dz
R2\B,(0) \ |7 R2\B,(0) 7] R2\ B, (0) || || |z[2 |z

2
X u
= —-Vu—> da. (11.9)
/Rz@é@ <|x|2 o

Finally, we deduce by (11.6), (11.7) and (11.9) that

2 2
/ (L)’ dx:/ <Au2(m+1)%~Vu+Mu) da (11.10)
R2\B;(0) R2\B;(0) |z] ||

2 2
u x u
= Au+ (m+1 m—l—) d$+4m+1)m—1)/ (—-Vu——) dz.
N e N A

Step 2: Inequalities. Now we have thanks to (11.8)

1)2 2 ) 2
72(m+1)i ~Vu+wu dx = 4(m+1)2 Vu z dx
— 2 2 — 2
R2\B;(0) || || R2\Bs(0) |z

2 .
+/ (m+1)4u—4dx—4(m+1)3/ “(L“f)dx
R2\ B (0) |z] R2\B5(0) ||
Ry 2
:4(m+1)2/ (vuif)der((anl)‘l—éL(maLl)g)/ L dw (11.11)
R2\B;(0) |z] R2\ B (0) ||

2 2

u

> ((m+1)*+4(m+1)* —4(m+1)*) / dx

R2\ B (0) | |*

da = (m +1)*(m — 1)2/

R2\B4(0) ||*
so for m > 1, we find

1 1

u
< = 1Ayl By T T
LZ(RZ\EJ(O)) (m + 1)(m — 1) L2(R2\B5(0)) (m + 1)(77’), — 1)

||

1Zm 2By 0 -

Therefore, if m > 3, we have (m + 1)* —4(m +1)3 = (m + 1)3(m — 3) > 0, so (11.11) implies that

)2 1 1% \*
e ey (_2<m+ DL Vurt M) da
R2\By(0) 7] 4(m +1)? Jp2\B,(0) |z| |z|
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1

T Am+ 1) /R (= A)u)”da

which implies by the triangle inequality that

1 1

Vu-x
H— ||AUHL2(R2\§5(O)) + 2(m + 1) ||fmu|\L2(R2\§a(0)) :

|[?

L2®\Bs0)  2(m+1)

If 1 <m < 3, then (m + 1)* —4(m + 1)3 <0, so we have by (11.5) and (11.5)

2

Ry
[ m-mwrar=amry [ S -y [
R2\B4(0) R2\B;(0) |z] R2\B;(0) ||
2 4 3 (Vu - x)?
>((m+1)°+ (m+1)*—4(m+ 1)) ———dx
R2\B;s(0) ||
)2
= (m+1)*(m — 1)2/ (vuif)dx,
r\Bs0) |7l
so that
Vu-zx 1 1
19 <——||A 2 (P2 T o~ o~ gm 2 (M2 -
H || L2(®2) = (m+1)(m—1) [ UHL (R2) + m+1)m=1) I u||L (R?)
This completes the proof of the theorem. [l

11.2 Admissible variations for branched Willmore surfaces

Recall ([23]) that for a branched Willmore surface ¥ : ¥ — R3 we defined the index as the maximal
dimension of the space of normal variations @ = vii where v € W22 N WH>(X) satisfying the additional
conditions

|ddly € LX(X), A;T € L*(3, dvoly). (11.12)

such that D2W (®)(7, %) < 0. First, the condition |dv|, € L*°(X) is really necessary to define the weakest
notion of index (for continuous paths, see Lemma 3.11 [23]), and we want to show here that the second
condition A,7 € L?(%, dvol,) cannot be relaxed in general. If p € ¥ is a branch point of T of multiplicity
0o > 2, taking a complex chart z : U C ¥ — C such that z(p) = 0, there exists o > 0 such that

- (6]
e =2|0.9° = 222 (1+0(2]),

and A,7 € L?(X, dvoly) is equivalent to

Av
T € L*(D?). (11.13)

Notice that this implies if v is smooth that v must have the following Taylor expansion (for some ¢ € C)
v=uv(p) + Re (¢z%) + O(|z|T) (11.14)

If L? is replaced by L in (11.13) we obtain the same expansion (see [26]), with a O(|z|?°t! log? |z|) error
term instead. We will check that restriction to the case of smooth variations for the simplest example of
plane with multiplicity m > 1, the expansion (11.14) is the largest space for which the second derivative
makes sense. Indeed, thanks to the pointwise conformal invariance of the Willmore energy, and recalling
that for all branched immersions ¥ : ¥ — R3 which is the inversion of a complete minimal surface
d:x \ {p1, -+ ,pn} — R? (we state the result in codimension 1, but they would hold in general thanks
to the expression of the second derivative of the Gauss curvature obtained in [23]) and

W (T) = /Z (1Hoy 2 — Koy ) dvoly,
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then for all admissible normal variation ¢ = v7ig such that D2y (U)(7,7) is well-defined, then

D*W (0)(v,7) = /

g {1 (Agu — 2Kgu)2 dvoly — dIm (2 (Agu+ 2K u) du — 8|du|§) },

2

where g = gg = o grs and u = |<f)|21). In particular, if X, is defined as previously (with respect to some
arbitrary covering (Uy,--- ,U,) as the ends py,---,pp), then by Stokes theorem

D*W (0)(7,7) = lim {% / (Agu — 2K u)? dvol, — Im
Ea

e—0

2 (Agu + 2K ju) Ou — a|du|§} (11.15)
0%,

so the limit on the right-hand side of (11.15) exists and is finite for all admissible variation ¢ as previously.

Lemma 11.3. Let @ : C\ {0} — R3 be a plane with multiplicity 2 such that for some Ay € C*\ {0} and
By € R3\ {0} such that (Ay, By) = 0 we have

B} i\

and let U : S% — R3 be a round sphere with multiplicity 2 which is the inversion at 0 of ®. Then the
normal variations U = vitg where v € W22(5%) N C*(5?) is defined for some 8 € R\ {0} and some
compactly supported radial smooth cut-off p: C — R such that p =1 in a neighbourhood of 0 by

v =v(0) + Bl2I%p
s not admissible for 0.

Proof. We first have (Ay, Ag) = 0 as ® is conformal ((9,®,d,®) = 0), so we have as (Ay, By) = 0 the
identity

2| Ap|?

P2 = Bol*.
| | |Z|4 +| 0|
so we normalise for convenience 2|4p|2 = 1 and we let v = |By|> > 0. Furthermore, notice that
(®(2), Bo) = |Bo|? so that
L2 - _ " "
- B P(z B 1 1 z), B 1 1
P(z) - ”02 - ”()27 02:" 27"2<(”)20>jL 502 A1B.2
2| Bo [@(2)[2 20Bof?| (=) [Bof* |@(2)] 4[Bol*  4]Bol

- 1
so W is a sphere of multiplicity 2 of centre % and radius ——.
2|Bol? 2|Bol

As ® is harmonic, we find

- 4
e? = %19 = e

This also implies by the Liouville equation
K,=-A/A=0.
Now, let 8 € R\ {0} fixed and v(z) = v(0) + B|z|?. Then v € C*°(C) N W?2(C, dvol,, ), where
4
go = ——— |dz|?
(1+212)°

is the metric of the sphere S? after stereographic projection. Notice that v satisfies the first condition of
(11.12) but not the second one as (assuming without loss of generality that p = 1 on D?)

Av Av 48 9/ 19
2V _ 2V P g r2p?).
Ep T = T e £
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Now assume by contradiction that v is an admissible variation of the inversion U of &. Then we have
(by [22])

= 1 - . 2
D2W (F)(vitg, vitg) = lim —/ (Ag (|<I)|21))72Kg(|<1)|2v)) dvol,
2 Je\B(o,e)

+Im 50 2 (Ag (I<f>l2v) + 2Kg(lq3|2v>) 9 (|<f>|%) —9 ‘d (|<f>|2@)

2
B
We first have as v = v(0) + B|z|?p

B 0
1820 = # = % - Wp(z) +70(0) + Bylz*p(2)

SO

- o
o2 (1820) = T8+ aote) + po(e) — e (FEE) 4 B0 + 28y e (05p(2)) + 12 0ep(2),

2%
Therefore, we have

— 6 —
8,180 = B 402 (1820) = 40(0) + 81=20(2) + 531=1°(2) — 2812l Re (7 05p(2) + 22l ()

+ 268920 Re (= 90(2)) + 221" 00().

Furthermore, as p = 1 on D? on p has compact support on C, all square of terms involving derivatives
of p once integrating on C with respect to the metric g = e?*|dz|? are finite. In other words, we have

1 - - 2 1 2 4|dz|?
5/ (g (10 — 26| B) dvol, = 5/ C (40(0) + BlzPp + Arlela(2))? AL oy
C\B(0,¢) C\B(0,¢) |z

1 2 4]dz|?
S 4v(0 2 01
2/c\§(o,a>( o0+ Bl () |2 o)

= 1602(0)  8pv(0) | B* , >d 2
2/@\E<o,e>< we T et e @)1+ o)

- 47r/:o (16U2(0) O ﬁ;pQ(r)) dr+ O(1)

5 r3

= dr (@ + 4ﬁ;}2(0)p(z) + B%log (é)) +O(1)

= f—f@Q(O) + 1?;51)(0) + 47 3% log (1> + O(1),

€
where O(1) is a bounded quantity as e — 0. Now we have as p = 1 the following identities on D?

> v(0 B
80 = L3+ 2 4 7000) + P

A, (I8120) = 40(0) + Blz[2 + B:I°

) (|<f>|%)

*ﬁ (20(0) + Blz|* — B7|2[°) d= (11.16)
SO

(Ag (|<f>|2v) + 2Kg|<f>|%) ) (|<f>|2u) = A, (|<f>|2u) ) (|<f>|2u)
= L (802(0) + 680(0) 2P + 12| + O(12]%)) dz

EER

(0]



and

- - - 327 2473
2 2 2.0\ _ _ 2 _ _ 2
Im 63(076)2(% (|q>| v) + 2K, |B| v)6(|<l>| v) = =5 0%(0) - 57 0(0) — 472+ O(e).  (11.17)
Thanks to (11.16), we find
o (i)' 2 2 _ 1 4 2 4 2 2 4 o) 6 2
[@0)| = 20 (40%(0) + 4Bv(0)]2|* + B|2|* + O(|2[°)) |dz]

SO

C=4e N0 (|B0) P = T (407(0) + 450(0)ef + O(el*) + 5

IREG

()

Therefore, we have

o2 1
2 _ 2 2 6
fald(|<1)| v) = T (802(0) + 48v(0) |22 + O(|2[%)) d=
and
- 2 167w 873
—8‘6[ ®%v)| = —v%(0) + —=v(0) + O(e). 11.18)
L, 21 (820)] = S0+ T + 00 (
Finally, we have by
- - - - 2 167 1673
2 2 2\ 2 _ 20T 20y _ 2
Im aB(O,E)Q(Ag(|<I>| v) + 2K, (|B| U))8(|<I>| u) a}d(|q>| u) = (0) — —g(0) 4 4+ O(e).
Therefore, we obtain
1/ (A (|<f>|%) 9K, (|<f)|2v))2dvol
2 JovBoe N I ’
B B R L2 1
2 2 2.\ 2 _ 2 1
+Im 63(018)2 (Ag (|<1>| v) + 2K (| B v)) a(|<1>| v) 8’d(|c1>| v) = 4mp* log (5) +0(1) — o0,
which shows that v is not an admissible variation of 0. ([l

11.2.1 Admissible smooth variation of the plane of multiplicity 2m

In general, if m > 1 is any fixed integer, Ay € C3\ {0} is such that 2|A|> = 1 and & : C\ {0} — R? is

defined by
» Ay

then one checks easily that for all 3 € R\ {0}, the normal variation ¥ = vii, where v = v(0) + 8]z|*™p is

not admissible (for some smooth radial cut-off function p identically equal to 1 in an open neighbourhood
of 0 € C), as

%/C\E(o,e) (Ag (@'2”) - QK"('(I;'Q”))Q dvolg
I oo (8 (1810) +25,(&F0)) 0 (|8v) - o[ (|B) j, = dam? 5 log <§> +0(1) —y o0
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11.2.2 Admissible smooth variations of the plane with multiplicity m

Proposition 11.4. Let ¥ : S2 = CU {00} — R3 be a round sphere with multiplicity m > 1, let
P : C\{0} — R? be a plane with multiplicity m > 1 such that T be the inversion at 0 of ®. Furthermore,
fix B € R\ {0}, a,be {1,---,m — 1} such that a+b=m, and let p: CU {0} — R be a smooth radial
cut-off function such that p = 1 in a neighbourhood of 0 and let v € W22 N C°(S?) such that in the
usual meromorphic coordinate z on S? = C U {oc} we have

v =v(0) + 28Re (2°2") p(z).
Then U = viig is not an admissible variation of 0.

Proof. Thanks to the previous subsection, we can assume that m > 3, a # b, and as p is radial, we have
for all integer k > 0 and [ € Z and for all € > 0 the identity

/ Re (22%) p*(2)|2|"|dz|* = 0. (11.19)
C\B(0,¢)
As previously, assume that Ay € C*\ {0} and By € R3\ {0} are such that 2|4y|? = 1, (Ay, By) = 0, and

- 242 = 1
|(I)(Z)|2 = 2|2 + |BO|2 = |2[2m +7

as (Ag, Ag) = 0, where we noted v = | By|? > 0. Then we have

2\ m?

e = |z[2mt2

Now we compute directly

v(0)
2|2

As p is radial and smooth, there exists a smooth function f : Ry — R, such that p(z) = f(]z]?).
Therefore, we have

20 =

+2B8Re (2*7™2"7™) p(z) +7v(0) + 287 Re (2°2°) p(2).

(121", Re(z:0:p(2)) = 2+ 8:p(2) = [2[*f'(|2])

8.0(z) =% f
A1(1217) + 4l £7(121%)

Ap(2)

so z - 0,p and Ap are also radial. Therefore, we have

2
02 ('q;'%) - % +26(m —a)(m —b)Re (277127 71) p(2) + 28y Re (2*7 12771 ()

+ B ((a _ m)zafmflzbfm + (b _ m)zbfmflzafm) 8gp(2)

+ﬂ (( o ) afm—bfmfl ( o m>zb7mzafmfl) a ( )+ 25 Re (Zafmzbfm) 832[’(2)

+ By (az*" 12"+ b2"712%) Ozp(2) + By (b2°2° 71 + az’27 1) 0.p(2) + 2B9Re (2°2°) 0%p(2)
2

= 7;2;;(2 +28(m — a)(m — b) Re (zb_m_lEb_m_l) p(z) + 287 Re (z“_lzb_l) p(2)

+2B(a+b—2m)Re (z“_mEb_m) 2+ = Re (z“_mzb_m) Ap(z)

B

+ 2By(a+b)Re (2°Z ) (2% + %Re (Z“E ) Ap().

As a + b =m we obtain

A, (|<I>’|2v) = L |opmi2g (|<1>|2 ) = 40(0) +8ﬂ(1 - %) (1 - %) Re (2°2%) p(2)

(s



+ iﬂv Re (2°T7mz""™) p(z) — E Re (2*T120%1) f/(|2]?) + — R (z*T12P) Ap(z)

n &‘QR ( a+m+12b+m+1) (| | )+—R ( a+m+12b+m+1) Ap(z)

As mentioned previously in the special case of ends of multiplicity 2 we can neglect as a constant term
- 2
bounded independently of e — 0 all components of (Ag(|<1)|21))) involving derivatives of p. Furthermore,

we can also neglect the term involving Re (z“"’mEber) p(z) as a + b > m so this term is integrable at 0
in L' and L? with respect to the singular metric g = €?*|dz|? and of compact support. Finally, we find

by (11.19) and as 2Re (z"?b)2 = Re (2292%) + |2|?¢+2® = Re (2292%°) + |2|*™
1 / 212 =2 \\?
= Ay (|@]*v) — 2K, (|®|"v dvol
2 C\E(O,f;‘) ( g (| | ) 9 (| | )) 9
Lo (0501 2) (- ) me 00 e
== 4v(0)4+88(1— — (1 — — | Re (2°2°) p(z dz|*+ O
5 Lo, (2O L) (1- 5 ) Re () (o)) sl + 00)
1/ 2 2 a’® b\ 2m 2 m? 2
== 16v°(0) + 328 (1 - —) 1——) [2]"™p%(2) | ——=|dz]” + O(1)
2 C\E(o,s)< m m |z|2m+2
o (16p2 2 2 2
= ﬂ'm2/ <T62UT£?) + 3232(1 — %) (1 — %) pT(T)> dr 4 0(1)
2
_87;'m 2(0) + 327rm? (1—3) (1—3) ﬁ210g( )—l—O( ).
gem m m

Now, as without loss of generality we can assume p = 1 in D? we have the following identities on D?

BP0 = o+ 28 Re (=275 ) +90(0) + O<)
0 ("f)'%) P |(2(2d + 8 ((a—m)z"" 727 4 (b—m)2" T IZT) de
1

EEED (mv(0) + B ((m — a)2"2" + (m — b)2"7")) d2

Ay (I(f>|2v) = 4v(0) + 8/3(1 — %) (1 — 3) Re (2"2°) + O(|z[*™*1)

m

Therefore, there exists (y, (1 € C such that

(Ag (18120) + 25, (1820) )a (18120) = &, (18120) 0 (1820) =

= *W (4mv2(0) + Coz“Eb + ClzbE“ + o (|Z|2m+1))

so that (as a # b)

Im o5(0.0) <Ag (|<f)|21;) + 2K, (|<f)|2v) >8 (|§|2v) = 7?;::@2(0) +O(e).

Likewise, we have for some § € R

(21870 = sz (n%07(0) + 80(0) Re () + O((=f"™+1)

SO
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and

o\ 2 8
Im 0 (18| = Z5te?(0)+ 0(e).
0B(0,e) g €
Finally, we have
b 7 = - 2 8mm
2 2 2 . 2 _
[ (8 (18) +25,(80) 0 (18%) —ola (180)] =~ + 00
and
1 . > 2
5 (Ag (|(I)| U) —2K4(|®| v)) dvol,
2 Je\B(o,e)
2
. . S0\ L
+Im |2 (Ag (|q>| U) +2K,(|B| v)) a(|q>| v) a‘d(|¢| U) g
a\? b\ 2 1
= 327’ (1 - —) <1 - —) 5 log (—) +0(1) — .
m m g e—0
This concludes the proof of the theorem. n

Remark 11.5. Notice that these results imply that the variations considered in [23] cannot be taken more
general. For smooth variations, they admit the following expansion at a branch point p of multiplicity
6o >1

@ = @(p) + Re (72%) + O(|z| ™).
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