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Abstract We determine regularity results for energy minimizing maps from an n-
dimensional Riemannian polyhedral complex X into a CAT(1) space. Provided that the
metric on X is Lipschitz regular, we prove Holder regularity with Holder constant and expo-
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nent dependent on the total energy of the map and the metric on the domain. Moreover, at
points away from the (n —2)-skeleton, we improve the regularity to locally Lipschitz. Finally,
for points x € X® with k < n — 2, we demonstrate that the Holder exponent depends on
geometric and combinatorial data of the link of x € X.

Mathematics Subject Classification 53C43 - 58E20

1 Introduction

A natural notion of energy for a map between geometric spaces is defined by measuring the
total stretch of the map at each point of the domain and then integrating it over the domain.
Harmonic maps are critical points of the energy functional. They can be seen as both a gen-
eralization of harmonic functions in complex analysis and a higher dimensional analogue of
parameterized geodesics in Riemannian geometry. In the absence of a totally geodesic map, a
harmonic map is perhaps the most natural way to map one given geometric space into another.

The celebrated work of Eells and Sampson [9] initiated a wide interest in the study of har-
monic maps between Riemannian manifolds, and harmonic maps have proven to be a useful
tool in geometry. A more recent development is the harmonic map theory for non-smooth
spaces. The seminal works of Gromov—Schoen [13] and Korevaar—Schoen [15] consider
harmonic maps from a Riemannian domain into a non-Riemannian target. Further explo-
ration of harmonic map theory in the singular setting includes works of Jost [14], Chen [3],
Eells—Fuglede [8] and Daskalopoulos—Mese [5]. The above mentioned works all assume
non-positivity of curvature (NPC) in the target space. In this paper, the goal is to investigate
the regularity issues of harmonic maps in the case when the target curvature is bounded
above by a constant that is not necessarily 0. In this direction, we mention earlier works
of Serbinowski [20] for harmonic maps from Riemannian manifold domains and Fuglede
[11,12] for polyhedral domains.

By understanding the regularity of harmonic maps, we can realize the potential applica-
tions of harmonic map theory. The key issue is to prove regularity theorems strong enough to
be able to apply differential geometric methods. Applications of harmonic maps already in
the literature include those in rigidity problems (for example, [4,13,21]) and in Teichmiiller
theory (for example, [6,7,22]) amongst others. Our goal is to apply harmonic map theory in
a more general setting (namely for CAT(1) targets) than the NPC targets considered in the
above mentioned applications. Indeed, in the follow-up of this paper [1], we prove a gener-
alization to the metric space setting of Sacks and Uhlenbeck’s celebrated work [19] on the
bubbling phenomena for harmonic maps. The generalization of Sacks and Uhlenbeck’s work
has important connections to the non-smooth uniformization problem (cf. [2] and references
therein) which in turn is related to the Cannon conjecture and the asymptotic geometry of
negatively curved spaces. Details of these connections are provided in the introduction of
[1]. We now state our main theorems.

Theorem 1.1 (Holder regularity) Let B(r) be a ball of radius r around a point x in an
admissible complex X endowed with a Lipschitz Riemannian metric g and let (Y, d) be a
CAT(1) space and ¢ € (0, 1). If f : (B(r), g) — B:(P) C Y is an energy minimizing map,

where 0 < T < I, then there exist C > 0,y > 0 such that

4)
d(f(x), f() =Clx —y|” forallx,y € B(gr).

The constants C, y depend only on the total energy E g of the map, (B(r), g) and o.
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Remark 1.2 Note that in the statement of the main theorems, the radius r of the ball B(r) is
measured with respect to the Euclidean metric §;; on each cell.

Fuglede proves a similar result in [11,12]. The main improvements of our results are
the following: First, the metric on the domain space is more general; more specifically, the
metrics considered in this paper are only assumed to be Lipschitz continuous while Fuglede
considers simplex-wise smooth metrics (cf. p. 380, subsection “Maps into metric spaces”
in [11]). We hope that this will lead to wider applications for the theory of harmonic maps
from polyhedral domains. Second, and more importantly, we explicitly give the dependence
of the Holder constant and exponent on the total energy of the map. This statement in the
special case of NPC targets has been crucial in the applications of harmonic map theory. In
particular, the explicit dependence leads to a compactness result for a family of harmonic
maps with uniformly bounded energy (see [1, Lemma 2.3]). Moreover, we can deduce the
existence of tangent maps associated to harmonic maps (see Proposition 7.5).

We further remark that our proof uses very different techniques from those in [11,12].
Specifically, we take advantage of the work done by Daskalopoulos and Mese for NPC targets
in [5], using the order function and a Campanato type theorem to prove the Holder regularity.
One of the advantages of this method is that, on high dimensional faces, we can improve
the regularity to gain Lipschitz control, as given in Theorem 1.3. Moreover, as in [5], for
points in the lower dimensional skeleta, we provide a lower bound on the Holder exponent
of the minimizing map in terms of the first eigenvalue of the link of the normal strata of the
skeleton, A’l\’ .

Theorem 1.3 (Lipschitz regularity) Let B(r) be a ball of radius r around a point x in an
admissible complex X endowed with a Lipschitz Riemannian metric g and let (Y, d) be a
CAT(1) space. Suppose that f : (B(r),g) — B.(P) C Y is an energy minimizing map

where 0 < T < 7.

(1) Forx € X — Xf”_z), let d denote the distance of x to X"=2)_ Then for ¢ € (0, 1) and
d’" < min{or, od}, f is Lipschitz continuous in B(d") with Lipschitz constant depending
on the total energy Eg of the map f, (B(r), g), and d'.

(2) Forx e X® _ x&=D gngk =0,1,.. NS 2, let d denote the distance of x to X&=D),
Then for ¢ € (0, 1) and d’ < min{or, od}, f is Hélder continuous in B(d') with Holder
exponent and constant depending on the total energy E é{ of the map f, (B(r), g), and
d'. More precisely, the Holder exponent a has lower bound given by the following: If
A{V > B(> B)thena (o +n—k —2) > B (> B). In particular, lf)\.iv >n—k—1,
then f is Lipschitz continuous in a neighborhood of x.

To understand the second item, for x € X® — X* =D let N = N(x) denote the link of
X ® at x with metric induced by the Lipschitz Riemannian metric on X. Set

PRAEES éréfy)\l(N, ToY),

where A1 (N, TpY) denotes the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian of N with values in the
tangent cone of Y at Q. For more details, see Sect. 8.

Serbinowski [20], in an unpublished thesis, proves Lipschitz regularity from a Riemannian
domain. Again, our proof is quite different from his.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we define the domains and targets of interest
and prove a few key estimates on CAT(1) spaces. Section 3 includes background and necessary
references for defining the energy and minimizing maps into metric spaces. This section also
includes the definition of the cone over Y and important distance relations. In Sect. 4, we
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prove a monotonicity formula for minimizing maps into CAT(1) spaces. In Sect. 5, we use
the monotonicity formula to prove Theorem 1.1. Section 6 uses Theorem 1.1 to improve
the monotonicity result which in turn allows us to improve the Holder regularity so that the
Holder exponent is given by the order of the map. In Sect. 7, we determine a tangent map
construction using the cone over Y, where the existence of a tangent map is given by the
Holder regularity. Finally, in Sect. 8, we use the tangent map construction and the improved
Holder regularity to prove Theorem 1.3.

2 Domain and target spaces
2.1 Admissible cell complexes and local models

Throughout the paper, X will denote an admissible n-dimensional cell complex (i.e. a dimen-
sionally homogeneously, locally (n — 1)-chainable convex cell complex) with a Lipschitz
continuous Riemannian metric defined on each cell. We refer to [5, Section 2.2] for more
details. In particular, since the regularity theorems we prove are local, we will study harmonic
maps from a “local model” that represents a neighborhood of a point of X . We refer the reader
to [5, Section 2.1] for the precise formulation of a local model, but will briefly describe this
here. To do so, we inductively define a k-dimensional conical cell. First, a 1-dimensional
conical cell is either the interval [0, co) or the interval (—oo, 0]. Having defined (k — 1)-
dimensional conical cells, we define a k-dimensional conical cell C as a subset of R¥ with
the following properties:

(i) The set C is non-empty and closed.

(i1) The set C is conical; i.e.if x € C, thentx € C fort > 0.

(iii) The intersection of C with the unit sphere S¥~! ¢ R¥ is geodesically convex (with
respect the standard metric on S~ 1).

(iv) The boundary dC of C is a finite union of {c;} where each ¢; is a subset of a (k — 1)-
dimensional hyperplane H; of R¥ containing the origin such that if we identify H; C R¥
with RF=1 = ((x!, ..., x¥1,0)} c R¥, (viaan orthogonal transformation which takes
H; to R¥=1), then ¢; is a (k — 1)-dimensional conical cell. We will say that ¢; is a
(k — 1)-dimensional boundary cell of C.

An [-dimensional boundary cell of a k-dimensional conical cell C is H NC, where H is again
a hyperplane of R¥ containing the origin, such that there exists an orthogonal transformation
of R¥ which takes H N C into R! = {(x!,.. Lxho, .. .,0)} c R* but there exists no
orthogonal transformation which takes H N C into RI-1 = (x4, ..., x=to, ..., 0)} C Rk,
The union of /-dimensional boundary cells is called the [-skeleton of C.

Note that since dC bounds a conical cell, the hyperplanes H; containing c; are linearly
independent in the sense that the set of normal vectors defining the hyperplanes are all linearly
independent. Indeed, one may consider C as the intersection of appropriately oriented half-
spaces, each with boundary one of the H;. A k-dimensional conical cell C is said to have
codimension v if 9C = U;_¢;. In that case, there exists a hyperplane H of R¥ containing
the origin and an orthogonal transformation T of R¥ such that T(H N dC) is equal to
RV = {(x}, ..., xF7,0,...,0)) c RF. We let D := T~ HRFY).

A dimension-n, codimension-v local model (of a neighborhood of a point in an n-
dimensional cell complex)isB := | | W/ ~,i.e. adisjointunion of a finite number W = {W}
of n-dimensional conical cells of codimension v modulo an equivalence relation ~. We refer
to W € W as a wedge. The equivalence relation ~ is defined by a finite set of isometries
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{¢} where each ¢ maps a boundary cell of one wedge to a boundary cell of another wedge.
Note that the equivalence relation implies that we may consider a single D as belonging to
the local model B.

We assume B is admissible, i.e. whenever W € W and S is a (n — 2)-skeleton of W,
| W\S/ ~ is connected.

Each wedge W of B is a subset of R” and therefore B comes equipped with the Euclidean
metric (because each W inherits the Euclidean metric from R"). Let B(r) denote the ball
of radius r, with respect to the Euclidean metric, centered at the origin of B. Throughout
the rest of the paper By (o) will denote a Euclidean ball in B, centered at x and of radius o.
Furthermore, using the coordinates inherited from R”, we can define a Riemannian metric
g on B by defining component functions (g;;) on each wedge W. We say g is a Lipschitz
Riemannian metric on B if on each W

lgij(x) — gij(X)| < clx — x|, Vx,xeW.

As explained in [5, Proposition 2.1], we can and will often assume that the Lipschitz metrics
are normalized, i.e.
18ij(x) = 8;jl < co for |x| < 0. @.1)

Thus, for a normalized Lipschitz metric,
8ij(0) = éij.

Lastly, we say A € (0, 1] is an ellipticity constant for g if for each wedge W and for
xeWw,

MEP < ) gijnE'El <27t g P

i,j=1
2.2 CAT(1) spaces

Given a complete metric space (Y, d), Y is called a geodesic space if for each P, Q € Y,
there exists a curve ypo such that the length of ypg is exactly d(P, Q). We call ypp a
geodesic between P and Q.

Remark 2.1 For ease of notation, we will often denote d(P, Q) by dpy.

We determine a weak notion of an upper sectional curvature bound on Y by using com-
parison triangles. Given any three points P, Q, R € Y such thatdpg + dgr + drs < 2m,
the geodesic triangle AP QR is the triangle in Y with sides given by the geodesics
YPQ:YOR: VRS-

Let AP QR denote a geodesic triangle on the standard sphere S? such that d Po=dp o
dor = dQl? anddgrp = dj 5. Wecall APQRa comparison triangle for the geodesic triangle
AP QR. Note that a comparison triangle is convex since the perimeter of the geodesic triangle
is less than 2.

Definition 2.2 Given a geodesic space (Y, d) and a geodesic ypp withdpg < m, for v €
[0, 1]1et (1 — 7) P + 7 Q denote the point on yp¢ at distance tdpg from P. That is,

d((1—=7)P+1Q.P) =1dpy.

Definition 2.3 Let (Y, d) be a complete geodesic space. Then Y is a CAT(1) space if:
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Given any geodesic triangle AP QR (with perimeter less than 277) and a comparison
triangle AP QR in S,
dpr, <dp i (2.2)

where

Pr=0-0)P+10Q0, Ry=(—-5)R+s0,
P=(1-0P+10, Re=(1—-5)R+s0.

We conclude this section with a few key estimates that we will use later in the paper. The
first estimate appeared in the thesis of [20, Estimate II] without proof. See [1, Lemma A.4]
for a proof.

Lemma 2.4 Let APQS be a geodesic triangle in a CAT(1) space (Y, d). For a pair of
numbers 0 < n,n’ < 1 define
Py=010-nP+1n'Q
Sp=0-=nS+n0.
Then
sin?((1 — n)dgs)
sin? dos
2
+ ((1 =) dgs —dgp) + (1" — n)dgs)
+ Cub (dps,dgs —dop.n—17').

d*(Py, Sp) < (dps — (dos —dop)?)

(2.3)

As an immediate consequence, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5 Let AP QS be a geodesic triangle in a CAT(1) space (Y, d). For0 < n,n’ <1
and Py, Sy as above,

d*(Py. Sy) < (1 =21+ ndys) dps — 2(n — n)dos — dop)dos + (' — n)’dps
+ Quad(n, n")Quad(dps, dgs — dop) + Cub (dps, dos —dop.n —1').

Proof By Taylor expansion, sin((1 — n)dgs) = sindgs — ndgscosdgs + 0(172). Since

2
_a _ a-
Sinazlandcosazl 2for05a<71,

) 2
sin”((1 — n)dgs) ( dos 2 ) 2 2
————=— =1 —-n— cosdps + O <1-2n+nd;.+ O .
sin? dgs e dos 0s ") n+ndyg )
Substituting into (2.3) implies that
d*(Py. Sy) = (1 =21+ ndys) (dps — (dos — dop)?)
2
+ ((L=n)(dgs —dop) + (' — ndgs)
+ n*Quad(dps, dgs — dgp) + Cub (dps, dos — dop,n —11') .

Expanding the quadratic term and collecting the remaining like terms implies the result. O

We conclude this section with a convexity bound.
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Lemma 2.6 Let AP QR be a geodesic triangle in a CAT(1) space (Y, d). Ifdpg,dpr < %,
then

1 1
3 Co8 (dle>déR§§(d12eP+déP)—d2QlP (2.4)
2 2
where Q ! denotes the midpoint between Q and R.

Proof By the triangle comparison, it suffices to prove inequality (2.4) assuming that AP QR
is a geodesic triangle on the unit sphere. Let y (s) be an arclength parameterized geodesic on
the sphere. Let

dy(s) :==d(y(s), P)
and assume that for all s, d, (s) < % The function d,, (s) satisfies
(cosdy, (s))" = —cosd,,(s).

Direct computation shows that

) = —— (1= @, »))

- tand,, (s)
2,0\, dy(s) N2 s\ 2
(@) = YR (1= @) +2 () .
Thus,
2 " dy (s) dy (s) , 2
(@2 +2c08d, () =2 (tandy(s) — cosdy (s)) +2 (1 - tandy@) (@)

Now let o(¢) be a constant speed parameterization of the geodesic with o(0) = Q and
o (1) = R. Thus, y(s) := o (s/3), where § = dgg, is an arclength parameterized geodesic.
With

d(t) :=d(o (1), P),

the chain rule implies that

2 1" 5e2 d(t) _ 2 _ d(t) / 2
(@2(t) +2cosd (1)) = 28 (tand(t) cosd(t))—l—ZrS <1 tand(t)>(d ()%

Since 0 < d(t) < 7,

d(t) _
tand(t) —

cosd(t) <

Therefore
(d?(t) +2cosd(r))” > 0.

The convexity of ¢ — d*(t) + 2 cosd(r) implies that

1
délP +2cosdg, p < 5 (dgp +2cosdgp +dgp +2cosdgp) . 2.5)
2 2

Using the identity on the sphere and a double angle formula,

. d . d
sin “28 J sin =4% J

p cosdop + — cosdrp =

sindgr 2P Sin dor 2 cos d%R

cosdg, p = (cosdgp + cosdgp) .
3
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12 Page 8 of 35 C. Breiner et al.

. 2
Since cosa <1 — 4 for0 <a < 7,

d 1
cosdgp +cosdrp = 2cosdg, p cosﬁ < 2cos <dQ1p> — —Cos <dQ1 p) déR.
2 2 2 8 2

The desired inequality follows from inserting the above into (2.5). O

3 Sobolev space and the energy density

In the seminal work of Korevaar—Schoen (cf. [15, Chapter 1]) the authors define the energy
density and directional energies for maps from Riemannian manifolds into metric spaces.
Using [5, Proposition 2.1], these definitions immediately extend to include maps from an
admissible complex X (cf. [5, Section 2]). Following the usual convention, we say f €
w2, v)if f e L%(Q) and the energy is finite. We then write |Vf|§(x) in place of the
energy density function and let

Bl = [ 1R
B(r)
Foraset S C B(r), let
ng[S]=fS|Vf|§dug.

To study energy minimizing maps, we use the notion of the trace of f, for f € W12(Q, ¥),
as defined in [8,15]. We denote the space of admissible maps W}-’Z(Q, B) = {h €

Wh2(Q, B) 1 d(f, h) € Wy * ().
Definition 3.1 Let Q be a compact domain in an admissible complex with Lipschitz Rie-

mannian metric g and (Y, d) be a CAT(1) space. A finite energy map f : @ — B, (P) C Y
is energy minimizing if f minimizes energy amongst maps in W}’Z(Q, B (P)).

The existence and uniqueness of energy minimizers from Riemannian domains appeared
in the thesis [20] and the same result from Riemannian complexes into small balls in a CAT(1)
space was established in [10]. We verify the existence and uniqueness in the Riemannian case
in the appendix of [1].

Remark 3.2 Note that unlike the definition in [20], the comparison maps in Definition 3.1
not only have the same trace as f but also map into the same ball. The reason that we define
energy minimizing maps in this way is that, unlike in the NPC setting, the projection map
onto convex domains in a CAT(1) space is not globally distance decreasing. Therefore, one
cannot guarantee that a minimizer in the class W}’z(Q, Y) maps into the closure of 5;(P)
without some extra hypotheses. For simplicity, we define a minimizer by considering only
competitors in the smaller class of maps.

3.1 The pullback metric

The directional energies are defined in a fashion similar to the energy density function. See
[15] for the definition of the directional energy and of the pull-back inner product & when Y
is an NPC space.

We use the triangle comparison in CAT(1) spaces to demonstrate that directional energies
and the pull-back inner product are well defined for finite energy maps into CAT(1) spaces.
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The next lemma appeared in [17, Lemma 3.6] and is a consequence of (2.2). We include the
proof here both for completeness and because we have simplified the proof.

Lemma 3.3 Let Y be a CAT(1) space. For every €y > 0, there exists 8o > 0 such that if
P,Q,R,S €Y with max{dpQ, dQR, drs,dps} < 8o, then

dpg +dps < dpg +dpg +dps +dps + by

Proof By comparing a geodesic quadrilateral LOPQRS in Y to a comparison quadrilateral
OPQRS in $? (and noting [18] which says that the pairwise distance of points on JP QRS

is bounded by the distance of the corresponding pair in P QRS), it is sufficient to prove
the assertion when ¥ = S2. Suppose the assertion is not true on S2. Then there exists €y > 0
and a sequence P;, Q;, R;, S; with max{dp,¢,,do,r;, dr;s;» dp;s;} < 6; — 0 such that

dp g, +dp,s, > dp g, +dp,r, +diys, +dp,s, + €087
For each i, denote by 5 LS? the rescaling of the unit sphere S? by a factor of 5 and let
P/, Q..R.S] € li S? be the corresponding points to P;, Q;, R;, Si € S? respectively. Thus,
2 2 2 2
dPi/R’{+dQ£S‘{>dP’- /+d/R/+d S/+dPS/+E()
and max{d PO dQ; R» d RIS/ d P/ Sl{} = 1. This is a contradiction since the Gauss curvature

of the sphere 5%82 goes to 0 as §; — 0 and

2 2 2 2 2
3 gtdpg Sdip+dhg+dig+d5,

for every P, Q R, S e R ]
Lemma 3.4 Let f : (B(r), g) — Y be a finite energy map and (Y, d) a CAT(1) space. Then

letting | f+(Z)|? denote the directional energy density function in the direction of Z (cf. [15,
Section 1.8]), the parallelogram identity

| f(Z + W)IE + | fu(Z = W)IE =20 £ DIF + 20 £ (W)}
holds for a.e. x € B(r) and any pair of Lipschitz vector fields Z, W on B(r).

Proof Fix ¢y > 0. Let € — x1(x,€), € — x2(x, €) and € — x3(x, €) be the flow induced
by the vector fields Z, Z + W and W respectively with x1(x, 0) = x2(x,0) = x3(x,0) =
x. By [15, Lemma 1.9.2], € +— f(x;(x,€)) is continuous at ¢ = 0, i = 1,2, 3 for a.e.
x € Q. For such x, apply Lemma 3.3 with P = f(x), O = f(x1(x, €)), R = f(xa2(x, €)),
S = f(x3(x, €)), divide by € and multiply the resulting inequality by ¢ € C 2°(R2). Now
following the argument of [15, Lemma 2.3.1], we conclude that

|fe(Z + W) + | f(Z = W) <2/ f(2)5 ) + 2 (W[5 (x) + €0A
where
Az max {|fu(Z + W@, 1fuZ = W@, £, W]
Since €p > 0 is arbitrary, we conclude that
| f(Z + W)IE + | f(Z = WS < 20 f(DIF + 20 £ (W3

Repeat using Z + W and Z — W in place of Z and W to get the opposite inequality. O
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12 Page 10 of 35 C. Breiner et al.

Lemma 3.5 Let f : (B(r), g) ->Y be a finite energy map and let Z, W be Lipschitz vector
fields on B(r). The operator 8 defined by

1 1
a2, W) = JIZ+ Wl = 1 Z = W)

is symmetric, bilinear, non-negative and tensorial.

Proof Using Lemma 3.4, we can follow the proof of [15, Theorem 2.3.2]. O
Notation 3.6 Let {337, o, %} be the standard Euclidean basis defined on each wedge
inherited from R" and § the standard Euclidean metric. Set
of A s s D af > af of
- — = T -, — and - = i .
dxt  ox/ dxt dx/ axt dxt  oxt
Similarly for the standard Euclidean polar coordinates (r, 01, . .., 6,_1) on each wedge we
denote
af af 5 f o 0 8f2 af of 5f88
—_— . — = 7 =], |=— = — . — =7 —, —
axk  or axk’ ar or ar or ar’ or
and

af adf 5_f 0 0
L =gl = ).
00; 030 00; 30,

Note that the energy density with respect to the metric g is given by

i 0 0
viR=Y g

axt oxJ’

ij
whereas the energy density with respect to the Euclidean metric is given by

A

axt

2

VP =IVfE=)_

3.2 The cone over Y and energy comparisons

We denote by CY the metric cone over Y. Topologically, CY is defined by
CY =Y x[0,00)/Y x {0}.

A pointin CY is a pair [P, t] for P € Y and ¢ € [0, 00), with [P, 0] and [Q, O] representing
the same point in CY for all P, Q € Y. We endow CY with a distance function D defined
by D*([P,t],[Q,s]) = t* + 5% — 2tscosmin(dpg, 7). It is well known that when Y is a
CAT(1) space, the metric space (CY, D) is an NPC space.

For P, Q € Y withdpg < m/2,

2
Lo G
2 &,

2 —
fim 21O TD oy, 20— costdre) _ (32)
P=Q dpg P=Q dpg
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i.e., Y is isometrically embedded into ¥ x {1} in an infinitesimal sense. Moreover, for dpg
small,
d}o(1 —dp o) < D*([P,11.[Q. 1]). (33)

Definition 3.7 For any map w : Q@ — Y, weletw : @ — Y x {1} be given by w(x) =
[w(x), 1]. We call w the lifted map of w.

Ifwe WH2(Q,Y) thenw € WH2(Q2, CY) and the definition of energy implies that
EVIQ)=PEYQ. (3.4)

We let [T : CY — Y x {1} denote the projection map II([P,¢]) = [P, 1]. Then for
dpo < m,

DX([P, 11, [Q, s]) = 1> + 5 — 2st cos(dpo)
= (1 — )% +2st(1 — cos(dpp))
> 2st(1 —cos(dpg))
= st D*(TI([P, 1), TI([Q, s])). (3.5)

4 A monotonicity formula

The goal of this section is to prove a proposition analogous to [5, Proposition 3.1]. The reader
would benefit from familiarity with Sect. 3, up through Lemma 3.5, of that paper.

Let B be a local model. In each wedge W, we use Euclidean coordinates (xl, Lo xM.
For x, y € B, denote the induced Euclidean distance by |x — y|. Thus, if x = CEE )
and y = (y!,...,y") are on the same wedge of B, then |x — y? = Yo (x" — y)2. Let
(r,01, ..., 0,—1) denote polar coordinates, so r represents radial distance from the origin and
0 = (01, ...,0,—1) are the standard coordinates on the (n — 1)-sphere.

Presume, unless otherwise stated, that g is a normalized Lipschitz metric defined on B(r).
Foro € (0, r), set

Ef @) = /B( 1V TR .1

and

1 (o, Q>=/a

for Q € Y. Here d %, is the measure on 9B (o) induced by g.

)d2( £, Q)d%, 4.2)

B(o

Notation 4.1 For simplicity, in the rest of this section we will use the notation
E(0) = E{(0) and 1(0) = I(0, Q) = I{ (0. Q).

if Q is a generic point. Furthermore in all statements we assume that the metric g is normal-
ized.

We begin with a technical lemma which provides a unique center of mass for energy
minimizers into sufficiently small balls. See [15, Lemma 2.5.1] for the analogous statement
for L2 maps with NPC targets.
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12 Page 12 of 35 C. Breiner et al.

Lemma 4.2 Let (Y, d) be a CAT(1) space and 0 < T < %. If f:Br),g) > B(P)CY
is an L? map, then for each 0 < o < r there exists a unique Qy € Y such that

I(0, Q) = (igléfyl(m Q).

Proof Note that it is enough to consider points Q in B, (P) since the projection function is
distance decreasing on balls of radius % in CAT(1) spaces. By Lemma 2.6, for x € B(r) and
0, R € B;(P), (2.4) implies that

1 1
g oos (dQ%f(x)> dor = 5@ (R, [(x) +d%(Q, (1)) —d*(Qy, f(x)

where Q% is the midpoint between Q, R. Note that cos (dQ : f(x)> > cos(2t) > 0. Thus,
2

integrating over (B(o'), g) implies that

C 1
dt.<——(=-U@©,R +1(o, — I (o, .
0r = (520) <2( (0.R)+ 1(0, Q) —1(o Q%)>
It follows that any minimizing sequence for I (o, Q) is Cauchy and therefore there is a unique
minimum. O

We next prove a type of subharmonicity result for the d? function. See [13, Proposition
2.2.], [5, Lemma 3.3] for a similar result when Y is NPC. Note that in the NPC setting the
integral of d>(f, Q)IVflg, does not appear in (4.3).

Lemmad4.3 Let 0 < 7 < % and f : (B(r), g) — B;(P) C Y be an energy minimizing
map and (Y, d) a CAT(1) space. Presume that Q € B;(P). Then forall0 <o <r

2E(0) — /B ( )dz(f, OV fl3dpg < /8 . (VIx|, VA (f, Q))gdZ,.  (43)

(o)

Proof Define f;, : (B(r), g) — Y by setting

() = A =n(x) f(x) +nx)Q

for n € CXB(r)). Letting S = f(x), P = f(y),n = n(y), we use the estimate of
Lemma 2.5 to observe that for c?(x) =d(0Q, f(x)),

d2(fy (), f(0)) < (1= 20(x) + n()d> () (f (), ()
—2((x) — n((A(x) — d(y)d (x)
+ () — n())2d*(x) + n*()Quad(d (f (x), f(¥)), d(x) — d(y))
+Cub (d(f (0, £, d) = A, 1@ = () -
Divide by €"*! and fix x € B(r). where
B(r)e ={x € B(r) : d(x, 0B(r)) > €}.

Let S(x, €) denote the e-sphere centered at x. By integrating over all y € S(x, €) with respect
to the induced measure on S(x, €), integrating over all x € B(r)., and letting ¢ — 0, we
obtain

[ i s [ 19iRang-2 [ v+ [ ona 09 R
B(r) B(r) B(r) B(r)

- fB (0L, Qg + OGP 9.
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Note that the cubic error terms either vanish as € — 0 or can be absorbed into the remaining
error.
Now note that the energy of f is bounded from above by the energy of f;. Thus,

2 [ ViR [ ndr 09 £
B(r) B(r)
< fB( (0. VS, Ol + 00 V).

Replace 7 by a7, divide by « and let « — 0 to cancel out the 0(n?, |Vr]|§) term. Letting n
approximate the characteristic function on B(o) implies (4.3). ]

Lemmad.4 LetO <7t < land f: (B(r),g) = B (P) CY bean energy minimizing map,
(Y, d) a CAT(1) space, and g a normalized Lipschitz metric. Then, forall0 < o < r,

@) < 1002 (f
2 IB(o)

where ¢ depends on B(r), and the Lipschitz bound and ellipticity constant of g.

af

2 1/2
3 dzg> +co(E'(0)'/*], (4.4)
-

Proof By (4.3) and the Lipschitz bound |g"/ — 8| < co, for Q € B, (P),

2 —4t)E (o) < / (VIxl. V(. Q))od S,

B(o)

X 0
= f gL —d*(f, Q)d%,
0B(0)

[x| ox?

92 o
5./33(0) ard (f, Q)d2g+00/33(0)z'8xid (f, Q)|d=,

i

d
22/ d(f, Q)a*d(f, 0)d%,
3B(o) r

ad
+2 / d(f, ‘—.d , ‘dE,
@ | o4 Q)Xi: 574, 0| 4%

<2I()'? /
dB(o)

In the final inequality we use Holder’s inequality and the fact that

af

ar

5 12
d2g> +co(E'(0)'/*]. (4.5)

3 2o Jaf | o 2 o )? , 1 5
7d ) el ) d ) E n ) Vv E |V )
‘ar f.0| <5 ’ax, (F.O| =|5g| VI =3I/
where A is the ellipticity constant of g. O

Lemmad.5 Let 0 < 7 < % and f : (B(r),g) — B:(P) C Y be an energy minimizing
map into a CAT(1) space (Y, d). There exist oy > 0 and y > 0 depending on B(r), and the
Lipschitz bound and the ellipticity constant of g so that

E(o)

W, o € (0,00)

is non-decreasing.
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12 Page 14 of 35 C. Breiner et al.

Proof Let Q, € Y such that

I(o, Qo) = éréfy I(o, Q)

where the existence is guaranteed by Lemma 4.2. We now follow the exact argument of [5,
Lemma 3.5]. Note that their invocation of [5, (3.12)] is replaced by (4.4) here. All other
inequalities they reference arise from appropriate domain variations and are therefore true
for maps into Y. O

As in [5], all of the previous results extend from the setting of normalized metrics to
admissible complexes with Lipschitz Riemannian metrics. See [5, p. 289-290] to understand
how the properties of the map L, in [5, Proposition 2.1] affect the energy of f and the domain
over which Lemma 4.5 can be applied.

Let B be a dimension-n, codimension-(n — k) local model and g a Lipschitz metric on B(r)
with ellipticity constant A € (0, 1]. For x € B(r), let R(x) denote the radius of the largest
homogeneous ball centered at x contained in B(r). The value oy > 0 was defined above as
the upper bound for which the monotonicity formula of Lemma 4.5 holds for any energy
minimizing map from a local model with a normalized metric. Therefore, the monotonicity
formula for f o Ly is valid for balls B'(c') contained in B’ (ro(x)) where

ro(x) := min{og, AR(x)}. (4.6)

Recalling that B, (o) is the Euclidean ball about x of radius o, we define E, (o) for o
sufficiently small by setting

O
By (0)

Proposition 4.6 Let B be a dimension-n, codimension-v local model, g a Lipschitz Rieman-
nian metric defined on B(r) with ellipticity constant A € (0, 1], (Y, d) a CAT(1) space and
f : B(r),g) — B (P) C Y an energy minimizing map. If 0 < t < %, then there exist
constants y > 0 and C > 1 depending on B(r), the Lipschitz bound and the ellipticity
constant of g so that for every x € B(r),

Ey(0) < Ex(p)
oh—2+2y — pn—2+2y ’

0<o<p<r) 4.7

where
r(x) := Arg(x) = min{Aoy, AZR(x)}. 4.8)

Here, R(x) is defined as above and oo > 0 is as in Lemma 4.5.

Proof The proof proceeds exactly as in the proof of [5, Proposition 3.1], using Lemma 4.5.
O

5 Holder regularity

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1. The proof is modeled on the proof of Holder
regularity in [5] for minimizing maps into an NPC space. The reader would benefit from a
familiarity with Section 4 of that paper. The method of proof is classical, as the regularity
result will follow from a Campanato theorem and the monotonicity given by (4.7). Many of
the technical aspects of this argument in [5] are related to the singular nature of the domain
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and thus can be immediately applied for CAT(1) targets. We will highlight the key places
where the target curvature plays a role and provide suitable adaptations of the arguments
involved.

Before proceeding to the main argument, we prove a technical lemma.

Lemma 5.1 Let Q be a Euclidean domain, (Y,d) a CAT(1) space, and 0 < 17 < %. If
f:Q — B.(P) CYisan L? map then, for all € > 0, there exists he : Q¢ — Y Lipschitz
such that

/ P (foh)dpg < <.

€

where Q¢ ;= {x € Q:d(x,0Q) > €}.

Proof For f : Q — Y, recall f: Q — CY is defined by setting

f) =1f(x),1].

(See Sect. 3.2 for further relevant definitions and energy comparisons.)
We use the notation BrCY(-) to denote a ball of radius » in CY. By (3.1),

Fx) e B ([P, 1]), VxeQ.

and f is an L?-map into CY. Since CY is NPC, we can apply the mollification procedure of
[16, Section 1.5] to produce a Lipschitz map g¢ : Q¢ — ny([P, 1]) C CY such that

/ D2(F, g)dx < <.
Q. 4

Write g (x) = [¢(x), t(x)]. The map g¢(x) is constructed as the center of mass of the map
f with respect to a probability measure ¢ (x — y)dy where 7. can be chosen to be a function
with compact support in a small ball centered at 0. Therefore, since Tmage(f) C ¥ x {1},
we can assume that D(ge(x), Y x {1}) satisfies

[1—1(x)| < (volume(Q,))~/? \/;
Thus,

_ . €
/ DA(F. Tl o go)dx 5/ Dz(f,ge)der/ D¥(ge, Mo go)dx < 5

€

where I1 : CY — Y x {1} is the projection map as in Sect. 3.2. Since |1 — #(x)] is bounded
for all x € Q and g is Lipschitz, (3.5) implies that IT o g¢ is Lipschitz on .. Define

he :Qe—Y, he=TIloge
by identifying ¥ with ¥ x {1} C CY. Then by (3.1)
/ d*(f, he)dx < 2/ D*(f, Mo g)dx < e.
2 2 ]

We now prove a Campanato type lemma. In [5, Lemma 4.1], the authors prove a similar
result for any L2 map into an NPC space.
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12 Page 16 of 35 C. Breiner et al.

Lemma 5.2 Let B be a dimension-n, codimension-v local model, g a Lipschitz Riemannian
metric on B(r), (Y, d) a CAT(1) space, 0 < t < % and f: (B(r),g) > B(P)CY an L?
map. Fix o € (0, 1). If there exist K > 0, R € (0, (1 — o)r) and B € (0, 1] such that

inf a—”/ d*(f, Q) dug < K*0*, Vx e B(or) and o € (0, R), (5.1)
QeY B, (o

then there exists C > 0 and a representative in the L*>-equivalence class of f, which we still
denote by f, such that

d(f(x), f(») < Clx —ylf, ¥x,y e B(or)

with C depending on K, r, R, B, 0 and B(r).

Proof The lemma will follow from the Campanato lemma [5, Lemma 4.1], provided that
each aspect of the proof that relied on the non-positive curvature of the target still holds if
the target is CAT(1) and f has small image. The NPC hypothesis gave the existence and
uniqueness of Q, , for each x € B(or) and ¢ € (0, R). Lemma 4.2 above provides this for
our setting. The NPC condition also provided the existence of Lipschitz maps L close to
f.ForaCAT(1) space Y, we appeal to Lemma 5.1 above, since, by hypothesis, f has small
image. All other aspects of the proof are related to properties of the domain, and thus carry
through with no trouble. O

Recall the following proposition [5, Proposition 4.3], which converts the monotonicity
information of (4.7) into a uniform estimate on the decay of the scale invariant energy for all
X.

Proposition 5.3 Let B be a dimension-n, codimension-v local model, g a Lipschitz Rieman-
nian metric defined on B(r), (Y, d) a metric space and f : (B(r), g) — Y a finite energy
map. Fix o € (0, 1) and suppose that for x € B (or) there exist f > 0 and C > 1 so that

Ex(p)
n—2+28"

Ex(o) < é 0
P <o <p=<rkx) (5.2)

on—2+28 =

where r(x) is as defined in (4.8). Then there exist K and R > 0 depending only on the total
energy of f, ET, the ellipticity constant and Lipschitz bound of g, B(r) and o so that

E.(0) < K?6""?*?8 vx € B(or), o < R.
This immediately implies the Holder regularity for a local model.
Theorem 5.4 Let B be a local model, g a Lipschitz Riemannian metric defined on B(r),

(Y, d) a CAT(1) space and f : (B(r), g) — B:(P) C Y an energy minimizing map where

0 <t < %. Forg € (0, 1), there exist Cy > 0 and y > 0 depending only on the Lipschitz

bound and ellipticity constant of g, EY, B(r) and o such that
d(f(x), f() = Culx —yl”, Vx,y €B(or).

Proof The result follows immediately from (4.7), Proposition 5.3, the Poincaré inequality
of [5, Theorem 2.7], and Lemma 5.2. O

By using [5, Proposition 2.1] we obtain Theorem 1.1.
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6 Improved Holder regularity

To extend the regularity from Holder to Lipschitz requires a better result than Theorem 5.4
provides. The objective of this section is twofold. First, we prove that the order function
ord” (x) is well-defined (see Proposition 6.5 and Definition 6.9). Second, we use monotonicity
to demonstrate that the Holder regularity on a ball can be improved to have Holder exponent
equal to « < ord/ (x) for x € B(r). The Lipschitz regularity will then immediately hold in
any neighborhood with @ > 1.

In [5], the authors proved the stronger Holder regularity in parallel with the weaker version.
In the CAT(1) setting, however, we rely in a fundamental way on the weaker Holder result. We
use the weak Holder result in (4.3) to improve the inequality from (4.5). This improvement
allows us adapt the techniques of [5] to our setting. Following their ideas, we demonstrate
that the order function is well-defined. We then demonstrate that jﬁ;’ja is monotone, which
immediately implies the improved regularity.

Throughout this section, unless explicitly stated otherwise, presume that g is a normalized
Lipschitz metric on B(r).

6.1 The order function

The goal of this subsection is to prove that the order o := lim,_,(+ (’IE((;T) exists. In the
Euclidean setting, the existence of the limit follows from proving the differential inequality
g((g)) — II,((::)) + % > 0, which implies that the function o ”Ib;((f;) is monotone. Under the
current hypotheses, we cannot hope to prove a differential inequality of exactly the desired
type. The inequality we determine includes additional terms. Nevertheless, we still show that
the limit o exists.

We begin by recalling two essential inequalities derived in [5, (3.9),(3.17)] for energy
minimizing maps from a local model into a metric space target. These calculations use only
domain variations and the Lipschitz assumption on the domain metric and thus immediately
extend to our setting.

Lemma 6.1 Ler f : (B(r), g) — Y be an energy minimizing map, Y a metric space, and
g a normalized Lipschitz metric. Then there exist constants c1, ca > 0 and og > 0 small,
all depending only on B(r) and the Lipschitz bounds of g, such that for all 0 < o < oo and
QeY,

E'(oc) n-2 2 af |2
G0 2o T Eo /ama) arl 4FeCn
and
@ n=l_ / P(f. Q) dT,| < c 6.1)
1) o 1(0) Jopo) or gl = :

Therefore, for ¢c3 = ¢1 + ¢,

E'(o) [I'(o)

I+ Ee) ™ To)
K
% o) s o @

2 / b
> — -
~ E(0) JiB(o)
b PR 9,
Foio) ! (")/BB«,) vk [ Legoam) 62

+*+C3
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We now determine a lower bound for the right hand side of (6.2), modifying the differential
inequality to one more conducive to the proof of monotonicity.

Lemma 6.2 Suppose that B is a local model, (Y, d) is a CAT(1) space, and g is a normalized
Lipschitz metric. If f : (B(r), g) — B:(P) C Y is an energy minimizing map withQ < t <
%, then for B(o) C B(r/2) and any Q € Bcyov (f(0)),

2(1 —c’GZV)E(a) 5/ ;—rdz(f, 0)d3, + 1(0) + ko’ E (o) (6.3)

B(o)

and

(co +cc'a®)I(0)E (o)

6.4)
where c, k depend on B(r), the Lipschitz bound and the ellipticity constant of g and c', y
depend on ET, B(r), and the Lipschitz bound and ellipticity constant of g.

E(o) / —d2<f 0)dx, <2I(0) /
B(J)

oB(0)

Proof First observg that by. Theorem 54, f(0B(0)) C Bcyor (f(0)). By (4.3) and the
Lipschitz bound |g"/ (x) — 8" | < co, for |x| < o, we can improve the estimate in (4.5) to

(2—C%GZV)E<0>5/B( ey Q)d2g+w/ Z\a (1 0z, 65

JB(0)

where Cg is the Holder constant, and y is the Holder exponent.
Then, for ¢/ = C%, /2, (6.3) follows by applying the following elementary inequality to
the last term in (6.5)

20d(f, Y| d(f, 0| < (1, 0 + 20> Y | ais, )
i=1 i=1 O
=d(, 0+ Y [2L]
i=1

To prove (6.4), first note that if faB(a) d dz(f, 0)dx, < 0, the result holds simply because

the right hand side of the inequality is non-negative. So suppose that . 9B(o) (.f—rdz( £, Q)X >
0. Recall the estimates determined in (4.5):

2 af
/ D21, 0z, (1(0) / o
aB(o) OF aB(o) | O

/ Z‘idz(f, Q)‘dEg§2c1(o)1/2E’(a)1/2. 6.7)
aB(o) 0x;

1/2
zg) <2cl(0)'?E' ()%, (6.6)

Note that in the above equations, ¢ depends on the ellipticity constant of g. In what follows,
¢ may increase from one line to the next, but its dependence will always be only on B(r), the
Lipschitz bound and the ellipticity constant of g.
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Using (6.5), (6.6), (6.7) we observe that

21— do™E@ [ Ldkr 0z,
3aB(o) Or

= g2 ) i 5
: </B(a) o () Q¥ o /B(U)Z‘ax,d . Q)‘dEg) j;B(o) oy d (. Q)dx,

<c(l4+0)I(0)E (o).
(6.8)
Thus, for sufficiently small o > 0,

E(0) / aid%f, 0)d%, < cl(0)E'(0).
9B(o) OF

Now, using the middle inequality in (6.6) and substituting the above inequality into (6.8)
implies that

E(o) s 3 Ly 0)dz,
<21(0) / ‘0¥ E(o) / L5 0y
IB(0) B(G)
<2](0)/ 'e2V [(0)E (o).
oB(o)

Combining (6.2) and (6.4), we conclude that for sufficiently small o,

E’(o) I'(o)

)
(1 +co +cco V) £©) )

+ +C3>0

Note that if y > %, we may appeal directly to the work of [5] since the term co dominates.
Therefore, we presume that y < 1/2. In what follows, for notational simplicity, we rescale
the domain metric g so that ¢ < 1, since ¢ depends only on the domain metric. If we assume
that og = 1 and let C > 1 + 2¢’ then

E’((r) I'(o)

2y
(14 Co?) 5o~ 1)

+ +c3 > 0. (6.9)

For the analogous inequality in the NPC setting see [5, (3.20)].
We remark that due to the extra term ¢2?, the original monotonicity in [13] no longer
works. Following the ideas of [5], we introduce a modified energy. Let

J(o) = max I(s),
s€(0,0]

and

A {o' E'(c) J(o)

"' Eo) Jo) o +C3<0}

Note that A is exactly the set on which a standard monotonicity formula fails. For o € (0, 1),
we define the modified energy

F(o) = E(0)exp (¢(0)) (6.10)
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where

E'(s)
=— Cs¥ ——d
v fm(a,l) U Ee

and C is as in (6.9). Then exactly as in the proof of [5, Lemma 3.7],

F! E'(0) if A
(@) _ [ ED e ifo ¢ 6.11)
By (6.9) and (6.11), we observe that
F
o s o0 IE ) 6.12)
I(o)

is monotone nondecreasing for any Q € Bc,ov (f(0)). For 0 > 0 sufficiently small,
Cho? <1 < % and thus the projection map 7, : B:(P) — Bcyoer (f(0)) is distance
decreasing. It follows that for every o > 0 sufficiently small, O, € Bcyor (f(0)). Thus
applying (6.12) for o1 < o> sufficiently small, and noting that by the definition of I (o, Q4 ),

I (02, Qo)) > I(02, Qs,), We observe that
o1F(o1) Lc302 orF(02) Lc302 o2 F(02)
(o1, Qo)) — (02, Qo)) — 1(02, Qo,)

c30 o F (o) c30 0F(0)

1(0,00) 1(0,0Q0)

exists, it is therefore enough to consider

301

is monotone and lim e exists. To show that

o—0t

Therefore, 0 — e

£C30 oE(o)
1(0,00)

lim(,_>0+
E(o) .

_— l — .

(J—)rr(;+ F(o) (rl{g* xp ( Qﬂ((’))

I L 2y E'(s)
Lemma 6.3 o£n3+ ¢(o) = Ulin&+ fm(a’l) Cs? Fds < oo.

Proof The proof follows from straightforward modifications of the argument in [5, Lemma
3.8].
By the definition of A, forall s € A

(6.13)
So it suffices to show that

J/
lim csr Ty
o—0% JAn(, 1) J(s)

< OQ.

Following [5, Proof of Lemma 3.8], there exists a sufficiently large constant C’ depending
on the domain such that forany ¢ > 0and 0 < 6] < 6, <1,

1 C’
[1— (E—'—a) (92—91)] J(02) —eME®) < J(01) (6.14)
where
- VFPPdu, < M.
E©) B(g)l flrdug <
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Let
C
#O.n, j)= f—<21<9 Jp@.n) 9>(1—9)
where
1— g2 F(1)
O,n)=C—"=—, K=Me?>——,
pO.m=CT—0m T

Note that p(8, 0) = 0 and

1
11m ¢O,n,j)= = umformly in j,n.

Therefore, there exists 6y < 1 sufficiently close to 1, such that ¢ (6, n, j) > i. We also
choose j such that 9({ < %. Then for all n, we have that

1 c’
6] < ¢, n, j) =~ — (21(9 ip@on) 4 97) (1 — 6p). (6.15)
0

Now, for the chosen 6y and j as above, we let

0/!’(90 ﬂ)+n
2K 0

€ =

Then by (6.14),

_ip@omyn  C' E@O)J(1) ;
[1 — (21(90 pComn 9—) (6> — 91)] J(6) — M%”(G"’””" < J(6).
1

2e3 F (1)
(6.16)
O
Claim 6.4 For any n,
607 (05) < 7 (9*"). 6.17)
and X
J' _j
f cs2r I8 g < log 6, /7™ < C(6o, y, j). (6.18)
" J(s)
Note that the proof of the lemma will follow once we prove the claim since
E' J' ! J'
lim Csz”ﬁds < lim Cs? (s )ds < lim / Cs% ﬂafs
a—=0" Jan(, 1) E(s) =0 JAn(o, 1) J(s n— 00 2 J(s)
and by the claim, the right hand side is bounded independent of r. O

Proof of claim We proceed by induction on the powers of 6. First, take n = 0, 6; = 6,
6, = 1, and notice that F (1) = E(1) by the definition of F (o), and thus 5531;1((11)) = JE? <
J(1). Then by (6.15) and (6.16),

1 C’
90 J(1) < @6, 0, j)J(1) = [5 - <2K + > (- 90)] J(1) < J(00).
Next, we assume 9&](06‘) < J(Q(I)‘H) forallk =0,1,2,...,n—1.

@ Springer



12 Page 22 of 35 C. Breiner et al.

By the definition of F' (o) and (6.13),

E@} E’
log ( ?1) =—py) =/ Cszyﬂds
F(0y) AN@2,1) E(s)

1 ’
[ cort®y,
n J(s)
0
We estimate

U v d
/Onc J(S)d _Z/M Cs* —log J (s)ds

n—1

J(G )
2yk 0
< E C6o,"" lo

0 £ J(Gg'H)

(6.19)

n—1

= Z C 93 vk log6, J (by the induction hypothesis)

k=0
2.
_jC 17602}/”
logh, % =logy P
=logt, og6, .

So since
oF (o) - CSo_O‘F(O‘) _ C}F(l)

e e
J() ~ J) —  J)
(6.19) and the integral estimate imply that

. SFE)JO)
OJP(GOv’I)E 0}1 < F en < € 0
; 65) = FO§) = — o
That is
E®y)J(1
gjp(eon)-&-n ( ) () J(@g).

e F(1)

We now take 6 = 96”'1, 62 = 0y in (6.16), and together with (6.15) and the above inequality
we conclude that

. 1 —inonmy  C’
03.J65) < G0, . ))J 0) = [5 - (2K90 e %) (- eo>] Je5) = (%7).

This implies that (6.17) is true for all n. Therefore, we may make the substitution in the
integral estimate to conclude that for all n

1-627"
J'(s) e — jp(@o,m)
f” Cs¥ 76 )ds <logé, * =logh, """, (6.20)

Since p(6p, n) is increasing in n and lim,,_, « p(6y, n) = Cﬁ = C (6o, y), we prove the
(]

integral estimate. O

Proposition 6.5 Suppose that B is a local model, (Y, d) is a CAT(1) space, and g is a
normalized Lipschitz metric. If f : (B(r), g) — B¢ (P) C Y is an energy minimizing map
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where ) < 1 < %, then the order
oE(o)
o:=lim ———— <
a—0 1(0, Qy)
is well defined.

Proof The monotonicity of o +— 1(; (f (Q(Ta)) together with Lemma 6.3 implies that

oE(0) o oF(o) E(o)

im ——— = lim [ ———

o—0+ 1(0, Qp) 00+ \ 1 (0, Qp) F(0)
oF() . E(o)

im ———— lim ——

-0+ [(0, Q) o0+ F(0)

o=

Definition 6.6 The value « is the order of f at 0 and denoted by o = ord” (0).

6.2 Improved monotonicity

Using the Holder regularity of Theorem 5.4 and the definition of & given by Proposition 6.5,
we improve the Holder result to have exponent corresponding to the order function. Such a
result allows us to immediately conclude Lipschitz regularity whenever o > 1.

Lemma 6.7 Let B be a local model, g a normalized Lipschitz metric defined on B(r), (Y, d)
a CAT(1) space and f : (B(r), g) — B:(P) C Y an energy minimizing map whereQ < t <
T-Leta = ord” (0) and y > 0 be the Hélder exponent of Theorem 5.4. There exist constants

o, 66 and oq depending only on B(r), E7, and the Lipschitz bound and the ellipticity constant
of g so that if C is as in (6.9) and

- E'(s)
E(o):=E Cs% 751;) ,
(0) (o) exp (co /Am(o,a) s EG) s
then

5 E(o)

co(r+c(’)(7
U2(x+n—2

or>e
is non-decreasing for o € (0, op).

Proof Let

E'(s)
G(o)=E Cs% 751‘) .
@) (o) exp (/Am(o,a) ' E(s) '

E(s)

E'(s)
Go)=F Cs?r —2d )
@) (@) exp </Am(0,1) ’ E(s) ’

the monotonicity of (6.12) implies that

Since (6.13), (6.20) imply that exp ( Lamoun € E’“)ds) is finite and by definition

CWJG(U)
1(o)
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is non-decreasing. Since fAm(o o) Cs

and

We now use arguments from the proof of Lemma 6.3. By (6.17), for n such that

05 »

. o
o = lim

7 £8 45 > 0, E(0) < G(o). Therefore,

E(o) <1 oG(o) oG(o)

Cc30

im = lim —_—.
0=01(0,Qs) ~0=01(0,Qp) o0—0 I(o, Qs)
Thus for o sufficiently small,

- I(o, Q5) I(o, Qo) AN(0,0) E(s)
oE(o) < 030 oG(o) _ ecsG(l) _K
I(o, Qo) — I(0.Q00) —  I(1) ~

/AO(O,J

By (6.22) and (6.24)

a<e

By (6.1) and (6.3),

2(1 _ c’a2V)E(a) < /8

<I'(oc) — na;ll(o) + (1 +c)l(o)+ kazE/(a).

Cszywds < /G Cs% J—(S)ds
) E(S) 0 J(S)

J (s)
= Z/kﬂ J( ) ds
< (Z cegyk) log 6,
k=n

C92yn | 9 _;
0og
1-— ng

< C49§Vn
c
< 2402)’ =: 502
6,"
c30-+esa? oE(0) o2 ocE(o)
I(0,05) ~ I(o, Q5)

idz(f, FO)NdZg 4 I(0) + ko’ E' (o)
B(o) ar

Here k, c» depend on the Lipschitz bound of g. Therefore
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2(1—c'0?)o E(0) I

1(o)

—1-0(0) _ ') JZE/(G)
= 1(o) 1(0)

P'@ ke B vy 623)
(o) E@) "

G'(o) | 1 (0)

=+ 3.

n+1
00

6.21)

(6.22)

(6.23)

<o <

(6.24)

(6.25)



Regularity of harmonic maps from polyhedra to CAT(1) spaces Page 25 of 35 12

For the last inequality we use (6.9) and (6.11) to show that

G'(oc) F'(o) - I'lc) 1
= - — —c3.
Go) F) — I(o) o °
Note further that by applying (6.25) and absorbing the higher order terms of the exponential
into O (o), there exists ¢;, such that

G’ E' 2a — cjo -2-0
(o) kKo (o) . a — cyo n n (o) .
G(o) E(o) o o
From this point forward, we presume that o € A. Indeed, if o ¢ A then the appropriate
differential inequality is satisfied which immediately proves the monotonicity. By definition

E'©@) _ E'(0)
E() ~ E(0)
Choose ¢ sufficiently large so that coC > kK + C. Then, since o € A,

E'(6) E'(0) ) G'(0) E'(0)
= 1 kK + C)oV kK .
o) = By T OT) = G

Then, we may increase c if necessary to determine that

(1+ coCUzy) )

- B
EZ(G) . n—2+4+2«a _6602)/_1
E(o) o

d ecorr+c6rr2V E(U)
—log| ————— = 0.

do on—2+2a

— Q.

It follows that

[m}

Corollary 6.8 LetB be a dimension-n, codimension-v local model, g a normalized Lipschitz
metric defined on B(r), and (Y, d) a CAT(]) space and f : (B(r),g) — B(P) C Y an
energy minimizing map where 0 < © < Z. Let a = = ord/(0) and y > 0 be the Holder
exponent of Theorem 5.4. Then there exist constants ¢,k > 0, oy < 1 depending on B(r),
EJ, and the Lipschitz bound and the ellipticity constant of g so that

oE(o) < cet® PE(p)
(o, Qs) — I(p, Qp)

for0 <o < p <oy, (6.26)

and
E©@) _ v E()
o242 — pn—2+2oz

Proof For F(o) defined as in (6.10), (6.13) and (6.20) imply that

for0 <o < p <op. (6.27)

lE(U) < F(o) < E(o)
C

for some ¢ > 1 depending on the Holder constant from Theorem 5.4. Using this uniform

bound and the fact that e3° I(EF (Qg)) is monotone by (6.12) implies (6.26).

Lemma 6.7, the definition of E , and the fact that (6.24) gives the bound
E(0) < E(o) < ec0eso E(o).
together imply (6.27). O
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As in the conclusion of Sect. 4, we now consider monotonicity for metrics g that are not
necessarily normalized. Recall that if g is a Lipschitz metric and & := L} g, where L is the
map given by [5, Proposition 2.1], then & is normalized. Moreover, when f is minimizing
with respect to the metric g, then f o L, is minimizing with respect to 4.

Definition 6.9 For f minimizing with respect to a Lipschitz metric g, we define the order
of f atx as

oy = ord/ (x) := ord/°Lx (0).
Recalling that

Eo)i= [ 19 fPdn,
By (o)

and B, (o) denotes the Euclidean ball about x of radius o, we prove the monotonicity of
Proposition 4.6 with exponent n — 2 + 2c.

Proposition 6.10 Let B be a dimension-n, codimension-v local model, g a Lipschitz met-
ric defined on B(r) with ellipticity constant » € (0,1], (Y,d) a CAT(l) space and
f: B(r),g) — B (P) C Y an energy minimizing map where 0 < v < %. Then there
exists C > 1 depending on B(r), the Lipschitz bound and the ellipticity constant of g so that

for every x € B(r),

Ey(0) < Ex(p)
o242 — pn—2+2l¥x ’

O<o<p<rk) (6.28)

where r(x) is defined as in (4.8).

Proof Following the proof of Proposition 4.6, the result follows from [5, Proposition 2.1]
and Corollary 6.8. o

Using (6.28) and the techniques of Sect. 5, we immediately determine Holder regularity
for f with exponent depending on the order function.

Theorem 6.11 Let B be a local model, g a Lipschitz Riemannian metric defined on B(r),
(Y, d) a CAT(1) space and f : (B(r), g) — B:(P) C Y an energy minimizing map where
O0<t< %. If0 < a < ay forall x € B(or) where o € (0, 1), then there exists C depending
only on the Lipchitz bound and ellipticity constant of g, ET, B(r) and o such that

d(f), f(y) =Clx —yl*, Vx,y € B(or).

Proof The result follows immediately from (6.28), Proposition 5.3, the Poincaré inequality
of [5, Theorem 2.7], and Lemma 5.2. O

7 Tangent map construction

Given a domain 2, NPC spaces (Y, di), and maps fi : 2 — Y, Korevaar and Schoen [16,
Section 3] develop the notion of convergence of maps in the pullback sense. This allowed [5]
to define a tangent map of f : B(r) — Y when Y is NPC. They then related the homogeneity
of a tangent map to the order of f and used this to get the Lipschitz regularity.

Rather than reconstruct the entire argument when Y is CAT(1), we will consider the
tangent map of f that is determined by the tangent map construction in [5] for the lifted map

f :B(r) — CY. Since CY is NPC, we do not need to reconstruct the theory. Instead, we use
the minimizing property of f to prove that the proposed tangent map exists.
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7.1 Limit maps in the pullback sense

We first recall the construction in [16, Section 3] and its extension to local models in [5,
Section 5].

Let fix : B(r) — Y; where each (Y%, dy) is an NPC space. Since each f; maps to
a different metric space, convergence cannot be understood in a pointwise sense without
further work. If one considers the closed convex hull of each set fi (B(r)) and corresponding
pseudodistances dj 0, convergence can be well understood by considering convergence of
the pseudodistances. The construction proceeds as follows.

Let f : B(r) — Y and denote Qo = B(r), fo = f,and letdy : Qo x Q¢ — RT U {0} be
the pseudodistance function dy(x, y) := d(fo(x), fo(y)). Inductively define ;41 = 2; %
Q; x[0, 1]and identify ; C ;4 viatheinclusionx — (x, x, 0). Define fi+1 : Qiy1 = ¥
by

Jir1(x, y, 1) = (1 =1) fi(x) +1fi (y).
Let

di+1(x,y) = d(fi+1(x), fix1(0)).

Then

dig1((x. x,0), (v, ,0)) = d;(x, y).
dig1((x,y,9), (x, ¥, 1) = |s — t]d; (x, ),
A2 (2 (. 5)) < (1= s)dE (2, (x, x,0) + sd? (2, (7, ¥, 0))
—s(1 = $)di, ((x,x,0), (v, y,0)).

Set Qoo = U;Q; and define foo : Qoo — (Y, d) such that f|g, = fi. Define a
pseudodistance function doo (x, ¥) := d(foo(X), foo(y)). Define the metric space (Y, dx) as
the completion of the quotient metric space constructed from (40, dso), Where the quotient
space is defined via the equivalence relation of zero pseudodistance. Then by construction,
in particular the properties of d;, (Y, dy) is an NPC space. Moreover, (Y, dy) is isometric
to Cvx(f(B(r))), the closed convex hull of f(B(r)), with isometry given by the unique
extension of fu, to Y.

Definition 7.1 Let vy : B(r) — (Y%, di) be a sequence of maps to NPC spaces. We say vx
converges to v, in the pullback sense if the corresponding pullback pseudodistances di oo
converge pointwise to a limit pseudodistance ds, 0n Qs X Qo, and v, = 7w o ¢ where
t: B(r) > Q4 is the inclusion map and 7 is the natural projection map of Q2 onto the
metric completion (Y, d,) of the quotient space constructed from (200, doo)-

Given v, as above, we can replace f in the outlined construction by v,.. Then d, ; denotes
the corresponding pullback pseudodistance function of v, ; and d ~ denotes the correspond-
ing pullback pseudodistance function of v, . In this case, (dy)« = dx.

Definition 7.2 Suppose vi converge to v, in the pullback sense. Let di ; (resp. dw,;) be the
corresponding pullback pseudodistance function to vi ; : €; — (Yk, di) (resp. vy : Q; —
(Y, dy)). We say that the convergence is locally uniform if the convergence of di ; to the
limit d, ; is uniform on each compact subset of €2; x €2;. In this case, we also say vy — Vs
locally uniformly in the pullback sense.
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Proposition 7.3 [16, Proposition 3.7], [5, Proposition 5.1] Let vy : B(r) — (Y, dx) be a
sequence of maps to NPC spaces Yy for which there is uniform modulus of continuity control.
That is, assume that for each x € B(r) and R > 0 there exists a positive function o (x, R)
which is monotone in R satisfying

lim w(x, R) =0,
R—0
and so that for each k € 7

max  di (v (x), vk (y)) < w(x, R).
yeB(x,R)

Then there is a subsequence of vy which converges locally uniformly in the pullback sense
to a limit map vy : B(r) — (Y, dy). Moreover, v, satisfies the same modulus of continuity
estimates.

7.2 The tangent map construction

Let B be a dimension-n, codimension-v local model and g a normalized Lipschitz metric
on B(1). For r € (0,1) and a map f : B(r) — Y we will consider the A-blow up map
Lo B(r/)) — (Y, dy) and the lifted A-blow up map f, : B(r/A) — (CY, D, ) where
&.(x) == g(Ax)
R () e
wil =0l PIap!?
d.(P, Q) := (u§)~'d(P, Q)
Dy(P, Q) := (u)"'D(P, Q)
Hx) = fax) eY
fL0) =[f0x),11eY x {1} c CY.

Above we have denoted

1) = inf/ d*(f, 0)dZ,
aB(L)

QeY

Droy = inff D*([f, 11, Q)dZ,.
aB(L)

QeCY

Definition 7.4 If there exists an NPC space (Y, dy) gnd a sequence Ay — 0 iuch that f3,
converges locally uniformly in the pullback sense to f, : B — (Y4, ds) then f, is called a
tangent map of f.

Proposition 7.5 For B a dimension-n, codimension-v local model, g a normalized Lipschitz
metric defined on B(r), and (Y, d) a CAT(1) space, let f : (B(r), g) — B;(P) C Y be an
energy minimizing map whereQ < t < %. Then f has atangentmap f, : (B, g) — (Yx, dy).
Moreover, f, : B(1) — (Y4, dy) is a non-constant, energy minimizing map.

Proof We first determine uniform modulus of continuity control on the maps f ;. Following
[5, Lemma 6.1], for the maps f, : B(r) — (Y, d,), for sufficiently small > 0

4 ELB(1)] =fBU|VfA|2dugk < 2a
(
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where « is the order of f at zero. Given the uniform Lipschitz bounds on the metrics g;, we
appeal to Theorem 5.4 and note that

dp.(f.(x), H.(»)) = Clx — y|” forall x, y € B(r), (7.1)

where C, y are independent of A. This immediately implies uniform modulus of continuity
control on the maps f; but not on their lifted maps f. To determine the necessary control
for the lifted maps, we will consider the relation between d), and D, as A — O.

Since f is energy minimizing into Y, Theorem 5.4 implies that f(dB(X)) C
Beawr (f(0)) € Y where C depends only on the Lipschitz bound and ellipticity constant
of g, E/, and B(r). By (3.1), given Q € B, (f(0)), for all x € dB(%),

D*(f(x),10,1]) < d*(f(x), Q). (7.2)
It follows that for Q¢ such that /1 (1, Q) = inf ¢I(1, Q),
Prov < Proviod 1y < o).

Let QP € CY such that I (x, QP) = inf PI(%, Q). Then QP € Beur ([£(0), 1) C CY
and by (3.3),

U6y = U1 (D) = 1+ Ca) L1,

where 1 : CY — Y is the projection map onto the first component of ¥ x [0, 0o). Therefore,
for pcg, po the rescalings of d, D respectively, and A > 0 sufficiently small,

P
<Q +C)L2)/)—1/2 < 7);1 < 1. (7.3)
My

N =

It follows by (3.1), (7.2), and (7.3) that for sufficiently small A > 0 and all x, y € B(r),

D;(f,.(0). F,()) = ()T DAfx). 11 L Oy). 1D
<2 D(LF X)) 11 Lf (), 1D
<2(u) ' d(f (Ax), (1)
=24, (f(x), ().

By (7.1), the maps f, into (CY, D) possess uniform modulus of continuity control. There-
fore, by Proposition 7.3, there exists a sequence Ay — 0 and an NPC space ((CY)s, D)
such that ?)\k converge locally uniformly in the pullback sense to a limit map f, : B(1) —
(CY)x, D).

Claim 7.6 £, is a tangent map of f.

Proof We need to show that dj , — dy , uniformly on 2, x €2, for all n € N U {0}. Since
the uniform convergence for D, , — d,, is already established, and since Mi / ,uf -1
uniformly by (7.3), it is enough to show that for all n € N U {0},

d(fl.ll (X), fk.n (y))
D(f 3.0, Frn()

-1 (7.4)
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uniformly for all x # y € ,. Proceeding by induction requires that we also demonstrate
that B
D([fran(x), 11, fr,(x)) = 0 (7.5)

uniformly for x € €,,.
Observe that by (3.2),

dH®, L)
D(f;.(x), £,

uniformly for all x # y € B(1) = €0 so (7.4) holds easily for n = 0. Moreover, (7.5) is
trivial for n = 0 since f, o(x) = [fi,0(x), 1] € CY.
Now suppose that

d(fii—1(x)s fri-1(3) N
D(f 1), friz1()
uniformly for x # y € Q;_1 and that

D(([ fr,i—1(0), 11, fri—1(x) = 0 (7.6)

uniformly for x € €;_;. We claim that together these imply that (7.4) and (7.5) hold for
n=iandXx #y € Q;.
Consider x, y € ; withx = (x1, x2, 5) and x # y. Since, by Theorem 5.4, f) ;(B(1)) C
Bear (£(0)), (3.2) implies that
d(f,i(X), fri(y)
D[ fo.,ix), 11, [ fa.,i (¥), 1D

Thus, it is enough to show that

D([f3.i(x), 11, [fo.i (y), 1D

D(f;.:X), f5.:(¥)
Note that if x; = x then f,;(x) = fo;—1(x1) and f; ;(x) = f;;_;(x1). Thus
D([ fi.i(x), 11, 7)hl-(x)) — O uniformly by (7.6). Now suppose that x; # x;. By hypothesis,
with y, C Kthe geodesi&connecting Sri—1(x1) to fi,i—1(x2) and ¥, C CY the geodesic

connecting f, ;_(x1) to f; ;_1(x2),

) _ d(fri-1(x), foi-1(x2)) N

ty) D), frimi(x2)

1

— 1 uniformly for x #y € ;.

— 1 uniformly forx #y € Q;.

1 (7.7)

uniformly. For j =1, 2, let 7{ C CY be the geodesic connecting TM,I (xj) to [fa,i(x), 1].
Then by the triangle inequality,

(7)) LT+ LT <L)+ Y D(FiiGep), Lhio1(x)), 1.
j=12
Thus by (7.6) and (7.7),
L) +Ew3)
6y;)

We consider the geodesic triangle in CY with endpoints ?k.,i—l (x1), ?)\,i—l (x2), [fan.i(x), 1].
Using a comparison triangle in R, the side length relation implies that

— 1 uniformly.

D([ f>..i(x), 1],?)“»()()) — 0 uniformly for all x € ;.
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Therefore (7.5) holds for n = i. By the triangle inequality,

D(([fr,1 ), 11, [fi 1), 1) = D(f 1), f5.,1(¥) — 0 uniformly (7.8)

and thus (7.4) holds forn =i and x # y. B
Therefore f;, converges uniformly locally in a pullback sense to f, and it is reasonable
to consider the target using the notation (Y, dy). ]

Finally, we prove that 7* is minimizing. Let v;, =Dir ?;\ :B(1) — (CY, D,) denote the
Dirichlet solution for ?,\. As before, we note that f; (B(1)) C Bcear (f(0)), and so by (3.1),
it follows that 7,\(B(1)) C Bgy ([f(0), 1]). Now, since CY is an NPC space, projection
onto convex domains decreases energy. Therefore, since v, is an energy minimizer and
vilosy = Falasay € BEY, ([£(0), 11), it follows that v, (B(1)) C BEY, (1 £(0), 11). Thus,
m(vy) = 1 — CAY, where mp : CY — [0, 00) is the projection onto the second component
of the cone over Y. For X sufficiently small, we apply (3.5) and observe that

D?(03.(x), va(y)) = (1 = CAY)* D> (M (v3.(x)), (WA ())),

and thus P ENOO[B(1)] < (1 — CAY)"2 PEY[B(1)]. By (3.4), if 11 : CY — Y denotes the
projection onto the first component of the cone over ¥, then “E™1 ) [B(1)] = P ET@D[B(1)],
and thus

EMEIB)] < (1 — CAY) " PEV[B(D)]. (7.9)

Again using (3.4), and noting that f, is energy minimizing with respect to d;,
PEDB)] =B/ B(1)]
= (u)? “EFBO)] < (u)? HETIBD)] = CET I BD)]. (7.10)
Combining (7.9) and (7.10) we observe that
PEDB)] < (1 = CA) 2 PER[B()]
and therefore
DET B = (D)2 PED BT < () 721 = CA) 2 PERB()]
= (1 — CAY) 2 P B (D).
Finally, since v, is energy minimizing with respect to D;, we have that
DrEUB(] < P ED[B()] < (1= CA) 2 P EV[B(D)],
and so it follows from [16, Theorem 3.11] that f, is minimizing. The non-constancy of f,
follows exactly as in the proof of [13, Proposition 3.3]. O
8 Higher regularity results
8.1 Lipschitz regularity
The Lipschitz regularity of f at points in X — X =2 will follow from regularity results for

minimizing maps into an NPC space, once we show that the order of f is bounded below by
the order of its tangent map f .
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Lemma 8.1 Let B be a dimension-n, codimension-v local model, g a normalized Lipschitz
metric defined on B(r) and (Y,d) a CAT(]) space. If f : (B(r),g) — B(P) C Y isan
energy minimizing map with0 <t < Z, let f, : B — (Y4, dy) denote a tangent map of f,
constructed as in Proposition 7.5. Then

ord+(0) < ord (0), e, as <a.
Proof Note that f, is a minimizing map into an NPC space and thus by [5, Corollary 3.1],

d*Ef*(U)
oy = lim ———

Let Ax denote the sequence defining the lifted tangent map f. Define fi := f,, ux := ,ufk,
dy = d,,, and g := g, . Then,

o “Ego) _ . ou ki " EL (o)

im ———— m
k—00 dklgf,f‘(a) " k>0 /‘“1:2)‘/& "d[g (Axo)

o 1E] o)
= 1 _—
k— 00 d]gf()hko.)
=a.
Therefore, it is enough to show that
dy ?* dk fk
o “EJ (o) - Eg (o)

—— = < lim
de [ i (o) k—00 dklg‘(a)

By the pointwise convergence of (,ufk )~!'D := Dy — D, locally, uniformly on compact
sets,

Depft(o) — “17+(0).
By a change of variables and properties of the A-blow up maps,
-2
“rgt) = (u) 1T ODE w0,
) -
iiftor= (1) ML G0,
The proof of Proposition 7.5 immediately implies that
Ul (o) — Pepfke) > 0
as k — oo and thus
d"lf"(o) — d*lf*(a) as k — oo.

By [16, Lemma 8.1, Lemma 8.7], lim inf},_, o, P EZkk(O') > 4 El(0). By (3.2), dEf"(cr) =

DEfk(O’) for all k. Moreover, since uk /,L]? — 0ask — oo,
4l (o) < liminf % Ef* (o).
k—o00

This implies the result. O
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Proposition 8.2 Let B be a dimension-n, codimension-v local model with v € {0, 1}, g a
normalized Lipschitz metric defined on B(r), (Y,d) a CAT(1) space and f : (B(r), g) —
B:(P) C Y an energy minimizing map with 0 < 7 < %. Then f is Lipschitz continuous in
B(or) with Lipschitz constant depending on o € (0, 1), (B(r), g), and the total energy of the

map f.

Proof For each x € B(or), consider the normalized map f, := f o Ly, minimizing with
respect to the normalized metric 1 = L} g. Here the map L is as in [5, Proposition 2.1] but it
plays a slightly different role. The metric on B is normalized at the origin of B. To determine
a lower bound for the order of f at x, we want to consider its tangent map about x, which
requires that the metric be normalized about x. L, does this for us, and thus we may consider
the tangent map of fy at O (or f at x).

By Proposition 7.5, the tangent map ( fy )« : B(1) — Y, is minimizing into the NPC space
Y. Therefore, by [5, Lemma 8.1, Lemma 8.7], o, > 1. Lemma 8.1 implies that ord/x ) >1
and thus ord/ (x) > 1. The result now follows from Theorem 6.11. O

The Lipschitz regularity, Theorem 1.3 item (1), follows immediately from [5, Proposition
2.1].

8.2 Regularity at a higher codimension singular point

Given a Riemannian complex X and an NPC space T', we define the center of mass of a map
u € L>(X, T) to be the unique point € T (with existence and uniqueness given by [15,
Proposition 2.5.4]) such that

d3(u, W) dpg == inf | d}(u, P)dg.
/X 7w, u)dpg }I’IéT/;( 7(u, P)dpg
We define the first eigenvalue of X with values in T by the Rayleigh quotient

Vul?d
MK Ty=  nf Vi
uew2(x,1) [y d*(u,w)dpug

In application, 7" will be the tangent cone of the CAT(1) space Y at a point Q € Y. While Y
is not NPC, TpY is always NPC by construction.

To prove item (2) in Theorem 1.3, we first note that all of the results of [5, section 6] can
be immediately applied. In particular, set f; := f3, and define hy : (B(1), 8) — (CY, D;,)
to be the minimizer into CY with A |sB(1) = fx laB(1)- Then Ay converges uniformly locally
in the pull-back sense to f,, and in fact the pseudodistance functions d*f ,d", determined by
the maps fx and Ay, are equal.

The results of [5, section 8.3] rely on the fact that the sequence f; satisfies the mono-
tonicity formula and that the tangent map f is homogeneous. We have already established
monotonicity for the sequence f. To prove homogeneity for the tangent map f ., we proceed
exactly as in [5].

Lemma 8.3 For B a dimension-n, codimension-v local model, v > 2, and g a normalized
Lipschitz metric defined on B(r), (Y, d) a CAT(1) space, let f : (B(r),g) — B, (P) CY
be an energy minimizing map where 0 < t < %. Let fi, hi, f, be as above. Then the
directional energies of the sequences hy, fi converge to the directional energies of f .

Proof Since the hy are Holder continuous and satisfy a monotonicity formula, the proof of
[5, Lemma 8.8] can be followed verbatim. To prove the directional energies converge relies
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only on estimates relating the energies of &, fx, and lower semi-continuity of the energy.
Since the energy comparisons follow from the comments above, the result is immediate. O

Now, following the proof of [5, Lemma 6.3], since the directional energies of 4y converge
to those of f,, f, is homogeneous of order «, i.e.

di(fo(x), f,(0)) = |x|*d, (ﬂ (I%) ,7*(0)> :

Note that in the proof in [5], the right hand side of the equation for (£ fx (o))’ should include
the term ”0;2 E'+(o) and the first term in the parenthesis in (6.10) should be the product of
boundary integrals.

With the homogeneity in hand, we can now follow the proofs of [5] to conclude the nec-
essary results. For B a dimension-n, codimension-v local model, recall that D is isomorphic
to R"7". For each x € D, let N(x) be the v-plane orthogonal to D at x. Then, for |x| < 1,
dB(1) N N(x) is a spherical (v — 1)-complex. The key proposition, which follows exactly
the proof of [5, Theorem 8.4], is as follows.

Proposition 8.4 Let B be a dimension-n, codimension-v local model, v > 2, and g a nor-
malized Lipschitz metric defined on B(r) and (Y, d) a CAT(1) space, let f : (B(r), g) —
B (P) C Y be an energy minimizing map where 0 < t < %. If A\ (0B(1) N N(0), TpY) >
B(> B)forall Q € Y anda < 1, then the order a of f at 0 satisfies a(a+v—2) > B(> B).

For a local model B and any x € B(r), recall that f o L, : B/.(r(x)) — B, P where Ly
is given by [5, Proposition 2.1] and B/, (r(x)) is a local model centered at x. Define

N .

AY = inf A OBL(1), ToY).
! xeB()NN(0), QY 1B, (), To¥)

As an immediately corollary of the previous proposition, we observe that:

Corollary 8.5 For B a dimension-n, codimension-v local model, v > 2, g a Lipschitz Rie-
mannian metric defined on B(r), and (Y, d) a CAT(1) space, let f : (B(r),g) —> B;(P) CY
be an energy minimizing map where) < 1 < %. If)»iv > v—1then f is Lipschitz continuous
in B(or) for o € (0, 1).

Theorem 1.3, item (2), immediately follow from the above results following the observa-
tion that v = n — k.
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